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W e propose new bounds on the error oflearning algorithm s in

term s ofa data-dependent notion ofcom plexity.The estim ates we

establish give optim alrates and are based on a localand em pirical

version ofRadem acher averages,in the sense that the Radem acher

averagesare com puted from the data,on a subsetoffunctionswith

sm allem piricalerror.W e presentsom e applications to classi�cation

and prediction with convex function classes,and with kernelclasses

in particular.

1. Introduction. Estim ating the perform ance of statistical procedures
is usefulfor providing a better understanding ofthe factors that in uence
their behavior,as wellas for suggesting ways to im prove them .Although
asym ptoticanalysisisacrucial� rststep toward understandingthebehavior,
� nitesam pleerrorboundsareofm orevalueastheyallow thedesign ofm odel
selection (or param eter tuning) procedures.These error bounds typically
have the following form :with high probability,the error ofthe estim ator
(typically a function in a certain class)isbounded by an em piricalestim ate
oferror plus a penalty term depending on the com plexity ofthe class of
functionsthatcan bechosen by thealgorithm .Thedi� erencesbetween the
true and em piricalerrors of functions in that class can be viewed as an
em piricalprocess.M any tools have been developed for understanding the
behaviorofsuch objects,and especially forevaluatingtheirsuprem a| which
can be thought ofas a m easure ofhow hard it is to estim ate functions in
theclassathand.Thegoalisthusto obtain thesharpestpossibleestim ates
on the com plexity offunction classes.A problem arisessince the notion of
com plexity m ightdepend on the(unknown)underlyingprobability m easure
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according to which the data is produced.Distribution-free notions ofthe
com plexity,such asthe Vapnik{Chervonenkisdim ension [35]orthe m etric
entropy [28],typically give conservative estim ates.Distribution-dependent
estim ates,based for exam ple on entropy num bers in the L2(P ) distance,
where P isthe underlying distribution,are notusefulwhen P isunknown.
Thus,itisdesirable to obtain data-dependentestim ates which can readily
becom puted from the sam ple.
O ne ofthe m ost interesting data-dependentcom plexity estim ates is the

so-called Radem acheraverageassociated with theclass.Although known for
a long tim eto berelated to theexpected suprem um oftheem piricalprocess
(thanksto sym m etrization inequalities),itwas� rstproposed asan e� ective
com plexity m easure by K oltchinskii[15],Bartlett,Boucheron and Lugosi
[1]and M endelson [25]and then furtherstudied in [3].Unfortunately,one
ofthe shortcom ingsofthe Radem acheraveragesisthatthey provide global
estim atesofthecom plexity ofthefunction class,thatis,they do notre ect
thefactthatthealgorithm willlikely pick functionsthathavea sm allerror,
and in particular,only a sm allsubsetofthe function classwillbe used.As
a result,thebesterrorratethatcan beobtained via theglobalRadem acher
averagesisatleastoftheorderof1=

p
n (wheren isthesam plesize),which

issuboptim alin som esituations.Indeed,thetypeofalgorithm sweconsider
hereareknown in thestatisticalliteratureasM -estim ators.They m inim ize
an em piricalloss criterion in a � xed class of functions.They have been
extensively studied and their rate ofconvergence is known to be related
to the m odulus ofcontinuity ofthe em piricalprocess associated with the
classoffunctions(ratherthan to the expected suprem um ofthatem pirical
process).Thism odulusofcontinuity iswellunderstood from the em pirical
processestheory viewpoint(see,e.g.,[33,34]).Also,from thepointofview
ofM -estim ators,the quantity which determ inesthe rate ofconvergence is
actually a� xed pointofthism odulusofcontinuity.Resultsofthistypehave
been obtained by van de G eer [31,32](am ong others),who also provides
nonasym ptotic exponentialinequalities.Unfortunately,these are in term s
ofentropy (or random entropy) and hence m ight not be usefulwhen the
probability distribution isunknown.
The key property that allows one to prove fast rates ofconvergence is

thefactthataround thebestfunction in theclass,thevarianceoftheincre-
m entsoftheem piricalprocess[ortheL2(P )distanceto thebestfunction]is
upperbounded by a linearfunction ofthe expectation ofthese increm ents.
In the contextofregression with squared loss,thishappensassoon asthe
functionsarebounded and theclassoffunctionsisconvex.In thecontextof
classi� cation,M am m en and Tsybakov have shown [20]that this also hap-
pensunderconditions on the conditionaldistribution (especially aboutits
behavioraround 1=2).They actually donotrequiretherelationship between
varianceand expectation (oftheincrem ents)to belinearbutallow form ore



LO CAL RAD EM ACHER CO M PLEXITIES 3

general,powertypeinequalities.Theirresults,likethoseofvan deG eer,are
asym ptotic.
In ordertoexploitthiskey propertyand have� nitesam plebounds,rather

than consideringtheRadem acheraveragesoftheentireclassasthecom plex-
ity m easure,it is possible to consider the Radem acher averages ofa sm all
subsetoftheclass,usually theintersection oftheclasswith a ballcentered
at a function ofinterest.These local Radem acher averages can serve as a
com plexity m easure;clearly,they arealwayssm allerthan thecorresponding
globalaverages.Severalauthorshave considered the use oflocalestim ates
ofthe com plexity ofthe function class in order to obtain better bounds.
Before presenting their results,we introduce som e notation which is used
throughoutthe paper.
Let(X ;P )beaprobabilityspace.Denoteby F aclassofm easurablefunc-

tionsfrom X to R,and setX 1;:::;X n to beindependentrandom variables
distributed according to P .Let �1;:::;�n be n independent Radem acher
random variables,thatis,independentrandom variablesforwhich Pr(�i=
1)= Pr(�i= � 1)= 1=2.
Fora function f:X ! R,de� ne

Pnf =
1

n

nX

i= 1

f(X i); P f = Ef(X ); R nf =
1

n

nX

i= 1

�if(X i):

Fora classF ,set

R nF = sup
f2F

R nf:

De� neE� tobetheexpectation with respecttotherandom variables�1;:::;�n,
conditioned on allofthe otherrandom variables.The Radem acheraverage
ofF isER nF ,and theem pirical(orconditional)Radem acheraveragesofF
are

E�R nF =
1

n
E

 

sup
f2F

nX

i= 1

�if(X i)jX 1;:::;X n

!

:

Som e classicalpropertiesofRadem acheraveragesand som esim ple lem m as
(which we useoften)are listed in Appendix A.1.
Thesim plestway to obtain theproperty allowing forfastratesofconver-

genceistoconsidernonnegativeuniform lybounded functions(orincrem ents
with respecttoa� xed nullfunction).In thiscase,onetrivially hasforallf 2
F ,Var[f]� cP f.Thisisexploited by K oltchinskiiand Panchenko [16],who
considerthecase ofprediction with absolute losswhen functionsin F have
valuesin [0;1]and thereisaperfectfunction f� in theclass,thatis,P f� = 0.
They introduce an iterative m ethod involving localem piricalRadem acher
averages.They� rstconstructafunction �n(r)= c1R nff:Pnf � 2rg+ c2

p
rx=n+
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c3=n,which can be com puted from the data.For r̂N de� ned by r̂0 = 1,
r̂k+ 1 = �n(̂rk),they show thatwith probability atleast1� 2N e� x,

P f̂ � r̂N +
2x

n
;

where f̂ is a m inim izer of the em pirical error, that is, a function in F

satisfying Pnf̂ = inff2F Pnf.Hence, this nonincreasing sequence of local
Radem acher averages can be used as upper bounds on the error of the
em piricalm inim izer f̂.Furtherm ore,if n is a concave function such that
 (
p
r)� E�R nff 2 F :Pnf � rg,and if the num ber of iterations N is at

least1+ dlog2log2n=xe,then with probability atleast1� N e� x,

r̂N � c

�

r̂
� +

x

n

�

;

wherer� isa solution ofthe� xed-pointequation  (
p
r)= r.Com bining the

above results,one hasa procedure to obtain data-dependenterrorbounds
thatareofthe orderofthe � xed pointofthe m odulusofcontinuity at0 of
the em piricalRadem acher averages.O ne lim itation ofthisresultisthatit
assum esthatthereisafunction f� in theclasswith P f� = 0.In contrast,we
areinterested in prediction problem swhereP f istheerrorofan estim ator,
and in the presence ofnoise there m ay notbe any perfectestim ator (even
the bestin theclasscan have nonzero error).
M orerecently,Bousquet,K oltchinskiiand Panchenko [9]haveobtained a

m oregeneralresultavoiding theiterativeprocedure.Theirresultisthatfor
functionswith valuesin [0;1],with probability atleast1� e� x,

8f 2 F P f � c

�

Pnf + r̂
� +

t+ loglogn

n

�

;(1.1)

where r̂� isthe� xed pointofa concavefunction  n satisfying  n(0)= 0 and

 n(
p
r)� E�R nff 2 F :Pnf � rg:

The m ain di� erence between thisand the resultsof[16]isthatthere isno
requirem ent that the class contain a perfect function.However,the local
Radem acher averages are centered around the zero function instead ofthe
one that m inim izes P f.As a consequence,the � xed point r̂� cannot be
expected to converge to zero when inff2F P f > 0.
In orderto rem ovethislim itation,Lugosiand W egkam p [19]uselocalized

Radem acheraveragesofasm allballaround them inim izerf̂ ofPn.However,
theirresultisrestricted tononnegativefunctions,and in particularfunctions
with values in f0;1g.M oreover,their bounds also involve som e globalin-
form ation,in the form ofthe shatter coe� cients SF (X n

1) ofthe function
class (i.e.,the cardinality ofthe coordinate projections ofthe class F on
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the data X n
1).They show that there are constants c1;c2 such that,with

probability atleast1� 8=n,the em piricalm inim izer f̂ satis� es

P f̂ � inf
f2F

P f + 2b n(̂rn);

where

b n(r)= c1

 

E�R nff 2 F :Pnf � 16Pnf̂+ 15rg+
logn

n
+

s

logn

n

q

Pnf̂ + r

!

and r̂n = c2(logSF (X n
1)+ logn)=n.The lim itation ofthis resultis that r̂n

hasto bechosen according to the(em pirically m easured)com plexity ofthe
whole class,which m ay not be as sharp as the Radem acher averages,and
in general,is not a � xed point ofb n.M oreover,the balls over which the
Radem acher averages are com puted in b n contain a factor of16 in front
ofPnf̂.Aswe explain later,thisinducesa lower bound on b n when there
isno function with P f = 0 in the class.
Itseem sthatthe only way to capture the rightbehaviorin the general,

noisy case is to analyze the increm ents ofthe em piricalprocess,in other
words,to directly consider the functions f � f�.This approach was � rst
proposed by M assart[22];see also [26].M assartintroducestheassum ption

Var[‘f(X )� ‘f�(X )]� d
2(f;f�)� B (P ‘f � P ‘f�);

where‘f isthelossassociated with thefunction f [in otherwords,‘f(X ;Y )=
‘(f(X );Y ),which m easuresthediscrepancy in theprediction m adeby f],d
isa pseudom etricand f� m inim izestheexpected loss.(Thepreviousresults
could also bestated in term soflossfunctions,butweom itted thisin order
to sim plify exposition.However,theextra notation isnecessary to properly
state M assart’sresult.)Thisisa m orere� ned version oftheassum ption we
m entioned earlieron therelationship between thevarianceand expectation
ofthe increm entsofthe em piricalprocess.Itisonly satis� ed forsom e loss
functions‘and function classesF .Underthisassum ption,M assartconsiders
a nondecreasing function  satisfying

