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A bstract. LetF be a setofM classi�cation procedureswith valuesin

[� 1;1].G iven a loss function,we want to construct a procedure which

m im ics at the best possible rate the best procedure in F .This fastest

rateiscalled optim alrateofaggregation.Considering a continuousscale

ofloss functionswith varioustypesofconvexity,we prove thatoptim al

ratesofaggregation can beeither((logM )=n)
1=2

or(logM )=n.W eprove

that,ifallthe M classi�ers are binary,the (penalized) Em piricalRisk

M inim ization procedures are suboptim al (even under the m argin/low

noise condition)when the lossfunction issom ewhat m ore than convex,

whereas,in that case,aggregation procedures with exponentialweights

achieve the optim alrate ofaggregation.

1 Introduction

Considertheproblem ofbinary classi�cation.Let(X ;A )bea m easurablespace.

Let(X ;Y )be a couple ofrandom variables,where X takesitsvaluesin X and

Y is a random labeltaking values in f� 1;1g.W e denote by � the probability

distribution of(X ;Y ).Forany function � :R 7�! R;de�ne the�� risk ofa real

valued classi�erf :X 7�! R by

A
�(f)= E[�(Y f(X ))]:

M any di�erentlosseshavebeen discussed in theliteraturealong thelastdecade

(cf.[10,13,26,14,6]),forinstance:

�0(x)= 1I(x� 0) classicallossor0� 1 loss

�1(x)= m ax(0;1� x) hingeloss(SVM loss)

x 7�! log2(1+ exp(� x))logit-boosting loss

x 7�! exp(� x) exponentialboosting loss

x 7�! (1� x)2 squared loss

x 7�! m ax(0;1� x)2 2-norm softm argin loss

W e willbe especially interested in losseshaving convex propertiesasitiscon-

sidered in the following de�nition (cf.[17]).
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D e�nition 1. Let� :R 7�! R be a function and � be a positive num ber.W e

say that� is�� convex on [� 1;1]when

[�0(x)]2 � ��
00(x); 8jxj� 1:

Forexam ple,logit-boosting lossis(e=log2)� convex,exponentialboosting loss

ise� convex,squared and 2� norm softm argin lossesare2� convex.

W e denote by f�� a function from X to R which m inim izesA � overallreal-

valued functionsand by A
�
�
def
= A �(f��)them inim al�� risk.In m ostofthecases

studied f�
�
oritssign isequalto the Bayesclassi�er

f
�(x)= sign(2�(x)� 1);

where � isthe conditionalprobability function x 7�! P(Y = 1jX = x)de�ned

on X (cf.[3,26,34]).The Bayesclassi�er f� is a m inim izer ofthe �0� risk (cf.

[11]).

O urfram ework isthesam eastheoneconsidered,am ong others,by [27,33,7]

and [29,17].W e have a fam ily F ofM classi�ersf1;:::;fM and a lossfunction

�.O urgoalisto m im ictheoraclem inf2F (A
�(f)� A

�
�)based on asam pleD n of

n i.i.d.observations(X 1;Y1);:::;(X n;Yn)of(X ;Y ).Theseclassi�ersm ay have

been constructed from a previoussam ple orthey can belong to a dictionary of

sim ple prediction ruleslike decision stum ps.The problem is to �nd a strategy

which m im ics as fast as possible the best classi�er in F .Such strategies can

then be used to construct e�cient adaptive estim ators (cf.[27,22,23,9]).W e

considerthe following de�nition,which is inspired by the one given in [29]for

the regression m odel.

D e�nition 2. Let� be a loss function.The rem ainder term 
(n;M ) is called

optim alrate ofaggregation for the �� risk,ifthefollowing two inequalities

hold.

i) Forany�nitesetF ofM functionsfrom X to [� 1;1],thereexistsa statistic
~fn such thatforanyunderlyingprobability m easure� and anyintegern � 1;

E[A �(~fn)� A
�
�]� m in

f2F

�
A
�(f)� A

�
�

�
+ C1
(n;M ): (1)

ii) There exists a �nite setF ofM functions from X to [� 1;1]such thatfor

any statistic �fn there exists a probability distribution � such that for all

n � 1

E

�
A
�(�fn)� A

�
�

�
� m in

f2F

�
A
�(f)� A

�
�

�
+ C2
(n;M ): (2)

Here C1 and C2 are absolute positive constants which m ay depend on �.M ore-

over, when the above two properties i) and ii) are satis�ed, we say that the

procedure ~fn,appearing in (1),is an optim al aggregation procedure for

the �� risk.



Thepaperisorganized asfollows.In thenextSection wepresentthreeaggre-

gation strategiesthatwillbe shown to attain the optim alratesofaggregation.

Section 3 presentsperform ance ofthese procedures.In Section 4 we give som e

proofsofthe optim ality ofthese proceduresdepending on the lossfunction.In

Section 5 we state a result on suboptim ality ofthe penalized Em piricalRisk

M inim ization proceduresand ofprocedurescalled selectors.In Section 6 wegive

som erem arks.Allthe proofsarepostponed to the lastSection.

2 A ggregation Procedures

W e introduce proceduresthatwillbe shown to achieve optim alratesofaggre-

gation depending on the loss function � :R 7�! R.Allthese procedures are

constructed with the em piricalversion ofthe �� risk and the m ain idea isthat

a classi�erfj with a sm allem pirical�� risk islikely to havea sm all�� risk.W e

denote by

A
�
n(f)=

1

n

nX

i= 1

�(Yif(X i))

the em pirical�� risk ofa real-valued classi�erf.

