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Boosting isoneofthem ostsigni�cantadvancesin m achinelearn-
ing forclassi�cation and regression.In itsoriginaland com putation-
ally 
exible version,boosting seeks to m inim ize em pirically a loss
function in agreedy fashion.Theresultingestim atortakesan additive
function form and isbuiltiteratively by applyingabaseestim ator(or
learner)toupdated sam plesdependingon thepreviousiterations.An
unusualregularization technique,early stopping,is em ployed based
on CV ora testset.

Thispaperstudiesnum ericalconvergence,consistency and statis-
ticalratesofconvergence ofboosting with early stopping,when itis
carried out over the linear span ofa fam ily ofbasis functions.For
generallossfunctions,weprovetheconvergenceofboosting’sgreedy
optim ization to the in�nim um of the loss function over the linear
span.Using thenum ericalconvergenceresult,we�nd early-stopping
strategies under which boosting is shown to be consistent based on
i.i.d.sam ples,and we obtain boundson the ratesofconvergence for
boosting estim ators.Sim ulation studies are also presented to illus-
tratetherelevanceofourtheoreticalresultsforproviding insightsto
practicalaspectsofboosting.

Asa side product,these resultsalso revealthe im portance ofre-
stricting the greedy search step-sizes,as known in practice through
the work of Friedm an and others.M oreover,our results lead to a
rigorousproofthatfora linearly separable problem ,AdaBoostwith
"! 0 step-sizebecom esan L1-m argin m axim izerwhen leftto run to
convergence.

1. Introduction. In thispaperweconsiderboosting algorithm sforclas-

si�cation and regression.These algorithm s represent one ofthe m ajor ad-
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2 T.ZHANG AND B.YU

vancesin m achine learning.In theiroriginalversion,the com putationalas-

pectisexplicitly speci�ed aspartofthe estim ator/algorithm .Thatis,the

em piricalm inim ization ofan appropriate loss function is carried out in a

greedy fashion,which m eans that at each step a basis function that leads

to the largestreduction ofem piricalrisk isadded into the estim ator.This

speci�cation distinguishesboosting from otherstatisticalprocedureswhich

are de�ned by an em piricalm inim ization ofa lossfunction withoutthenu-

m ericaloptim ization details.

Boosting algorithm s construct com posite estim ators using often sim ple

base estim ators through the greedy �tting procedure.An unusualregular-

ization technique,early stopping,isem ployed based on CV oratestset.This

fam ily ofalgorithm shasbeen known asthestagewise�ttingofadditivem od-
els in the statistics literature [18,17].For the squared loss function,they

were often referred to in thesignalprocessing com m unity asm atching pur-
suit[29].M orerecently,itwasnoticed thattheAdaBoostm ethod proposed

in them achinelearningcom m unity [13]can alsoberegarded asstagewise�t-

tingofadditivem odelsunderan exponentiallossfunction [7,8,15,31,34].In

thispaperweusetheterm boosting toindicateagreedy stagewiseprocedure
tom inim izeacertain lossfunction em pirically.Theabstractform ulation will

bepresented in Section 2.

Boosting procedureshave drawn m uch attention in them achine learning

com m unity as well as in the statistics com m unity, due to their superior

em piricalperform ance forclassi�cation problem s.In fact,boosted decision

treesaregenerally regarded asthebesto�-the-shelfclassi�cation algorithm s

we have today.In spite ofthe signi�cant practicalinterest in boosting,a

num beroftheoreticalissueshavenotbeen fully addressed in theliterature.

In this paper we hope to �llsom e gaps by addressing three basic issues

regarding boosting:its num erical convergence when the greedy iteration

increases, in Section 4.1;its consistency (after early stopping) when the

training sam ple size getslarge,in Sections3.3 and 5.2;and boundson the

rate ofconvergence forboosting estim ators,in Sections3.3 and 5.3.

It is now wellknown that boosting forever can over�t the data (e.g.,

see [16,19]).Therefore,in order to achieve consistency,it is necessary to

stop the boosting procedure early (butnot too early) to avoid over�tting.

In theearly stoppingfram ework,theconsistency ofboosting procedureshas

been considered by Jiang for exponentialloss [19]boosting (but the con-

sistency isin term softhe classi�cation loss)and B�uhlm ann undersquared

loss [10]for tree-type base classi�ers.Jiang’s approach also requires som e

sm oothnessconditionson theunderlyingdistribution,and itisnonconstruc-

tive (hence doesnotlead to an im plem entable early-stopping strategy).In

Sections 3.3 and 5.2 we presentan early-stopping strategy forgeneralloss

functionsthatguaranteesconsistency.
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A di�erentm ethod ofachievingconsistency (and obtainingrateofconver-

gence results)isthrough restricting the weightsofthe com posite estim ator

using the1-norm ofitscoe�cients(with respectto thebasisfunctions).For

exam ple,this point ofview is taken up in [5,28,30].In this fram ework,

early stopping isnotnecessary since the degree ofover�tting orregulariza-

tion iscontrolled by the 1-norm ofthe weightsofthe com posite estim ator.

Although thisapproach sim pli�esthetheoreticalanalysis,italso introduces

an additionalcontrolquantity which needstobeadjusted based on thedata.

Therefore,in order to select an optim alregularization param eter,one has

to solve m any di�erent optim ization problem s,each with a regularization

param eter.M oreover,iftherearean in�nite(orextrem ely large)num berof

basisfunctions,then itisnotpossibletosolvetheassociated 1-norm regular-

ization problem .Note thatin thiscase greedy boosting (with approxim ate

optim ization)can stillbeapplied.

A question related to consistency and rate ofconvergence isthe conver-

gence ofthe boosting procedureasan optim ization m ethod.Thisisclearly

oneofthem ostfundam entaltheoreticalissuesforboosting algorithm s.Pre-

viousstudieshavefocused on speciallossfunctions.Speci�cally,M allatand

Zhang proved the convergence ofm atching pursuitin [29],which wasthen

used in [10]to study consistency;in [9]Breim an obtained an in�nite-sam ple

convergenceresultofboostingwith theexponentiallossfunction for� 1-trees

(undersom e sm oothnessassum ptionson the underlying distribution),and

the resultwasused by Jiang to study the consistency ofAdaBoost.In [12]

a Bregm an divergence-based analysis was given.A convergence result was

also obtained in [31]fora gradientdescentversion ofboosting.

Noneofthesestudiesprovidesany inform ation on thenum ericalspeed of

convergencefortheoptim ization.Thequestion ofnum ericalspeed ofconver-

gencehasbeen studied when oneworkswith the1-norm regularized version

ofboosting whereweassum ethattheoptim ization isperform ed in thecon-

vex hullofthe basis functions.Speci�cally,for function estim ation under

least-squares loss,the convergence ofthe greedy algorithm in the convex

hullwasstudied in [1,20,25].Forgenerallossfunctions,theconvergenceof

greedy algorithm s(again,the optim ization isrestricted to the convex hull)

wasrecently studied in [37].In thispaperweapply thesam eunderlyingidea

to thestandard boosting procedurewherewedo notlim ittheoptim ization

to the convex hullofthe basisfunctions.The resulting bound providesin-

form ation on the speed ofconvergence forthe optim ization.An interesting

observation ofour analysis is the im portant role ofsm allstep-size in the

convergence ofboosting procedures.Thisprovides som e theoreticaljusti�-

cation forFriedm an’sem piricalobservation [14]thatusing sm allstep-sizes

alm ostalwayshelpsin boosting procedures.

M oreover,the com bination ofnum ericalconvergence results with m od-

ern em piricalprocess bounds(based on Radem acher com plexity) provides
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a way to deriveboundson theconvergence ratesofearly-stopping boosting

procedures.These results can be found in Sections 3.3 and 5.3.Section 6

containsa sim ulation study to show the usefulnessofthe insightsfrom our

theoreticalanalysesin practicalim plem entationsofboosting.Theproofsof

the two m ain resultsin thenum ericalconvergence section (Section 4.1)are

deferred to Section A.2.Section A.3 discussesrelaxations ofthe restricted

step-size condition used for earlier results,and Section A.4 usesnum erical

convergence results to give a rigorous proofofthe fact that for separable

problem s,AdaBoostwith sm allstep-size becom esan L1 m argin m axim izer

atitslim it(see [18]).

2. Abstract boosting procedure. W e now describe the basics to de�ne

theboostingprocedurethatwewillanalyzein thispaper.A sim ilarsetup can

befound in [31].Them ain di�erenceisthattheauthorsin [31]useagradient

descent rule in their boosting procedure while here we use approxim ate

m inim ization.

LetS bea setofreal-valued functionsand de�ne

span(S)=

(
mX

j= 1

w
j
f
j:fj2 S;w j

2 R;m 2 Z
+

)

;

which form sa linearfunction space.Forallf 2 span(S),we can de�ne the

1-norm with respectto the basisS as

kfk1 = inf

(

kwk1;f =

mX

j= 1

w
j
f
j:fj2 S;m 2 Z

+

)

:(1)

W e want to �nd a function �f 2 span(S) that approxim ately solves the

optim ization problem

inf
f2span(S)

A(f);(2)

whereA isa convex function off de�ned on span(S).Notethattheoptim al

valuem ay notbeachieved by any f 2 span(S),and forcertain form ulations

(such asAdaBoost)itispossible thatthe optim alvalue isnot�nite.Both

casesarestillcovered by ourresults,however.

Theabstractform ofthegreedy boosting procedure(with restricted step-

size)considered in thispaperisgiven by thefollowing algorithm :

A lgorithm 2.1 (G reedy boosting).

Pick f0 2 span(S)

fork= 0;1;2;:::

Selecta closed subset�k � R such that02 �k and �k = � �k
Find ��k 2 �k and �gk 2 S to approxim ately m inim ize the function:
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(�k;gk)! A(fk + �kgk)(� )

Letfk+ 1 = fk + ��k�gk
end

R emark 2.1. The approxim ate m inim ization of(�) in Algorithm 2.1

should beinterpreted as�nding ��k 2 �k and �gk 2 S such that

A(fk + ��k�gk)� inf
�k2� k;gk2S

A(fk + �kgk)+ "k;(3)

where "k � 0 isa sequence ofnonnegative num bersthatconvergesto zero.

R emark 2.2. Therequirem entthat02 �k isnotcrucialin ouranalysis.

Itisused asa convenientassum ption in theproofofLem m a 4.1 to sim plify

the conditions.O urconvergence analysisallowsthe choice of�k to depend

on the previous steps ofthe algorithm .However,the m ost interesting �k
for the purpose ofthis paper willbe independent ofprevious steps ofthe

algorithm :

(a) �k = R ,

(b) sup�k =
~hk where

~hk � 0 and ~hk ! 0.

Aswe willsee later,the restriction of�k to the subset�k � R isusefulin

the convergence analysis.

As we shallsee later,the step-size ��k plays an im portant role in our

analysis.A particular interesting case is to restrict the step-size explicitly.

Thatis,we assum e thatthe starting pointf0,aswellasquantities "k and

�k in (3),are sam ple-independent,and hk = sup�k satis�esthe conditions

1X

j= 0

hj= 1 ;

1X

j= 0

h
2
j < 1 :(4)

Thereason forthiscondition willbecom eclearin thenum ericalconvergence

analysisofSection 4.1.

3. Assum ptionsand m ain statisticalresults. Thepurposeofthissection

is to state assum ptions needed for the analyses to follow,as wellas the

m ain statisticalresults.There are two m ain aspects ofour analysis.The

�rstisthe num ericalconvergence ofthe boosting algorithm asthe num ber

ofiterations increases,and the second is the statisticalconvergence ofthe

resulting boosting estim ator,so as to avoid over�tting.W e list respective

assum ptions separately.The statisticalconsistency result can be obtained

by com bining these two aspects.
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3.1. Assum ptions for the num ericalconvergence analysis. For all f 2

span(S)and g2 S,wede�nea real-valued function A f;g(� )as

A f;g(h)= A(f + hg):

D efinition 3.1. LetA(f)beafunction off de�ned on span(S).Denote

by span(S)0 the dualspace ofspan(S) [i.e.,the space ofreal-valued linear

functionalson span(S)].W esay thatA isdi�erentiablewith gradientr A 2

span(S)0 ifit satis�es the following Fr�echet-like di�erentiability condition

forallf;g2 span(S):

lim
h! 0

1

h
(A(f + hg)� A(f))= r A(f)Tg;

wherer A(f)Tg denotesthevalueofthelinearfunctionalr A(f)atg.Note

that we adopt the notation fTg from linear algebra,where it is just the

scalarproductofthe two vectors.