 (r)� E sup
f2F ;d2(f;f�)2� r

jP f � P f
�� Pnf + Pnf

�j+ c
x

n
;

such that (r)=
p
risnonincreasing(werefertothispropertyasthesub-root

property laterin the paper).Then,with probability atleast1� e� x,

8f 2 F P ‘f � P ‘f� � c

�

r
� +

x

n

�

;(1.2)

where r� isthe � xed pointof and c dependsonly on B and on the uni-
form bound on the range offunctionsin F .Itcan be proved thatin m any
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situationsofinterest,thisbound su� cesto prove m inim ax ratesofconver-
gence for penalized M -estim ators.(M assart considers exam ples where the
com plexity term can bebounded usingaprioriglobalinform ation aboutthe
function class.) However,the m ain lim itation ofthis result is that it does
notinvolve quantitiesthatcan becom puted from thedata.
Finally,aswem entioned earlier,M endelson [26]givesan analysissim ilar

to thatofM assart,in a slightly lessgeneralcase(with no noisein thetarget
values,i.e.,the conditionaldistribution of Y given X is concentrated at
one point).M endelson introduces the notion ofthe star-hull ofa class of
functions(see the nextsection fora de� nition)and considersRadem acher
averages ofthis star-hullas a localized m easure ofcom plexity.His results
also involve a prioriknowledge ofthe class,such as the rate ofgrowth of
covering num bers.
W e can now spellout our goalin m ore detail:in this paper we com -

binetheincrem ent-based approach ofM assartand M endelson (dealing with
di� erences offunctions,or m ore generally with bounded real-valued func-
tions) with the em piricallocalRadem acher approach ofK oltchinskiiand
Panchenko and ofLugosiand W egkam p,in orderto obtain data-dependent
bounds which depend on a � xed point of the m odulus of continuity of
Radem acheraveragescom puted around theem pirically bestfunction.
O ur � rst m ain result (Theorem 3.3) is a distribution-dependent result

involving the � xed pointr� ofa localRadem acheraverage ofthe star-hull
ofthe class F .This shows that functions with the sub-root property can
readily be obtained from Radem acheraverages,while in previouswork the
appropriate functionswere obtained only via globalinform ation aboutthe
class.
Thesecond m ain result(Theorem s4.1and 4.2)isan em piricalcounterpart

ofthe� rstone,wherethecom plexity isthe� xed pointofan em piricallocal
Radem acheraverage.W ealso show thatthis� xed pointiswithin a constant
factorofthe nonem piricalone.
Equipped with thisresult,wecan then prove(Theorem 5.4)a fully data-

dependentanalogueofM assart’sresult,wheretheRadem acheraveragesare
localized around them inim izerofthe em piricalloss.
W e also show (Theorem 6.3) that in the context of classi� cation, the

localRadem acher averages ofstar-hulls can be approxim ated by solving a
weighted em piricalerrorm inim ization problem .
O ur � nalresult (Corollary6.7) concerns regression with kernelclasses,

that is,classes offunctions that are generated by a positive de� nite ker-
nel.Theseclassesarewidely used in interpolation and estim ation problem s
asthey yield com putationally e� cientalgorithm s.O urresultgivesa data-
dependentcom plexity term thatcan be com puted directly from the eigen-
valuesoftheG ram m atrix (them atrix whoseentriesarevaluesofthekernel
on thedata).
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Thesharpnessofourresultsisdem onstrated from thefactthatwerecover,
in the distribution-dependent case (treated in Section 4), sim ilar results
to those ofM assart [22],which,in the situations where they apply,give
the m inim ax optim alrates or the bestknown results.M oreover,the data-
dependentboundsthatwe obtain ascounterpartsofthese resultshave the
sam e rate ofconvergence (see Theorem 4.2).
The paperisorganized asfollows.In Section 2 we presentsom e prelim i-

nary resultsobtained from concentration inequalities,which weusethrough-
out.Section 3establisheserrorboundsusinglocalRadem acheraveragesand
explainshow to com putetheir� xed pointsfrom \globalinform ation" (e.g.,
estim ates ofthe m etric entropy or ofthe com binatorialdim ensions ofthe
indexing class),in which case the optim alestim ates can be recovered.In
Section 4 we give a data-dependenterror bound using em piricaland local
Radem acheraverages,and show theconnection between the� xed pointsof
the em piricaland nonem piricalRadem acher averages.In Section 5 we ap-
ply ourresultsto lossclasses.W e give estim atesthatgeneralize the results
ofK oltchinskiiand Panchenko by elim inating the requirem ent that som e
function in the class have zero loss,and are m ore generalthan those of
Lugosiand W egkam p,since there is no need have in our case to estim ate
globalshattercoe� cientsoftheclass.W ealso givea data-dependentexten-
sion ofM assart’sresultwhere the localaverages are com puted around the
m inim izer ofthe em piricalloss.Finally,Section 6 showsthat the problem
ofestim ating these localRadem acher averages in classi� cation reduces to
weighted em piricalrisk m inim ization.Italso showsthatthe localaverages
forkernelclassescan besharply bounded in term softheeigenvaluesofthe
G ram m atrix.

2. Prelim inary results. Recallthat the star-hullofF around f0 is de-
� ned by

star(F ;f0)= ff0 + �(f � f0):f 2 F ;� 2 [0;1]g:

Throughoutthispaper,wewillm anipulatesuprem a ofem piricalprocesses,
that is,quantities ofthe form supf2F (P f � Pnf).W e willalways assum e
they are m easurable without explicitly m entioning it.In other words,we
assum e thatthe class F and the distribution P satisfy appropriate (m ild)
conditions for m easurability ofthis suprem um (we refer to [11,28]for a
detailed accountofsuch issues).
Thefollowing theorem isthem ain resultofthissection and isatthecore

ofallthe proofs presented later.It shows that ifthe functions in a class
have sm allvariance,the m axim aldeviation between em piricalm eans and
true m eans is controlled by the Radem acher averages ofF .In particular,
the bound im provesasthelargestvariance ofa classm em berdecreases.
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T heorem 2.1. Let F be a class of functions that m ap X into [a;b].
Assum e thatthere is som e r> 0 such thatfor every f 2 F ,Var[f(X i)]� r.

Then,for every x > 0,with probability atleast1� e� x,

sup
f2F

(P f � Pnf)� inf
�> 0

 

2(1+ �)ER nF +

r
2rx

n
+ (b� a)

�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n

!

;

and with probability atleast1� 2e� x,

sup
f2F

(P f � Pnf)

� inf
�2(0;1)

 

2
1+ �

1� �
E�R nF +

r
2rx

n
+ (b� a)

�
1

3
+
1

�
+

1+ �

2�(1� �)

�
x

n

!

:

M oreover,the sam e results hold for the quantity supf2F (Pnf � P f).

Thistheorem ,which isproved in Appendix A.2,isa m ore orlessdirect
consequenceofTalagrand’sinequality forem piricalprocesses[30].However,
the actualstatem entpresented hereisnew in thesense thatitdisplaysthe
bestknown constants.Indeed,com pared to thepreviousresultofK oltchin-
skiiand Panchenko[16]which wasbased on M assart’sversion ofTalagrand’s
inequality [21],we have used the m ost re� ned concentration inequalities
available:that ofBousquet [7]for the suprem um ofthe em piricalprocess
and thatofBoucheron,Lugosiand M assart[5]fortheRadem acheraverages.
This last inequality is a powerfultoolto obtain data-dependent bounds,
since itallowsone to replace the Radem acheraverage (which m easuresthe
com plexity ofthe classoffunctions)by itsem piricalversion,which can be
e� ciently com puted in som ecases.Detailsabouttheseinequalitiesaregiven
in Appendix A.1.
W hen applied tothefullfunction classF ,theabovetheorem isnotuseful.

Indeed,with only a trivialbound on the m axim alvariance,better results
can beobtained via sim plerconcentration inequalities,such asthebounded
di� erenceinequality [23],which would allow

p
rx=n tobereplaced by

p
x=n.

However,by applying Theorem 2.1 to subsets ofF or to m odi� ed classes
obtained from F ,m uch betterresultscan beobtained.Hence,thepresenceof
an upperbound on thevariancein thesquarerootterm isthekey ingredient
ofthisresult.
A lastprelim inary resultthatwewillrequireisthefollowing consequence

ofTheorem 2.1,which showsthatifthelocalRadem acheraveragesaresm all,
then ballsin L2(P )are probably contained in the corresponding em pirical
balls[i.e.,in L2(Pn)]with a slightly largerradius.

C orollary 2.2. LetF be a class offunctions thatm ap X into [� b;b]
with b> 0.For every x > 0 and r thatsatisfy

r� 10bER nff:f 2 F ;P f
2 � rg+

11b2x

n
;



LO CAL RAD EM ACHER CO M PLEXITIES 9

then with probability atleast1� e� x,

ff 2 F :P f2 � rg� ff 2 F :Pnf
2 � 2rg:

Proof. Since the range of any function in the set Fr = ff2:f 2 F ;

P f2 � rg iscontained in [0;b2],itfollowsthatVar[f2(X i)]� P f4 � b2P f2 �

b2r.Thus,by the� rstpartofTheorem 2.1 (with � = 1=4),with probability
atleast1� e� x,every f 2 Fr satis� es

Pnf
2 � r+

5

2
ER nff

2:f 2 F ;P f2 � rg+

s

2b2rx

n
+
13b2x

3n

� r+
5

2
ER nff

2:f 2 F ;P f2 � rg+
r

2
+
16b2x

3n

� r+ 5bER nff:f 2 F ;P f
2 � rg+

r

2
+
16b2x

3n
� 2r;

where the second inequality follows from Lem m a A.3 and we have used,
in the second to last inequality,Theorem A.6 applied to �(x)= x2 (with
Lipschitz constant2b on [� b;b]). �

3. Error bounds with localcom plexity. In this section we show that
the Radem acher averages associated with a sm allsubset ofthe class m ay
be considered as a com plexity term in an error bound.Since these local

Radem acheraveragesare alwayssm allerthan the corresponding globalav-
erages,they lead to sharperbounds.
W epresenta generalerrorbound involving localcom plexitiesthatisap-

plicabletoclassesofbounded functionsforwhich thevarianceisbounded by
a � xed linearfunction oftheexpectation.In thiscasethelocalRadem acher
averagesarede� ned asERnff 2 F :T(f)� rgwhereT(f)isan upperbound
on thevariance [typically chosen asT(f)= P f2].
There is a trade-o� between the size ofthe subset we consider in these

localaverages and its com plexity;we shallsee that the optim alchoice is
given by a � xed pointofan upperbound on thelocalRadem acheraverages.
The functionswe use asupperboundsare sub-root functions;am ong other
usefulproperties,sub-rootfunctionshave a unique� xed point.

D efinition 3.1. A function  :[0;1 )! [0;1 ) is sub-root ifitisnon-
negative,nondecreasing and ifr7!  (r)=

p
r isnonincreasing forr> 0.

W eonly considernontrivialsub-rootfunctions,thatis,sub-rootfunctions
thatare nottheconstantfunction  � 0.
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Lemma 3.2. If :[0;1 )! [0;1 )isa nontrivialsub-rootfunction,then
itis continuous on [0;1 ) and the equation  (r)= r has a unique positive

solution.M oreover,ifwe denote the solution by r�,then for allr> 0,r�
 (r)ifand only ifr� � r.

