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Boosting is one ofthem ost signi cant advances in m achine leam-—
ing for classi cation and regression. In its original and com putation—
ally exidble version, boosting seeks to m inin ize em pirically a loss
function in a greedy fashion.T he resulting estin ator takes an additive
function form and isbuilt iteratively by applying a base estin ator (or
leamer) to updated sam ples depending on the previous iterations.An
unusual regularization technique, early stopping, is em ployed based
on CV or a test set.

T his paper studies num erical convergence, consistency and statis—
tical rates of convergence of boosting w ith early stopping, when it is
carried out over the linear span of a fam ily of basis functions. For
general loss functions, we prove the convergence ofboosting’s greedy
optim ization to the in nimum of the loss function over the linear
span . U sing the num erical convergence result, we nd early-stopping
strategies under which boosting is shown to be consistent based on
iid. sam ples, and we obtain bounds on the rates of convergence for
boosting estin ators. Sim ulation studies are also presented to ilus—
trate the relevance of our theoretical resuls for providing insights to
practical aspects of boosting.

A s a side product, these resuls also reveal the Im portance of re—
stricting the greedy search step-sizes, as known in practice through
the work of Friedm an and others. M oreover, our resuls lad to a
rigorous proof that for a linearly separable problem , A daBoost w ith
" ! 0 step-size becom es an L' argin m axin izer when left to run to
convergence.

1. Introduction. In thispaperwe consider boosting algorithm s for clas—
si cation and regression. T hese algorithm s represent one of the m a pr ad—
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vances In m achine lreaming. In their original version, the com putational as—-
pect is explicitly speci ed as part of the estin ator/algorithm . T hat is, the
em pirical m inin ization of an appropriate loss function is carried out in a
greedy fashion, which m eans that at each step a basis function that lads
to the largest reduction of em pirical risk is added into the estim ator. T his
speci cation distinguishes boosting from other statistical procedures w hich
are de ned by an em piricalm inin ization of a loss fiinction w ithout the nu-
m erical optin ization details.

Boosting algorithm s construct com posite estin ators using often simple
base estin ators through the greedy tting procedure.An unusual regular-
ization technique, early stopping, isem ployed based on CV ora test set. T his
fam ily ofalgorithm shasbeen know n asthe stagew ise tting of additive m od-
els in the statistics literature [18, 17]. For the squared loss function, they
were often referred to in the signal processing com m uniy asm atching pur—
suit R9].M ore recently, it was noticed that the A daB cost m ethod proposed
In them achine leaming com m unity [L3]can also be regarded as stagew ise t—
ting ofadditive m odelsunder an exponential loss function [7,8,15,31,34].In
thispaperwe use the term boosting to indicate a greedy stagew ise procedure
tom inin ize a certain loss function em pirically. T he abstract form ulation w i1l
be presented In Section 2.

B oosting procedures have drawn m uch attention In the m achine leaming
communiy as well as In the statistics comm uniy, due to their superior
em pirical perform ance for classi cation problem s. In fact, boosted decision
trees are generally regarded as thebest o -theshelfclassi cation algorithm s
we have today. In spite of the signi cant practical interest in boosting, a
num ber of theoretical issues have not been fully addressed In the literature.
In this paper we hope to 11 som e gaps by addressing three basic issues
regarding boosting: is num erical convergence when the greedy iteration
Increases, In Section 4.1; is consistency (@fter early stopping) when the
training sam ple size gets large, In Sections 3.3 and 52; and bounds on the
rate of convergence for boosting estim ators, in Sections 3.3 and 5.3.

It is now well known that boosting forever can over t the data (eg.,
see [16, 19])). Therefore, in order to achieve consistency, i is necessary to
stop the boosting procedure early (obut not too early) to avoid over tting.
In the early stopping fram ew ork, the consistency ofboosting procedures has
been considered by Jiang for exponential loss [19] boosting (out the con-
sistency is in temm s of the classi cation loss) and BuhIn ann under squared
loss [10] for treetype base classi ers. Jiang’s approach also requires som e
an oothness conditions on the underlying distribution, and it isnonconstruc—
tive (hence does not lead to an in plem entable early-stopping strategy). In
Sections 3.3 and 52 we present an early-stopping strategy for general loss
functions that guarantees consistency.
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A di erentm ethod ofachieving consistency (and ocbtaining rate of conver—
gence resuls) is through restricting the weights of the com posite estin ator
using the 1-nom of its coe cients (W ih respect to the basis finctions).For
exam ple, this point of view is taken up in [B, 28, 30]. In this fram ework,
early stopping is not necessary since the degree of over tting or regulariza—
tion is controlled by the 1-nom of the weights of the com posite estin ator.
A lthough this approach sin pli es the theoretical analysis, it also introduces
an additional controlquantity w hich needsto be adjusted based on the data.
T herefore, In order to select an optin al reqularization param eter, one has
to solve m any di erent optin ization problam s, each w ith a regularization
param eter.M oreover, ifthere are an In nie (or extrem ely large) num ber of
basis finctions, then it isnot possible to solve the associated 1-nom regular-
ization problem . Note that in this case greedy boosting W ith approxin ate
optin ization) can stillbe applied.

A question related to consistency and rate of convergence is the conver—
gence of the boosting procedure as an optin ization m ethod. T his is clearly
one ofthem ost fiindam ental theoretical issues for boosting algorithm s.P re—
vious studies have focused on special loss functions. Speci cally, M allat and
Zhang proved the convergence of m atching pursuit in 29], which was then
used in [10] to study consistency; n O] B rein an obtained an In nitesample
convergence result ofboosting w ith the exponential loss function for 1-trees
(under som e sn oothness assum ptions on the underlying distrdbution), and
the result was used by Jiang to study the consistency of AdaBoost. In [12]
a Bregm an divergencebased analysis was given. A convergence resul was
also ocbtained in [B1] for a gradient descent version of boosting.

N one of these studies provides any inform ation on the num erical speed of
convergence forthe optin ization . T he question ofnum erical speed of conver—
gence has been studied when one works w ith the 1-nomm regularized version
ofboosting where we assum e that the optin ization is perform ed in the con—
vex hull of the basis finctions. Speci cally, for function estin ation under
least—squares loss, the convergence of the greedy algorithm in the convex
hullwas studied in [1, 20, 25]. For general loss functions, the convergence of
greedy algorithm s (again, the optin ization is restricted to the convex hull)
was recently studied n B7]. In thispaperwe apply the sam e underlying idea
to the standard boosting procedure w here we do not 1im it the optin ization
to the convex hull of the basis functions. T he resulting bound provides In—
form ation on the speed of convergence for the optim ization.An interesting
observation of our analysis is the in portant role of an all step-size in the
convergence of boosting procedures. T his provides som e theoretical jasti —
cation for Friedm an’s em pirical observation [14] that using sm all step-sizes
aln ost always helps in boosting procedures.

M oreover, the com bination of num erical convergence results w ith m od-
em eam pirical process bounds (pased on R adem acher com plexity) provides
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a way to derive bounds on the convergence rates of early-stopping boosting
procedures. T hese resuls can be found in Sections 3.3 and 53. Section 6
contains a sin ulation study to show the usefilness of the Insights from our
theoretical analyses In practical in plem entations ofboosting. T he proofs of
the two m ain results In the num erical convergence section (Section 4.1) are
deferred to Section A 2. Section A 3 discusses relaxations of the restricted
step-size condition used for earlier results, and Section A 4 uses num erical
convergence results to give a rigorous proof of the fact that for separable
problem s, A daBoost w ith an all step-size becom es an L1 m argin m axin izer
at its 1im it (see [18]).

2. Abstract boosting procedure. W e now describe the basics to de ne
theboosting procedure that wew illanalyze in thispaper.A sin ilar setup can
be found In B1].Them ain di erence isthat the authorsin [31]use a gradient
descent rule in their boosting procedure whilk here we use approxin ate
m inin ization.

Let S be a set of realvalued functions and de ne

( - o | )
span (S) = wlfd:fI2s;wl2Rm 22" ;
=1
which form s a linear function space.For all £ 2 span (S), we can de ne the

l-nom w ith respect to thebasis S as

( - )

@) kfk,; = inf kwky;£f= wifl:f12Sm 22"
=1

We want to nd a function £ 2 goan (S) that approxin ately solves the
optin ization problem
@) nf A (f);

f2span (S)

where A isa convex function of £ de ned on soan (S).N ote that the optin al
valiem ay not be achieved by any f 2 span (S), and for certain form ulations
(such as AdaBoost) it is possbl that the optin alvalie isnot nite.Both
cases are still covered by our resuls, however.

T he abstract form ofthe greedy boosting procedure W ith restricted step—
size) considered in this paper is given by the follow ing algorithm :

A lgorithm 2.1 (G reedy boosting).

Pick f52 span(S)

fork= 0;1;2;:::

Select a closed subset R such that 02 ¢ and = X
Find 2 x and g 2 S to approxin ately m inin ize the function:
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() (xrok) ! A+ x%)

Let fy+1= &+ kG
end

Remark 2.1. The approxin ate m Inin ization of ( ) in A yorithm 2.1
should be interpreted as nding 2 ( and g 2 S such that

3) A (f+ x%) nf A @+ ko)t "ki
k2 x2S

where ", 0 is a sequence of nonnegative num bers that converges to zero.

Remark 2.2. Therequirementthat 02  isnotcrucialin ouranalysis.
It isused as a convenient assum ption in the proofofLemm a 4.1 to sin plify
the conditions. O ur convergence analysis allow s the choice of 1 to depend
on the previous steps of the algorithm . H owever, the m ost Interesting i
for the purpose of this paper w ill be independent of previous steps of the
algorithm :

@ x=R,
©) sup x=Hx whereH, OandH,! O.

A s we will see Jater, the restriction of  to the subset R isusefulin
the convergence analysis.

A s we shall see Iater, the step-size  plays an inportant role In our
analysis. A particular interesting case is to restrict the step-size explicitly.
That is, we assum e that the starting point fy, as well as quantities ", and

x In (3), are sam ple-independent, and hy = sup  satis es the conditions
R ®
@) hy=1; hi<1:
3=0 =0

T he reason for this condition w illbecom e clear in the num erical convergence
analysis of Section 4.1.