Forreference,we shallstate the following assum ption,which isrequired

in ouranalysis.

A ssumption 3.1. LetA(f)beaconvexfunction off de�nedon span(S),

which satis�esthe following conditions:

1. ThefunctionalA isdi�erentiable with gradientr A.

2. For allf 2 span(S) and g2 S,the real-valued function A f;g is second-

orderdi�erentiable(asa function ofh)and thesecond derivativesatis�es

A
00
f;g(0)� M (kfk1);(5)

where M (� )isa nondecreasing real-valued function.

R emark 3.1. A m ore generalform of (5) is A 00
f;g
(0)� ‘(g)M (kfk1),

where‘(g)isan appropriatescalingfactorofg.Forexam ple,in theexam ples

given below,‘(g) can be m easured by supx jg(x)jor E X g(X )2.In (5) we

assum e thatfunctionsin S are properly scaled so that‘(g)� 1.Thisisfor

notational convenience only.W ith m ore com plicated notation techniques

developed in this paper can also handle the generalcase directly without

any norm alization assum ption ofthe basisfunctions.

Thefunction M (� )willappearin theconvergenceanalysisin Section4.1.

Although our analysis can handle unbounded M (� ),the m ost interesting

boosting exam ples have bounded M (� ) (as we willshow shortly).In this

case we willalso use M to denote a real-valued upperbound ofsupaM (a).
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For statisticalestim ation problem s such as classi�cation and regression

with a covariate or predictor variable X and a realresponse variable Y

having a jointdistribution,we are interested in the following form ofA(f)

in (2):

A(f)=  (E X ;Y �(f(X );Y ));(6)

where�(� ;� )isa lossfunction thatisconvex in its�rstargum entand  isa

m onotonicincreasing auxiliary function which isintroduced so thatA(f)is

convex and M (� ) behaves nicely (e.g.,bounded).W e note that the intro-

duction of is for proving num ericalconvergence results using our proof

techniques,which areneeded forproving statisticalconsistency ofboosting

with early stopping.However, isnotnecessary fortheactualim plem enta-

tion ofthe boosting procedure.Clearly the m inim izerof(6)thatsolves(2)

doesnotdepend on thechoiceof .M oreover,thebehaviorofAlgorithm 2.1

is not a�ected by the choice of as long as "k in (3) is appropriately re-

de�ned.W e m ay thus always take  (u)= u,but choosing other auxiliary

functions can be convenient for certain problem s in our analysis since the

resulting form ulation hasa bounded M (� )function (see theexam plesgiven

below).W ehavealso used E X ;Y to indicatetheexpectation with respectto

the jointdistribution of(X ;Y ).

W hen not explicitly speci�ed,E X ;Y can denote the expectation either

with respectto the underlying population orwith respectto the em pirical

sam ples. This m akes no di�erence as far as our convergence analysis in

Section 4.1 is concerned.W hen it is necessary to distinguish an em pirical

quantity from itspopulation counterpart,weshalldenotetheform erbyahat

above the corresponding quantity.Forexam ple,Ê denotesthe expectation

with respecttotheem piricalsam ples,and Â isthefunction in (6)with E X ;Y

replaced by Ê X ;Y .This distinction willbecom e necessary in the uniform

convergence analysisofSection 4.2.

An im portantapplication ofboosting isbinary classi�cation.In thiscase

it is very naturalfor us to use a set of basis functions that satisfy the

conditions

sup
g2S;x

jg(x)j� 1; y= � 1:(7)

For certain loss functions (such as least squares)this condition can be re-

laxed.In the classi�cation literature �(f;y)usually hasa form �(fy).

Com m only used lossfunctionsare listed in Section A.1.They show that

fora typicalboosting lossfunction �,there existsa constantM such that

supaM (a)� M .
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3.2. Assum ptions for the statisticalconvergence analysis. In classi�ca-

tion orregression problem swith a covariate orpredictorvariable X on R d

and arealresponsevariableY ,weobservem i.i.d.sam plesZ m
1 = f(X 1;Y1);:::;(X m ;Ym )g

from an unknown underlyingdistribution D .Consideralossfunction �(f;y)

and de�ne Q (f)(truerisk)and Q̂ (f)(em piricalrisk)as

Q (f)= E D �(f(X );Y ); Q̂ (f)= Ê �(f(X );Y )=
1

m

mX

i= 1

�(f(X i);Yi);(8)

where E D is the expectation over the unknown true joint distribution D

of (X ;Y ) (denoted by E X ;Y previously); Ê is the em pirical expectation

based on thesam ple Z m
1 .

Boosting estim ators are constructed by applying Algorithm 2.1 with re-

spectto theem piricalexpectation Ê with a setS ofreal-valued basisfunc-

tionsg(x).W e use Â(f)to denote the em piricalobjective function,

Â(f)=  (Q̂ (f))=  (Ê �(f(X );Y )):

Sim ilarly,quantitiesfk,�k and gk in Algorithm 2.1 willbe replaced by f̂k,

�̂k and ĝk,respectively.

Techniquesfrom m odern em piricalprocesstheory can beused to analyze

the statisticalconvergence ofa boosting estim ator with a �nite sam ple.In

particular,weusetheconceptofRadem achercom plexity,which isgiven by

the following de�nition.

D efinition 3.2. LetG = fg(x;y)g bea setoffunctionsofinput(x;y).

Letf�ig
m
i= 1 beasequenceofbinaryrandom variablessuch that�i= � 1with

probability 1=2.The(one-sided)sam ple-dependentRadem acher com plexity
ofG isgiven by

R m (G ;Z
m
1 )= E � sup

g2G

1

m

mX

i= 1

�ig(X i;Yi);

and the expected Radem achercom plexity ofG isdenoted by

R m (G )= E Z m
1
R m (G ;Z

m
1 ):

TheRadem achercom plexity approach foranalyzing boosting algorithm s

�rst appeared in [21],and it has been used by various people to analyze

learning problem s,including boosting;forexam ple,see [3,2,4,6,30].The

analysisusing Radem achercom plexity asde�ned abovecan beapplied both

to regression and to classi�cation. However, for notational sim plicity we

focusonly on boosting m ethodsforclassi�cation,where we im pose the fol-

lowing assum ption.Thisassum ption isnotessentialto ouranalysis,butit

sim pli�esthe calculationsand som e ofthe �nalconditions.
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A ssumption 3.2. W e considerthe following form of� in (8):�(f;y)=

�(fy) with a convex function �(a):R ! R such that �(� a)> �(a) for all

a> 0.M oreover,weassum e that

(i) Condition (7)holds.

(ii) S in Algorithm 2.1 isclosed undernegation (i.e.,f 2 S ! � f 2 S).

(iii) Thereexistsa �niteLipschitz constant
�(�)of� in [� �;�]:

8jf1j;jf2j� � j�(f1)� �(f2)j� 
�(�)jf1 � f2j:

TheLipschitzcondition ofa lossfunction isusually easy to estim ate.For

reference,we list
� forlossfunctionsconsidered in Section A.1:

(a) Logistic regression �(f)= ln(1+ exp(� f)):
�(�)� 1.

(b) Exponential�(f)= exp(� f):
�(�)� exp(�).

(c) Leastsquares�(f)= (f � 1)2:
�(�)� 2(� + 1).

(d) M odi�ed leastsquares�(f)= m ax(1� f;0)2:
�(�)� 2(� + 1).

(e) p-norm �(f)= jf � 1jp(p� 2):
�(�)� p(� + 1)p� 1.

3.3. M ain statisticalresults. W e m ay now state the m ain statisticalre-

sultsbased on the assum ptionsand de�nitionsgiven earlier.The following

theorem givesconditionsforourboosting algorithm so thatconsistency can

be achieved in the large sam ple lim it.The proofisdeferred to Section 5.2,

with som e auxiliary results.

T heorem 3.1. UnderAssum ption 3.2 let� be one ofthe lossfunctions
considered in Section A.1.Assum e further thatin Algorithm 2.1 we choose
quantities f0, "k and �k to be independent of the sam ple Z m

1 , such that
P 1

j= 0"j< 1 ,and hk = sup�k satis�es (4).
Consider two sequencesofsam ple independentnum bers km and �m such

thatlim m ! 1 km = 1 and lim m ! 1 
�(�m )�m R m (S)= 0.Then aslongaswe

stop Algorithm 2.1 ata step k̂ based on Z m
1 such that k̂� km and kf̂

k̂
k1 �

�m ,we have the consistency result

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)= inf

f2span(S)
Q (f):

R emark 3.2. The choice of(km ;�m )in the above theorem should not

be void,in the sense thatforallsam ples Z m
1 itshould be possible to stop

Algorithm 2.1 at a pointsuch that the conditions k̂ � km and kf̂
k̂
k1 � �m

are satis�ed.

In particular,iflim m ! 1 R m (S)= 0,then we can always �nd km � k0m

such that km ! 1 and 
�(�m )�m R m (S)! 0 with �m = kf0k1 +
P k0m

j= 0hj.

This choice of(km ;�m ) is valid as we can stop the algorithm at any k̂ 2

[km ;k
0
m ].
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Sim ilarto theconsistency result,wem ay furtherobtain som erateofcon-

vergence results.Thiswork doesnotfocuson rate ofconvergence analysis,

and resultsweobtain arenotnecessarily tight.Beforestatingam oregeneral

and m orecom plicated result,we�rstpresentaversion forconstantstep-size

logistic boosting,which ism uch easierto understand.

T heorem 3.2. Consider the logistic regression loss function,with ba-
sis S which satis�es R m (S)�

C Sp
m
for som e positive constantCS.For each

sam plesizem ,considerAlgorithm 2.1with f0 = 0,supk�k = h0(m )� 1=
p
m

and "k � h0(m )
2=2. Assum e that we run boosting for k(m )= �m =h0(m )

steps.Then

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� inf

�f2span(S)

�

Q (�f)+
(2CS + 1)�m

p
m

+
k�fk1 + 1
p
m

+
k�fk1

k�fk1 + �m

�

:

Note that the condition R m (S)� CS=
p
m is satis�ed for m any basis

function classes, such as two-level neural networks and tree basis func-

tions(see Section 4.3).Thebound in Theorem 3.2 isindependentofh0(m )

[as long as h0(m )� m � 1=2].Although this bound is likely to be subopti-

m alfor practice problem s,it does give a worst case guarantee for boost-

ing with the greedy optim ization aspect taken into consideration.Assum e

that there exists �f 2 span(S) such that Q (�f)= inff2span Q (f).Then we

m ay choose �m as �m = O (k�fk
1=2

1 m 1=4), which gives a convergence rate

ofE Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)+ O (k�fk

1=2

1 m � 1=4).Asthe targetcom plexity k�fk1 in-

creases,theconvergencebecom esslower.An exam pleisprovided in Section 6

to illustrate thisphenom enon.

W enow statethem oregeneralresult,on which Theorem 3.2 isbased (see

Section 5.3).

T heorem 3.3. Under Assum ption 3.2,let�(f)� 0 be a loss function
such thatA(f) satis�es Assum ption 3.1 with the choice  (a)= a.Given a
sam ple size m ,we pick a positive nonincreasing sequence fhkg which m ay
depend on m .Consider Algorithm 2.1 with f0 = 0,supk�k = hk and "k �

h2kM (sk+ 1)=2,where sk =
P k� 1

i= 0 hi.
Given training data,suppose we run boosting for k̂= k(m )steps,and let

�m = sk(m ).Then 8�f 2 span(S)such thatQ (�f)� Q (0)

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)+ 2
�(�m )�m R m (S)

+
1

p
m
�(� k�fk1)+

k�fk1�(0)

k�fk1 + �m
+ �m (k�fk1);
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where

�m (k�fk1)= inf
1� ‘� k(m )

�
s‘+ k�fk1

�m + k�fk1
h
2
0‘+ (k(m )� ‘)h2‘

�

M (�m + hk(m )):

Ifthe target function is �f which belongs to span(S),then Theorem 3.3

can be directly interpreted as a rate ofconvergence result.However,the

expression of�m m ay stillbe quite com plicated.For speci�c loss function

and step-size choices,the bound can be sim pli�ed.Forexam ple,the result

for logistic boosting in Theorem 3.2 follows easily from the theorem (see

Section 5.3).