Theproofofthislem m aisin AppendixA.2.In view ofthelem m a,wewill
sim ply referto the quantity r� asthe unique positive solution of (r)= r,
orasthe �xed point of .

3.1. Errorbounds. W ecan now stateand discussthem ain resultofthis
section.Itiscom posed oftwo parts:in the� rstpart,onerequiresa sub-root
upperbound on the localRadem acheraverages,and in the second part,it
isshown thatbetterresultscan beobtained when the classoverwhich the
averagesare com puted isenlarged slightly.

T heorem 3.3. LetF be a class offunctions with ranges in [a;b]and
assum ethattherearesom efunctionalT :F ! R

+ and som econstantB such

thatforevery f 2 F ,Var[f]� T(f)� B P f.Let bea sub-rootfunction and

letr� be the �xed pointof .

1.Assum e that satis�es,for any r� r�,

 (r)� B ER nff 2 F :T(f)� rg:

Then, with c1 = 704 and c2 = 26, for any K > 1 and every x > 0, with
probability atleast1� e� x,

8f 2 F P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf +

c1K

B
r
� +

x(11(b� a)+ c2B K )

n
:

Also,with probability atleast1� e� x,

8f 2 F Pnf �
K + 1

K
P f +

c1K

B
r
� +

x(11(b� a)+ c2B K )

n
:

2.If,in addition, for f 2 F and � 2 [0;1], T(�f)� �2T(f), and if  

satis�es,for any r� r�,

 (r)� B ER nff 2 star(F ;0):T(f)� rg;

then the sam e resultshold true with c1 = 6 and c2 = 5.

Theproofofthistheorem isgiven in Section 3.2.
W e can com pare the results to our starting point (Theorem 2.1).The

im provem entcom esfrom the factthatthe com plexity term ,which wases-
sentially supr (r) in Theorem 2.1 (ifwe had applied itto the class F di-
rectly) is now reduced to r�,the � xed pointof .So the com plexity term
is always sm aller (later,we show how to estim ate r�).O n the other hand,
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thereissom elosssincetheconstantin frontofPnf isstrictly largerthan 1.
Section 5.2 willshow thatthisisnotan issuein theapplicationswehavein
m ind.
In Sections5.1 and 5.2 weinvestigate conditionsthatensuretheassum p-

tionsofthistheorem aresatis� ed,and weprovideapplicationsofthisresult
to prediction problem s.The condition that the variance is upperbounded
by theexpectation turnsoutto becrucialto obtain these results.
Theidea behind Theorem 3.3 originatesin thework ofM assart[22],who

provesa slightly di� erentversion ofthe� rstpart.Thedi� erenceisthatwe
uselocalRadem acheraveragesinstead ofthe expectation ofthe suprem um
ofthe em piricalprocesson a ball.M oreover,we give sm allerconstants.As
faraswe know,thesecond partofTheorem 3.3 isnew.

3.1.1. Choosing the function  . Notice that the function  cannot be
chosen arbitrarily and has to satisfy the sub-root property.O ne possible
approach isto useclassicalupperboundson theRadem acheraverages,such
asDudley’sentropy integral.Thiscan givea sub-rootupperbound and was
used,forexam ple,in [16]and in [22].
However,the second partofTheorem 3.3 indicates a possible choice for

 ,nam ely,one can take  as the localRadem acher averages ofthe star-
hullofF around 0.The reason for this com es from the following lem m a,
which showsthatiftheclassisstar-shaped and T(f)behavesasa quadratic
function,theRadem acheraveragesare sub-root.

Lemma 3.4. Ifthe class F isstar-shaped around f̂ (which m ay depend

on the data), and T :F ! R
+ is a (possibly random ) function that satis-

�es T(�f)� �2T(f) for any f 2 F and any � 2 [0;1],then the (random )

function  de�ned for r� 0 by

 (r)= E�R nff 2 F :T(f � f̂)� rg

issub-rootand r7! E (r)isalso sub-root.

Thislem m a isproved in Appendix A.2.
Notice thatm aking a classstar-shaped only increasesit,so that

ER nff 2 star(F ;f0):T(f)� rg� ER nff 2 F :T(f)� rg:

However,this increase in size is m oderate as can be seen,for exam ple,if
one com pares covering num bers ofa class and its star-hull(see,e.g.,[26],
Lem m a 4.5).



12 P.L.BARTLETT,O .BO USQ UET AND S.M END ELSO N

3.1.2. Som e consequences. Asa consequence ofTheorem 3.3,we obtain
an errorboundwhen F consistsofuniform lyboundednonnegativefunctions.
Noticethatin thiscasethevarianceistrivially bounded by aconstanttim es
the expectation and onecan directly use T(f)= P f.

C orollary 3.5. LetF be a classoffunctionswith rangesin [0;1].Let
 be a sub-rootfunction,such thatfor allr� 0,

ER nff 2 F :P f � rg�  (r);

and letr� bethe �xed pointof .Then,forany K > 1 and every x > 0,with
probability atleast1� e� x,every f 2 F satis�es

P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf + 704K r

� +
x(11+ 26K )

n
:

Also,with probability atleast1� e� x,every f 2 F satis�es

Pnf �
K + 1

K
P f + 704K r

� +
x(11+ 26K )

n
:

Proof. W hen f 2 [0;1],we have Var[f]� P f so thatthe resultfollows
from applying Theorem 3.3 with T(f)= P f. �

W e also note thatthe sam e idea as in the proofofTheorem 3.3 gives a
converseofCorollary 2.2,nam ely,thatwith high probability theintersection
ofF with an em piricalballofa � xed radiusiscontained in theintersection
ofF with an L2(P )ballwith a slightly largerradius.

Lemma 3.6. LetF be a classoffunctionsthatm ap X into [� 1;1].Fix
x > 0.If

r� 20ER nff:f 2 star(F ;0);P f
2 � rg+

26x

n
;

then with probability atleast1� e� x,

ff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � rg� ff 2 star(F ;0):P f2 � 2rg:

Thisresult,proved in Section 3.2,willbeusefulin Section 4.

3.1.3. Estim ating r� from globalinform ation. The errorboundsinvolve
� xed pointsoffunctionsthatde� neupperboundson thelocalRadem acher
averages. In som e cases these � xed points can be estim ated from global
inform ation on the function class.W e present a com plete analysis only in
a sim ple case,where F is a class ofbinary-valued functions with a � nite
VC-dim ension.



LO CAL RAD EM ACHER CO M PLEXITIES 13

C orollary 3.7. LetF beaclassoff0;1g-valued functionswithVC-dim en-
sion d< 1 .Then for allK > 1 and every x > 0,with probability atleast

1� e� x,every f 2 F satis�es

P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf + cK

�
dlog(n=d)

n
+
x

n

�

:

Theproofisin Appendix A.2.
The above result is sim ilar to results obtained by Vapnik and Chervo-

nenkis [35]and by Lugosiand W egkam p (Theorem 3.1 of[19]).However,
they used inequalitiesforweighted em piricalprocessesindexed by nonnega-
tivefunctions.O urresultshavem ore exibility sincethey can accom m odate
generalfunctions,although thisisnotneeded in thissim ple corollary.
The proofuses a sim ilar line ofreasoning to proofs in [26,27].Clearly,

itextendsto any classofreal-valued functionsforwhich one hasestim ates
for the entropy integral,such as classes with � nite pseudo-dim ension or a
com binatorialdim ension thatgrowsm oreslowly than quadratically.See[26,
27]form oredetails.
Notice also thattherate oflogn=n isthebestknown.

3.1.4. Prooftechniques. Beforegivingtheproofsoftheresultsm entioned
above,let us sketch the techniques we use.The approach has its roots in
classicalem piricalprocessestheory,whereitwasunderstood thatthem od-
ulus ofcontinuity ofthe em piricalprocess is an im portant quantity (here
 playsthisrole).In orderto obtain nonasym ptoticresults,two approaches
havebeen developed:the� rstoneconsistsofcuttingtheclassF intosm aller
pieces,whereonehascontrolofthevarianceoftheelem ents.Thisistheso-
called peeling technique (see,e.g.,[31,32,33,34]and references therein).
The second approach consists ofweighting the functions in F by dividing
them by theirvariance.M any resultshave been obtained on such weighted
em piricalprocesses(see,e.g.,[28]).TheresultsofVapnik and Chervonenkis
based on weighting [35]are restricted to classes ofnonnegative functions.
Also,m ostpreviousresults,such asthose ofPollard [28],van de G eer[32]
or Haussler [13],give com plexity term s that involve \global" m easures of
com plexity oftheclass,such ascovering num bers.Noneoftheseresultsuses
the recently introduced Radem acher averages as m easures of com plexity.
Itturnsoutthatitis possible to com bine the peeling and weighting ideas
with concentration inequalitiesto obtain such results,asproposed by M as-
sart in [22],and also used (for nonnegative functions)by K oltchinskiiand
Panchenko [16].
Theidea isthe following:

(a) Apply Theorem 2.1 to theclassoffunctionsff=w(f):f 2 F g,where
w issom e nonnegative weightofthe orderofthe variance off.Hence,the
functionsin thisclasshave a sm allvariance.
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(b) Upper bound the Radem acher averages of this weighted class, by
\peeling o� " subclasses ofF according to the variance oftheir elem ents,
and bounding theRadem acheraveragesofthese subclassesusing  .

(c) Usethesub-rootproperty of ,sothatits� xed pointgivesacom m on
upperbound on the com plexity ofallthesubclasses(up to som e scaling).
(d) Finally,convertthe upperbound forfunctionsin the weighted class

into a bound forfunctionsin theinitialclass.

Theidea ofpeeling| thatis,ofpartitioning theclassF into sliceswhere
functionshavevariancewithin a certain range| isatthecoreoftheproofof
the � rstpartofTheorem 3.3 [see,e.g.,(3.1)].However,itdoesnotappear
explicitly in theproofofthesecond part.O neexplanation isthatwhen one
considersthe star-hullofthe class,itisenough to considertwo subclasses:
the functions with T(f)� r and the ones with T(f)> r,and this is done
by introducing the weighting factor T(f)_ r.This idea was exploited in
the work ofM endelson [26]and,m ore recently,in [4].M oreover,when one
considers the set Fr = star(F ;0)\ fT(f)� rg,any function f02 F with
T(f0)> r willhavea scaled down representativein thatset.So even though
itseem sthatwe look atthe class star(F ;0) only locally,we stilltake into
accountallofthe functionsin F (with appropriate scaling).