3. A ssum ptionsand m ain statisticalresults. The purpose ofthis section
is to state assum ptions needed for the analyses to follow, as well as the
m ain statistical results. There are two m ain aspects of our analysis. The

rst is the num erical convergence of the boosting algorithm as the num ber
of terations increases, and the second is the statistical convergence of the
resuling boosting estin ator, so as to avoid over tting. W e list respective
assum ptions separately. T he statistical consistency result can be obtained
by com bining these two aspects.
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3.1. A ssum ptions for the num erical convergence analysis. For all £ 2
span (S) and g2 S, we de ne a realvalued function A ¢, ( ) as

Afyh)=A(E+ hg):

Definition 3.1. LetA (f)bea function off de ned on span (S).D enote
by span (S )0 the dual soace of span (S) [ie., the space of realvalued linear
functionalson span (S)].W e say that A isdi erentiable w ith gradient r A 2
span (S)° if i satis es the llow ing Frechet-lke di erentiability condition
forallf;g2 span(S):

1
Iim — @ (E+hg) AE)=rAE) g
ht oh

where r A (£)T g denotes the value of the linear fiinctionalr A (f) at g.Note
that we adopt the notation fTg from linear algebra, where i is just the
scalar product of the tw o vectors.

For reference, we shall state the follow Ing assum ption, w hich is required
n our analysis.

A ssumption 3.1. LetA (f) bea convex function off de nedon span (S),
w hich satis es the ollow ing conditions:

1. The functionalA is di erentiable w ith gradient r A .
2.Forallf 2 span(S) and g2 S, the realvalued function A¢,; is second—
order di erentiable (asa function ofh) and the second derivative satis es

(5) AT (0 M kfky);
whereM ( ) is a nondecreasing realvalued function.
Remark 3.1. A more general form of (5) sz-\CfD,g ) ‘OM (kfki),

w here ‘(g) isan appropriate scaling factor ofg.For exam ple, in the exam ples
given below, ‘(g) can be measured by sup, gx)jor Ex gX ). In (5) we
assum e that functions in S are properly scaled so that ‘(g) 1.Thisis for
notational convenience only. W ith m ore com plicated notation technigques
developed In this paper can also handl the general case directly w ithout
any nom alization assum ption of the basis functions.

The function M ( ) willappear in the convergence analysis In Sectiord.l.
A though our analysis can handle unbounded M ( ), the m ost Interesting
boosting exam ples have bounded M ( ) (@s we will show shortly). In this
case wewillalso useM to denote a realvalued upperbound of sup,M (@).
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For statistical estim ation problem s such as classi cation and regression
wih a covariate or predictor variable X and a real regponse variable Y
having a pint distrdbution, we are interested in the follow ng form of A (f)
n 2):

©) Af)= Exy EXK)Y));

where ( ; ) isa loss function that isconvex in s rstargument and isa
m onotonic Increasing auxiliary function which is introduced so that A (£) is
convex and M ( ) behaves nicely (eg. bounded). W e note that the intro—
duction of is for proving num erical convergence resuls using our proof
techniques, which are needed for proving statistical consistency of boosting
w ith early stopping.However, isnotnecessary for the actual im plem enta—
tion of the boosting procedure. C learly the m inin izer of (6) that solves (2)
doesnot depend on the choice of .M oreover, the behavior ofA gorithm 2.1
is not a ected by the choice of as long as ", In (3) is appropriately re—
de ned.W e m ay thus always take (@)= u, but choosing other auxiliary
functions can be convenient for certain problem s in our analysis since the
resulting form ulation has a bounded M ( ) function (see the exam ples given
below).W e have also used Ex vy to Indicate the expectation w ith respect to
the pint distrioution of X ;Y ).

W hen not explicitly speci ed, E x ;y can denote the expectation either
w ith respect to the underlying population or w ith respect to the em pirical
sam ples. This m akes no di erence as far as our convergence analysis in
Section 4.1 is concemed. W hen it is necessary to distinguish an em pirical
quantity from ispopulation counterpart, we shalldenote the form erby a hat
above the corresponding quantity. For exam ple, E denotes the expectation
w ith respect to the em pirical sam ples, and X isthe function in (6) w ith Ex gy
replaced by EAX x - This distinction w ill becom € necessary in the unifom
convergence analysis of Section 4 2.

An in portant application ofboosting isbinary classi cation. In this case
it is very natural for us to use a set of basis functions that satisfy the
conditions

) sup &) 1; y= 1:
g2 S;x
For certain loss functions (such as last squares) this condition can be re—
laxed. In the classi cation literature (f;y) usually hasa form (fy).
Comm only used loss functions are listed in Section A 1. They show that
for a typical boosting loss function , there exists a constant M  such that
sup. M @) M .

a
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32. A ssum ptions for the statistical convergence analysis. In classi ca—
tion or regression problm s w ith a covariate or predictor variabl X on R¢

from an unknow n underlying distrioution D .C onsidera loss function (£;y)
and de ne Q (f) (true risk) and QA (f) (em pircal risk) as

X
B) QE)=Ep (EX);Y); $E)=E (f(X);Y)=mi (£ X 1);Y1);
=1
where Ep is the expectation over the unknown true jpint distrdoution D
of X ;Y) (denoted by Ex y previously); E is the em pirical expectation
based on the sampk 27 .
Boosting estin ators are constructed by applying A gorithm 2.1 w ith re—
spect to the em pirical expectation E with a set S of realvalued basis func—
tionsgx).W e use X (f) to denote the em pirical ob ctive function,

L@E)= QEN= E EEK)Y):

Sin ilarly, quantities f,,  and gy In A gorithm 2.1 willbe replaced by fAk,
“x and ¢, respectively.

Techniques from m odem em pirical process theory can be used to analyze
the statistical convergence of a boosting estim ator with a nie sampl. In
particular, we use the conocgpt of R adem acher com plexity, which is given by
the follow ing de nition.

Definition 3.2. LetG = fgx;y)g be a set of functions of nput (x;vy).
Let £ igy ; bea sequence ofbinary random variables such that ;= 1with
probability 1=2. The (onesided) sam ple-dependent Radem acher com plkxity
of G is given by

11X
Ry G;Z] )=E sup— i9Xi5Y5);
g26 M 4
and the expected R adem acher com plexiy of G is denoted by

Rn G)=EzrRn G;27):

T he R adem acher com plexity approach for analyzing boosting algorithm s
rst appeared In [21], and it has been used by various people to analyze
leaming problem s, Including boosting; for exam ple, see B, 2, 4, 6, 30]. The
analysis using R adem acher com plexity as de ned above can be applied both
to regression and to classi cation. However, for notational sin plicity we
focus only on boosting m ethods for classi cation, where we in pose the o1~
low ing assum ption. T his assum ption is not essential to our analysis, but it
sin pli es the calculations and som e of the nal conditions.
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A ssumption 3.2. W e consider the follow Ing form of In @): (£;y)=
(fy) with a convex function @):R ! R such that ( a)> (@) forall
a> 0.M oreover, we assum e that

(i) Condition (7) holds.
(i) S In A lgorithm 2.1 is closed under negation (ie., £2 S ! £253).
(i) There existsa nite Lipschitz constant (Yof mm [ ; 1t

8 F1F 2] J &) (£2)3 ()h £

T he Lipschitz condition ofa loss function isusually easy to estin ate. For
reference, we list for Joss fiinctions considered in Section A 1:

(@) Logistic regression (f)= h(l+ exp( £)): () 1.

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

(c) Least squares (f)= (£ 1)2: () 2( +1).

d) Modied kast squares (f)=max(@l £;0)%: () 2( +1).
€@ pnom (f)=F 1P 2): () p( + 1P L.

33. M ain statistical results. W e m ay now state the m ain statistical re—
sults based on the assum ptions and de nitions given earlier. T he follow ing
theoram gives conditions for ourboosting algorithm so that consistency can
be achieved In the large sam ple lin it. T he proof is deferred to Section 52,
w ith som e auxiliary resuls.

Theorem 3.1. UnderAssumption 32 kt ke one ofthe Jss functions
considered in Section A 1. A ssum e further that in A gorithm 2.1 we choose
antities fy, "x and  to be independent of the sampk Z7', such that

%:o"j< 1 ,and hy = sup  satis es (4).

Consider two sequences of sam pk independent num bers k, and , such
thatlimy, i 1 kpn =1 andlimgy, o ¢ (m) mRm ()= 0.Then asbngaswe
stop A jorithm 2.1 at a step k based on zT such that K k, and kf}kl

m » We have the consistency resul

lin EzpQ (fp)= inf O (f):
m f2 span (S)

Remark 3.2. The choice of ky ; n ) In the above theorem should not
be vold, In the sense that rallsamples Z§ i should be possble to stop
A lgorithm 2.1 at a point such that the conditions k kn, and kaﬁkl m
are satis ed.

In particular, if Im, 1 1 Ry S8) = 0, then we can always nd kg klgl
sich thatk, | 1 and (n) nRe 6)! Owith o = kfoki+ ¥ hj.
This choice of ky ; w ) is valid as we can stop the algorithm at any k2
K ik -
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Sin ilar to the consistency result, wem ay further cbtain som e rate of con—
vergence resuls. This work does not focus on rate of convergence analysis,
and resulswe obtain are not necessarily tight. B efore stating a m ore general
and m ore com plicated result, we rstpresent a version for constant step-size
logistic boosting, which ismucdch easier to understand.

Theorem 3.2. Consider the logistic regression loss function, with a—
sis S which satis es Ry, (S) 15% for som e positive constant Cg . For each

sam pk sizem , consider A Iorithm 2.1 with f5= 0, sup, x = hp () l=pm

and "y, hpm )2=2. A ssum e that we run boosting for km ) =  =hgm)
steps. T hen
A 2Cs + 1 kfk; + 1 kfk
Ezn Q (£) nf o)+ ot D m Kt 8
! f2span(S) m m kfki +

Note that the condition Ry, (S) Cs=pH is satis ed for m any basis
fnction classes, such as two-Jevel neural networks and tree basis fiinc-
tions (see Section 4 3).The bound in Theorem 32 is independent ofhg m )
Bs ong ashpym) m '2].Alhough this bound is lkely to be subopti-
m al for practice problem s, it does give a worst case guarantee for boost—
Ing w ith the greedy optin ization aspect taken Into consideration. A ssum e
that there exists £ 2 span(S) such that Q (f) = NnfrranQ (). Then we
may choose , as n = O (kfk%zzm 1=4), which gives a convergence rate
ofEzn Q () Q (F)+ O kfky “m ™).As the target com plexity kfk; in—
creases, the convergence becom es slow er. A n exam pl isprovided in Section 6
to illustrate this phenom enon.

W enow state them ore generalresul, on which Theorem 32 isbased (see
Section 53).