4. Preparatory results. As discussed earlier,it is wellknown by now

thatboosting can over�tifleftto run untilconvergence.In Section 3.3 we

stated ourm ain results thatwith appropriately chosen stopping rules and

underregularity conditions,resultsofconsistency and ratesofconvergence

can be obtained.In this section we begin the proofprocess ofthese m ain

results by proving the necessary preparatory results,which are interesting

in theirown right,especially thoseon num ericalconvergence ofboosting in

Section 4.1.

Supposethatwerun Algorithm 2.1 on thesam pleZ m
1 and stop atstep k̂.

By the triangle inequality and forany �f 2 span(S),wehave

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)� E Z m

1
ĵQ (f̂

k̂
)� Q (f̂

k̂
)j+ E Z m

1
ĵQ (�f)� Q (�f)j

(9)

+ E Z m
1
[̂Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q̂ (�f)]:

The m iddle term is on a �xed �f, and thus it has a rate of conver-

gence O (1=
p
m ) by the CLT.To study the consistency and rates ofcon-

vergence ofboosting with early stopping,the work liesin dealing with the

�rstand third term sin (9).Thethird term ison theem piricalperform ance

of the boosting algorithm , and thus a num ericalconvergence analysis is

required and hence proved in Section 4.1.Using m odern em piricalprocess

theory,in Section 4.2 weupperbound the�rstterm in term sofRadem acher

com plexity.

W e willfocuson the lossfunctions(such asthose in Section A.1)which

satisfy Assum ption 3.1.In particular,we assum e that  is a m onotonic

increasing function,so thatm inim izing A(f)or Â(f)isequivalentto m in-

im izing Q (f)or Q̂ (f).The derivation in Section 4.2 workswith Q (f) and

Q̂ (f) directly,instead of A(f) and Â(f).The reason is that,unlike our

convergenceanalysisin Section 4.1,therelatively sim plesam plecom plexity

analysispresented in Section 4.2 doesnottake advantage of .
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4.1. Num erical convergence analysis. Here we consider the num erical

convergence behavior offk obtained from the greedy boosting procedure

ask increases.Fornotationalsim plicity,westatetheconvergence resultsin

term softhepopulation boosting algorithm ,even though they also hold for

the em piricalboosting algorithm .The proofs ofthe two m ain lem m as are

deferred to Section A.2.

In ourconvergence analysis,wewillspecify convergence boundsin term s

of k�fk1 (where �f is a reference function) and a sequence of nondecreas-

ing num berssk satisfying thefollowing condition:thereexistpositive num -

bershk such that

j��kj� hk 2 �k and letsk = kf0k1 +

k� 1X

i= 0

hi;(10)

where f��kg are the step-sizes in (3).Note that hk in (10)can be taken as

any num berthatsatis�es the above condition,and itcan depend on f��kg

com puted by theboosting algorithm .However,itisoften desirableto state

a convergence resultthatdoes notdepend on the actualboosting outputs

(i.e.,the actual ��k com puted).For such results we m ay sim ply �x hk by

letting hk = sup�k.Thisgives convergence boundsfor the restricted step-

size m ethod which we m entioned earlier.

Itcan be shown (see Section A.2)thateven in the worse case,the value

A(fk+ 1)� A(�f)decreasesfrom A(fk)� A(�f)by a reasonablequantity.Cas-

cading this analysis leads to a num ericalrate or speed ofconvergence for

the boosting procedure.

The following lem m a containsthe one-step convergence bound,which is

the key resultin ourconvergence analysis.

Lemma 4.1. Assum e thatA(f) satis�es Assum ption 3.1.Consider hk
and sk thatsatisfy (10).Let �f bean arbitrary referencefunction in span(S),
and de�ne

�A(f k)= m ax(0;A(fk)� A(�f));(11)

�"k =
h2k

2
M (sk+ 1)+ "k:(12)

Then after k steps,the following bound holds for fk+ 1 obtained from Algo-
rithm 2.1:

�A(f k+ 1)�

�

1�
hk

sk + k�fk1

�

�A(f k)+ �"k:(13)

ApplyingLem m a4.1 repeatedly,wearriveataconvergencebound forthe

boosting Algorithm 2.1 asin thefollowing lem m a.
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Lemma 4.2. Under the assum ptions ofLem m a 4.1,we have

�A(f k)�
kf0k1 + k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�A(f 0)+

kX

j= 1

sj+ k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�"j� 1:(14)

Theabovelem m a givesa quantitativebound on theconvergenceofA(fk)

to the value A(�f) ofan arbitrary reference function �f 2 span(S).W e can

seethatthenum ericalconvergencespeed ofA(fk)to A(
�f)dependson k�fk1

and the accum ulated ortotalstep-size sk.Speci�cally,ifwe choose
�f such

thatA(�f)� A(f0),then itfollowsfrom the above bound that

A(fk+ 1)� A(�f)

�

1�
s0+ k�fk1

sk+ 1+ k�fk1

�

+
s0 + k�fk1

sk+ 1+ k�fk1
A(f0)

(15)

+

kX

j= 0

sj+ 1+ k�fk1

sk+ 1+ k�fk1
�"j:

Note thatthe inequality isautom atically satis�ed when A(fk+ 1)� A(�f).

Clearly,in order to select �f to optim ize the bound on the right-hand

side,we need to balance a trade-o�:we m ay select �f such that A(�f)(and

thusthe�rstterm )becom essm allerasweincreasek �fk1;however,theother

two term s willbecom e large when k�fk1 increases.Thisbound also reveals

the dependence ofthe convergence on the initialvalue ofthe algorithm f0:

the closerA(f0)getsto the in�nim um ofA,the sm allerthe bound.To our

knowledge,thisisthe�rstconvergenceboundforgreedyboostingprocedures

with quantitative num ericalconvergence speed inform ation.

Previousanalyses,includingm atchingpursuitforleastsquares[29],Breim an’s

analysis[9]oftheexponentialloss,aswellastheBregm an divergencebound

in [12]and theanalysisofgradientboosting in [31],werealllim iting results

without any inform ation on the num ericalspeed ofconvergence.The key

conceptualdi�erence here isthatwe do notcom pare to the optim alvalue

directly,butinstead,to thevalue ofan arbitrary �f 2 span(S),so thatk�fk1
can be used to m easure the convergence speed.This approach is also cru-

cialfor problem s where A(� ) can take � 1 as its in�nim um ,for which a

directcom parison willclearly fail(e.g.,Breim an’sexponentiallossanalysis

requiressm oothnessassum ptionsto preventthis� 1 in�nim um value).

A general lim iting convergence result follows directly from the above

lem m a.

T heorem 4.1. Assum e that
P

1
j= 0 �"j < 1 and

P
1
j= 0hj = 1 ;then we

have the following optim ization convergence result for the greedy boosting
algorithm (2.1):

lim
k! 1

A(fk)= inf
f2span(S)

A(f):
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Proof. Theassum ptionsim ply thatlim k! 1 sk = 1 .W ecan thuscon-

structanonnegativeinteger-valued function k! j(k)� k such thatlim k! 1 sj(k)=sk =

0 and lim k! 1 sj(k)= 1 .

From Lem m a 4.2 we obtain forany �xed �f,

�A(f k)�
kf0k1 + k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�A(f 0)+

kX

j= 1

sj+ k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�"j� 1

= o(1)+

j(k)X

j= 1

sj+ k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�"j� 1 +

kX

j= j(k)+ 1

sj+ k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�"j� 1

� o(1)+
sj(k)+ k�fk1

sk + k�fk1

j(k)X

j= 1

�"j� 1 +

kX

j= j(k)+ 1

�"j� 1 = o(1):

Therefore lim k! 1 m ax(0;A(fk)� A(�f))= 0.Since our analysis applies to

any �f 2 span(S),wecan choose �fj2 span(S)such thatlim jA(�fj)= inff2span(S)A(f).

Now from lim k! 1 m ax(0;A(fk)� A(�fj))= 0,weobtain the theorem . �

C orollary 4.1. For loss functions such as those in Section A.1,we
have supaM (a)< 1 . Therefore as long as there exist hj in (10) and "j

in (3)such that
P 1

j= 0hj= 1 ,
P 1

j= 0h
2
j < 1 and

P 1
j= 0"j< 1 ,we have the

following convergence resultfor the greedy boosting procedure:

lim
k! 1

A(fk)= inf
f2span(S)

A(f):

Theaboveresultsregardingpopulation m inim ization autom atically apply

totheem piricalm inim ization ifweassum ethatthestartingpointf0,aswell

as quantities "k and �k in (3),are sam ple-independent,and the restricted

step-size case where hk = sup�k satis�esthe condition (4).

Theideaofrestrictingthestep-sizewhen wecom pute ��j wasadvocated by

Friedm an,who discovered em pirically thattaking sm allstep-sizehelps[14].

In our analysis,we can restrict the search region so that Corollary 4.1 is

autom atically satis�ed.Since we believe this is an im portant case which

appliesforgenerallossfunctions,weshallexplicitly statethecorresponding

convergence resultbelow.

C orollary 4.2. Consider a loss function (e.g.,those in Section A.1)
such thatsupaM (a)< + 1 .Pickanysequenceofpositivenum bershj (j� 0)
such that

P 1
j= 0hj= 1 ,

P 1
j= 0h

2
j < 1 .Ifwechoose�k in Algorithm 2.1 such

thathk = sup�k,and "j in (3)such that
P 1

j= 0"j< 1 ,then

lim
k! 1

A(fk)= inf
f2span(S)

A(f):
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Notethattheaboveresultrequiresthatthestep-sizehj besm all(
P 1

j= 0h
2
j< 1 ),

butalso nottoo sm all(
P 1

j= 0hj = 1 ).Asdiscussed above,the �rstcondi-

tion preventslargeoscillation.Thesecond condition isneeded toensurethat

fk can coverthe whole space span(S).

The above convergence resultsare lim iting resultsthatdo notcarry any

convergence speed inform ation.Although with speci�c choices of hk and

sk one m ay obtain such inform ation from (14),the second term on the

right-hand side is typically quite com plicated.It is thus usefulto state a

sim ple resultfor a speci�c choice ofhk and sk,which yields m ore explicit

convergence inform ation.

C orollary 4.3. Assum e that A(f) satis�es Assum ption 3.1.Pick a
sequence ofnonincreasing positive num bers hj (j� 0).Suppose we choose
�k in Algorithm 2.1 such thathk = sup�k,and choose "k in (3)such that
"k � h2kM (sk+ 1)=2.Ifwe startAlgorithm 2.1 with f0 = 0,then

�A(f k)�
k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�A(f 0)+ inf

1� ‘� k

�
‘(s‘+ k�fk1)

sk + k�fk1
h
2
0 + (k� ‘)h2‘

�

M (sk+ 1):

Proof. Using notation ofLem m a 4.1,wehave �"k � h2‘M (sk+ 1).There-

foreeach sum m and in thesecond term on theright-hand sizeofLem m a 4.2

isnom orethan h2‘M (sk+ 1)when j> ‘and isnom orethan h20M (sk+ 1)(s‘+

k�fk1)=(sk + k�fk1)when j� ‘.The desired inequality isnow a straightfor-

ward consequence of(14). �

Note that sim ilar to the proofof Theorem 4.1,the term (k � ‘)h2‘ in

Corollary 4.3 can also be replaced by
P k

j= ‘+ 1h
2
j.A specialcase ofCorol-

lary 4.3isconstantstep-size(hk = h0)boosting,which istheoriginalversion

ofrestricted step-size boosting considered by Friedm an [14].This m ethod

is sim ple to apply since there is only one step-size param eter to choose.