3.2. Proofs. Before presenting the proof,letus� rstintroduce som e ad-
ditionalnotation.G iven a classF ,� > 1 and r> 0,letw(f)= m infr�k:k2
N;r�k � T(f)g and set

Gr =
�

r

w(f)
f:f 2 F

�

:

Noticethatw(f)� r,sothatGr � f�f:f 2 F ;� 2 [0;1]g= star(F ;0).De� ne

V
+
r = sup

g2Gr

P g� Png and V
�
r = sup

g2Gr

Png� P g:

For the second partofthe theorem ,we need to introduce another class of
functions,

~Gr :=
�

rf

T(f)_ r
:f 2 F

�

;

and de� ne

~V +
r = sup

g2 ~Gr

P g� Png and ~V �
r = sup

g2 ~Gr

Png� P g:

Lemma 3.8. W ith the above notation,assum e thatthere is a constant

B > 0 such thatfor every f 2 F ,T(f)� B P f.Fix K > 1,� > 0 and r> 0.
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IfV +
r � r=(�B K ),then

8f 2 F P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf +

r

�B K
:

Also,ifV �
r � r=(�B K ),then

8f 2 F Pnf �
K + 1

K
P f +

r

�B K
:

Sim ilarly,ifK > 1 and r> 0 are such that ~V +
r � r=(B K ),then

8f 2 F P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf +

r

B K
:

Also,if ~V �
r � r=(B K ),then

8f 2 F Pnf �
K + 1

K
P f +

r

B K
:

Proof. Noticethatforallg2 Gr,P g� Png+ V +
r .Fix f 2 F and de� ne

g= rf=w(f).W hen T(f)� r,w(f)= r,so thatg= f.Thus,the factthat
P g� Png+ V +

r im pliesthatP f � Pnf + V +
r � Pnf + r=(�B K ).

O n the otherhand,ifT(f)> r,then w(f)= r�k with k> 0 and T(f)2
(r�k� 1;r�k].M oreover,g= f=�k,P g� Png+ V +

r ,and thus

P f

�k
�
Pnf

�k
+ V

+
r :

Using thefactthatT(f)> r�k� 1,itfollowsthat

P f � Pnf + �
k
V
+
r < Pnf + �T(f)V +

r =r� Pnf + P f=K :

Rearranging,

P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf <

K

K � 1
Pnf +

r

�B K
:

The proofofthe second resultis sim ilar.For the third and fourth results,
the reasoning isthe sam e. �

Proof of T heorem 3.3, first part. Let Gr be de� ned as above,
where r is chosen such that r� r�,and note that functions in Gr satisfy
kg� P gk1 � b� a since0� r=w(f)� 1.Also,wehaveVar[g]� r.Indeed,if
T(f)� r,then g= f,and thusVar[g]= Var[f]� r.O therwise,when T(f)>
r,g = f=�k (where k is such that T(f)2 (r�k� 1;r�k]),so that Var[g]=
Var[f]=�2k � r.
Applying Theorem 2.1,forallx > 0,with probability 1� e� x,

V
+
r � 2(1+ �)ER nGr+

r
2rx

n
+ (b� a)

�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n
:
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Let F (x;y):= ff 2 F :x � T(f)� yg and de� ne k to be the sm allest
integersuch thatr�k+ 1 � B b.Then

ER nGr � ER nF (0;r)+ E sup
f2F (r;B b)

r

w(f)
R nf

� ER nF (0;r)+
kX

j= 0

E sup
f2F (r�j;r�j+ 1)

r

w(f)
R nf

(3.1)

= ER nF (0;r)+
kX

j= 0

�
� j
E sup
f2F (r�j;r�j+ 1)

R nf

�
 (r)

B
+

1

B

kX

j= 0

�
� j
 (r�j+ 1):

By ourassum ption itfollowsthatfor� � 1, (�r)�
p
� (r).Hence,

ER nGr �
1

B
 (r)

 

1+
p
�

kX

j= 0

�
� j=2

!

;

and taking � = 4,the right-hand sideisupperbounded by 5 (r)=B .M ore-
over,forr� r�, (r)�

p
r=r� (r�)=

p
rr�,and thus

V
+
r �

10(1+ �)

B

p
rr�+

r
2rx

n
+ (b� a)

�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n
:

SetA = 10(1+ �)
p
r�=B +

p
2x=n and C = (b� a)(1=3+ 1=�)x=n,and note

thatV +
r � A

p
r+ C .

W e now show that r can be chosen such that V +
r � r=(�B K ).Indeed,

consider the largest solution r0 ofA
p
r+ C = r=(�B K ).It satis� es r0 �

�2A 2B 2K 2=2� r� and r0 � (�B K )2A 2+ 2�B K C ,sothatapplyingLem m a3.8,
itfollowsthatevery f 2 F satis� es

P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf + �B K A

2 + 2C

=
K

K � 1
Pnf + �B K

 

100(1+ �)2r�=B 2 +
20(1+ �)

B

r
2xr�

n
+
2x

n

!

+ (b� a)
�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n
:

Setting � = 1=10 and usingLem m a A.3 to show that
p
2xr�=n � B x=(5n)+

5r�=(2B )com pletesthe proofofthe � rststatem ent.The second statem ent
isproved in thesam e way,by considering V �

r instead ofV +
r . �
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Proof of T heorem 3.3,second part. Theproofofthisresultuses
the sam e argum entasforthe � rstpart.However,we considerthe class~Gr
de� ned above.O ne can easily check that~Gr � ff 2 star(F ;0):T(f)� rg,
and thusER n

~Gr �  (r)=B .Applying Theorem 2.1 to ~Gr,itfollowsthat,for
allx > 0,with probability 1� e� x,

~V +
r �

2(1+ �)

B
 (r)+

r
2rx

n
+ (b� a)

�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n
:

The reasoning is then the sam e as for the � rst part,and we use in the
very last step that

p
2xr�=n � B x=n + r�=(2B ),which gives the displayed

constants. �

Proof of Lemma 3.6. The m ap � 7! �2 isLipschitz with constant 2
when � isrestricted to [� 1;1].Applying Theorem A.6,

r� 10ER nff
2:f 2 star(F ;0);P f2 � rg+

26x

n
:(3.2)

Clearly,iff 2 F ,then f2 m aps to [0;1]and Var[f2]� P f2.Thus,Theo-
rem 2.1 can be applied to the class Gr = frf2=(P f2 _ r):f 2 F g,whose
functions have range in [0;1]and variance bounded by r.Therefore,with
probability atleast1� e� x,every f 2 F satis� es

r
P f2 � Pnf

2

P f2_ r
� 2(1+ �)ER nGr+

r
2rx

n
+
�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n
:

Select� = 1=4 and notice that
p
2rx=n � r=4+ 2x=n to get

r
P f2 � Pnf

2

P f2 _ r
�
5

2
ER nGr+

r

2
+
19x

3n
:

Hence,oneeitherhasP f2 � r,orwhen P f2 � r,sinceitwasassum ed that
Pnf

2 � r,

P f
2 � r+

P f2

r

�
5

2
ER nGr+

r

4
+
19x

3n

�

:

Now,ifg2 Gr,there existsf0 2 F such thatg= rf20=(P f
2
0 _ r).IfP f

2
0 � r,

then g= f20.O n the other hand,ifP f20 > r,then g= rf20=P f
2
0 = f21 with

f1 2 star(F ;0)and P f21 � r,which showsthat

ER nGr � ER nff
2:f 2 star(F ;0);P f2 � rg:

Thus,by (3.2),P f2 � 2r,which concludestheproof. �



18 P.L.BARTLETT,O .BO USQ UET AND S.M END ELSO N

4. Data-dependent error bounds. The results presented thus far use
distribution-dependent m easures of com plexity of the class at hand.In-
deed,the sub-root function  ofTheorem 3.3 is bounded in term s ofthe
Radem acheraverages ofthe star-hullofF ,butthese averages can only be
com puted ifone knowsthe distribution P .O therwise,we have seen thatit
ispossibleto com putean upperbound on theRadem acheraveragesusing a
prioriglobalordistribution-freeknowledgeaboutthecom plexity oftheclass
athand (such astheVC-dim ension).In thissection wepresenterrorbounds
thatcan becom puted directly from thedata,withouta prioriinform ation.
Instead ofcom puting  ,wecom putean estim ate, b n,ofit.Thefunction b n

isde� ned using thedata and isan upperbound on  with high probability.
Tosim plifytheexposition werestrictourselvestothecasewherethefunc-

tions have a range which is sym m etric around zero,say [� 1;1].M oreover,
we can only treat the specialcase where T(f)= P f2,but this is a m inor
restriction as in m ost applications this is the function ofinterest [i.e.,for
which one can show T(f)� B P f].

4.1. Results. W enow presentthem ain resultofthissection,which gives
an analogueofthesecond partofTheorem 3.3,with a com pletely em pirical
bound (i.e.,thebound can becom puted from the data only).

T heorem 4.1. LetF be a classoffunctionswith rangesin [� 1;1]and
assum ethatthereissom econstantB suchthatforeveryf 2 F ,P f2 � B P f.

Let b n be a sub-rootfunction and let r̂� be the �xed pointof b n.Fix x > 0
and assum e that b n satis�es,for any r� r̂�,

b n(r)� c1E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg+

c2x

n
;

where c1 = 2(10_ B )and c2 = c1+ 11.Then,forany K > 1 with probability
atleast1� 3e� x,

8f 2 F P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf +

6K

B
r̂
� +

x(11+ 5B K )

n
:

Also,with probability atleast1� 3e� x,

8f 2 F Pnf �
K + 1

K
P f +

6K

B
r̂
� +

x(11+ 5B K )

n
:

Although thesearedata-dependentbounds,they arenotnecessarily easy
to com pute.Thereare,however,favorableinteresting situationswherethey
can becom puted e� ciently,asSection 6 shows.
Itisnaturalto wonderhow close the quantity r̂� appearing in the above

theorem isto thequantity r� ofTheorem 3.3.Thenexttheorem showsthat
they are close with high probability.



LO CAL RAD EM ACHER CO M PLEXITIES 19

T heorem 4.2. LetF be a classoffunctionswith rangesin [� 1;1].Fix
x > 0 and consider the sub-rootfunctions

 (r)= ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg

and

b n(r)= c1E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg+

c2x

n
;

with �xed pointsr� and r̂�,respectively,and with c1 = 2(10_ B )and c2 = 13.
Assum ethatr� � c3x=n,where c3 = 26_ (c2+ 2c1)=3.Then,with probability
atleast1� 4e� x,

r
� � r̂

� � 9(1+ c1)
2
r
�
:

Thus,with high probability, r̂� is an upper bound on r� and has the
sam e asym ptotic behavior.Notice that there was no attem pt to optim ize
the constants in the above theorem .In addition,the constant 9(1+ c1)2

(equalto 3969 if B � 10) in Theorem 4.2 does not appear in the upper
bound ofTheorem 4.1.

4.2. Proofs. Theidea oftheproofsisto show thatonecan upperbound
 by an em piricalestim ate(with high probability).Thisrequirestwo steps:
the � rst one uses the concentration ofthe Radem acher averages to upper
bound the expected Radem acheraverages by theirem piricalversions.The
second step usesCorollary 2.2 to provethattheballoverwhich theaverages
arecom puted [which isan L2(P )ball]can bereplaced by an em piricalone.
Thus, b n isan upperbound on  ,and onecan apply Theorem 3.3,together
with thefollowinglem m a,which showshow � xed pointsofsub-rootfunctions
relate when the functionsare ordered.