Theorem 3.3. Under Assumption 32, et (f) 0 ke a Jss function
such that A (f) satis es A ssum ption 3.1 with the choice (@)= a.Given a
sam pke size m , we pick a positive nonincreasing sequence fhyg which m ay
depend on m . Consider A@orji:’rm 21 with £fp= 0, sup, x = hx and "k
hiM (Sk+ 1)=2, where s, = }ilolhi.

G iven training data, suppose we run boosting for k=Xkm) steps, and kt

m = Skm)-Then 8f 2 span(S) such thatQ (£) Q ()

EznQ () QE)+2 (m) mRn (S)
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where

kfky) ne ST KEKLLe k@) “YhZM (g + hpeo)
= n \ :
m YVl TKmy g + kfky ° m " k)

If the target function is £ which belongs to span (S), then Theorem 33
can be directly interpreted as a rate of convergence resul. H owever, the
expression of ,, may still be quite com plicated. For speci ¢ loss function
and step-size choices, the bound can be sin pli ed. For exam ple, the result
for logistic boosting In Theorem 32 follow s easily from the theorem (see
Section 53).

4. P reparatory results. A s discussed earlier, it is well known by now
that boosting can over t if left to run until convergence. In Section 33 we
stated our m ain results that w ith appropriately chosen stopping rules and
under regularity conditions, resuls of consistency and rates of convergence
can be cbtained. In this section we begin the proof process of these m ain
results by proving the necessary preparatory results, which are nteresting
in their own right, egpecially those on num erical convergence ofboosting in
Section 4.1.

Suppose that we run A Igorithm 2.1 on the sasmplk 2T and stop at step k.
By the trangl nequality and forany £ 2 span (S), we have

Ay

LR () Q) Ezn $(fp) Q () Ezn F(E) Q ()]
9)
= B () S0k

The middl temm 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 of con—
vergence of boosting w ith early stopping, the work lies n dealing w ith the

rst and third term s In (9). T he third term  is on the em pirical perform ance
of the boosting algorithm , and thus a num erical convergence analysis is
required and hence proved In Section 4.1. U sing m odem em pirical process
theory, in Section 42 we upperbound the rsttem in tem sofRadem acher
com plexity.

W e will focus on the loss functions (such as those in Section A 1) which
satisfy A ssumption 3.1. In particular, we assum e that is a m onotonic
Increasing function, so that m Inin izing A (£) or K (f) is equivalent to m In—
In izing Q (£) orQA(f).The derivation in Section 42 works with Q (f) and
QA (f) directly, instead of A (f) and AA(f). The reason is that, unlke our
convergence analysis in Section 4.1, the relatively sin ple sam ple com plexiy
analysis presented in Section 4 2 does not take advantage of
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41. Num erical convergence analysis. Here we consider the num erical
convergence behavior of fi cbtained from the greedy boosting procedure
as k increases. For notational sin plicity, we state the convergence resuls in
tem s of the population boosting algorithm , even though they also hold for
the am pirical boosting algorithm . T he proofs of the two m ain lemm as are
deferred to Section A 2.

In our convergence analysis, we w ill specify convergence bounds In termm s
of kfk; (where £ is a reference function) and a sequence of nondecreas—
Ing num bers s, satisfying the ollow Ing condition : there exist positive num —
bers hy such that

K 1
(10) j kj hk 2 k and let Sk = kfokl + hi;

=0
where £ g are the step-sizes In (3).Note that hy n (10) can be taken as
any num ber that satis es the above condition, and i can depend on £ g
com puted by the boosting algorithm . H owever, it is often desirable to state
a convergence result that does not depend on the actual boosting outputs
(ie., the actual  computed). For such resuts wemay sinply x hy by
ktting hy = sup . This gives convergence bounds for the restricted step—
size m ethod which we m entioned earlier.

It can be shown (see Section A 2) that even In the worse case, the value
A (fx+1) A (f) decreases from A (fr) A (f) by a reasonable quantity.Cas—
cading this analysis leads to a num erical rate or speed of convergence for
the boosting procedure.

T he follow ing lemm a contains the one-step convergence bound, which is
the key result In our convergence analysis.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that A (f) satis es A ssum ption 3.1. Consider hy
and sy that satisfy (10).Let £ ke an arbitrary reference function in span (S),
and de ne

a1 A(fy)=max(0;A (f) A (f));
h2
12) "= 7}‘M (Ske 1)+ "

Then after k steps, the ©low ing bound holds for fy, 1 obtained from A Igo—
rithm 2.1:
hy

13 A (f 1] —— A E )+ "k
3) (f x+1) o+ KEks (f x) K

Applying Lanm a 4.1 repeatedly, we arrive at a convergence bound for the
boosting A Igordithm 2.1 as In the follow ing lemm a.
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Lemma 4.2. Under the assum ptions of Lemma 4.1, we have

kfok; + kfk; X< 55+ kfk
14) A(fy) — Ao+ —_—"
Sk + kfkl j=lsk+ kfkl

1.

T he above lem m a gives a quantitative bound on the convergence ofA (fx)
to the value A (f) of an arbirary reference function £ 2 span(S). W e can
see that the num erical convergence speed of A (fi) to A (£) dependson kfk;
and the accum ulated or total step-size si . Speci cally, if we choose £ such
that A (£) A (fy), then it follow s from the above bound that

so + kfky so + kfk;

A(6.q) AE) 1 + A (fo)
ot Ses 1+ KFK,  Seeqt+ kfky

5)
X 551+ kfky

+ gt
Sei1 + kfk;

=0

N ote that the inequality is autom atically satis ed when A (fr+1) A (f).

C learly, n order to select £ to optin ize the bound on the right-hand
side, we need to balance a tradeo :wemay select £ such that A (f) (@and
thusthe rsttem ) becom es an aller aswe increase kfk; ; however, the other
two tem s w ill becom e Jarge when kfk; increases. T his bound also reveals
the dependence of the convergence on the initial value of the algorithm £fj:
the closer A (fp) gets to the in ninum ofA , the sn aller the bound. To our
know ledge, thisisthe st convergencebound for greedy boosting procedures
w ith quantitative num erical convergence speed inform ation.

P reviousanalyses, hcludingm atching pursuit for least squares R9], Brein an’s
analysis P] ofthe exponential loss, aswellas the B regm an divergence bound
In [L2] and the analysis of gradient boosting In B1], were all lin ting resuls
w ithout any Inform ation on the num erical speed of convergence. T he key
conosptual di erence here is that we do not com pare to the optim al value
directly, but Instead, to the value of an arbitrary £ 2 goan (S), so that kfk;
can be used to m easure the convergence speed. T his approach is also cru—
cial for problem s where A () can take 1 as its in ninum , for which a
direct com parison w ill clearly fail (eg., B rein an’s exponential loss analysis
requires am oothness assum ptions to prevent this 1 in nimum valie).

A general lm iting convergence result ollow s directly from the above
lemma.

Py Py

Theorem 4.1. Assume that j=0"j <1 and j=Ohj =1 ; then we
have the follow ing optim ization convergence result for the greedy loosting
algorithm @.4):

Im A ()= inf A (f):
k! 1 f2 span (S)
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Proof. Theassumptionsmmply that limy,, 1 sy = 1 .W e can thuscon—
struct a nonnegative integervalued functionk ! jk) ksuchthatling 1 sj),=sx =
Oand]'mk! 1 S5k) = 1.

From Lemma 42 we obtain forany =xed f,

kfok, + kfk; X s+ kfky
Afy) ———— A+ — "5 1
s + kfk; st kfkg
X 5+ xfky X s+ kfk
—od e I xEk
j=1 5% ! =300+ 1 K L
Sig + kfk, X© Xk
o)+ 227w g "= o):

j
Sk+ kfkl =1 =300+ 1
Therefore Imy, 1 max(0;A (£) A (f))= 0. Since our analysis applies to
any £ 2 span (S),wecan choose £52 span (S) such that lin 5A (£4) = jnffZSpan(S)A (f).
Now from Imy, 1 max(Q;A (fx) A (f5))= 0, we obtain the theorem .

Corollary 4.1. For bss functions such as those in Section A .1, we
have sup,M (@) § 1 . Therefore as ong as therg exist hy in (10) and "
in (3) suchthat 3_ohs=1, 3 ,hi<1 and I ,"y<1 ,wehavethe
follow ing convergence result for the greedy boosting procedure:

Im A ()= inf A (f):
k! 1 f2 span (S)

T he above results regarding population m inin ization autom atically apply
to the em piricalm inin ization ifwe assum e that the starting point £f5, aswell
as quantities ", and  In (3), are sam ple-independent, and the restricted
step-size case where hy = sup  satis es the condition (4).

T he idea of restricting the step-sizewhen we com pute 5 wasadvocated by
Friedm an, w ho discovered em pirically that taking sm all step-size helps [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 in portant case which
applies for general loss functions, we shall explicitly state the corresponding
convergence resul below .

Corollary 4.2. Consider a loss function (eg., those in Section A 1)
suchthatgupaM @) < +P1 .Pick any sequence ofpositive numkershy (3 0)
suchthat 3 ohs=1, 3 ohi<1 .Ifwgchoose x inAlorithm 21 such
that hy = sup x,and "5 in (3) such that  3_,";< 1, then

Im A ()= inf A (f):
k! 1 f2 span (S)
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N ote that the above result requiresthat the step-sizeh; be am all (P %z 0 h§< 1),
but also not too gn all ( :]L-= ohy=1).Asdiscussed above, the rst condi-
tion prevents large oscillation. T he second condition is needed to ensure that
fi can cover the whole space span (S) .

T he above convergence resuls are lin ting resuls that do not carry any
convergence goeed Informm ation. A lthough with speci ¢ choices of hy and
S, one may obtain such inform ation from (14), the second temm on the
right-hand side is typically quite com plicated. It is thus useful to state a
sinple result for a speci ¢ choice of hy and s, which yields m ore explicit
convergence Inform ation.

Corollary 4.3. Assume that A (f) satis es Assumption 3.1.Pick a
sequence of nonincreasing positive num bers hy (j  0). Suppose we choose
x In A orithm 2.1 such that hy = sup i, and choose ", iIn (3) such that
"  hZM (s 1)=2. Ifwe start A orithm 2.1 with £f5= 0, then
kfky ‘(s + kfky)

AF,) — T A+ nf — T RZe kY2 M (sh4):
s+ kfky T s+ kfky kot

Proof. Usihgnotation ofLemma 4.1, we have ", h?M (Sk+ 1) - There—
fore each sum m and in the second term on the right-hand size of Lemma 42
isnom ore than h?M (Sk+ 1) when 7> “and isnom ore than h(z)M (Sk+ 1) (s +
kfki)=(sx + kfk;) when j ‘. The desired lnequality is now a straightfor-
ward consequence of (14).