Corollary 4.3 showsthatboosting with constantstep-size (also referred to

as "-boosting in the literature)converges to the optim alvalue in the lim it

ofh0 ! 0,aslong aswe choose the num berofiterationsk and step-size h0
such thatkh0 ! 1 and kh20 ! 0.To the bestofourknowledge,thisisthe

only rigorously stated convergence resultforthe "-boosting m ethod,which

justi�eswhy one needsto usea step-size thatisassm allaspossible.

It is also possible to handle sam ple-dependent choices of �k in Algo-

rithm 2.1, or allow unrestricted step-size (�k = R ) for certain form ula-

tions.However,thecorrespondinganalysisbecom esm uch m orecom plicated.

According to Friedm an [14],the restricted step-size boosting procedure is

preferablein practice.Thereforeweshallnotprovidea consistency analysis

forunrestricted step-sizeform ulationsin thispaper;butseeSection A.3 for

relaxationsoftherestricted step-size condition.
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In addition to the above convergence results for generalboosting algo-

rithm s,Lem m a 4.2 hasanothervery usefulconsequenceregarding thelim it-

ing behaviorofAdaBoostin theseparableclassi�cation case.Itassertsthat

the in�nitely sm allstep-size version ofAdaBoost,in the convergence lim it,

isan L1 m argin m axim izer.Thisresulthasbeen observed through aconnec-

tion between boosting with early stopping and L1 constrained boosting (see

[18]).O uranalysisgivesadirectand rigorousproof.Thisresultisinteresting

because itshowsthatAdaBoost sharessom e sim ilarity (in the lim it)with

supportvectorm achines(SVM s)whosegoalin theseparablecaseisto �nd

m axim um m argin classi�ers;theconceptofm argin hasbeen popularized by

Vapnik [36]who used itto analyzethegeneralization perform anceofSVM s.

Thedetailed analysisisprovided in Section A.4.

4.2. Uniform convergence. Thereareanum berofpossiblewaystostudy

the uniform convergence of em piricalprocesses.In this section we use a

relatively sim pleapproach based on Radem achercom plexity.Exam pleswith

neuralnetworks and tree-basis (left orthants) functions willbe given to

illustrate ouranalysis.

TheRadem achercom plexity approach foranalyzing boosting algorithm s

appeared �rstin [21].Due to its sim plicity and elegance,ithas been used

and generalized by m any researchers[2,3,4,6,30].Theapproach used here

essentially followsTheorem 1 of[21],butwithoutconcentration results.

From Lem m a 4.2 we can see thattheconvergence ofthe boosting proce-

dure is closely related to k�fk1 and kfkk1.Therefore itis naturalfor usto

m easure the learning com plexity ofAlgorithm 2.1 based on the 1-norm of

thefunction fam ily itcan approxim ate atany given step.W e shallm ention

that this analysis is not necessarily the best approach for obtaining tight

learning boundssincetheboosting procedurem ay e�ectively search a m uch

sm allerspacethan thefunction fam ily m easured by the1-norm kfkk1.How-

ever,it is relatively sim ple,and su�cient for our purpose ofproviding an

early-stopping strategy to give consistency and som e rate ofconvergence

results.

G iven any � > 0,we now would like to estim ate therate ofuniform con-

vergence,

R
�
m = E Z m

1
sup

kfk1� �

(Q (f)� Q̂ (f));

where Q and Q̂ arede�ned in (8).

The concept ofRadem acher com plexity used in our analysis is given in

De�nition 3.2.Forsim plicity,ouranalysisalso em ploysAssum ption 3.2.As

m entioned earlier,theconditionsarenotessential,butratherthey sim plify

the �nalresults.Forexam ple,the condition (7)im pliesthat8f 2 span(S),

jf(x)j� kfk1.It follows that 8� � kfk1,�(f;y)� �(� �).This inequality,

although convenient,iscertainly notessential.
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Lemma 4.3. Under Assum ption 3.2,

R
�
m = E Z m

1
sup

kfk1� �

[E D �(f(X );Y )� Ê �(f(X );Y )]� 2
�(�)�Rm (S);(16)

where 
�(�) is a Lipschitz constantof� in [� �;�]:8jf1j;jf2j� � :j�(f1)�

�(f2)j� 
�(�)jf1 � f2j.

Proof. Usingthestandard sym m etrization argum ent(e.g.,seeLem m a2.3.1

of[35]),we have

R
�
m = E Z m

1
sup

kfk1� �

[E D �(f(X );Y )� Ê �(f(X );Y )]

� 2R m (f�(f(X );Y ):kfk1 � �g):

Now the one-sided Radem acherprocesscom parison resultin [32],Theo-

rem 7,which isessentially a slightly re�ned result(with betterconstant)of

the two-sided version in [24],Theorem 4.12,im pliesthat

R m (f�(f(X );Y ):kfk1 � �g)� 
�(�)Rm (ff(X ):kfk1 � �g):

Usingthesim plefactthatg=
P

i�ifi(
P

ij�ij= 1)im pliesg� m ax(supifi;supi� fi),

and that S is closed under negation, it is easy to verify that R m (S)=

R m (ff 2 span(S):kfk1 � 1g).Therefore

R m (ff(X ):kfk1 � �g)= �Rm (S):

Now by com bining thethree inequalities,we obtain the lem m a. �

4.3. Estim ating Radem acher com plexity. O ur uniform convergence re-

sult depends on the Radem acher com plexity R m (S). For m any function

classes,it can be estim ated directly.In this section we use a relation be-

tween Radem achercom plexity and ‘2-covering num bersfrom [35].

LetX = fX 1;:::;X m g bea setofpointsand letQ m betheuniform prob-

ability m easure over these points.W e de�ne the ‘2(Q m ) distance between

any two functionsf and g as

‘2(Q m )(f;g)=

 
1

m

mX

i= 1

jf(xi)� g(xi)j
2

! 1=2

:

Let F be a class offunctions.The em pirical‘2-covering num ber ofF ,de-

noted by N (";F;‘2(Q m )),isthem inim alnum berofballsfg:‘2(Q m )(g;f)�

"g ofradius" needed to coverF .Theuniform ‘2 covering num ber isgiven
by

N 2(";F;m )= sup
Q m

N (";F;‘2(Q m ));
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where the suprem um is over allprobability distribution Q m over sam ples

ofsize m .IfF contains 0,then there exists a universalconstant C (see

Corollary 2.2.8 in [35])such that

R m (F )�

�Z 1

0

q

logN 2(";F;m )d"

�
C
p
m
;

whereweassum ethattheintegralon theright-hand sideis�nite.Notethat

forafunction classF with divergentintegration valueon theright-hand side,

theabove inequality can beeasily m odi�ed so thatwestarttheintegration

from a point"0 > 0 instead of0.However,the dependency ofR m (F )on m

can beslowerthan 1=
p
m .

A ssumption 4.1. F satis�esthe condition

sup
m

Z 1

0

q

logN 2(";F;m )d"< 1 :

A function classF thatsatis�esAssum ption 4.1isalsoaDonskerclass,for

which the centrallim it theorem holds.In statistics and m achine learning,

one often encounters function classes F with �nite VC-dim ension,where

thefollowing condition holds(seeTheorem 2.6.7 of[35])forsom econstants

C and V independentofm :N 2(";F;m )� C (1=")V .Clearly a function class

with �nite VC-dim ension satis�esAssum ption 4.1.

Forsim plicity,in thispaperwe assum e thatS satis�esAssum ption 4.1.

Itfollowsthat

R m (S)� R m (S [ f0g)�
CS
p
m
;(17)

where CS isa constantthatdependson S only.Thisisthe condition used

in Theorem 3.2.W egivetwo exam plesofbasisfunctionsthatareoften used

in practice with boosting.

Two-levelneuralnetworks. W econsidertwo-levelneuralnetworksin R d,

which form the function space span(S)with S given by

S = f�(wT
x+ b):w 2 R

d
;b2 Rg;

where �(� )isa m onotone bounded continuousactivation function.

It is wellknown that S has a �nite VC-dim ension,and thus satis�es

Assum ption 4.1.In addition,forany com pactsubsetU 2 R d,itisalso well

known thatspan(S)isdensein C (U )(see [26]).
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Tree-basis functions. Tree-basis(leftorthant)functionsin R d are given

by theindicatorfunction ofrectangularregions,

S = fI((� 1 ;a1]� � � � � (� 1 ;ad]):a1;:::;ad 2 Rg:

Sim ilar to two-levelneuralnetworks,it is wellknown that S has a �nite

VC-dim ension,and forany com pactsetU 2 R d,span(S)isdensein C (U ).

In addition to rectangularregion basisfunctions,we m ay also considera

basis S consisting ofrestricted size classi�cation and regression trees (dis-

jointunionsofconstantfunctionson rectangularregions),whereweassum e

that the num ber ofterm inalnodes is no m ore than a constant V .Such a

basissetS also hasa �niteVC-dim ension.

5. Consistency and rates of convergence with early stopping. In this

section we put together the results in the preparatory Section 4 to prove

consistency and som erateofconvergenceresultsforAlgorithm 2.1 asstated

in the m ain result Section 3.3.For sim plicity we consider only restricted

step-size boosting with relatively sim ple strategies for choosing step-sizes.

According to Friedm an [14],the restricted step-size boosting procedure is

preferable in practice.Therefore we shallnot provide a consistency analy-

sisforunrestricted step-size form ulationsin thispaper.Discussionson the

relaxation ofthestep-size condition can befound in Section A.3.

5.1. Generaldecom position. Supposethatwerun theboostingalgorithm

and stop atan earlystoppingpointk̂.Thequantity k̂,which istobespeci�ed

in Section 5.2,m ay depend on the em piricalsam ple Z m
1 .Supposealso that

the stopping point k̂ is chosen so that the resulting boosting estim ator f̂
k̂

satis�es

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)= inf

f2span(S)
Q (f);(18)

where we use E Z m
1
to denote the expectation with respect to the random

sam ple Z m
1 .Since Q (f̂k̂)� inff2span(S)Q (f),we also have

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1

�
�
�
�Q (f̂k̂)� inf

f2span(S)
Q (f)

�
�
�
�= lim

m ! 1
E Z m

1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� inf

f2span(S)
Q (f)= 0:

Ifwe furtherassum ethere isa uniquef� such that

Q (f�)= inf
f2span(S)

Q (f);

and forany sequenceffm g,Q (fm )! Q (f�)im pliesthatfm ! f�,then since

Q (f̂
k̂
)! Q (f�)asm ! 1 ,itfollowsthat

f̂
k̂
! f

� in probability;
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which givesthe usualconsistency ofthe boosting estim atorwith an appro-

priate early stopping ifthe targetfunction f coincideswith f�.Thisisthe

case,for exam ple,ifthe regression function f(x)= E D (Y jx) with respect

to thetruedistribution D isin span(S)orcan beapproxim ated arbitrarily

close by functionsin span(S).

In the following,we derive a generaldecom position needed for proving

(18) or Theorem 3.1 in Section 3.3.Suppose that Assum ption 3.2 holds.

Then forall�xed �f 2 span(S),we have

E Z m
1
ĵQ (�f)� Q (�f)j� [E Z m

1
ĵQ (�f)� Q (�f)j2]

1=2

=

�
1

m
E D j�(�f(X )Y )� Q (�f)j2

�1=2

�

�
1

m
E D �(�f(X )Y )2

�1=2

�
1

p
m
�(� k�fk1):

Assum e that we run Algorithm 2.1 on the sam ple Z m
1 and stop at step

k̂.If the stopping point k̂ satis�es P (kf̂
k̂
k1 � �m )= 1 for som e sam ple-

independent�m � 0,then using the uniform convergence estim ate in (16),

we obtain

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)

= E Z m
1
[Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q̂ (f̂

k̂
)]+ E Z m

1
[̂Q (�f)� Q (�f)]

(19)

+ E Z m
1
[̂Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q̂ (�f)]

� 2
�(�m )�m R m (S)+
1

p
m
�(� k�fk1)+ sup

Z m
1

[̂Q (f̂
k̂
)� Q̂ (�f)]:

5.2. Consistency with restricted step-size boosting. W e consider a rela-

tively sim pleearly-stopping strategy forrestricted step-sizeboosting,where

we take hk = sup�k to satisfy (4).