Lemma 4.3. Suppose that  ;b n are sub-root.Let r� (resp. r̂�) be the

�xed point of  (resp. b n). If for 0� � � 1 we have � b n(r�)�  (r�)�
b n(r�),then

�
2
r̂
� � r

� � r̂
�
:

Proof. Denoting by r̂�� the � xed point ofthe sub-rootfunction �b n,
then,by Lem m a 3.2 r̂�� � r� � r̂�.Also,since b n is sub-root, b n(�2r̂�)�
� b n(̂r�)= �r̂�,which m eans � b n(�2r̂�)� �2r̂�.Hence,Lem m a 3.2 yields
r̂�� � �2r̂�. �

Proof of T heorem 4.1. Considerthesub-rootfunction

 1(r)=
c1

2
ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f

2 � rg+
(c2 � c1)x

n
;
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with � xed pointr�1.Applying Corollary 2.2 when r�  1(r),itfollowsthat
with probability atleast1� e� x,

ff 2 star(F ;0):P f2 � rg� ff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg:

Using thistogether with the � rstinequality ofLem m aA.4 (with � = 1=2)
showsthatifr�  1(r),with probability atleast1� 2e� x,

 1(r)=
c1

2
ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f

2 � rg+
(c2 � c1)x

n

� c1E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg+

c2x

n

� c1E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg+

c2x

n

� b n(r):

Choosing r= r�1,Lem m a 4.3 showsthatwith probability atleast1� 2e� x,

r
�
1 � r̂

�
:(4.1)

Also,forallr� 0,

 1(r)� B ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg;

and so from Theorem 3.3,with probability at least 1� e� x,every f 2 F

satis� es

P f �
K

K � 1
Pnf +

6K r�1

B
+
(11+ 5B K )x

n
:

Com bining thiswith (4.1)givesthe� rstresult.Thesecond resultisproved
in a sim ilarm anner. �

Proof of T heorem 4.2. Considerthefunctions

 1(r)=
c1

2
ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f

2 � rg+
(c2 � c1)x

n

and

 2(r)= c1ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg+

c3x

n
;

and denote by r�1 and r�2 the � xed points of 1 and  2,respectively.The
proofofTheorem 4.1 showsthatwith probability atleast1� 2e� x,r�1 � r̂�.
Now apply Lem m a 3.6 to show thatifr�  2(r),then with probability at

least1� e� x,

ff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � rg� ff 2 star(F ;0):P f2 � 2rg:
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Usingthistogetherwith thesecond inequality ofLem m aA.4 (with � = 1=2)
showsthatifr�  2(r),with probability atleast1� 2e� x,

b n(r)= c1E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg+

c2x

n

� c1

p
2E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf

2 � rg+
c2x

n

� c1

p
2E�R nff 2 star(F ;0):P f

2 � 2rg+
c2x

n

�
3
p
2

2
c1ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f

2 � 2rg+
(c2 + 2c1)x

n

� 3c1ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg+

(c2 + 2c1)x

n

� 3 2(r);

where the sub-rootproperty wasused twice (in the � rstand second to last
inequalities).Lem m a 4.3 thusgives r̂� � 9r�2.
Also notice thatforallr, (r)�  1(r),and hence r� � r�1.M oreover,for

allr�  (r) (hence r� r� � c3x=n), 2(r)� c1 (r)+ r,so that  2(r�)�
(c1 + 1)r� = (c1 + 1) (r�).Lem m a 4.3 im pliesthatr�2 � (1+ c1)2r�. �

5. Prediction with bounded loss. In thissection wediscusstheapplica-
tion ofourresultsto prediction problem s,such asclassi� cation and regres-
sion.Forsuch problem stherearean inputspace X and an outputspace Y,
and the product X � Y is endowed with an unknown probability m easure
P .For exam ple,classi� cation correspondsto the case where Y isdiscrete,
typically Y = f� 1;1g,and regression corresponds to the continuous case,
typically Y = [� 1;1].Notethatassum ing theboundednessofthetargetval-
uesisa typicalassum ption in theoreticalanalysisofregression procedures.
To analyze thecase ofunbounded targets,one usually truncatesthe values
atacertain threshold and boundstheprobabilityofexceedingthatthreshold
(see,e.g.,thetechniquesdeveloped in [12]).
Thetraining sam ple isa sequence(X 1;Y1);:::;(X n;Yn)ofn independent

and identically distributed (i.i.d.)pairssam pled accordingto P .A lossfunc-
tion ‘:Y � Y ! [0;1]isde� ned and the goalisto � nd a function f:X ! Y

from a classF thatm inim izesthe expected loss

E‘f = E‘(f(X );Y ):

Since the probability distribution P isunknown,one cannotdirectly m ini-
m ize the expected lossoverF .
The key property that is needed to apply our results is the fact that

Var[f]� B P f (orP f2 � B P f to obtain data-dependentbounds).Thiswill
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trivially be the case for the class f‘f :f 2 F g,as allits functions are uni-
form ly bounded and nonnegative.Thiscase,studied in Section 5.1,is,how-
ever,notthem ostinteresting.Indeed,itiswhen onestudiestheexcessrisk
‘f � ‘f� that our approach shows its superiority over previous ones;when
the class f‘f � ‘f�g satis� es the variance condition (and Section5.2 gives
exam plesofthis),weobtain distribution-dependentboundsthatareoptim al
in certain cases,and data-dependentboundsofthe sam eorder.

5.1. Generalresults without assum ptions. De� ne the following class of
functions,called the lossclass associated with F :

‘F = f‘f :f 2 F g= f(x;y)7! ‘(f(x);y):f 2 F g:

Noticethat‘F isa classofnonnegativefunctions.Applying Theorem 4.1 to
thisclassoffunctionsgivesthefollowing corollary.

C orollary 5.1. For a lossfunction ‘:Y � Y ! [0;1],de�ne

b n(r)= 20E�R nff 2 star(‘F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg+

13x

n
;

with �xed point r̂�.Then,for any K > 1 with probability atleast1� 3e� x,

8f 2 F P ‘f �
K

K � 1
Pn‘f + 6K r̂

� +
x(11+ 5K )

n
:

A naturalapproach isto m inim ize the em piricallossPn‘f overthe class
F .Thefollowing resultshowsthatthisapproach leadsto an estim ate with
expected loss near m inim al.How close it is to the m inim alexpected loss
dependson the value ofthe m inim um ,aswellason the localRadem acher
averagesoftheclass.

T heorem 5.2. Fora lossfunction ‘:Y � Y ! [0;1],de�ne  (r), b n(r),
r� and r̂� asin Theorem 5.1.LetL� = inff2F P ‘f.Then there isa constant

c such thatwith probability atleast1� 2e� x,the m inim izer f̂ 2 F ofPn‘f

satis�es

P ‘
f̂
� L

� + c(
p
L�r� + r

�):

Also,with probability atleast1� 4e� x,

P ‘
f̂
� L

� + c(
p
L�r̂� + r̂

�):

Theproofofthistheorem isgiven in Appendix A.2.
This theorem has the sam e  avor as Theorem 4.2 of[19].W e have not

used any property besidesthe positivity ofthe functionsin the class.This
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indicatesthatthere m ightnotbe a signi� cantgain com pared to earlierre-
sults(aswithoutfurtherassum ptionstheoptim alratesareknown).Indeed,
a carefulexam ination ofthisresultshowsthatwhen L� > 0,the di� erence
between P ‘

f̂
and L� isessentially oforder

p
r�.Fora classoff0;1g-valued

functionswith VC-dim ension d,forexam ple,thiswould be
p
dlogn=n.O n

the otherhand,the resultof[19]ism ore re� ned since the Radem acherav-
eragesare notlocalized around 0 (asthey are here),butratheraround the
m inim izeroftheem piricalerroritself.Unfortunately,thesm allballin [19]is
notde� ned asPn‘f � Pn‘f̂ + rbutasPn‘f � 16Pn‘f̂ + r.Thism eansthatin
the generalsituation where L� > 0,since Pn‘f̂ doesnotconverge to 0 with
increasing n (as itisexpected to be close to P ‘

f̂
which itselfconverges to

L�),theradiusoftheballaround ‘
f̂
(which is15Pn‘f̂ + r)willnotconverge

to 0.Thus,the localized Radem acher average over this ballwillconverge
at speed

p
d=n.In other words,our Theorem 5.2 and Theorem 4.2 of[19]

essentially havethesam ebehavior.Butthisisnotsurprising,asitisknown
thatthisistheoptim alrateofconvergence in thiscase.To getan im prove-
m entin theratesofconvergence,oneneedsto m akefurtherassum ptionson
the distribution P oron the classF .

5.2. Im proved results for the excessrisk. Considera lossfunction ‘and
function classF thatsatisfy thefollowing conditions.

1. Forevery probability distribution P thereisan f� 2 F satisfying P ‘f� =
inff2F P ‘f.

2. Thereisa constantL such that‘isL-Lipschitzin its� rstargum ent:for
ally;̂y1;̂y2,

j‘(̂y1;y)� ‘(̂y2;y)j� Lĵy1 � ŷ2j:

3. There is a constant B � 1 such that for every probability distribution
and every f 2 F ,

P (f � f
�)2 � B P (‘f � ‘f�):

Theseconditionsarenottoorestrictiveasthey arem etby severalcom m only
used regularized algorithm swith convex losses.
Notethatcondition 1 could beweakened,and onecould considera func-

tion which isonlyclosetoachievingthein� m um ,with an appropriatechange
to condition 3.Thisgeneralization isstraightforward,butitwould m akethe
resultslessreadable,so we om itit.
Condition 2 im pliesthat,forallf 2 F ,

P (‘f � ‘f�)
2 � L

2
P (f � f

�)2:

Condition 3 usually follows from a uniform convexity condition on ‘.An
im portantexam pleisthequadraticloss‘(y;y0)= (y� y0)2,when thefunction
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classF isconvex and uniform ly bounded.In particular,ifjf(x)� yj2 [0;1]
forallf 2 F ,x 2 X and y2 Y,then the conditionsare satis� ed with L = 2
and B = 1 (see [18]).O therexam plesare described in [26]and in [2].
The � rstresultwe present is a direct butinstructive corollary ofTheo-

rem 3.3.

C orollary 5.3. LetF bea classoffunctionswith rangesin [� 1;1]and
let‘bea lossfunction satisfying conditions 1{3 above.Letf̂ beany elem ent

of F satisfying Pn‘f̂ = inff2F Pn‘f. Assum e  is a sub-root function for

which

 (r)� B LER nff 2 F :L2P (f � f
�)2 � rg:

Then for any x> 0 and any r�  (r),with probability atleast1� e� x,

P (‘
f̂
� ‘f�)� 705

r

B
+
(11L + 27B )x

n
:

Proof. O ne appliesTheorem 3.3 (� rstpart)to the class‘f � ‘f� with
T(f)= L2P (f� f�)2 and usesthefactthatbyTheorem A.6,and bythesym -
m etryoftheRadem achervariables,LER nff:L2P (f� f�)2 � rg� ER nf‘f�

‘f� :L2P (f� f�)2 � rg.Theresultfollowsfrom noticing thatPn(‘f̂ � ‘f�)�
0.

�

Instead of com paring the loss of f to that of f�,one could com pare
it to the loss ofthe best m easurable function (the regression function for
regression function estim ation,ortheBayesclassi� erforclassi� cation).The
techniquesproposed here can beadapted to thiscase.
UsingCorollary 5.3,onecan (with m inorm odi� cation)recovertheresults

of[22]for m odelselection.These have been shown to m atch the m inim ax
resultsin varioussituations.In thatsense,Corollary 5.3 can be considered
assharp.
Nextwe turn to the m ain resultofthissection.Itisa version ofCorol-

lary 5.3 with a fully data-dependentbound.Thisisobtained by m odifying
 in three ways:the Radem acher averages are replaced by em piricalones,
the radius ofthe ballis in the L2(Pn) norm instead ofL2(P ),and � nally,
the centeroftheballis f̂ instead off�.