Note that sim ilar to the proof of TPheorem 41, the tem  “h? in
Corollary 4.3 can also be replaced by }]L ‘+1h?. A special case of Corol-
lary 4 3 is constant step-size (hy = hg) boosting, which is the original version
of restricted step-size boosting considered by Friedm an [14]. This m ethod
is sinple to apply since there is only one step-size param eter to choose.
Corollary 4.3 show s that boosting w ith constant step-size (@lso referred to
as "-boosting in the literature) converges to the optin al value In the lim it
ofhgy ! 0, as long as we choose the num ber of iterations k and step-size hg
such that khg ! 1 and kh% ! 0. To the best of our know ledge, this is the
only rigorously stated convergence result for the "-boosting m ethod, which
Justi es why one needs to use a step-size that is as an all as possble.

It is also possbl to handl sam ple-dependent choices of | In A lgo—
rithm 2.1, or allow unrestricted step—size ( = R) for certain formula—
tions. H ow ever, the corresponding analysisbecom esm uch m ore com plicated.
A coording to Friedm an [14], the restricted step-size boosting procedure is
preferable in practice. T herefore we shall not provide a consistency analysis
for unrestricted step-size form ulations in this paper; but see Section A 3 for
relaxations of the restricted step-size condition.
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In addition to the above convergence results for general boosting algo—
rithm s, Lemnm a 4 2 has another very usefiil consequence regarding the Iim i—
Ing behavior of A daB oost in the separable classi cation case. It asserts that
the In nitely sn all step-size version of A daB oost, In the convergence lim i,
isan L1 m argin m axin izer. T his resul hasbeen cbserved through a connec—
tion between boosting w ith early stopping and L1 constrained boosting (see
[L8]) .0 uranalysis gives a direct and rigorous proof. T his result is interesting
because it show s that A daBoost shares som e sin ilarity (in the lm it) wih
support vectorm achines (SVM s) whose goal in the separable case isto nd
m axinum m argin classi ers; the concept ofm argin hasbeen popularized by
Vapnik B6]who used it to analyze the generalization perform ance ofSVM s.
T he detailed analysis is provided in Section A 4.

42. Uniform convergence. Thereare a numberofpossblewaysto study
the uniform convergence of em pirical processes. In this section we use a
relatively sin ple approach based on R adem acher com plexiy.E xam plesw ih
neural networks and treebasis (ft orthants) functions will be given to
iMustrate our analysis.

T he R adem acher com plexity approach for analyzing boosting algorithm s
appeared rst In [21]. Due to is sin plicity and elegance, it has been used
and generalized by m any resesarchers B, 3, 4, 6, 30]. T he approach used here
essentially follow s Theorem 1 of R1], but w ithout concentration results.

From Lemma 42 we can see that the convergence of the boosting proce—
dure is closely related to kfk; and kfik;. T herefore it is natural for us to
m easure the leaming com plexity of A lgorithm 2.1 based on the 1-nom of
the function fam ily it can approxin ate at any given step.W e shallm ention
that this analysis is not necessarily the best approach for obtaining tight
leaming bounds since the boosting procedurem ay e ectively search a m uch
an aller space than the function fam ily m easured by the 1-nom kfyk; .How —
ever, it is relatively simple, and su cient for our purpose of providing an
early-stopping strategy to give consistency and som e rate of convergence
results.

G wen any > 0, wenow would lke to estin ate the rate of uniform con-—
vergence,

R, =Ezr sip @ €) &@);

kfky
where Q and QA are de ned In (8).

T he concept of R adem acher com plexiy used in our analysis is given in
De nition 32.For sin plicity, our analysis also em ploys A ssum ption 32.A s
m entioned earlier, the conditions are not essential, but rather they sin plify
the nalresuls.For exam ple, the condition (7) npliesthat 8 £ 2 span (S),
¥ x)j kfk;. It follows that 8 kfky, (£;v) (). This nequaliy,
although convenient, is certainly not essential.
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Lemma 4.3. Under A ssum ption 32,

1e) Rm=Ez§n sup Ep (EX);Y) 12§ EX);Y) 2 () Rp 8);
kfky

where () isa Lipschitz constantof in [ ; 1:8 fHJ ] J (£)

(£2)J () 23

Proof. Usingthe standard sym m etrization argum ent (€g., seeLenma23l
of B5]), we have

Ry, =Egzr sup Ep EX);Y) E (fX);Y)]
kfky

2Rp (£ (EX);Y) kfky 9):

Now the one-sided R adem acher process com parison result in [32], T heo—
rem 7,which is essentially a slightly re ned result (w ith better constant) of
the two-sided version in R4], Theorem 4.12, in plies that

Rp (£ EX);Y):kfk 9) ( )Rn (Ff X) :kfk 9):

P P
Usingthesimplfactthatg= ; if; ( ;J :J= 1) mpliesg m ax(sup; fi;sup;
and that S is closed under negation, it is easy to verify that Ry (S) =
Ry (ff 2 span (S) :kfk; 1g).Therefore

Rn (ff X)) :kfky g9)= Rn ():

Now by combining the three inequalities, we obtain the lemm a.

4 3. E stim ating Radem acher com pkxity. O ur uniform convergence re—
sul depends on the Radem acher com plexiy Ry (). For many function
classes, it can be estin ated directly. In this section we use a relation be-
tween R adem acher com plexiy and ‘% -covering num bers from [35].

ability m easure over these points. W e de ne the Y Q ) distance between

any two functions f and g as

Yo

11X
Q) E9 = —  F&) gki)F
m
i=1
Let F be a class of functions. T he em pirical % -covering num ber of F , de—
notedby N (";F;% Qpn )),isthem inim alnumberofballsfg:% Q) G;f)
"g of radius " needed to cover F' . The uniform Y, covering num ber is given
by

N, (";F;m )= supN (";F;% Qn));
On
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w here the suprem um is over all probability distribution Q, over sam ples
of sizem . If F contains 0, then there exists a universal constant C (see
Corollary 228 In B5]) such that
Z 1T 94— C
Rp ) ; ogN, (";F jm )d" P—=i

w here we assum e that the integralon the right-hand side is nite.N ote that
fora function classF w ith divergent integration valie on the right-hand side,
the above lnequality can be easily m odi ed so that we start the integration
from a point "¢ > 0 Instead of 0. H owever, the dependency of R, ) on m
can be slower than 1= m .

A ssumption 4.1. F satis esthe condition

S
sup IogN, (";F;m )d"< 1 :
m 0

A function classF that satis esA ssum ption 4.1 isalso a D onsker class, for
which the central lim it theorem holds. In statistics and m achine laming,
one often encounters function classes F with nite VC-din ension, where
the llow Ing condition holds (see T heorem 2.6.7 of 35]) for som e constants
C and V independentofm :N, (";F;m) C ="V .c Jearly a function class
wih nie VC-din ension satis es A ssum ption 4.1.

For sin plicity, In this paper we assum e that S satis es A ssum ption 4.1.
It ollow s that

Cs
a7 Ry 8) Ry S [ £09) 19?;
where Cg is a constant that dependson S only. T his is the condition used
In Theoram 32.W e give two exam ples ofbasis functions that are often used
In practice w ith boosting.

Two-kvelneuralnetworks. W e consider twoJevel neuralnetworks n R 9,
which form the function space span (5) wih S given by

S=f (wa+ b) :w 2 Rd;b2 Rag;

where ( ) is am onotone bounded continuous activation fiinction.

It is well known that S has a nie VC-din ension, and thus satis es
A ssum ption 4.1. In addition, ©r any com pact subset U 2 R9, it is also well
known that span(S) isdensein C U) (see R6]).
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Treetasis finctions. Treebasis (keft orthant) finctions in R are given
by the indicator fiinction of rectangular regions,

S=fI(( 1 ;ai1] ( lgPaxar;::;ag2 Rg:

Sin ilar to two-devel neural networks, it is well known that S has a nite
V C -din ension, and for any com pact set U 2 Rd, san (S) isdensein C U).

In addition to rectangular region basis functions, we m ay also consider a
basis S consisting of restricted size classi cation and regression trees (dis—
pint unions of constant functions on rectangular regions), where we assum e
that the num ber of term Inal nodes is no m ore than a constant V . Such a
basis set S also hasa nie VC-dim ension.

5. Consistency and rates of convergence w ith early stopping. In this
section we put together the results in the preparatory Section 4 to prove
consistency and som e rate of convergence results for A lgorithm 2.1 as stated
In the main result Section 3.3. For sin plicitty we consider only restricted
step-size boosting w ith relatively sin ple strategies for choosing step-sizes.
A coording to Friedm an [14], the restricted step-size boosting procedure is
preferable in practice. T herefore we shall not provide a consistency analy—
sis for unrestricted step-size form ulations in this paper. D iscussions on the
relaxation of the step-size condition can be found in Section A 3.

51. Generaldecom position. Supposethatwe run theboosting algorithm
and stop at an early stoppjngpojntﬁ .Thequantity K, which istobe spoeci ed
In Section 52, m ay depend on the em pirical sam ple Z7' . Suppose also that

the stopping point K is chosen so that the resulting boosting estin ator fAﬁ
satis es

(18) Im EznQ (f)= inf Q(f);
m!1 * £2 span (S)

where we use Ezn to denote the expectation with respect to the random
sampl Z7 . Since Q (f\ﬁ) Nnfer pans)Q (£), we also have

I Ezs Q (f) inf Q(f) = Im EznQ (f) nf Q(f)= 0:
m! 1 : £2 span (S) m! 1 . f2 span (S)

Ifwe further assum e there is a unique £ such that

Q&)= mf Q(E);
f2span (S)

and forany sequence £f, g,Q (£, ) ! Q (f ) npliesthatf, ! £ ,then shce
Q) ! Q€ )asm ! 1 ,% Hlowsthat

fﬁ ! f In probability;
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w hich gives the usual consistency of the boosting estin ator w ith an appro—
priate early stopping if the target function £ coincides w ith £ . This is the
case, for exam ple, if the regression function f (x) = Ep (Y k) with respect
to the true distrlbbution D is In span (S) or can be approxin ated arbitrarily
close by functions in span (S).