Clearly,in order to prove consistency,we only need to stop at a point

such that 8 �f 2 span(S),allthree term sin (19)becom e nonpositive in the

lim itm ! 1 .By estim ating thethird term using Lem m a 4.2,weobtain the

following proofofourm ain consistency result(Theorem 3.1).

Proof of T heorem 3.1. O bviously the assum ptions ofthe theorem

im ply thatthe�rsttwo term sof(19)autom atically convergeto zero.In the

following,we only need to show that 8 �f 2 span(S):supZ m
1
m ax(0;Q̂ (f̂

k̂
)�

Q̂ (�f))! 0 when m ! 1 .



BO O STING W ITH EARLY STO PPING 21

From Section A.1 we know that there exists a distribution-independent

num berM > 0 such thatM (a)< M forallunderlying distributions.There-

fore forallem piricalsam plesZ m
1 ,Lem m a 4.2 im pliesthat

� Â(f̂
k̂
)�

kf0k1 + k�fk1

ŝ
k
+ k�fk1

� Â(f0)+

k̂X

j= 1

sj+ k�fk1

ŝ
k
+ k�fk1

�"j� 1;

where� Â(f)= m ax(0;Â(f)� Â(�f)),sk = kf0k1+
P k� 1

i= 0 hiand �"k =
h2
k

2
M +

"k.Now usingtheinequality� Â(f0)� m ax( (�(� kf0k1))�  (�(k�fk1));0)=

c(�f)and k̂� km ,we obtain

sup
Z m
1

� Â(f̂
k̂
)� sup

k� km

"
kf0k1 + k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
c(�f)+

kX

j= 1

sj+ k�fk1

sk + k�fk1
�"j� 1

#

:(20)

O bserve that the right-hand side is independent ofthe sam ple Z m
1 .From

theassum ptionsofthetheorem ,wehave
P

1
j= 0 �"j< 1 and lim k! 1 sk = 1 .

Now theproofofTheorem 4.1 im pliesthataskm ! 1 ,theright-hand side

of(20)convergesto zero.Therefore lim m ! 1 supZ m
1
� Â(f̂

k̂
)= 0. �

The following universal consistency result is a straightforward conse-

quence ofTheorem 3.1.

C orollary 5.1. Underthe assum ptionsofTheorem 3.1,forany Borel
setU � R d,ifspan(S) is dense in C (U )| the setofcontinuous functions
under the uniform -norm topology, then for allBorelm easure D on U �

f� 1;1g,

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)= inf

f2B (U )
Q (f);

where B (U )isthe setofBorelm easurable functions.

Proof. W e only need to show inff2span(S)Q (f)= inff2B (U )Q (f).This

followsdirectly from Theorem 4.1 of[38]. �

For binary classi�cation problem s where y = � 1,given any real-valued

function f,we predicty= 1 iff(x)� 0 and y= � 1 iff(x)< 0.The classi-

�cation erroristhe following 0{1 lossfunction:

‘(f(x);y)= I[yf(x)� 0];

whereI[E ]istheindicatorfunction oftheeventE ,and theexpected lossis

L(f)= E D ‘(f(X );Y ):(21)
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The goalofclassi�cation is to �nd a predictor f to m inim ize (21).Using

thenotation �(x)= P (Y = 1jX = x),itiswellknown thatL�,them inim um

of L(f),can be achieved by setting f(x)= 2�(x)� 1.Let D be a Borel

m easure de�ned on U � f� 1;1g;itisknown (e.g.,see [38])thatifQ (f)!

inff2B (U )Q (f),then L(f)! L�.W e thus have the following consistency

resultforbinary-classi�cation problem s.

C orollary 5.2. Under the assum ptions ofCorollary 5.1,we have

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1
L(f̂

k̂
)= L

�
:

The stopping criterion given in Theorem 3.1 depends on R m (S).For S

thatsatis�esAssum ption 4.1,thiscan beestim ated from (17).Thecondition


�(�m )�m R m (S)! 0 in Theorem 3.1 becom es 
�(�m )�m = o(
p
m ).Using

the boundsfor
�(� )in Section4.2,we obtain thefollowing condition.

A ssumption 5.1. Thesequence �m satis�es:

(i) Logistic regression �(f)= ln(1+ exp(� f)):�m = o(m 1=2).

(ii) Exponential�(f)= exp(� f):�m = o(logm ).

(iii) Leastsquares�(f)= (f � 1)2:�m = o(m 1=4).

(iv) M odi�ed leastsquares�(f)= m ax(0;1� f)2:�m = o(m 1=4).

(v) p-norm �(f)= jf � 1jp(p� 2):�m = o(m 1=2p).

W e can sum m arize the above discussion in the following theorem ,which

applies to boosted VC-classes such as boosted trees and two-levelneural

networks.

T heorem 5.1. UnderAssum ption 3.2,let� beoneofthelossfunctions
considered in Section A.1.Assum e further thatin Algorithm 2.1 we choose
the quantities f0,"k and �k to be independentofthe sam ple Z m

1 ,such thatP
1
j= 0"j< 1 ,and hk = sup�k satis�es (4).
Suppose S satis�es Assum ption 4.1 and we choose sam ple-independent

km ! 1 ,such that �m = kf0k1 +
P km

j= 0hj satis�es Assum ption 5.1.Ifwe

stop Algorithm 2.1 atstep km ,then kf̂km k1 � �m and the following consis-
tency resultholds:

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1
Q (f̂km )= inf

f2span(S)
Q (f):

M oreover,ifspan(S)isdense in C (U )for a BorelsetU � R d,then for all
Borelm easures D on U � f� 1;1g,we have

lim
m ! 1

E Z m
1
Q (f̂km )= inf

f2B (U )
Q (f); lim

m ! 1
E Z m

1
L(f̂km )= L

�
:
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Note that in the above theorem the stopping criterion km is sam ple-

independent.However,sim ilarto Theorem 3.1,wem ay allow othersam ple-

dependent k̂ such that kf̂
k̂
k1 stays within the �m bound. O ne m ay be

tem pted to interpret the rates of �m .However, since di�erent loss func-

tions approxim ate the underlying distribution in di�erent ways,it is not

clearthatonecan rigorously com parethem .M oreover,ouranalysisislikely

to beloose.

5.3. Som e boundson the rate ofconvergence. In addition to consistency,

itisalso usefulto study statisticalratesofconvergenceofthegreedy boost-

ing m ethod with certain targetfunction classes.Since ouranalysisisbased

on the 1-norm ofthe target function,the naturalfunction classes we m ay

considerarethosethatcan beapproxim ated wellusingafunction in span(S)

with sm all1-norm .

W e would like to em phasize that rate results,that have been stated in

Theorem s3.2 and 3.3and aretobeproved here,arenotnecessarily optim al.

There are severalreasons for this.First,we relate the num ericalbehavior

ofboosting to 1-norm regularization.In reality,thism ay notalwaysbethe

bestway toanalyzeboostingsinceboostingcan bestudied usingothercom -

plexity m easures such as sparsity (e.g.,see [22]for som e other com plexity

m easures).Second,even with the 1-norm regularization com plexity m ea-

sure,the num ericalconvergence analysis in Section 4.1 m ay not be tight.

Thisagain willadversely a�ectour�nalbounds.Third,ouruniform conver-

genceanalysis,based on therelatively sim pleRadem achercom plexity,isnot

necessarily tight.Forsom e problem sthere are m ore sophisticated m ethods

which im prove upon ourapproach here(e.g.,see [[2,3,4,5,6],[22,30]]).

A related point is that bounds we are interested in here are a priori

convergence bounds that are data-independent.In recent years,there has

been m uch interestin developing data-dependentboundswhich are tighter

(see references m entioned above).For exam ple,in our case we m ay allow

� in (16) to depend on the observed data (rather than sim ply setting it

to be a value based only on the sam ple size).This approach,which can

tighten the �nalboundsbased on observation,isa quite signi�cant recent

theoreticaladvance.However,as m entioned above,there are otheraspects

ofour analysis that can be loose.M oreover,we are m ainly interested in

worstcase scenario upperboundson the convergence behaviorofboosting

withoutlooking atthedata.Thereforeweshallnotdevelop data-dependent

boundshere.

Thestatisticalconvergencebehavioroftheboostingalgorithm relieson its

num ericalconvergence behavior,which can be estim ated using (14).Com -

bined with statisticalconvergence analysis,we can easily obtain our m ain

rate ofconvergence resultin Theorem 3.3.
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Proof of T heorem 3.3. From (19)we obtain

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)+ 2
�(�m )�m R m (S)+

1
p
m
�(� k�fk1)+ sup

Z m
1

[̂Q (f̂
k̂
)� Q̂ (�f)]:

Now we sim ply apply Corollary 4.3 to bound the last term .This leads to

the desired bound. �

Theresultforlogistic regression in Theorem 3.2 followseasily from The-

orem 3.3.

Proof of T heorem 3.2. Considerlogisticregression lossand constant

step-size boosting,where hk = h0(m ).Note that for logistic regression we

have 
�(�)� 1,M (a)� 1,�(� k�fk1)� 1+ k�fk1 and �(0)� 1.Using these

estim ates,weobtain from Theorem 3.3,

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)+ 2�m R m (S)+

k�fk1 + 1
p
m

+
k�fk1

k�fk1 + �m
+ �m h0(m ):

Using theestim ateofR m (S)in (17),and letting h0(m )� 1=
p
m ,weobtain

E Z m
1
Q (f̂

k̂
)� Q (�f)+

(2CS + 1)�m
p
m

+
k�fk1 + 1
p
m

+
k�fk1

k�fk1 + �m
:

Thisleadsto theclaim . �

6. Experim ents. The purpose of this section is not to reproduce the

largenum berofalreadyexistingem piricalstudieson boosting.Although this

paperistheoreticalin nature,itisstillusefulto em pirically exam inevarious

im plications of our analysis, so that we can verify they have observable

consequences.For this reason our experim ents focus m ainly on aspects of

boosting with early stopping which have not been addressed in previous

studies.

Speci�cally,weare interested in testing consistency and variousissuesof

boosting with early stopping based on ourtheoreticalanalysis.Aspointed

out in [28],experim entally testing consistency is a very challenging task.

Therefore,in thissection wehaveto rely on relatively sim plesyntheticdata,

forwhich wecan precisely controltheproblem and theassociated Bayesrisk.

Such an experim entalsetup servesthepurposeofillustrating m ain insights

revealed by ourtheoreticalanalyses.

6.1. Experim entalsetup. In order to fully controlthe data generation

m echanism ,weshallusesim pleone-dim ensionalexam ples.A sim ilarexper-

im entalsetup was also used in [23]to study various theoreticalaspects of

voting classi�cation m ethods.
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Fig.1. Targetconditionalprobability for d= 2.

O ur goal is to predict Y 2 f� 1g based on X 2 [0;1].Throughout the

experim ents,X is uniform ly distributed in [0;1].W e consider the target

conditionalprobability ofthe form P (Y = 1jX )= 2fdX gI(fdX g � 0:5)+

2(1� fdX g)� I(fdX g> 0:5),where d� 1 isan integer which controlsthe

com plexity ofthetargetfunction,and I denotesthesetindicatorfunction.

W e have also used thenotation fzg= z� bzc to denote thedecim alpartof

a realnum berz,with thestandard notation ofbzcfortheintegerpartofz.

TheBayeserrorrate ofourm odelisalways0.25.

G raphically,the targetconditionalprobability contains d triangles.Fig-

ure1 plotssuch a targetford= 2.

W euseone-dim ensionalstum psoftheform I([0;a])asourbasisfunctions,

where a is a param eter in [0;1].They form a com plete basis since each

intervalindicatorfunction I((a;b])can beexpressed asI([0;b])� I([0;a]).