T heorem 5.4. LetF bea convexclassoffunctionswith rangein [� 1;1]
and let ‘ be a loss function satisfying conditions 1{3 above.Let f̂ be any

elem entofF satisfying Pn‘f̂ = inff2F Pn‘f.De�ne

b n(r)= c1E�R nff 2 F :Pn(f � f̂)2 � c3rg+
c2x

n
;(5.1)
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where c1 = 2L(B _ 10L),c2 = 11L2+ c1 and c3 = 2824+ 4B (11L + 27B )=c2.
Then with probability atleast1� 4e� x,

P (‘
f̂
� ‘f�)�

705

B
r̂
� +

(11L + 27B )x

n
;

where r̂� isthe �xed pointof b n.

R emark 5.5. Unlike Corollary 5.3,the class F in Theorem 5.4 hasto
be convex.This ensures that it is star-shaped around any ofits elem ents
(which im plies that b n is sub-root even though f̂ is random ).However,
convexity ofthelossclassisnotnecessary,so thatthistheorem stillapplies
to m any situationsofinterest,in particularto regularized regression,where
the functionsare taken in a vectorspace ora ballofa vectorspace.

R emark 5.6. Although the theorem is stated with explicit constants,
thereisnoreason tothink thattheseareoptim al.Thefactthattheconstant
705 appearsactually isdue to ourfailure to apply the second partofThe-
orem 3.3 to the initiallossclass,which isnotstar-shaped (thiswould have
given a 7 instead).However,with som e additionale� ort,one can probably
obtain m uch betterconstants.

Asweexplained earlier,although thestatem entofTheorem 5.4 issim ilar
to Theorem 4.2 in [19],thereisan im portantdi� erencein theway thelocal-
ized averagesarede� ned:in ourcasetheradiusisa constanttim esr,while
in [19]there is an additionalterm ,involving the loss ofthe em piricalrisk
m inim izer,which m ay notconvergetozero.Hence,thecom plexity decreases
fasterin ourbound.
The additionalproperty required in the proofofthisresultcom pared to

theproofofTheorem 4.1 isthatundertheassum ptionsofthetheorem ,the
m inim izersofthe em piricallossand ofthe true lossare close with respect
to the L2(P ) and the L2(Pn) distances (this has also been used in [20]
and [31,32]).

Proof of T heorem 5.4. De� ne thefunction  as

 (r)=
c1

2
ER nff 2 F :L2P (f � f

�)2 � rg+
(c2 � c1)x

n
:(5.2)

NoticethatsinceF isconvex and thusstar-shaped around each ofitspoints,
Lem m a 3.4 im pliesthat issub-root.Now,forr�  (r)Corollary 5.3 and
condition 3on thelossfunction im ply that,with probability atleast1� e� x,

L
2
P (f̂ � f

�)2 � B L
2
P (‘

f̂
� ‘f�)� 705L2r+

(11L + 27B )B L2x

n
:(5.3)
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Denotetheright-hand sidebys.Sinces� r� r�,then s�  (s)(byLem m a3.2),
and thus

s� 10L2ER nff 2 F :L2P (f � f
�)2 � sg+

11L2x

n
:

Therefore,Corollary 2.2 applied to theclassLF yieldsthatwith probability
atleast1� e� x,

ff 2 F ;L2P (f � f
�)2 � sg� ff 2 F ;L2Pn(f � f

�)2 � 2sg:

This,com bined with (5.3),im pliesthatwith probability atleast1� 2e� x,

Pn(f̂ � f
�)2 � 2

�

705r+
(11L + 27B )B x

n

�

(5.4)

� 2
�

705+
(11L + 27B )B

c2

�

r;

wherethesecond inequalityfollowsfrom r�  (r)� c2x=n.De� nec= 2(705+
(11L + 27B )B =c2).By thetriangleinequality in L2(Pn),if(5.4)occurs,then
any f 2 F satis� es

Pn(f � f̂)2 � (
q

Pn(f � f�)2 +
q

Pn(f� � f̂)2)2

� (
q

Pn(f � f�)2 +
p
cr)2:

Appealing again to Corollary 2.2 applied to LF as before,but now for
r�  (r),itfollowsthatwith probability atleast1� 3e� x,

ff 2 F :L2P (f � f
�)2 � rg

� ff 2 F :L2Pn(f � f̂)2 � (
p
2+

p
c)2L2rg:

Com bining thiswith Lem m a A.4 showsthat,with probability atleast 1�
4e� x,

 (r)� c1E�R nff 2 F :L2P (f � f
�)2 � rg+

c2x

n

� c1E�R nff:Pn(f � f
�)2 � (

p
2+

p
c)2rg+

c2x

n

� c1E�R nff:Pn(f � f
�)2 � (4+ 2c)rg+

c2x

n

� b n(r):

Setting r= r� in the above argum entand applying Lem m a 4.3 showsthat
r� � r̂�,which,togetherwith (5.3),concludestheproof. �
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6. Com puting localRadem acher com plexities. In this section we deal
with the com putation of local Radem acher com plexities and their � xed
points. W e � rst propose a sim ple iterative procedure for estim ating the
� xed point ofan arbitrary sub-root function and then give two exam ples
ofsituations where it is possible to com pute an upperbound on the local
Radem achercom plexities.In thecaseofclassi� cation with thediscreteloss,
thiscan be done by solving a weighted errorm inim ization problem .In the
case ofkernelclasses,it is obtained by com puting the eigenvalues ofthe
em piricalG ram m atrix.

6.1. The iterative procedure. RecallthatTheorem 4.1 indicatesthatone
can obtain an upperbound in term sofem piricalquantitiesonly.However,it
rem ainstobeexplained how tocom putethesequantitiese� ectively.W epro-
pose to usea proceduresim ilarto thatofK oltchinskiiand Panchenko [16],
by applying the sub-rootfunction iteratively.The next lem m a shows 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 )! [0;1 ) be a (nontrivial) sub-rootfunction.
Fix r0 � r�, and for allk > 0 de�ne rk+ 1 =  (rk). Then for allN > 0,
rN + 1 � rN ,and

r
� � rN �

�
r0

r�

�2� N

r
�
:

In particular,for any "> 0,ifN satis�es

N � log2

�
ln(r0=r�)

ln(1+ ")

�

;

then rN � (1+ ")r�.

Proof. Notice thatifrk � r�,then rk+ 1 =  (rk)�  (r�)= r�.Also,

 (rk)
p
rk

�
 (r�)
p
r�

=
p
r� �

p
rk;

and so rk+ 1 � rk and rk+ 1=r
� � (rk=r�)1=2.An easy induction shows that

rN =r
� � (r0=r�)2

� N

. �

Notice thatin the resultsof[16],the analysis ofthe iterative procedure
wastied totheprobabilisticupperbounds.However,herewem aketheissues
separate:theboundsofprevioussectionsarevalid no m atterhow the� xed
point is estim ated.In the above lem m a,one can use a random sub-root
function.
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6.2. LocalRadem acher com plexities for classi�cation loss classes. Con-
siderthe case where Y = f� 1;1g and the lossisthe discrete loss,‘(y;y0)=
1[y6= y0].Since ‘2 = ‘,one can write

E�R nff 2 star(‘F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg

= E�R nf�‘f :� 2 (0;1];f 2 F ;Pn‘
2
f � 2r=�2g

= E�R nf�‘f :� 2 (0;1];f 2 F ;Pn‘f � 2r=�2g

= sup
�2(0;1]

�E�R nf‘f :f 2 F ;Pn‘f � 2r=�2g

= sup
�2[

p
2r;1]

�E�R nf‘f :f 2 F ;Pn‘f � 2r=�2g;

wherethelastequality followsfrom thefactthatPn‘f � 1 forallf.Substi-
tuting into Corollary 5.1 givesthefollowing result.

C orollary 6.2. LetY = f� 1g,let‘ be the discrete loss de�ned on Y

and letF be a classoffunctionswith ranges in Y.Fix x> 0 and de�ne

b n(r)= 20 sup
�2[

p
2r;1]

�E�R nf‘f :f 2 F ;Pn‘f � 2r=�2g+
26x

n
:

Then for allK > 1,with probability atleast1� 3e� x,for allf 2 F ,

P ‘f �
K

K � 1
Pn‘f + cK

�

r̂
� +

x

n

�

;

where r̂� isthe �xed pointof b n.

The following theorem shows that upperboundson b n(r) can by com -
puted whenever one can perform weighted em piricalrisk m inim ization.In
otherwords,ifthereisan e� cientalgorithm form inim izing a weighted sum
ofclassi� cation errors,thereisan e� cientalgorithm forcom putingan upper
bound on the localized Radem acher averages.The em piricalm inim ization
algorithm needsto berun repeatedly on di� erentrealizationsofthe�i,but
with fast convergence toward the expectation as the num ber ofiterations
grows.A sim ilarresultwasknown forglobalRadem acheraveragesand this
showsthatthelocalization and theuseofstar-hullsdonotgreatly a� ectthe
com putationalcom plexity.

T heorem 6.3. The em piricallocalRadem acher com plexity ofthe clas-

si�cation loss class,de�ned in Corollary 6.2,satis�es

b n(r)= c sup
�2[

p
2r;1]

�E�R nf‘f :f 2 F ;Pn‘f � 2r=�2g+
26x

n
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� c sup
�2[

p
2r;1]

�E� m in
�� 0

 �
2r

�2
�
1

2

�

� +
1

2n

nX

i= 1

j�i+ �Yij� J(�)

!

+
26x

n
;

where

J(�)= m in
f2F

1

n

nX

i= 1

j�i+ �Yij‘(f(X i);sign(�i+ �Yi)):

The quantity J(�)can be viewed asthe m inim um ofa certain weighted
em piricalrisk when the labels are corrupted by noise and the noise level
is determ ined by the param eter (Lagrange m ultiplier) �.Using the fact
that J(�) is Lipschitz in �,a � nite grid of values of J(�) can be used
to obtain a function � that is an upper bound on b n.Then the function
r7!

p
rsupr0�(r

0)=
p
r0isa sub-rootupperbound on b n.

In order to prove Theorem 6.3 we need the following lem m a (adapted
from [1]) which relates the localized Radem acher averages to a weighted
errorm inim ization problem .

Lemma 6.4. For every b2 [0;1],

E�R nf‘f :f 2 F ;Pn‘f � bg

= 1
2
� E�m infPn‘(f(X );�):f 2 F ;Pn‘(f(X );Y )� bg:

Proof. Notice that for y;y02 f� 1g, ‘(y;y0)= 1[y 6= y0]= jy � y0j=2.
Thus

2
nX

i= 1

�i‘(f(X i);Yi)=
X

i:Yi= 1

�ijf(X i)� 1j+
X

i:Yi= � 1

�ijf(X i)+ 1j

=
X

i:Yi= 1

�i(2� jf(X i)+ 1j)+
X

i:Yi= � 1

�ijf(X i)+ 1j

=
nX

i= 1

� Yi�ijf(X i)+ 1j+ 2
X

i:Yi= 1

�i:

Because ofthe sym m etry of�i,for� xed Xi the vector (� Yi�i)ni= 1 hasthe
sam e distribution as (�i)ni= 1.Thus when we take the expectation,we can
replace � Yi�i by �i.M oreover,we have

nX

i= 1

�ijf(X i)+ 1j=
X

i:�i= 1

jf(X i)+ 1j+
X

i:�i= � 1

� jf(X i)+ 1j

=
X

i:�i= 1

(2� jf(X i)� 1j)+
X

i:�i= � 1

� jf(X i)+ 1j

=
nX

i= 1

� jf(X i)� �ij+ 2
X

i:�i= � 1

1;
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im plying that

E�R nf‘f :f 2 F ;Pn‘f � bg

=
1

n

 

E�

X

i:Yi= 1

�i+ E�

X

i:�i= � 1

1

+ E�supf� Pn‘(f(X );�):f 2 F ;Pn‘(f(X );Y )� bg

!