In the follow ing, we derive a general decom position needed for proving
(18) or Theoram 3.1 in Section 3.3. Suppose that A ssum ption 32 holds.
Then forall xed £ 2 span (S), we have

1=2

Ego P () Q)] Ezn (@) 0 E)F]
1=2

1
= _—EpJ EX)Y) Q ()7

1 1=2 1
2
m m

A ssum e that we run A lgorithm 2.1 on the sampl Z]' and stop at step
k. If the stopping pojntﬁ satis es P (kf;gkl m)= 1 for some sample-
Independent 0, then usihg the uniform convergence estin ate in (16),
we cbtain

Bz Q (fy) Q ()

=Ezn R () S )+ Egn B () Q (E)]
(19) A
+Egn B (f) $ ()]

l N N N
2 (m) nRn (S)+19? ( kfki)+ supl (&) Q (E)I:

2y

52. Consistency with restricted step-size boosting. W e consider a rela—
tively sin ple early-stopping strategy for restricted step-size boosting, w here
we take hy = sup  to satisfy 4).

C learly, In order to prove consistency, we only need to stop at a point
such that 8£ 2 span (S), allthree term s in  (19) becom e nonpositive in the
Iimim ! 1 .Byestinating the third term usihg Lemm a 42, we obtain the
follow ing proof of ourm ain consistency result (Theorem 3.1).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. Obviously the assum ptions of the theorem
In ply that the rsttwo tem s of (19) autom atically converge to zero. In the
follow ing, we only need to show that 8 f 2 span (S) :supzrln max(O;QA (fAE)

S¢)! Owhenm ! 1 .
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From Section A 1 we know that there exists a distrbbution-independent
numberM > 0 such thatM @) < M Prallunderlying distrbutions. T here-
ore orallem pirical samples 21 , Lenm a 4 2 inplies that

%
N kfoks + kfky A X* 5.+ kfk
) ———— K@)+ "y g
sp + kfkg 15+ Ktk
A A A P k 1 h?
where A (f)=max(0;A (f) A (f)),sk=kfgki+ L hiand "= =M +
" .Now usihgthe nequalty X (f5) max( ( ( kfoki))  ( (kfkp));0)=

c(f) and Kk, ,we obtain
" Xk #

N kfok, + kfk s: + kfk
(20) sup A £) sup oM T A + ot B

i ¢ il
gz m k Kkm Sk + kfkl =1 Sk + kfkl

O bserve that the right-hand side is jnd%endent of the samplk ZT' . From
the assum ptions of the theorem , we have %:o"j< 1 and lmy; 7 sg=1 .
Now the proofofTheorem 4.1 mpliesthatask, ! 1 ,the righthand side
of (20) converges to zero. T herefore lm 1 1 SUpzn AA(fAﬁ) = 0.

The follow ng universal consistency result is a straightforward conse-
quence of Theorem 3.1.

Corollary 5.1. Under the assum ptions of Theorem 3.1, for any Borel
set U Rd, if gpan(S) isdense in C U )| the set of continuous fiinctions
under the uniform nomm topology, then for all Borelmeasure D on U
f 1;1q,

lin EzpQ (fy)= _0f O (f);
m ! f2B U)

where B (U) is the set of Borelm easurabk fiinctions.

Proof. Weonly need to show infrygans)Q €)= nferp ¢)Q (£). This
follow s directly from Theorem 4.1 of [38].

For binary classi cation problem s where y= 1, given any realvalied
function f,wepredicty=1iff x) Oandy= 1 iff (x)< 0.The classi-
cation error is the llow Ing 0{1 loss function:

“Ex)y)= IvE k) O
where T [E ] is the indicator function of the event E , and the expected loss is

@1) LE)=Ep "EX);Y):
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T he goal of classi cation is to nd a predictor £ to m inim ize (21). U sihg
thenotation &)=P (Y = 1K = x),tiswellknown thatL ,them ininum
of L (f), can be achieved by setting f x) = 2 x) 1.LetD be a Borel
measure de ned on U f 1;1g; i isknown (eg., see [38]) that ifQ (f) !
infrrp v)Q (£), then L (f) ! L .W e thus have the follow ing consistency
result for binary-classi cation problem s.

Corollary 5.2. Under the assum ptions of Corollary 5.1, we have

Im EgpLfg)=1L

T he stopping criterion given In Theorem 3.1 dependson Ry (S).For S
that satis esA ssum ption 4.1, this can be estin ated from (17).T he condition

(m) mRm 6)! 0in Theorem 31 becomes () m = o( m ).Using
the bounds for ( ) in Sectiord 2, we obtain the follow Ing condition.

A ssumption 5.1. The sequence , satis es:

@) Logistic regression ()= M1+ exp( £)): o = otm 72).
(i) Exponential (f)=exp( f): , = o(logm ).

(i) Least squares (f)= (f 1)?: , = om ™).

(ir) M odi ed Jeast squares (f)=max(0;1 £)?: 5 = om ™).
) pnom (f)=Ff 1F¥@ 2):n =ofm'P).

W e can summ arize the above discussion In the llow Ing theorem , which
applies to boosted VC classes such as boosted trees and two—level neural
netw orks.

Theorem 5.1. UnderAssumption 32, ket e one ofthe loss functions
considered in Section A 1. A ssum e further that in A Igorithm 2.1 we choose
Ehe quantities £y, "x and x to ke independent of the sam pk Z 7 , such that

%:o"j< 1 ,and hy = sup x satis es (@).

Suppose S satis es AssumptjonP4.1 and we choose sam plk-independent
kn ' 1, such that , = kfoky + }j?zohj satis es Assumption 51. If we
stop A gorithm 2.1 at step ky , then kakm k1 n and the following consis—
tency result holds:

Im EznQ (f, )= Df Q(f):

m!1 * f2span(S)
M oreover, if span (S) isdense in C (U) for a Borelset U Rd, then for all
BorlmesuresD on U £ 1;1g, we have

I EznQ (f, )= Df Q();  In EznL(f, )=L
m! 1 1 £2B (U) m! 1 1
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Note that In the above theoram the stopping criterion k, is sam ple—
Independent. H owever, sin ilar to Theorem 3.1, wem ay allow other sam ple—
dependent kK such that kaﬁkl stays within the [, bound. One may be
tem pted to interpret the rates of ,, . However, sihce di erent loss func-
tions approxin ate the underlying distrbution in di erent ways, i is not
clear that one can rigorously com pare them .M oreover, our analysis is likely
to be loose.

53. Som e bounds on the rate of convergence. In addition to consistency,
it is also usefulto study statistical rates of convergence of the greedy boost—
ing m ethod w ith certain target function classes. Since our analysis is based
on the 1-nom of the target function, the natural function classes we m ay
consider are those that can be approxin ated wellusing a function in span (S)
wih snall l-nom .

W e would lke to em phasize that rate resuls, that have been stated In
T heoram s32 and 3.3 and are to be proved here, are not necessarily optin al.
T here are several reasons for this. First, we relate the num erical behavior
ofboosting to 1-nom regularization. In reality, thism ay not alw ays be the
best way to analyze boosting since boosting can be studied using other com —
plxiy m easures such as sparsity (€g. see R2] for som e other com plexity
m easures). Second, even with the 1-nom regularization com plexity m ea—
sure, the num erical convergence analysis in Section 4.1 m ay not be tight.
Thisagain willadversely a ect our nalbounds.Third, ouruniform conver-
gence analysis, based on the relatively sin ple R adem acher com plexity, isnot
necessarily tight. For som e problam s there are m ore sophisticated m ethods
which in prove upon our approach here (eg., s=e [R, 3, 4, 5, 6], 22, 301]).

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 much Interest in developing data-dependent bounds which 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 cbservation, is a quite signi cant recent
theoretical advance. H owever, as m entioned above, there are other aspects
of our analysis that can be loose. M oreover, we are m alnly interested in
worst case scenario upper bounds on the convergence behavior of boosting
w ithout looking at the data. T herefore we shallnot develop data-dependent
bounds here.

T he statistical convergence behavior ofthe boosting algorithm relieson its
num erical convergence behavior, which can be estin ated using (14).Com -
bined with statistical convergence analysis, we can easily obtain our m ain
rate of convergence result in Theoram 3 3.
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Proof of Theorem 3.3. From (19) we cbtain

~ 1 oA ~
EznQ &) Q@E)+2 (n) nRn G)F 19? ( kfky)+supl (£) Q (E)I:
2y
Now we sinply apply Corollary 4.3 to bound the last term . This leads to
the desired bound.

T he result for logistic regression in T heoram 32 follow s easily from T he—
oram 3.3.

Proof of Theorem 3.2. Consider logistic regression loss and constant
step-size boosting, where hy = hg m ). Note that for logistic regression we
have () 1,M @ 1, ( kfki) 1+ kfk; and (0) 1.Using these
estin ates, we obtain from T heoram 3.3,

kfk; + 1 kfk;

Ezn Q (£ £)+ 2 nRp S)+ — 4 + ,h :
220 &) 0 E) R v o)

U sing the estin ate of Ry, (S) in (17), and Jetting hy (m ) 1= m , we obtain

@Cs+ 1) m kfki+1 kfk;
P + —p—+

Ezn Q (fy) Q(F)+ — = e
1 m

T his leads to the claim .

6. Experin ents. The purpose of this section is not to reproduce the
large num ber ofalready existing em pirical studies on boosting.A lthough this
paper is theoretical in nature, it is stillusefil to em pirically exam ine various
In plications of our analysis, so that we can verify they have ocbservable
consequences. For this reason our experin ents focus m ainly on aspects of
boosting w ith early stopping which have not been addressed in previous
studies.

Speci cally, we are Interested in testing consistency and various issues of
boosting w ith early stopping based on our theoretical analysis. A s pointed
out In 28], experin entally testing consistency is a very challenging task.
T herefore, In this section we have to rely on relatively sin ple synthetic data,
forwhich we can precisely controlthe problem and the associated B ayes risk .
Such an experin ental setup serves the purpose of illustrating m ain insights
revealed by our theoretical analyses.

6.1l. Experim ental setup. In order to fully control the data generation
m echanism , we shalluse sin ple one-din ensional exam ples. A sin ilar exper—
In ental setup was also used In 23] to study various theoretical aspects of
voting classi cation m ethods.
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Our goal is to predict Y 2 £ 1g based on X 2 [;1]. Throughout the
experin ents, X is uniform ly distributed in [0;1]. W e consider the target
conditional probability of the form P (Y = 1K )= 2fdX gI(fdX g 05) +
21 fdXg) I(EdX g> 05),whered 1 isan integer which controls the
com plexity of the target function, and I denotes the set indicator function.
W e have also used the notation fzg= z bzc to denote the decin alpart of
a realnum ber z, w ith the standard notation ofbzc for the integer part of z.
T he Bayes error rate ofourm odel is always 025.