Therehavebeen a num berofexperim entalstudieson theim pactofusing

di�erentconvex lossfunctions(e.g.,see [14,27,28,39]).Although ourthe-

oreticalanalysisappliesto generallossfunctions,itisnotre�ned enough to

suggestthatany oneparticularlossisbetterthan another.Forthisreason,

ourexperim entalstudy willnotincludea com prehensivecom parison ofdif-

ferentlossfunctions.Thistask isbetterleftto dedicated em piricalstudies

(such assom e ofthose m entioned above).

W e willonly focuson consequencesofouranalysiswhich have notbeen

wellstudied em pirically.These include variousissuesrelated to early stop-

ping and their im pact on the perform ance ofboosting.For this purpose,

throughout the experim ents we shallonly use the least-squares loss func-

tion.In fact,itisknown thatthisloss function works quite wellform any

classi�cation problem s (see,e.g.,[11,27]) and has been widely applied to

m any pattern-recognition applications.Its sim plicity also m akes it attrac-

tive.
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Fig.2. G raphs ofboosting estim ators after k= 32 and 1024 iterations.

Forthe least-squaresloss,the targetfunction which the boosting proce-

dure triesto estim ate isf�(x)= 2P (Y = 1jX = x)� 1.In ourexperim ents,

unlessotherwise noted,we use boosting with restricted step-size,where at

each iteration we lim it the step-size to be no larger than hi= (i+ 1)� 2=3.

Thischoice satis�esournum ericalconvergence requirem ent,whereweneed

theconditions
P

ihi= 1 and
P

ih
2
i < 1 .Thereforeitalso satis�esthecon-

sistency requirem entin Theorem 3.1.

6.2. Early stopping and over�tting. Although itisknown thatboosting

forevercan over�t(e.g.,see[16,19]),itisnaturalto begin ourexperim ents

by graphically showing thee�ectofearly-stopping on thepredictiveperfor-

m ance ofboosting.

W eshallusethetargetconditionalprobability described earlierwith com -

plexity d= 2,and trainingsam ple-sizeof100.Figure2plotsthegraphsofes-

tim atorsobtained afterk= 32and 1024boostingiterations.Thedotted lines

Fig.3. Predictive perform ance ofboosting as a function ofboosting iterations.
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Fig.4. Training error.

on thebackground show thetruetargetfunction f�(x)= 2P (Y = 1jX = x).

W e can see that after 32 iterations,the boosting estim ator,although not

perfect,roughly has the sam e shape as that of the true target function.

However,after 1024 iterations,the graph appears quite random ,im plying

thatthe boosting estim atorstartsto over�tthe data.

Figure3 showsthepredictiveperform anceofboosting versusthenum ber

ofiterations.Theneed forearly stopping isquiteapparentin thisexam ple.

Theexcessiveclassi�cation error quantity isde�ned asthetrueclassi�cation
error ofthe estim ator m inus the Bayes error (which is 0.25 in our case).

Sim ilarly,the excessive convex loss quantity is de�ned as the true least-

squares loss of the estim ator m inus the optim alleast-squares loss of the

targetfunction f�(x).Both excessiveclassi�cation errorand convex lossare

evaluated through num ericalintegration fora given decision rule.M oreover,

aswecan seefrom Figure4,thetraining errorcontinuesto decrease asthe

num berofboostingiterationsincreases,which eventually leadstoover�tting

ofthetraining data.

6.3. Early stopping and totalstep-size. Sinceourtheoreticalanalysisfa-

vors restricted step-size, a relevant question is what step-size we should

choose.W e are not the �rst authors to look into this issue.For exam ple,

Friedm an and his co-authors suggested using sm allsteps [14,15].In fact,

they argued that the sm aller the step-size,the better.They perform ed a

num ber ofem piricalstudies to supportthis claim .Therefore we shallnot

reinvestigate this issue here.Instead,we focus on a closely related im pli-

cation of our analysis,which willbe usefulfor the purpose of reporting

experim entalresultsin latersections.

Let ��i be the step-size taken by the boosting algorithm atthe ith itera-

tion.O uranalysischaracterizes the convergence behaviorofboosting after
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Fig.5. Predictive perform ance ofboosting as a function oftotalstep-size.

the kth step,not by the num ber ofiterations k itself,but rather by the

quantity sk =
P

i� khi in (10),as long as ��i� hi2 �i.Although our theo-

rem sarestated with thequantity
P

i� khi,instead of
P

i� k ��i,itdoessuggest

thatin orderto com pare the behaviorofboosting underdi�erentcon�gu-

rations,itism ore naturalto use the quantity
P

i� k ��i (which we shallcall

totalstep-size throughoutlaterexperim ents)asa m easureofstopping point
ratherthan the actualnum berofboosting iterations.Thisconceptoftotal

step-size also appeared in [18,17].

Figure 5 shows the predictive perform ance ofboosting versus the total

step-size.W e use100 training exam ples,with the targetconditionalproba-

bility ofcom plexity d= 3.Theunrestricted step-sizem ethod usesexactop-

tim ization.Notethatforleast-squaresloss,asexplained in Section A.3,the

resulting step-sizeswillstillsatisfy ourconsistency condition
P

i� k ��
2
i < 1 .

Therestricted step-sizeschem e with step-size � h em ploysa constantstep-

size restriction of�̂i� h.Thisexperim entshowsthatthebehaviorofthese

di�erent boosting m ethods is quite sim ilar when we m easure the perfor-

m ance not by the num ber ofboosting iterations,but instead by the total

step-size.Thisobservation justi�esourtheoreticalanalysis,which usesquan-

tities closely related to the totalstep-size to characterize the convergence

behaviorofboosting m ethods.Based on thisresult,in the nextfew exper-

im ents we shalluse the totalstep-size (instead ofthe num ber ofboosting

iterations)to com pareboosting m ethodsunderdi�erentcon�gurations.

6.4. The e�ectofsam ple-size on early stopping. An interesting issuefor

boosting with early stopping is how its predictive behavior changes when

the num ber ofsam ples increases.Although our analysis does not o�er a

quantitative characterization,itim pliesthatwe should stop later(and the

allowable stopping range becom eswider)when sam ple size increases.This
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Fig.6. Predictive perform ance ofboosting atdi�erentsam ple sizes.

essentially suggeststhattheoptim alstopping pointin the boosting predic-

tive perform ance curve willincrease as the sam ple size increases,and the

curveitselfbecom es
atter.Itfollowsthatwhen thesam plesizeisrelatively

large,we should run boosting algorithm s for a longer tim e,and it is less

necessary to do aggressive early stopping.

The above qualitative characterization ofthe boosting predictive curve

alsohasim portantpracticalconsequences.W ebelievethism aybeonereason

whyin m anypracticalproblem sitisverydi�cultforboostingtoover�t,and

practitionersoften observethattheperform anceofboostingkeepsim proving

asthe num berofboosting iterationsincreases.

Figure 6 showsthe e�ectofsam ple size on the behaviorofthe boosting

m ethod.Since our theoreticalanalysis applies directly to the convergence

ofthe convex loss(the convergence ofclassi�cation errorfollows im plicitly

as a consequence ofconvex loss convergence),the phenom enon described

aboveism oreapparentforexcessiveconvex losscurves.Thee�ecton classi-

�cation errorislessobvious,which suggeststhere isa discrepancy between

classi�cation errorperform anceand convex lossm inim ization perform ance.

6.5. Early stopping and consistency. In thisexperim entwedem onstrate

thatas sam ple size increases,boosting with early stopping leads to a con-

sistent estim ator with its error rate approaching the optim alBayes error.

Clearly,itisnotpossibletoproveconsistency experim entally,which requires

running a sam ple size of1 .W e can only use a �nitenum berofsam plesto

dem onstratea cleartrend thatthepredictiveperform anceofboosting with

early stopping convergesto theBayeserrorwhen thesam plesizeincreases.

Another m ain focus ofthis experim ent is to com pare the perform ance of

di�erentearly stopping strategies.
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Fig.7. Consistency and early stopping.

Theoreticalresults in this paper suggest that for least squares loss,we

can achieve consistency aslong aswe stop attotalstep-size approxim ately

m � with � < 1=4,where m is the sam ple size.W e callsuch an early stop-

ping strategy the �-strategy.Since ourtheoreticalestim ate isconservative,
we exam ine the �-strategy both for � = 1=6 and for � = 1=4.Instead of

thetheoretically m otivated (and suboptim al)�-strategy,in practiceonecan

use crossvalidation to determ ine the stopping point.W e use a sam ple size

ofone-third the training data to estim ate the optim alstopping totalstep-

size which m inim izestheclassi�cation erroron thevalidation set,and then

use the training data to com pute a boosting estim ator which stopsatthis

cross-validation-determ ined totalstep-size.This strategy is referred to as

the cross validation strategy.Figure 7 com pares the three early stopping

strategies m entioned above.It m ay not be very surprising to see that the

cross-validation-based m ethod is m ore reliable.The �-strategies,although

they perform less well,also dem onstrate a trend ofconvergence to consis-

tency.W ehavealsonoticed thatthecrossvalidation schem estopslaterthan

the�-strategies,im plyingthatourtheoreticalresultsim posem orerestrictive

conditionsthan necessary.

It is also interesting to see how wellcross validation �nds the optim al

stopping point.In Figure 8 we com pare the cross validation strategy with

two oracle strategies which are notim plem entable:one selects the optim al

stopping pointwhich m inim izesthetrueclassi�cation error(which werefer

to asoptim alerror),and theotherselectstheoptim alstopping pointwhich
m inim izes the true convex loss (which we referto as optim alconvex risk).
These two m ethods can be regarded as idealtheoretical stopping points

forboosting m ethods.Theexperim entshowsthatcrossvalidation perform s

quite wellatlarge sam ple sizes.

In the log coordinate space,the convergence curve ofboosting with the

cross validation stopping criterion is approxim ately a straight line,which
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im plies that the excess errors decrease as a power ofthe sam ple size.By

extrapolating this �nding,it is reasonable for us to believe that boosting

with early stopping convergesto theBayeserrorin thelim it,which veri�es

theconsistency.Thetwo � stoppingrules,even though showingm uch slower

linearconvergence trend,also lead to consistency.

6.6. Thee�ectoftargetfunction com plexity on early stopping. Although

weknow thatboosting with an appropriateearly stopping strategy leadsto

a consistent estim ator in the large sam ple lim it,the rate of convergence

dependson the com plexity ofthe target function (see Section 5.3).In our

analysisthe com plexity can bem easured by the 1-norm ofthe targetfunc-

tion.For target functions considered here,it is not very di�cult to show

that in orderto approxim ate to an accuracy within ",itis only necessary

to usea com bination ofourdecision stum pswith the 1-norm C d=".In this

form ula C isa constantand d isthecom plexity ofthetargetfunction.

O ur analysis suggests that the convergence behavior of boosting with

early stopping dependson how easy itisto approxim atethetargetfunction

using a com bination ofbasis functions with sm all1-norm .A target with

d= u isu-tim esasdi�cultto approxim ateasa targetwith d= 1.Therefore

theoptim alstopping point,m easured by thetotalstep-size,should accord-

ingly increaseasd increases.M oreover,thepredictiveperform ancebecom es

worse.Figure 9 illustrates this phenom enon with d= 1;3;5 at the sam ple

size of300.Notice again thatsince ouranalysisappliesto the convex risk,

thisphenom enon ism uch m oreapparentfortheexcessiveconvex lossperfor-

m ancethan theexcessiveclassi�cation errorperform ance.Clearly thisagain

showsthatalthough by m inim izing a convex lossweindirectly m inim izethe

classi�cation error,these two quantitiesdo notbehave identically.

Fig.8. Consistency and early stopping.
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Fig.9. The e�ectoftargetfunction com plexity.

7. Conclusion. In this paper we have studied a generalversion ofthe

boosting procedure given in Algorithm 2.1.The num ericalconvergence be-

haviorofthisalgorithm hasbeen studied usingtheso-called averaging tech-

nique,which waspreviously used to analyzegreedy algorithm sforoptim iza-

tion problem sde�ned in theconvex hullofa setofbasisfunctions.W ehave

derived an estim ateofthenum ericalconvergencespeed and established con-

ditionsthatensuretheconvergenceofAlgorithm 2.1.O urresultsgeneralize

those in previousstudies,such asthe m atching pursuitanalysisin [29]and

the convergence analysisofAdaBoostby Breim an [9].