;

which provesthe claim . �

Proof of T heorem 6.3. From Lem m a 6.4,

b n(r)= c sup
�2[

p
2r;1]

�

�
1

2
� E� m in

�

Pn‘(f(X );�):

f 2 F ;Pn‘(f(X );Y )�
2r

�2

��

+
26x

n
:

Fix arealization ofthe�i.Itiseasy toseethatwhen � � 0,each f forwhich
Pn‘(f(X );Y )� 2r=�2 satis� es

Pn‘(f(X );�)� Pn‘(f(X );�)+ �

�

Pn‘(f(X );Y )�
2r

�2

�

:

LetL(f;�)denote the right-hand sideand letg(�)= m inf2F L(f;�).Then

m infPn‘(f(X );�):f 2 F ;Pn‘(f(X );Y )� 2r=�2g� g(�):

But,using the factthat‘(y;̂y)= (1� yŷ)=2,

g(�)= m in
f2F

1

n

nX

i= 1

(‘(f(X i);�i)+ �‘(f(X i);Yi))�
2r

�2

= m in
f2F

1

n

nX

i= 1

�
1� f(X i)�i

2
+ �

1� f(X i)Yi
2

�

�
2r

�2

= m in
f2F

1

n

nX

i= 1

�

j�i+ �Yij
1� f(X i)sign(�i+ �Yi)

2
�
j�i+ �Yij

2

�

+
1+ �

2
�
2r

�2

= m in
f2F

1

n

nX

i= 1

j�i+ �Yij‘(f(X i);sign(�i+ �Yi))

�
1

2n

nX

i= 1

j�i+ �Yij+
1+ �

2
�
2r

�2
:

Substituting givestheresult. �
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6.3. LocalRadem achercom plexitiesforkernelclasses. O necasein which
the functions  and b n can be com puted explicitly is when F is a kernel
class,thatis,theunitballin thereproducingkernelHilbertspaceassociated
with a positivede� nitekernelk.O bservethatin thiscaseF isa convex and
sym m etric set.
Letk be a positive de� nite function on X ,thatis,a sym m etric function

such thatforalln � 1,

8x1;:::;xn 2 X ;8�1;:::;�n 2 R

nX

i;j= 1

�i�jk(xi;xj)� 0:

Recall the m ain properties of reproducing kernelHilbert spaces that we
require:

(a) Thereproducing kernelHilbertspaceassociated with k istheunique
Hilbert space H offunctions on X such that for allf 2 F and allx 2 X ,
k(x;� )2 H and

f(x)= hf;k(x;� )i:(6.1)

(b) H can be constructed as the com pletion ofthe linear span of the
functionsk(x;� )forx 2 X ,endowed with theinnerproduct

*
nX

i= 1

�ik(xi;� );
mX

j= 1

�jk(yj;� )

+

=
n;mX

i;j= 1

�i�jk(xi;yj):

W e usek� k to denote the norm in H .
O ne m ethod forregression consistsofsolving the following leastsquares

problem in the unitballofH :

m in
f2H :kfk� 1

1

n

nX

i= 1

(f(X i)� Yi)
2
:

Noticethatconsidering a ballofsom eotherradiusisequivalentto rescaling
the class.W e are thus interested in com puting the localized Radem acher
averagesoftheclassoffunctions

F = ff 2 H :kfk� 1g:

Assum ethatEk(X ;X )< 1 and de� neT :L2(P )! L2(P )astheintegral
operatorassociated with k and P ,thatis,Tf(� )=

R
k(� ;y)f(y)dP (y).Itis

possible to show that T is a positive sem ide� nite trace-class operator.Let
(�i)1i= 1 beitseigenvalues,arranged in a nonincreasing order.Also,given an
i.i.d.sam ple X 1;:::;X n from P ,considerthe norm alized G ram m atrix (or
kernelm atrix) T̂n de� ned asT̂n =

1
n
(k(X i;X j))i;j= 1;:::;n.Let (̂�i)ni= 1 be its

eigenvalues,arranged in a nonincreasing order.
Thefollowing resultwasproved in [24].
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T heorem 6.5. For every r> 0,

ER nff 2 F :P f2 � rg�

 
2

n

1X

i= 1

m infr;�ig

! 1=2

:

M oreover,there existsan absolute constantcsuch thatif�1 � 1=n,then for
every r� 1=n,

ER nff 2 F :P f2 � rg� c

 
1

n

1X

i= 1

m infr;�ig

! 1=2

:

Thefollowing lem m a isa data-dependentversion.

Lemma 6.6. For every r> 0,

E�R nff 2 F :Pnf
2 � rg�

 
2

n

nX

i= 1

m infr;̂�ig

! 1=2

:

Theproofofthisresultcan befound in Appendix A.2.Thefactthatwe
havereplaced P f2 by Pnf2 and conditioned on thedata yieldsa resultthat
involvesonly the eigenvaluesoftheem piricalG ram m atrix.
W ecan now statea consequenceofTheorem 5.4 fortheproposed regres-

sion algorithm on the unitballofH .

C orollary 6.7. Assum ethatsupx2X k(x;x)� 1.LetF = ff 2 H :kfk�
1g and let‘bea lossfunction satisfyingconditions 1{3.Letf̂ beanyelem ent
ofF satisfying Pn‘f̂ = inff2F Pn‘f.
There exists a constant c depending only on L and B such that with

probability atleast1� 6e� x,

P (‘
f̂
� ‘f�)� c

�

r̂
� +

x

n

�

;

where

r̂
� � m in

0� h� n

 
h

n
+

v
u
u
t
1

n

X

i> h

�̂i

!

:

W e observe that r̂� isatm ostoforder1=
p
n (ifwe take h = 0),butcan

beoforderlogn=n ifthe eigenvaluesofT̂n decay exponentially quickly.
In addition,theeigenvaluesoftheG ram m atrix arenothard to com pute,

so thattheaboveresultcan suggestan im plem entableheuristicforchoosing
the kernelk from the data.The issue ofthe choice ofthe kernelis being
intensively studied in the m achine learning com m unity.
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Proof. Because ofthe sym m etry ofthe �i and because F is convex
and sym m etric,

E�R nff 2 F :Pn(f � f̂)2 � c3rg= E�R nff � f̂:f 2 F ;Pn(f � f̂)2 � c3rg

� E�R nff � g:f;g2 F ;Pn(f � g)2 � c3rg

= 2E�R nff:f 2 F ;Pnf
2 � c3r=4g:

Com bining with Lem m a 6.6 gives

2c1E�R nff 2 F :Pn(f � f̂)2 � c3rg+
(c2 + 2)x

n

� 4c1

 
2

n

nX

i= 1

m in
�
c3r

4
;̂�i

�! 1=2

+
(c2 + 2)x

n
:

Let b n(r)denotetheright-hand side.Noticethat b n isa sub-rootfunction,
so the estim ate ofTheorem 5.4 can beapplied.To com pute the � xed point
ofB b n,� rst notice that adding a constant a to a sub-root function can
increase its� xed pointby atm ost2a.Thus,itsu� cesto show that

r� 4c1

 
2

n

nX

i= 1

m in
�
c3r

4
;̂�i

�! 1=2

im plies

r� c m in
0� h� n

 
h

n
+

v
u
u
t
1

n

X

i> h

�̂i

!

(6.2)

forsom e universalconstantc.Underthishypothesis,
�

r

4c1

�2

�
2

n

nX

i= 1

m in
�
c3r

4
;̂�i

�

=
2

n
m in

S� f1;:::;ng

 
X

i2S

c3r

4
+
X

i=2S

�̂i

!

=
2

n
m in
0� h� n

 
c3hr

4
+
X

i> h

�̂i

!

:

Solving the quadraticinequality foreach value ofh gives(6.2). �

APPENDIX

A.1. Additionalm aterial. This section contains a collection ofresults
that is needed in the proofs.M ost ofthem are classicalor easy to derive
from classicalresults.W e presentproofsforthesake ofcom pleteness.
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Recallthefollowing im provem entofRio’s[29]version ofTalagrand’scon-
centration inequality,which isdueto Bousquet[7,8].

T heorem A .1. Letc> 0,letX i be independentrandom variables dis-

tributed according to P and letF bea setoffunctionsfrom X to R.Assum e

thatallfunctions f in F satisfy Ef = 0 and kfk1 � c.

Let� be a positive realnum ber such that�2 � supf2F Var[f(X i)].Then,
for any x� 0,

Pr(Z � EZ + x)� exp
�

� vh

�
x

cv

��

;

where Z = supf2F
P

n
i= 1f(X i),h(x)= (1+ x)log(1+ x)� x and v= n�2 +

2cEZ.Also,with probability atleast1� e� x,

Z � EZ +
p
2xv+

cx

3
:

In asim ilarway onecan obtain aconcentration resultfortheRadem acher
averages ofa class (using the resultof[5];see also [6]).In orderto obtain
the appropriateconstants,notice that

E�sup
f2F

nX

i= 1

�if(X i)= E�sup
f2F

nX

i= 1

�i(f(X i)� (b� a)=2)

and jf � (b� a)=2j� (b� a)=2.

T heorem A .2. LetF be a classoffunctionsthatm ap X into [a;b].Let

Z = E�sup
f2F

nX

i= 1

�if(X i)= nE�R nF :

Then for allx � 0,

Pr
�

Z � EZ +
q

(b� a)xEZ +
(b� a)x

6

�

� e
� x

and

Pr(Z � EZ �

q

(b� a)xEZ )� e
� x
:

Lemma A .3. For u;v� 0,
p
u+ v�

p
u+

p
v;

and for any � > 0,

2
p
uv� �u+

v

�
:
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Lemma A .4. Fix x > 0,and letF be a class offunctions with ranges

in [a;b].Then,with probability atleast1� e� x,

ER nF � inf
�2(0;1)

�
1

1� �
E�R nF +

(b� a)x

4n�(1� �)

�

:

Also,with probability atleast1� e� x,

E�R nF � inf
�> 0

�

(1+ �)ER nF +
(b� a)x

2n

�
1

2�
+
1

3

��

:

Proof. The second inequality ofTheorem A.2 and Lem m a A.3 im ply
thatwith probability atleast1� e� x,

ER nF � E�R nF +

s

(b� a)x

n
ER nF

� E�R nF + �ER nF +
(b� a)x

4n�
;

and the � rstclaim ofthe lem m a follows.The proofofthe second claim is
sim ilar,butusesthe� rstinequality ofTheorem A.2. �

A standard fact is that the expected deviation ofthe em piricalm eans
from the actualonescan be controlled by the Radem acheraverages ofthe
class.