G raphically, the target conditional probability contains d triangles. F ig-
ure 1 plots such a target ford= 2.

W euse one-din ensional stum psofthe form I (0;al) asourbasis functions,
where a is a param eter n [0;1]. They form a com plete basis sihce each
Interval Indicator fuinction I ((a;b]) can be expressed as I ([0;b]) I (D;al).

T here have been a num ber of experim ental studies on the in pact ofusing
di erent convex loss functions (e4g., see [14, 27, 28, 39]). A Ithough our the-
oretical analysis applies to general loss fiinctions, it is not re ned enough to
suggest that any one particular loss is better than another. For this reason,
our experin ental study w ill not include a com prehensive com parison of dif-
ferent loss functions. T his task is better left to dedicated em pirical studies
(such as som e of those m entioned above).

Wewillonly focus on consequences of our analysis which have not been
well studied em pirically. T hese nclude various issues related to early stop—
ping and their in pact on the perform ance of boosting. For this purpose,
throughout the experin ents we shall only use the least—squares loss func-
tion. In fact, i is known that this loss function works quite well for m any
classi cation problem s (see, eg., [11, 27]) and has been widely applied to
m any pattem-recognition applications. Its sin plicity also m akes it attrac—
tive.
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Fig.2. G raphs ofboosting estim ators after k = 32 and 1024 iterations.

For the last—squares loss, the target finction which the boosting proce—
dure triesto estinate isf x)= 2P (¥ = 1X = x) 1.In our experin ents,
unless otherw ise noted, we use boosting w ith restricted step-size, where at
each iteration we lin it the step-size to be no larger than h;= @1+ 1) 273,
T his choice satl_;s es our num elg'cal convergence requiram ent, w here we need
the conditions ;hij=1 and ;h?< 1 .Therefore it also satis esthe con—

sistency requirem ent In Theorem 3.1.

62. Early stopping and over tting. A lthough it is known that boosting
forever can over t (eg., see [16, 19]), it isnaturalto begin our experim ents
by graphically show ing the e ect of early-stopping on the predictive perfor-
m ance of boosting.

W e shalluse the target conditionalprobability described earlier w ith com —
plxity d= 2, and training sam ple-size 0o£100.F igure 2 plots the graphsofes—
tim ators obtained afterk = 32 and 1024 boosting iterations. T he dotted lines

mrzp

exacess convex loss
execess classification error

w0 1’
number of iterations number of iterations

Excessive convex loss Excessive classification error

Fig. 3. P redictive perform ance ofboosting as a finction of boosting iterations.



BOOSTING W ITH EARLY STOPPING 27

045

o4F

035

0.3F

0251

training emar

o2F

LR LT

DApR

005 :
0 10

10
number of iterations

Fig.4. Training error.

on the background show the true target function £ x)= 2P (¥ = 1 KX = x).
W e can see that after 32 iterations, the boosting estin 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 , In plying
that the boosting estin ator starts to over t the data.

Figure 3 show s the predictive perform ance ofboosting versus the num ber
of iterations. T he need for early stopping is quite apparent In this exam ple.
T he excessive classi cation error quantity isde ned asthe true classi cation
error of the estin ator m inus the Bayes error wWhich is 025 in our case).
Sim ilarly, the excessive convex bss quantity is de ned as the true least—
squares loss of the estin ator m inus the optin al least-squares loss of the
target function £ (x).Both excessive classi cation error and convex loss are
evaluated through num erical Integration for a given decision rule.M oreover,
aswe can see from Figure 4, the training error continues to decrease as the
num ber ofboosting iterations increases, w hich eventually leads to over tting
of the training data.

6 3. Early stopping and total step—=size. Since our theoretical analysis fa—
vors restricted step-size, a relevant question is what step-size we should
choose. W e are not the rst authors to ook into this issue. For exam ple,
Friedm an and his coauthors suggested using an all steps [14, 15]. In fact,
they argued that the an aller the step-size, the better. They perform ed a
num ber of em pirical studies to support this clam . T herefore we shall not
reinvestigate this issue here. Instead, we focus on a closely related im pli-
cation of our analysis, which will be useful for the purpose of reporting
experin ental results in later sections.

Let ; be the step-size taken by the boosting algorithm at the ith itera-
tion. O ur analysis characterizes the convergence behavior of boosting after
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Fig.5. P redictive perform ance of boosting as a function of total step-size.

the kth step, 1_90t by the number of iterations k itself, but rather by the
quantity sy = ; h; in (10), asPlong as i h;2 Pi.Although our theo—
rem sare stated w ith thequantity ;  h;, Insteadof | | ;, tdoessuggest
that in order to com pare the behavior ofbooslg'ng under di erent con gu-—
rations, it ism ore naturalto use the quantity , , ;i Which we shallcall
total step-size throughout later experim ents) as a m easure of stopping point
rather than the actual num ber ofboosting iterations. T his concept of total
step-size also appeared in [18, 17].

Figure 5 show s the predictive perform ance of boosting versus the total
step-size. W e use 100 training exam ples, w ith the target conditional proba—
bility of com plexity d= 3. T he unrestricted step-size m ethod uses exact op—
tim ization. N ote that for least-squares loss, as explained in S ion A 3, the
resulting step-sizes w ill still satisfy our consistency condition | f <1.
T he restricted step-size schem e w ith step-size h em ploys a constant step—
size restriction of *; h.This experin ent show s that the behavior of these
di erent boosting m ethods is quite sin ilar when we m easure the perfor-
m ance not by the num ber of boosting iterations, but instead by the total
step-size. T hiscbservation jisti esourtheoretical analysis, w hich usesquan—
tities closely related to the total step-size to characterize the convergence
behavior of boosting m ethods. Based on this result, in the next few exper—
In ents we shall use the total step-size (nstead of the num ber of boosting
Iterations) to com pare boosting m ethods under di erent con gurations.

64. The e ect of sam pk-size on early stopping. An Interesting issue for
boosting w ith early stopping is how its predictive behavior changes when
the num ber of sam ples Increases. A lthough our analysis does not o er a
quantitative characterization, i in plies that we should stop later (@nd the
allow able stopping range becom es w ider) when sam ple size increases. This
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Fig. 6. Predictive perform ance of boosting at di erent sam pl sizes.

essentially suggests that the optin al stopping point in the boosting predic—
tive perform ance curve w ill increase as the sam pl size ncreases, and the
curve itselfbecom es atter. It follow s that w hen the sam ple size is relatively
large, we should run boosting algorithm s for a longer tin e, and it is less
necessary to do aggressive early stopping.

T he above qualitative characterization of the boosting predictive curve
also has im portant practical consequences.W ebelieve thism ay be one reason
why in m any practicalproblem s it isvery di cul forboosting to over t, and
practitioners offen observe that the perform ance ofboosting kesps In proving
as the num ber of boosting iterations increases.

Figure 6 show s the e ect of sam pl size on the behavior of the boosting
m ethod. Since our theoretical analysis applies directly to the convergence
of the convex loss (the convergence of classi cation error follow s In plicitly
as a consequence of convex loss convergence), the phenom enon described
above ism ore apparent for excessive convex loss curves. The e ect on classi-

cation error is less obvious, which suggests there is a discrepancy betw een
classi cation error perform ance and convex lossm Inin ization perform ance.

6.5. Early stopping and consistency. In thisexperim ent we dem onstrate
that as sam ple size ncreases, boosting w ith early stopping leads to a con-—
sistent estin ator w ith is error rate approaching the optim al B ayes error.
C learly, it isnot possible to prove consistency experin entally, which requires
running a sampl size of 1 .W e can only use a nite number of sam ples to
dem onstrate a clear trend that the predictive perform ance of boosting w ith
early stopping converges to the B ayes error when the sam pl size ncreases.
Another m ain focus of this experim ent is to com pare the perform ance of
di erent early stopping strategies.
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T heoretical results in this paper suggest that for least squares loss, we
can achieve consistency as long as we stop at total step-size approxin ately
m wih < 1=4, wherem isthe samplk size.W e call such an early stop—
ping strategy the -strategy.Since our theoretical estim ate is conservative,
we exam ine the -strategy both for = 1=6 and for = 1=4. Instead of
the theoretically m otivated (and suboptin al) -strategy, in practice one can
use cross validation to determ ine the stopping point. W e use a sam ple size
of one-third the training data to estin ate the optim al stopping total step—
size which m Inin izes the classi cation error on the validation set, and then
use the training data to com pute a boosting estim ator which stops at this
crossvalidation-determ ined total step-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
crossvalidation-based m ethod is m ore reliable. The -strategies, although
they perform less well, also dem onstrate a trend of convergence to consis—
tency.W e have also noticed that the cross validation schem e stops later than
the -strategies, In plying that ourtheoretical resuls in posem ore restrictive
conditions than necessary.

It is also interesting to see how well cross validation nds the optin al
stopping point. In Figure 8 we com pare the cross validation strategy w ith
tw o oracle strategies which are not In plem entable: one selects the optim al
stopping point which m inin izes the true classi cation error which we refer
to as optim alerror), and the other selects the optin al stopping point which
m inin izes the true convex loss Which we refer to as optim al convex risk).
These two m ethods can be regarded as ideal theoretical stopping points
for boosting m ethods. T he experin ent show s that cross validation perform s
quite well at lJarge sam pl sizes.

In the log coordinate space, the convergence curve of boosting w ith the
cross validation stopping criterion is approxin ately a straight line, which
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In plies that the excess errors decrease as a power of the sam ple size. By
extrapolating this nding, it is reasonable for us to believe that boosting
w ith early stopping converges to the B ayes error in the lin i, which veri es
the consistency. Thetwo  stopping rules, even though show ingm uch slower
linear convergence trend, also lead to consistency.

6.6. The e ectoftarget function com plexity on early stopping. A lthough
we know that boosting w ith an appropriate early stopping strategy leads to
a consistent estin ator in the large sam ple lim it, the rate of convergence
depends on the com plexity of the target function (see Section 5.3). In our
analysis the com plexiy can be m easured by the 1-nom of the target func-
tion. For target functions considered here, it is not very di cult to show
that in order to approxin ate to an accuracy w ithin ", i is only necessary
to use a com bination of our decision stum ps w ith the 1-nom Cd=".In this
formula C is a constant and d is the com plexiy of the target finction.