Furtherm ore,we have studied the learning com plexity ofboosting algo-

rithm sbased on theRadem achercom plexity ofthebasisfunctions.Together

with thenum ericalconvergenceanalysis,wehaveestablished ageneralearly

stopping criterion forgreedy boosting proceduresforvariouslossfunctions

thatguaranteestheconsistency oftheobtained estim atorin thelarge sam -

plelim it.Forspeci�cchoicesofstep-sizesand sam ple-independentstopping

criteria,wehavealso been ableto establish boundson thestatisticalrateof

convergence.W ewould liketom ention thatthelearningcom plexity analysis

given in thispaperisrathercrude.Consequently,therequired conditionsin

ourconsistency strategy m ay bem orerestrictive than one actually needs.

A num berofexperim entswerepresented tostudyvariousaspectsofboost-

ing with early stopping.W especi�cally focused on issuesthathavenotbeen

covered by previous studies.These experim ents show that various quanti-

ties and concepts revealed by our theoretical analysis lead to observable

consequences.Thissuggeststhatourtheory can lead to usefulinsightsinto

practicalapplicationsofboosting algorithm s.

APPENDIX

A.1. Lossfunction exam ples. W elistcom m only used lossfunctionsthat

satisfy Assum ption 3.1.They show thatfora typicalboosting lossfunction
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�,there exists a constant M such that supaM (a)� M .Allloss functions

considered areconvex.

A.1.1. Logistic regression. This is a traditional loss function used in

statistics,which isgiven by (in naturallog form here)

�(f;y)= ln(1+ exp(� fy));  (u)= u:

W e assum ethatthe basisfunctionssatisfy thecondition

sup
g2S;x

jg(x)j� 1; y= � 1:

Itcan beveri�ed thatA(f)isconvex di�erentiable.W e also have

A
00
f;g(0)= E X ;Y

g(X )2Y 2

(1+ exp(f(X )Y ))(1+ exp(� f(X )Y ))
�
1

4
:

A.1.2. Exponentialloss. Thislossfunction isused in theAdaBoostalgo-

rithm ,which isthe originalboosting procedure forclassi�cation problem s.

Itisgiven by

�(f;y)= exp(� fy);  (u)= lnu:

Again we assum ethatthe basisfunctionssatisfy the condition

sup
g2S;x

jg(x)j� 1; y= � 1:

In thiscaseitisalso notdi�cultto verify thatA(f)isconvex di�erentiable.

Hence wealso have

A
00
f;g(0)=

E X ;Y g(X )2Y 2exp(� f(X )Y )

E X ;Y exp(� f(X )Y )
�
[E X ;Y g(X )Y exp(� f(X )Y )]2

[E X ;Y exp(� f(X )Y )]2
� 1:

A.1.3. Least squares. The least squares form ulation has been widely

studied in regression,butcan alsobeapplied toclassi�cation problem s[10,11,14,30].

A greedy boosting-like procedureforleastsquareswas�rstproposed in the

signalprocessingcom m unity,whereitwascalled m atching pursuit[29].The
lossfunction isgiven by

�(f;y)= 1
2
(f � y)2;  (u)= u:

W e im posethe following weakercondition on the basisfunctions:

sup
g2S

E X g(X )2 � 1; E Y Y
2
< 1 :

It is clear that A(f) is convex di�erentiable,and the second derivative is

bounded as

A
00
f;g(0)= E X g(X )2 � 1:
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A.1.4. M odi�ed least squares. For classi�cation problem s we m ay con-

sider the following m odi�ed version ofthe least squares loss,which has a

betterapproxim ation property [38]:

�(f;y)= 1

2
m ax(1� fy;0)2;  (u)= u:

Since thislossisforclassi�cation problem s,we im posethe condition

sup
g2S

E X g(X )2 � 1; y= � 1:

ItisclearthatA(f)isconvex di�erentiable,and wehavethefollowingbound

forthe second derivative:

A
00
f;g(0)� E X g(X )2 � 1:

A.1.5. p-norm boosting. p-norm losscan be interesting both forregres-

sion and forclassi�cation.In thispaperwe willonly considerthecase with

p� 2,

�(f;y)= jf � yj
p
;  (u)=

1

2(p� 1)
u
2=p

:

W e im posethe condition

sup
g2S

E X jg(X )jp � 1; E Y jY j
p
< 1 :

Now letu = E X ;Y jf(X )+ hg(X )� Y jp;we have

A
0
f;g(h)=

1

p� 1
u
(2� p)=p

E X ;Y g(X )sign(f(X )+ hg(X )� Y )

� jf(X )+ hg(X )� Y j
p� 1

:

Thereforethe second derivative can bebounded as

A
00
f;g(h)= u

(2� p)=p
E X ;Y g(X )2jf(X )+ hg(X )� Y j

p� 2

�
p� 2

p� 1
u
(2� 2p)=p

� [E X ;Y g(X )sign(f(X )+ hg(X )� Y )jf(X )+ hg(X )� Y j
p� 1]

2

� u
(2� p)=p

E X ;Y g(X )2jf(X )+ hg(X )� Y j
p� 2

� u
(2� p)=p

E
2=p

X ;Y
jg(X )jp E

(p� 2)=p

X ;Y
jf(X )+ hg(X )� Y j

p

= E
2=p

X ;Y
jg(X )jp � 1;

wherethesecond inequality followsfrom H�older’sinequality with theduality

pair(p=2;p=(p� 2)).
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R emark A .1. Sim ilarto theleastsquarescase,wecan de�nethem od-

i�ed p-norm lossforclassi�cation problem s.Although thecasep2 (1;2)can

behandled by theprooftechniquesused in thispaper,itrequiresa m odi�ed

analysissincein thiscasethecorrespondinglossfunction isnotsecond-order

di�erentiableatzero.Seerelated discussionsin [37].Notethatthehingeloss

used in supportvector m achines cannot be handled directly with ourcur-

renttechniquesinceits�rst-orderderivativeisdiscontinuous.However,one

m ay approxim atethehingelosswith a continuously di�erentiablefunction,

which can then beanalyzed.

A.2. N um ericalconvergenceproofs. Thissection containstwoproofsfor

the num ericalconvergence analysissection (Section 4.1).

Proof of the one-step analysisor Lemma 4.1. G iven an arbitrary

�xed reference function �f 2 span(S)with therepresentation

�f =
X

j

�w j �fj; �fj2 S;(22)

wewould liketo com pareA(fk)to A(
�f).Since �f isarbitrary,weusesuch a

com parison to obtain a bound on the num ericalconvergence rate.

G iven any �nite subset S 0� S such that S0� f�fjg,we can represent �f

m inim ally as

�f =
X

g2S0

�w
g

S0
g;

where �w
g

S0
= �w j when g = �fj for som e j,and �w

g

S0
= 0 when g =2 f�fjg.A

quantity that will appear in our analysis is k�wS0k1 =
P

g2S0j�w
g

S0
j. Since

k�wS0k1 = k�wk1,without any confusion,we willstilldenote �wS0 by �w with

the convention that �w g = 0 forallg =2 f�fjg.

G iven thisreferencefunction �f,letusconsidera representation offk asa

linearcom bination ofa �nite num beroffunctionsSk � S,where Sk � f�fjg

isto be chosen later.Thatis,with g indexing an arbitrary function in Sk,

weexpand fk in term soff
g

k
’swhich arem em bersofSk with coe�cients�

g

k
:

fk =
X

g2Sk

�
g

k
f
g

k
:(23)

W ith thisrepresentation,we de�ne

�W k = k�w � �kk1 =
X

g2Sk

j�w g
� �

g

k
j:

Recallthat in the statem ent ofthe lem m a,the convergence boundsare

in term sofk�wk1 and a sequenceofnondecreasing num berssk,which satisfy
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the condition

sk = kf0k1 +

k� 1X

i= 0

hi; j��kj� hk 2 �k;

where hk can be any realnum berthatsatis�esthe above inequality,which

m ay orm ay notdepend on theactualstep-size ��k com puted by theboosting

algorithm .

Using the de�nition of1-norm for �f and since f0 2 span(S),it is clear

thatforall"> 0 wecan choosea �nitesubsetSk � S,vector�k and vector

�w such that

k�kk1 =
X

g2Sk

j�
g

k
j� sk + "=2; k�wk1 � k�fk1 + "=2:

It follows that with appropriate representation, the following inequality

holdsforall"> 0:

�W k � sk + k�fk1 + ":(24)

W enow proceed to show thateven in theworsecase,thevalueA(fk+ 1)�

A(�f)decreasesfrom A(fk)� A(�f)by a reasonable quantity.

Thebasicidea isto upperbound them inim um ofa setofnum bersby an

appropriately chosen weighted average ofthese num bers.This prooftech-

nique,which we shallcall\averaging m ethod," was used in [1,20,25,37]

foranalysisofgreedy-type algorithm s.

Forhk thatsatis�es(10),thesym m etry of�k im plieshksign(�w
g � �

g

k
)2

�k.Therefore the approxim ate m inim ization step (3) im plies that for all

g2 Sk,we have

A(fk+ 1)� A(fk + hks
g
g)+ "k; s

g = sign(�w g
� �

g

k
):

Now m ultiply the above inequality by j�w g � �
g

k
jand sum over g2 Sk;we

obtain

�W k(A(fk+ 1)� "k)�
X

g2Sk

j�
g

k
� �w g

jA(fk + hks
g
g)= :B (hk):(25)

W e only need to upperbound B (hk),which in turn gives an upperbound

on A(fk+ 1).

W e recall a sim ple but im portant property of a convex function that

follows directly from the de�nition ofconvexity of A(f) as a function of

f:forallf1;f2

A(f2)� A(f1)+ r A(f1)
T(f2 � f1):(26)

IfA(fk)� A(�f)< 0,then �A(f k)= 0.From 02 �k and (3),we obtain

A(fk+ 1)� A(�f)� A(fk)� A(�f)+ "k � �"k;
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which im plies (13).Hence the lem m a holds in this case.Therefore in the

following,we assum ethatA(fk)� A(�f)� 0.

Using Taylorexpansion,we can bound each term on the right-hand side

of(25)as

A(fk + hks
g
g)� A(fk)+ hks

g
r A(fk)

T
g+

h2k

2
sup
�2[0;1]

A
00
fk;g

(�hks
g):

Since Assum ption 3.1 im pliesthat

sup
�2[0;1]

A
00
fk;g

(�hks
g)= sup

�2[0;1]

A
00
fk+ �hk;g

(0)� M (kfkk1 + hk);

we have

A(fk + hks
g
g)� A(fk)+ hks

g
r A(fk)

T
g+

h2k

2
M (kfkk1 + hk):

Taking a weighted average,we have

B (hk)=
X

g2Sk

j�
g

k
� �w g

jA(fk + hks
g
g)

�
X

g2Sk

j�
g

k
� �w g

j

�

A(fk)+ r A(fk)
T
hks

g
g+

h2k

2
M (kfkk1 + hk)

�

= �W kA(fk)+ hkr A(fk)
T(�f � fk)+

h2k

2
�W kM (kfkk1 + hk)

� �W kA(fk)+ hk[A(
�f)� A(fk)]+

h2
k

2
�W kM (kfkk1 + hk):

Thelastinequality followsfrom (26).Now using(25)and thebound kfkk1+

hk � sk+ 1,we obtain

(A(fk+ 1)� A(�f))� "k �

�

1�
hk

�W k

�

(A(fk)� A(�f))+
h2
k

2
M (sk+ 1):

Now replace �W k by the right-hand side of(24)with "! 0;we obtain the

lem m a.

�

Proof of the multistep analysis or Lemma 4.2. Notethatforall

a� 0,

kY

‘= j

�

1�
h‘

s‘+ a

�

= exp

 
kX

‘= j

ln

�

1�
s‘+ 1 � s‘

s‘+ a

�!

� exp

 
kX

‘= j

�
s‘+ 1� s‘

s‘+ a

!