Lemma A .5. For any classoffunctions F ,

m ax
�

Esup
f2F

(P f � Pnf);Esup
f2F

(Pnf � P f)
�

� 2ER nF :

Proof. LetX 0
1;:::;X

0
n be an independentcopy ofX 1;:::;X n,and set

P 0
n to bethe em piricalm easure supported on X 0

1;:::;X
0
n.By theconvexity

ofthesuprem um and by sym m etry,

Esup
f2F

(P f � Pnf)= Esup
f2F

(EP 0
nf � Pnf)

� Esup
f2F

(P 0
nf � Pnf)

=
1

n
Esup
f2F

"
nX

i= 1

�if(X
0
i)� �if(X i)

#

�
1

n
Esup
f2F

nX

i= 1

�if(X
0
i)+

1

n
Esup
f2F

nX

i= 1

� �if(X i)

= 2Esup
f2F

R nf:
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Using an identicalargum ent,the sam e holdsforPnf � P f. �

In addition,recallthe following contraction property,which is due to
Ledoux and Talagrand [17].

T heorem A .6. Let� be a contraction,thatis,j�(x)� �(y)j� jx � yj.

Then,for every class F ,

E�R n� � F � E�R nF ;

where � � F := f� � f:f 2 F g.

The interested reader m ay � nd som e additionalusefulproperties ofthe
Radem acheraveragesin [3,27].

A.2. Proofs.

Proof of T heorem 2.1. De� neV+ = supf2F (P f� Pnf).Sincesupf2F Var[f(X i)]�
r,and kf � P fk1 � b� a,Theorem A.1 im plies that,with probability at
least1� e� x,

V
+ � EV

+ +

s

2xr

n
+
4x(b� a)EV +

n
+
(b� a)x

3n
:

Thusby Lem m a A.3,with probability atleast1� e� x,

V
+ � inf

�> 0

 

(1+ �)EV + +

r
2rx

n
+ (b� a)

�
1

3
+
1

�

�
x

n

!

:

Applying Lem m a A.5 gives the � rstassertion ofTheorem 2.1.The second
part ofthe theorem follows by com bining the � rst one and Lem m aA.4,
and noticing thatinf� f(�)+ inf� g(�)� inf�(f(�)+ g(�)).Finally,thefact
thatthesam eresultshold forsupf2F (Pnf � P f)can beeasily obtained by
applying the above reasoning to the class � F = f� f:f 2 F g and noticing
thatthe Radem acheraveragesof� F and F areidentical. �

Proof of Lemma 3.2. To provethecontinuity of ,letx > y> 0,and
note thatsince  is nondecreasing,j (x)�  (y)j=  (x)�  (y).From the
fact that  (r)=

p
r is nonincreasing it follows that  (x)=

p
y �

p
x (y)=y,

and thus

 (x)�  (y)=
p
y
 (x)
p
y
�  (y)�  (y)

p
x�

p
y

p
y

:

Letting x tend to y,j (x)�  (y)jtendsto 0,and  isleft-continuousaty.
A sim ilarargum entshowsthe right-sided continuity of .
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Asforthesecond partoftheclaim ,notethat (x)=x isnonnegative and
continuouson (0;1 ),and since 1=

p
x isstrictly decreasing on (0;1 ),then

 (x)=x isalso strictly decreasing.
O bservethatif (x)=x isalwayslargerthan 1on (0;1 ),then lim x! 1  (x)=

p
x = 1 ,which isim possible.O n the otherhand,if (x)=x < 1 on (0;1 ),

then lim x! 0 (x)=
p
x = 0,contrary to the assum ption that isnontrivial.

Thus the equation  (r)=r= 1 has a positive solution and this solution is
uniqueby m onotonicity.
Finally,iffor som e r> 0,r�  (r),then  (t)=t� 1 for allt� r [since

 (x)=x is nonincreasing]and thus r� � r.The other direction follows in a
sim ilarm anner. �

Proof of Lemma 3.4. O bservethat,by sym m etry oftheRadem acher
random variables,onehas (r)= E�R nff � f̂:f 2 F ;T(f � f̂)� rgsothat,
by translating the class,itsu� cesto considerthe case where f̂ = 0.
Note that isnonnegative,since by Jensen’sinequality

E�sup
f2F

R nf � sup
f2F

E�R nf = 0:

M oreover, isnondecreasing since ff 2 F :T(f)� rg� ff 2 F :T(f)� r0g

forr� r0.Itrem ainstoshow thatforany 0< r1 � r2, (r1)�
p
r1=r2�  (r2).

To thisend,� x any sam ple and any realization ofthe Radem acherrandom
variables,and setf0 to bea function forwhich

sup
f2F ;T(f)� r2

nX

i= 1

�if(xi)

is attained (ifthe suprem um is not attained only a slight m odi� cation is
required).Since T(f0)� r2,then T(

p
r1=r2 � f0)� r1 by assum ption.Fur-

therm ore,since F isstar-shaped,the function
p
r1=r2f0 belongsto F and

satis� esthatT(
p
r1=r2f0)� r1.Hence

sup
f2F :T(f)� r1

nX

i= 1

�if(xi)�
nX

i= 1

�i

r
r1

r2
� f0(xi)

=
r
r1

r2
sup

f2F :T(f)� r2

nX

i= 1

�if(xi);

and theresultfollowsbytakingexpectationswith respecttotheRadem acher
random variables. �

Proof of C orollary 3.7. Theproofusesthefollowing resultof[11],
which relatestheem piricalRadem acheraveragestotheem piricalL2 entropy
ofthe class.The covering num berN (�;F ;L2(Pn))isthe cardinality ofthe
sm allestsubsetF̂ ofL2(Pn)forwhich every elem entofF iswithin � ofsom e
elem entofF̂ .
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T heorem B.7 ([11]). There existsan absolute constantC such thatfor

every class F and every X 1;:::;X n 2 X ,

E�R nF �
C
p
n

Z 1

0

q

logN (";F ;L2(Pn))d":

De� ne thesub-rootfunction

 (r)= 10ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg+

11logn

n
:

Ifr�  (r),then Corollary 2.2im pliesthat,with probability atleast1� 1=n,

ff 2 star(F ;0):P f2 � rg� ff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2rg;

and thus

ER nff 2 star(F ;0):P f
2 � rg� ER nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf

2 � 2rg+
1

n
:

Itfollowsthatr� =  (r�)satis� es

r
� � 10ER nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf

2 � 2r�g+
1+ 11logn

n
:(A.1)

ButTheorem B.7 showsthat

ER nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2r�g

�
C
p
n
E

Z p
2r�

0

q

logN (";star(F ;0);L2(Pn))d":

It is easy to see that we can construct an �-cover for star(F ;0) using an
�=2-coverforF and an �=2-coverfortheinterval[0;1],which im plies

logN (";star(F ;0);L2(Pn))� logN
�
"

2
;F ;L2(Pn)

���
2

�

�

+ 1
�

:

Now,recallthat[14]forany probability distribution P and any classF with
VC-dim ension d< 1 ,

logN
�
"

2
;F ;L2(P )

�

� cdlog
�
1

�

�

:

Therefore

ER nff 2 star(F ;0):Pnf
2 � 2r�g�

s

cd

n

Z p
2r�

0

s

log
�
1

�

�

d"

�

s

cdr�log(1=r�)

n

�

s

c

�
d2

n2
+
dr�log(n=ed)

n

�

;
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where c representsan absolute constantwhose value m ay change from line
to line.Substituting into (A.1)and solving forr� showsthat

r
� �

cdlog(n=d)

n
;

provided n � d.Theresultfollowsfrom Theorem 3.3. �

Proof of T heorem 5.2. Letf� = argm inf2F P ‘f.(Forsim plicity,as-
sum e that the m inim um exists;ifit does not,the proofis easily extended
by considering the lim it ofa sequence offunctions with expected loss ap-
proaching the in� m um .)Then,by de� nition of̂f,Pn‘f̂ � Pn‘f�.Since the
variance of‘f�(X i;Yi)isno m ore than som e constanttim esL�,we can ap-
ply Bernstein’s inequality (see,e.g.,[10],Theorem 8.2) to show that with
probability atleast1� e� x,

Pn‘f̂ � Pn‘f� � P ‘f� + c

 s

P ‘f�x

n
+
x

n

!

= L
� + c

 s

L�x

n
+
x

n

!

:

Thus,by Theorem 3.3,with probability atleast1� 2e� x,

P ‘
f̂
�

K

K � 1

 

L
� + c

 s

L�x

n
+
x

n

! !

+ cK

�

r
� +

x

n

�

:

Setting

K � 1=

s

m ax(L�;x=n)

r�
;

noting that r� � x=n and sim plifying gives the � rst inequality.A sim ilar
argum entusing Theorem 4.1 im pliesthe second inequality. �

Proof of Lemma 6.6. Introducetheoperator Ĉn on H de� ned by

(Ĉnf)(x)=
1

n

nX

i= 1

f(X i)k(X i;x);

so that,using (6.1),

hg;Ĉnfi=
1

n

nX

i= 1

f(X i)g(X i);

and hf;Ĉnfi= Pnf
2,im plying that Ĉn ispositive sem ide� nite.

Supposethatf isan eigenfunction ofĈn with eigenvalue�.Then foralli

�f(X i)= (Ĉnf)(X i)=
1

n

nX

j= 1

f(X j)k(X j;X i):
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Thus,the vector (f(X 1);:::;f(X n)) is either zero (which im plies Ĉnf = 0
and hence � = 0)orisan eigenvector of T̂n with eigenvalue �.Conversely,
ifT̂nv= �v forsom e vectorv,then

Ĉn

 
nX

i= 1

vik(X i;� )

!

=
1

n

nX

i;j= 1

vik(X i;X j)k(X j;� )=
�

n

nX

j= 1

vjk(X j;� ):

Thus,the eigenvalues of T̂n are the sam e as the n largest eigenvalues of
Ĉn,and the rem aining eigenvalues of Ĉn are zero.Let (̂�i) denote these
eigenvalues,arranged in a nonincreasing order.
Let (�i)i� 1 be an orthonorm albasisofH ofeigenfunctions of Ĉn (such

that�i isassociated with �̂i).Fix 0� h � n and note thatforany f 2 H

nX

i= 1

�if(X i)=

*

f;

nX

i= 1

�ik(X i;� )

+

=

*
hX

j= 1

q

�̂jhf;�ji�j;

hX

j= 1

1
q

�̂j

*
nX

i= 1

�ik(X i;� );�j

+

�j

+

+

*

f;
X

j> h

*
nX

i= 1

�ik(X i;� );�j

+

�j

+

:

Ifkfk� 1 and

r� Pnf
2 = hf;Ĉnfi=

X

i� 1

�̂ihf;�ii
2
;

then by theCauchy{Schwarz inequality

nX

i= 1

�if(X i)�

v
u
u
u
t r

hX

j= 1

1

�̂j

*
nX

i= 1

�ik(X i;� );�j

+ 2

(A.2)

+

v
u
u
u
t
X

j> h

*
nX

i= 1

�ik(X i;� );�j

+ 2

:

M oreover,

1

n
E�

*
nX

i= 1

�ik(X i;� );�j

+ 2

=
1

n
E�

nX

i;‘= 1

�i�‘hk(X i;� );�jihk(X l;� );�ji

=
1

n

nX

i= 1

hk(X i;� );�ji
2
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= h�j;Ĉn�ji

= �̂j:

Using (A.2)and Jensen’sinequality,itfollowsthat

E�R nff 2 F :Pnf
2 � rg�

1
p
n

m in
0� h� n

(
p
hr+

v
u
u
t

nX

j= h+ 1

�̂j

)

;

which im pliesthe result. �
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