O ur analysis suggests that the convergence behavior of boosting w ith
early stopping dependson how easy it is to approxin ate the target function
using a combination of basis functions wih snall 1-nom . A target wih
d= u isu-tin esasdi cul to approxim ate as a target with d= 1.T herefore
the optim al stopping point, m easured by the total step-size, should accord—
Ingly increase as d increases. M oreover, the predictive perform ance becom es
worse. Figure 9 illustrates this phenom enon with d= 1;3;5 at the sample
size of 300. N otice again that since our analysis applies to the convex risk,
thisphenom enon ism uch m ore apparent for the excessive convex loss perfor-
m ance than the excessive classi cation error perform ance.C learly this again
show s that although by m inin izing a convex loss we Indirectly m inin ize the
classi cation error, these two quantities do not behave identically.
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Fig.8. Consistency and early stopping.
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In this paper we have studied a general version of the

boosting procedure given in A Igorithm 2.1. T he num erical convergence be—
havior of this algorithm hasbeen studied using the socalled averaging tech—
nique, which was previously used to analyze greedy algorithm s for optin iza—
tion problem s de ned In the convex hullof a set ofbasis functions.W e have
derived an estin ate of the num erical convergence soeed and established con—
ditions that ensure the convergence of A gorithm 2.1.0 ur resuls generalize
those in previous studies, such as the m atching pursui analysis in R9] and
the convergence analysis of A daBoost by Brein an [9].

Furthem ore, we have studied the lraming com plexity of boosting algo—
rithm sbased on the R adem acher com plexity ofthe basis fiinctions. T ogether
w ith the num erical convergence analysis, we have established a generalearly
stopping criterion for greedy boosting procedures for various loss fiinctions
that guarantees the consistency of the obtained estim ator in the large sam —
Pl lim it.For speci ¢ choices of step-sizes and sam ple-independent stopping
criteria, we have also been able to establish bounds on the statistical rate of
convergence. W e would like tom ention that the leaming com plexity analysis
given in this paper is rather crude. C onsequently, the required conditions in
our consistency strategy m ay be m ore restrictive than one actually needs.

A num berofexperim entsw ere presented to study variousaspects ofboost-
Ing w ith early stopping.W e speci cally focused on issues that have not been
covered by previous studies. T hese experin ents show that various quanti-
ties and oconcepts revealed by our theoretical analysis lead to observable
consequences. T his suggests that our theory can lead to usefiil nsights into
practical applications of boosting algorithm s.

APPEND X

A 1. Loss function exam ples. W e list comm only used loss functions that
satisfy A ssum ption 3.1.They show that for a typicalboosting loss function
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, there exists a constant M such that sup,M (@) M .All loss functions
considered are convex.

A 1.1. Logistic regression. This is a traditional loss function used in
statistics, which is given by (in natural log form here)
Eiy)= 0+ exp( £y)); @)= u:
W e assum e that the basis finctions satisfy the condition

sup )] 1; y= 1:
92 S;x

It can be veri ed that A (f) is convex di erentiable.W e also have

gX )%y ? 1
2% 0)=Eyx. .
ta O = B R Y N+ ep( EX)Y)) 4

A 12. Exponential oss. T his loss function isused In the A daB oost algo—
rithm , which is the origihal boosting procedure for classi cation problem s.
It is given by

(Eiy)=exp( fy); @)= nu:
A gain we assum e that the basis finctions satisfy the condition

sup )] 1; y= 1:
92 8;x

In thiscase it isalso not di cul to verify that A (f) is convex di erentiable.
Hence we also have

A0 (0)=Ex;Yg(X)2Y26Xp( fX®)Y) ExygX)Y exp( £X)Y)F

£ Exyexp( £X)Y) Exy exp( £X)Y)P

A 13. Least squares. The last squares formulation has been widely
studied in regression, but can also be applied to classi cation problem s [10, 11, 14, 30].
A greedy boosting-like procedure for least squareswas rst proposed In the
signal processing com m unity, where it was called m atching pursuit R9].T he
loss function is given by

Ey)=3E v ()= u:
W e In pose the llow Ing weaker condition on the basis functions:
supEx g ) 1;  EyY®<1:
g2Ss

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

AL, 0 =ExgX)® 1:
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A lA4A.Mdi ed kast squares. For classi cation problem s we m ay con-—
sider the follow Ing m odi ed version of the least squares loss, which has a
better approxin ation property [38]:

(£;y) = %max(l £y;0)%; ()= u:
Since this loss is for classi cation problem s, we in pose the condition

sipEx gX )* 1; y= 1:
g28s

Tt isclearthat A (f) isconvex di erentiable, and we have the follow Ing bound
for the second derivative:

AL 0) Exg®)? 1

A 15. pnom boosting. p-nom loss can be Interesting both for regres—
sion and for classi cation. In this paperwe w illonly consider the case w ith

P 2

1 .
£iy)= 3 ; = ——u"*:
Eyv)=F v¥ () TR

W e in pose the condition

supEx X )T 1; Ey¥¥<1:
g2Ss

Now tu=Eyxy ¥® )+ hgX) Y F;wehave
1
A%,gmhiu‘z PPEx y g )sign (f K )+ hg® ) Y)

FX)+hg®) YP '
T herefore the second derivative can be bounded as
AD h)=u® PPEy ygK )P EFX)+hgx) YF?

P 2. e mp

p 1

Exx9g®)son€®)+hg®) Y)¥®)+hgr) YT 'T
u® PPEy g )P EFX )+ hgr) YF 2
u® PPEST Hx)FEF PPER)+ hgx) Y P
=By R w0 1

w here the second inequality follow s from H older’s nequality w ith the duality
pair E=2;p=@ 2)).
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Remark A .l. Sinilarto the least squares case, we can de ne them od—
i ed pnom loss for classi cation problam s.A lthough thecasep2 (1;2) can
be handled by the prooftechniques used In thispaper, it requiresam odi ed
analysis since in this case the corregponding loss fiinction isnot second-order
di erentiable at zero. See related discussions In [37].N ote that the hinge loss
used In support vector m achines cannot be handled directly w ith our cur-
rent technique since its rst-order derivative is discontinuous. H ow ever, one
m ay approxin ate the hinge loss w ith a continuously di erentiable function,
which can then be analyzed.

A 2. Num erical convergence proofs. T his section containstw o proofs for
the num erical convergence analysis section (Section 4.1).

Proof of the one-step analysisor Lemma 4.1. G iven an arbirary
xed reference function £ 2 span (S) w ith the representation
X
2) f=  wlify; £525;
J
wewould lke to com pare A (fi) to A (£).Sihce £ isarbirary, we use such a
com parison to obtain a bound on the num erical convergence rate.
G iven any nite subset S° S such that S° ffig, we can represent £
m inin ally as
X
f= wgog;
g2s0

w here wgo= wJ when g= fy for some j, and wgo= 0 f_gvhen gz ffiyg. A

quantity that will appear In our analysis is kwgok; = ;550 j/v'goj. Sihce
kw gok; = kwk;, w ithout any confusion, we w ill still denote wgo by w w ith
the convention that w9 = 0 forallg 2 ffg.

G iven this reference function f, let us consider a representation of fi asa
Inear combination ofa nite number of functions Sy S, where Sy ffyg
is to be chosen Jater. T hat is, w ith g Indexing an arbirary function in Sy,
we expand f; in term sofff’swhidl arem em bers of S, with coe cients E:

X
3) fx = £
92 Sk
W ih this representation, we de ne
X
W k= kw kkl = jNg Ej:
g2 Sk

Recall that in the statem ent of the lemm a, the convergence bounds are

In term sofkw k; and a sequence of nondecreasing num bers sy, which satisfy
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the condition

k1

sk = kfoky + hi; JxJ hk2 «i

=0
where hy can be any real num ber that satis es the above Inequality, w hich
m ay orm ay not depend on the actual step-size  com puted by the boosting
algorithm .

U sing the de nition of 1-nom for £ and since fy 2 span (S), it is clear

that forall"> 0 we can choossea niesubsst S, S, vector  and vector

w such that
X
k ki = 307 s+ "=2; kwky kfky + "=2:
g2 Sy

It follow s that with appropriate representation, the follow ng inequality
holds forall"> 0:

©4) W . s+ kfk + ":

W e now proceed to show that even in the worse case, the value A (fi+1)
A (f) decreases from A (fx) A (f) by a reasonable quantity.

T he basic idea is to upperbound them inin um ofa set of num bersby an
appropriately chosen weighted average of these num bers. T his proof tech—
nigue, which we shall call \averaging m ethod," was used In [L, 20, 25, 37]
for analysis of greedy-type algorithm s.

For hy that satis es (10), the symm etry of y inplies hy sign w9 E)2

x - Therefore the approxin ate m inin ization step (3) inplies that for all
g2 Sy, we have

A (frr1) A (f+ hesTg)+ " s?=sign@w? [):

Now muliply the above nequality by 9 Ejand sum over g2 Sy;we
obtain

X g
(25) W x @ (Exe1) ") e wWIRA (f + hesIg) =:B (y):

928y

W e only need to upper bound B (), which in tum gives an upper bound
on A (fx+1).

W e recall a simpl but In portant property of a convex function that
follow s directly from the de nition of convexity of A (f) as a function of
f:forallfi;f;

(26) A) AEND+TrAE) &  f1):
IfA (fx) A ()< O,then A (fyx)=0.From 02 | and (3), we obtain

A1) AE) AE) AE)+ " "
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whith mmplies (13). Hence the Jemm a holds in this case. Therefore in the
follow ing, we assum e that A (f,) A (f) O.

U sing Taylor expansion, we can bound each tem on the right-hand side
of (25) as

h2
A (f + hs9g) A (F) + hesIr A () g+ ?k sup AL . ( hes9):

2 [0;1]
Since A ssum ption 3.1 in plies that

sup AP ., (hs¥)= sup AD, 0 M kfxks+ hy);
2 0;11] 2 0;:1]

we have
h2
A (f + hes%g) A (F)+ hes’rA &)Tg+ 7“1\4 kfiky + hy):

Taking a weighted average, we have
X

B (hy) = 37 wIRA (E + hes%g)
92 Sk
X h?
Ji wIIA )+ T A (E) hesPgt M kfika + By
92 Sk

h2
= W A E)+ hrA ) E f)+ 7]‘ W M (kfxks + hy)

h2
W A (f)+ he B (F) A (E)]+ f W kM (kfxks + hy):

T he Jast nequality ollow s from (26) .Now using (25) and thebound kfik; +
hy  sk+1, we cbtain

2

hy h?
B E) B E)+ M (5e1):

W g
Now replace W by the right-hand side of 24) wih " ! 0; we obtain the
lemma.