� exp

�

�

Z sk+ 1

sj

1

v+ a
dv

�
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=
sj+ a

sk+ 1+ a
:

By recursively applying (13)and using theabove inequality,we obtain

�A(f k+ 1)�

kY

‘= 0

�

1�
h‘

s‘+ k�fk1

�

�A(f 0)+

kX

j= 0

kY

‘= j+ 1

�

1�
h‘

s‘+ k�fk1

�

�"j

�
s0+ k�fk1

sk+ 1+ k�fk1
�A(f 0)+

kX

j= 0

sj+ 1+ k�fk1

sk+ 1+ k�fk1
�"j:

�

A.3. Discussion ofstep-size. W e have been deriving our results in the

case ofrestricted step-size in which the crucialsm allstep-size condition is

explicit.In thissection weinvestigatethecaseofunrestricted step-sizeunder

exactm inim ization,forwhich weshow thatthe sm allstep-size condition is

actually im plicitiftheboostingalgorithm converges.Theim plication isthat

theconsistency (and rateofconvergence)resultscan beextended to such a

case,although theanalysisbecom esm orecom plicated.

Let�k = R forallk,so thatthe size of ��k in the boosting algorithm is

unrestricted.Forsim plicity,wewillonly considerthecasethatsupaM (a)is

upperbounded by a constantM .

Interestingly enough,although thesizeof��k isnotrestricted in theboost-

ing algorithm itself,forcertain form ulationsthe inequality
P

j ��
2
j < 1 still

holds.Theorem 4.1 can then be applied to show the convergence ofsuch

boosting procedures.For convenience,we willim pose the following addi-

tionalassum ption forthestep-size ��k in Algorithm 2.1:

A(fk + ��k�gk)= inf
�k2R

A(fk + �k�gk);(27)

which m eansthatgiven theselected basisfunction �gk,thecorresponding ��k
ischosen to bethe exactm inim izer.

Lemma A .1. Assum e that ��k satis�es (27).Ifthere exists a positive
constantc such that

inf
k

inf
�2(0;1)

A
00
(1� �)fk+ �fk+ 1;�gk

(0)� c;

then
kX

j= 0

��2j � 2c� 1[A(f0)� A(fk+ 1)]:

Proof. Since ��k m inim izesA fk;�gk
(�),A 0

fk;�gk
(��k)= 0.Using Taylorex-

pansion,we obtain

A fk;�gk
(0)= A fk;�gk

(��k)+
1
2
A
00
fk;�gk

(�k��k)��
2
k;



BO O STING W ITH EARLY STO PPING 39

where �k 2 (0;1).Thatis,A(fk)= A(fk+ 1)+
1
2
A 00
fk;�gk

(�k��k)��
2
k.By assum p-

tion,we have A 00
fk;�gk

(�k��k)� c.It follows that,8j� 0, ��2j � 2c� 1[A(fj)�

A(fj+ 1)].W e can obtain the lem m a by sum m ing from j= 0 to k. �

By com bining Lem m a A.1 and Corollary 4.1,we obtain:

C orollary A .1. Assum e thatsupaM (a)< + 1 and "j in (3)satis�es
P 1

j= 0"j < 1 .Assum e also thatin Algorithm 2.1 we let�k = R and let ��k
satisfy (27).If

inf
k

inf
�2(0;1)

A
00
(1� �)fk+ �fk+ 1;�gk

(0)> 0;

then

lim
k! 1

A(fk)= inf
f2span(S)

A(f):

Proof. Iflim k! 1 A(fk)= � 1 ,then the conclusion is autom atically

true.O therwise,Lem m a A.1 im plies that
P 1

j= 0 ��
2
j < 1 .Now choose hj =

j��jj+ 1=(j+ 1)in (10);we have
P 1

j= 0hj= 1 ,and
P 1

j= 0h
2
j < 1 .Thecon-

vergence now followsfrom Corollary 4.1. �

Least squares loss. The convergence ofunrestricted step-size boosting

usingleastsquaresloss(m atchingpursuit)wasstudied in [29].Sinceascaling

ofthebasisfunction doesnotchangethealgorithm ,withoutlossofgenerality

we can assum e thatE X g(X )2 = 1 forallg2 S (assum e S doesnotcontain

function 0).In thiscase itiseasy to check thatforallg2 S,

A
00
f;g(0)= E X g(X )2 = 1:

Thereforetheconditionsin Corollary A.1 aresatis�ed aslong as
P

1
j= 0"j<

1 .Thisshowsthatthe m atching pursuitprocedureconverges,thatis,

lim
k! 1

A(fk)= inf
f2span(S)

A(f):

W e would like to point out that for m atching pursuit,the inequality in

Lem m a A.1 can bereplaced by theequality

kX

j= 0

��2j = 2[A(f0)� A(fk+ 1)];

which wasreferred to as\energy conservation" in [29],and wasused there

to prove theconvergence.
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Exponentialloss. Theconvergencebehaviorofboostingwith exponential

losswaspreviously studied by Breim an [9]for� 1-treesunderthe assum p-

tion infxP (Y = 1jx)P (Y = � 1jx)> 0.Using exact com putation,Breim an

obtained an equality sim ilar to the m atching pursuit energy conservation

equation.Aspartoftheconvergenceanalysis,theequality wasused to show
P

1
j= 0 ��

2
j < 1 .

Thefollowing lem m a showsthatundera m oregeneralcondition,thecon-

vergenceofunrestricted boosting with exponentiallossfollowsdirectly from

Corollary A.1.This result extends that of[9],but the condition stillcon-

strainsthe classofm easuresthatgenerate the jointdistribution of(X ;Y ).

Lemma A .2. Assum e that

inf
g2S

E X jg(X )j

q

P (Y = 1jX )P (Y = � 1jX )> 0:

If��k satis�es(27),then infkinf�2(0;1)A
00
(1� �)fk+ �fk+ 1;�gk

(0)> 0.Hence
P

j ��
2
j < 1 .

Proof. For notationalsim plicity,we let qX ;Y = exp(� f(X )Y ).Recall

thatthe directcom putation ofA 00
f;g
(0)in Section A.1.2 yields

[E X ;Y qX ;Y ]
2
A
00
f;g(0)

= [E X ;Y g(X )2qX ;Y ][E X ;Y qX ;Y ]� [E X ;Y g(X )Y qX ;Y ]
2

= [E X g(X )2E Y jX qX ;Y ][E X E Y jX qX ;Y ]� [E X g(X )E Y jX Y qX ;Y ]
2

� [E X g(X )2E Y jX qX ;Y ][E X E Y jX qX ;Y ]

� [E X g(X )2jE Y jX Y qX ;Y j][E X jE Y jX Y qX ;Y j]

� [E X g(X )2E Y qX ;Y ]E X [E Y jX qX ;Y � jE Y jX Y qX ;Y j]

� [E X jg(X )j
q

E Y qX ;Y (E Y jX qX ;Y � jE Y jX Y qX ;Y j)]
2

� [E X jg(X )j

q

2P (Y = 1jX )P (Y = � 1jX )]
2
:

The �rst and the third inequalities follow from Cauchy{Schwarz,and the

last inequality used the fact that (a+ b)((a+ b)� ja� bj)� 2ab.Now ob-

servethatE X ;Y qX ;Y = exp(A(f)).Theexactm inim ization (27)im pliesthat

A(fk)� A(f0) for allk � 0.Therefore,using Jensen’s inequality we know

that 8� 2 (0;1);A((1� �)fk + �fk+ 1)� A(f0).This im plies the desired in-

equality,

A
00
(1� �)fk+ �fk+ 1;�gk

(0)

� exp(� 2A(f0))[E X j�gk(X )j

q

2P (Y = 1jX )P (Y = � 1jX )]
2
:
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�

Although unrestricted step-size boosting procedurescan be successfulin

certain cases,forgeneralproblem swe are unable to prove convergence.In

such casesthecrucialcondition of
P 1

j= 0 ��
2
j < 1 ,asrequired in theproofof

Corollary A.1,can beviolated.Although wedo nothaveconcreteexam ples

atthispoint,we believe boosting m ay failto converge when thiscondition

isviolated.

Forexam ple,forlogisticregression weareunableto provea resultsim ilar

to Lem m a A.2.The di�culty is caused by the near-linear behavior ofthe

lossfunction toward negativein�nity.Thism eansthatthesecond derivative

isso sm allthatwem ay takean extrem ely largestep-sizewhen ��j isexactly

m inim ized.

Intuitively,the di�culty associated with large �� j isdue to the potential

problem oflargeoscillation in thatagreedystep m aysearch forasuboptim al

direction, which needs to be corrected later on. If a large step is taken

toward the suboptim aldirection,then m any m ore additionalstepshave to

be taken to correctthe m istake.Ifthe additionalstepsare also large,then

we m ay overcorrectand go to som e othersuboptim aldirections.In general

itbecom esdi�cultto keep track ofthe overalle�ect.

A.4. Therelationship ofAdaBoostand L 1-m argin m axim ization. G iven

a real-valued classi�cation function p(x),we considerthe following discrete

prediction rule:

y=

�
1; ifp(x)� 0,

� 1; ifp(x)< 0.
(28)

Itsclassi�cation error[forsim plicity we ignore the pointp(x)= 0,which is

assum ed to occurrarely]isgiven by

L
(p(x);y)=

�
1; ifp(x)y� 
,

0; ifp(x)y> 
,

with 
 = 0.In general,we m ay consider 
 � 0 and the param eter 
 � 0

is often referred to as m argin,and we shallcallthe corresponding error

function L
 m argin error.

In [33]the authors proved that under appropriate assum ptions on the

base learner,the expected m argin error L
 with a positive m argin 
 > 0

also decreasesexponentially.Itfollowsthatregularity assum ptionsofweak

learning for AdaBoost im ply the following m argin condition:there exists


 > 0 such that inff2span(S);kfk1= 1L
(f;y)= 0,which in turn im plies the

inequality foralls> 0,

inf
f2span(S);kfk1= 1

E X ;Y exp(� sf(X )Y )� exp(� 
s):(29)
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W e now show thatunder(29)theexpected m argin errors(with sm allm ar-

gin)from Algorithm 2.1 m ay decreaseexponentially.A sim ilaranalysiswas

given in [37].However,the boosting procedure considered there wasm odi-

�ed so thattheestim atoralwaysstaysin thescaled convex hullofthebasis

functions.Thisrestriction isrem oved in the currentanalysis:

f0 = 0; sup�k � hk; "k � h
2
k=2:

Note thatthisim pliesthat �"k � h2k forallk.

Now applying (15)with �f = sf forany s> 0 and letting f approach the

m inim um in (29),we obtain (recallkfk1 = 1)

A(fk)� � s

sk

sk + s
+

kX

j= 1

sj+ s

sk + s
�"j� 1 � � s


sk

sk + s
+

k� 1X

j= 0

h
2
j:

Now lets! 1 ;we have

A(fk)� � 
sk +

k� 1X

j= 0

h
2
j:

Assum ewe pick a constanth < 
 and lethk = h;then

E X ;Y exp(� fk(X )Y )� exp(� kh(
 � h));(30)

which im pliesthatthe m argin errordecreasesexponentially forallm argins

lessthan 
 � h.To see this,consider
0< 
 � h.Since kfkk1 � kh,we have

from (30),

L
0(fk(x)=kfkk1;y)� P (fk(X )Y � kh

0)

� E X ;Y exp(� fk(X )Y + kh

0)� exp(� kh(
 � h� 


0)):

Therefore

lim
k! 1

L
0(fk(x)=kfkk1;y)= 0:

This im plies that as h ! 0,fk(x)=kfkk1 achieves a m argin that is within

h ofthe m axim um possible.Therefore,when h ! and k! 1 ,fk(x)=kfkk1

approachesa m axim um m argin separator.

Notethatin thisparticularcaseweallow a sm allstep-size(h < 
),which

violatesthecondition
P

kh
2
k
< 1 im posed fortheboostingalgorithm tocon-

verge.However,thiscondition thatpreventslargeoscillation from occurring

is only a su�cient condition to guarantee convergence.For speci�c prob-

lem s,especially when inff2span(S)A(f)= � 1 ,itisstillpossible to achieve

convergence even ifthecondition isviolated.
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