A (1) A@E) " 1

Proof of the multistep analysisor Lemma 4.2. Notethat forall

¥* h. Xk Svyq1 St
1 = exp n 1
. s\t a . s\t a
=3 =3
|
X Sv 1 Sh z Sk+ 1 1
exp _— exp dv
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- _Sta
Sk+1t @

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

Vs h- Xk ¥ h-
A (£ s1) 1 ——— A+ 1T —
. s+ kfk; o es s+ kfk;
so + kfk X< 5.1+ kfk
0 LA (F o)+ 3+ 1 1,,j:
Sk+ 1 + kfkl Sk+ 1 + kfkl

=0

A 3. D iscussion of step-size. W e have been deriving our results in the
case of restricted step-size in which the crucial sm all step-size condition is
explicit. In this section we investigate the case ofunrestricted step-size under
exact m inin ization, for which we show that the sm all step-size condition is
actually in plicit ifthe boosting algorithm converges. T he in plication isthat
the consistency (and rate of convergence) resuls can be extended to such a
case, although the analysis becom es m ore com plicated.

Let =R Porallk, so that the size of  In the boosting algorithm is
unrestricted . For sin plicity, we w illonly consider the case that sup,M (a) is
upper bounded by a constant M .

Interestingly enough, although the size of | isnot restnctl_@d in theboost-
ing algorithm itself, for certain form ulations the nequality ? <1 sl
holds. Theorem 4.1 can then be applied to show the convergence of such
boosting procedures. For convenience, we w ill in pose the follow ng addi-
tional assum ption for the step-size , In A gorithm 2.1:

27) A+ xx)= jI;EA(fk'}' kG )7
k

w hich m eans that given the selected basis fiinction gy, the corresponding
is chosen to be the exact m Inin izer.

Lemma A .l. Assume that | satis es (7). If therre exists a positive
constant ¢ such that

, . ®
nf inf A

o 0 G
K 20:) Y+ K+ 1% 4

then

2 2c 'R (f) A (a1l

0

£ 19 ( x)= 0.Using Taylor ex—

Proof. Since ymininizesAg¢ ,4 (), A
pansion, we cbtain

1, @ 2
Afk;gk (O)= Afk;gk ( k)+ EAfkigk ( k k) k7



BOOSTING W ITH EARLY STOPPING 39

where 2 (0;1). That is, A (fx) = A (fxs1) + %Agm(k x) ?.By assump-
U'on,wehaveAg?ng(k x) c. It Plows that, 837 O, % 201B(fj)

A (f5+1)].W e can obtain the lemm a by summ ing from j= 0 to k.
By combining Lemma A .1 and Corollary 4.1, we cbtain:
Corollary A .1l. Assume thatsup,M @)< +1 and"; in (3) satis es

ﬁzo"j< 1 .Assume also that in A gorithm 21 we Bt =R and kt |
satisfy 7). If

. . ® .
nf Zl(lof;l)A @ 5+ 5 O 05
then
Iim A (f) = nf A(E):
k! 1 f2span (S)
Proof. Iflimy: 1 A (f)= 1 , then the conclusion is autom atically
true. O therw ise, Lemm a A .1 in plies that %:0 %; 1 .Now choose hy=

j 33+ 1=(G+ 1) in (10);wehave 3 ohs=1 ,and 3 ,h%<1 .Thecon-
vergence now ollow s from Corollary 4.1.

Least squares Joss. The convergence of unrestricted step-size boosting
using least squares loss m atching pursui) was studied in R9].Sihce a scaling
ofthebasis fiinction doesnot change the algorithm , w ithout loss ofgenerality
we can assum e that Ex g X )2 =1 forallg2 S (assum e S does not contain
function 0). In this case it is easy to check that orallg2 S,

AL 0)=ExgK)=1:

P
T herefore the conditions in C orollary A 1 are satis ed as long as %z oMy <

1 .This show s that the m atching pursui procedure converges, that is,

Iim A (f)= nf A (f):

k! 1 f2span (S)
W e would lke to point out that for m atching pursuit, the inequality in
Lemma A 1l can be replaced by the equality

%k

2= 2R () A (Fe1)k
=0

which was referred to as \energy conservation" in 29], and was used there
to prove the convergence.
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Exponential loss. T he convergence behavior ofboosting w ith exponential
loss was previously studied by Breim an P] for 1-trees under the assum p—
tion mf,P (¥ = 1k)P (¥ = 1k)> 0.Using exact com putation, B rein an
ocbtained an equality sin ilar to the m atching pursuit energy conservation

ation. A spart of the convergence analysis, the equality was used to show

Lo 2<1.

T he follow ing lem m a show s that under a m ore general condition, the con—
vergence of unrestricted boosting w ith exponential loss follow s directly from
Corollary A 1. This result extends that of O], but the condition still con—

strains the class of m easures that generate the pint distribution of X ;Y ).

Lemma A .2. Assume that
q
J'lz’lstij(X)j PY=1X)Pp ¥ = 1X)>O0:

g

P 2
0)> 0.Henee . <<

If | satis es (27), then inf inf , o)A ;3

Y+ K+ 19
Proof. For notational sinplicity, we ket gk v = exp( £ X )Y ).Recall
that the direct com putation of A %);g (0) in Section A 12 yields

Ex ;v x AL, 0)
= Exy9® Y xylExyxyl Exyg®)¥agyl
= Ex9X®)’Eyyx &y ExByxky] ExgX)EyyxYagxyl
Ex9®)Ey x % x JExEy x G v ]
ExgX ¥ EyxYxy JEx By x Yy J

ExgX )’Eyx x Ex Evx%y FyvxY&kyl
q
Ex §®)J Evky Eyx &y ByxY&x)T
q
Ex §®)j 2P (¥ = 1K )P (¥ = 1K )T:

The rst and the third inequalities follow from Cauchy{Schwarz, and the
last inequality used the fact that @+ b)(@+ b) B b) 2ab.Now ob-—
servethatEyx v Ok v = exp @ (£)).Theexact m inim ization (27) in plies that
A (fx) A (fp) Prallk 0. Therefore, usihg Jensen’s nequality we know
that 8 2 (0;1);A (A Y+ fir1) A (fy).This in plies the desired in—
equality,

@
A g+ i O

q
exp( 2B (fo))Ex B K )j 2P (¥ = 1K )P (¥ = 1K)T:
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A lhough unrestricted step-size boosting procedures can be sucoessfil in
certain cases, or general problem swe are unable to prove convergence. In
such cases the crucial condition of :]L-z 0 ? < 1 ,asrequired in the proofof
Corollary A 1, can be violated. A lthough we do not have concrete exam ples
at this point, we believe boosting m ay fail to converge w hen this condition
is violated.

For exam ple, for logistic regression we are unable to prove a result sin ilar
to Lemma A 2. The di culty is caused by the neardinear behavior of the
Joss function tow ard negative In niy.T hism eans that the second derivative
is o0 an allthat wem ay take an extrem ely large step-size when 5 isexactly
m Inin ized.

Intuitively, the di culty associated w ith large 5§ is due to the potential
problem of large oscillation in that a greedy step m ay search fora suboptin al
direction, which needs to be corrected later on. If a large step is taken
tow ard the suboptim al direction, then m any m ore additional steps have to
be taken to correct the m istake. If the additional steps are also large, then
we m ay overcorrect and go to som e other suboptim aldirections. In general
it becom es di cul to keep track of the overall e ect.

A 4. The relationship ofAdaBoost and L 1 -m argin m axim ization. G iven
a realvalued classi cation function p (x), we consider the follow Ing discrete
prediction rule:

1; ifpx) O,

©8) Y= 1, ifpx)< 0.

Tts classi cation error [for sin plicity we ignore the point p (x) = 0, which is
assum ed to occur rarely] is given by

1; fp &)y ’
0; pr(X)y> 12

wih = 0. In general, we may consider 0 and the param eter 0
is often referred to as m argin, and we shall call the corresponding error
function I, m argin error.

In B3] the authors proved that under appropriate assum ptions on the
base leamer, the expected m argin error L wih a positive margin > 0
also decreases exponentially. It follow s that regularity assum ptions of weak
lraming for AdaBoost Inply the follow ing m argin condition: there exists

> 0 such that My gan s)krk=1L (E;y) = 0, which iIn tum implies the
nequality oralls> O,

L &)y =

(29) inf Exyexp( sEtX)Y) exp( s):
f2span (S)kfki=1
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W e now show that under (29) the expected m argin errors (w ith sn allm ar-
gih) from A gorithm 2.1 m ay decrease exponentially. A sin ilar analysis was
given in [B7]. H owever, the boosting procedure considered there was m odi-

ed so that the estin ator always stays in the scaled convex hull of the basis
functions. T his restriction is rem oved in the current analysis:

fo = 0; Sup  x hk; "k hi=2:

N ote that this in plies that "y hi forallk.
Now applying (15) with £ = sf forany s> 0 and ltting £ approach the
minimum n 29), we obtain (recallkfk; = 1)

Sk X* S5 + s " Sk g1
A (fk) S + 1 S
S+ S

j=lsk+s

Now lts! 1 ;wehave
A (f) sc+  h?:

Assum e we pick a constant h<  and lt hy = h; then

30) Exyexp( fr®)Y) exp( kh(  h));

which in plies that the m argin error decreases exponentially for allm argins
Jess than h.To see this, consider O< h.Since kfik; kh, we have
from (30),

L o(fy ®)=kfyki;y) P H®)Y kh 9
Exyexp( f, X )Y +kh 9 exp( kh( h 9):
T herefore

kl'i‘ﬂl L o(fx &x)=kfyks;y)= 0:
This mplies that ash ! 0, fx &X)=kfik; achieves a m argin that is within
h ofthem axinum possbl.Therefore, when h! and k! 1 , fi ®)=kfik;
approaches a m axin um m argin ssparator.

N ote that in ﬂljspa]?ttjcuilar casewe allow a smallstep—size h< ), which
violatesthe condition hi < 1 inposed fortheboosting algorithm to con-—
verge. H ow ever, this condition that prevents large oscillation from occurring
is only a su cient condition to guarantee convergence. For speci ¢ prob—
lem s, especially when infep goan ) A (£) = 1, it is still possible to achieve
convergence even if the condition is violated.
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