TheEm piricalRisk M inim ization (ER M )procedure,isde�ned by

~fE R Mn 2 Argm in
f2F

A
�
n(f): (3)

Thisisan exam pleofwhatwecalla selectorwhich isan aggregatewith values

in the fam ily F .Penalized ERM proceduresarealso exam plesofselectors.

TheAggregation with ExponentialW eights(A EW )procedureisgiven by

~fA E Wn =
X

f2F

w
(n)(f)f; (4)

wherethe weightsw (n)(f)arede�ned by

w
(n)(f)=

exp
�
� nA �

n(f)
�

P

g2F
exp

�

� nA
�
n(g)

�; 8f 2 F : (5)

The Cum ulative Aggregation with ExponentialW eights (C A EW ) proce-

dure,isde�ned by

~fC A E Wn;� =
1

n

nX

k= 1

~fA E Wk;� ; (6)

where ~fA E Wk;� isconstructed asin (4)based on thesam ple(X 1;Y1);:::;(X k;Yk)

ofsizek and with the ’tem perature’param eter� > 0.Nam ely,

~fA E Wk;� =
X

f2F

w
(k)

�
(f)f;wherew

(k)

�
(f)=

exp

�

� �� 1kA
�

k
(f)

�

P

g2F
exp

�

� �� 1kA
�

k
(g)

�; 8f 2 F :



The idea ofthe ERM procedure goes to Le Cam and Vapnik.Exponential

weightshavebeen discussed,forexam ple,in [2,15,19,33,7,25,35,1]orin [32,8]in

the on-lineprediction setup.

3 Exact O racle Inequalities.

W e now recallsom e known upperboundson the excessrisk.The �rstpointof

the following Theorem goesto [31],the second pointcan be found in [18]or[9]

and thelastpoint,dealingwith thecaseofa�� convexlossfunction,isCorollary

4.4 of[17].

T heorem 1. Let� :R 7�! R be a bounded loss function.LetF be a fam ily of

M functionsf1;:::;fM with valuesin [� 1;1],where M � 2 isan integer.

i) The Em piricalRisk M inim ization procedure ~fn = ~fE R Mn satis�es

E[A �(~fn)� A
�
�]� m in

f2F
(A �(f)� A

�
�)+ C

r
logM

n
; (7)

where C > 0 isa constantdepending only on �.

ii) If� is convex,then the CAEW procedure ~fn = ~fC A E Wn with \tem perature

param eter" � = 1 and the AEW procedure ~fn = ~fA E Wn satisfy (7).

iii) If� is �� convex for a positive num ber �,then the CAEW procedure with

\tem perature param eter" �,satis�es

E[A �(~fC A E Wn;� )� A
�
�]� m in

f2F
(A �(f)� A

�
�)+ �

logM

n
:

4 O ptim alR ates ofA ggregation.

To understand how behavesthe optim alrate ofaggregation depending on the

lossweintroducea\continuousscale"oflossfunctionsindexed byanon negative

num berh,

�h(x)=

�
h�1(x)+ (1� h)�0(x)if0 � h � 1

(h � 1)x2 � x + 1 ifh > 1;

de�ned forany x 2 R,where�0 isthe 0� 1 lossand �1 isthe hingeloss.

This set oflosses is representative enough since it describes di�erent type

ofconvexity:for any h > 1,�h is �� convex on [� 1;1]with � � �h
def
= (2h �

1)2=(2(h � 1))� 2,forh = 1 the lossislinearand forh < 1,�h isnon-convex.

Forh � 0,weconsider

A h(f)
def
= A

�h (f);f�h
def
= f

�
�h

and A �
h

def
= A

�h

� = A
�h (f�h):



T heorem 2. LetM � 2 be an integer.Assum e thatthe space X isin�nite.

If0 � h < 1,then the optim alrateofaggregation forthe�h� riskisachieved

by the ERM procedure and isequalto

r
logM

n
:

Forh = 1,the optim alrate ofaggregation for the �1� risk isachieved by the

ERM ,theAEW and theCAEW (with ’tem perature’param eter� = 1)procedures

and isequalto r
logM

n
:

Ifh > 1 then,the optim alrate ofaggregation for the �h� risk isachieved by

the CAEW ,with ’tem perature’param eter �h and isequalto

logM

n
:

5 Suboptim ality ofPenalized ER M Procedures.

In this Section we prove a lower bound under the m argin assum ption for any

selectorand wegivea m orepreciselowerbound forpenalized ERM procedures.

First,werecallthe de�nition ofthe m argin assum ption introduced in [30].

M argin A ssum ption(M A ):The probability m easure � satis�es the m argin

assum ption M A(�),where � � 1 ifwe have

E[jf(X )� f
�(X )j]� c(A 0(f)� A

�
0)

1=�
; (8)

for any m easurable function f with values in f� 1;1g

W e denote by P� the setofallprobability distribution � satisfying M A(�).

T heorem 3. LetM � 2 be an integer,� � 1 be a realnum ber,X be in�nite

and � :R 7�! R be a loss function such thata�
def
= �(� 1)� �(1) > 0.There

existsa fam ily F ofM classi�erswith valuesin f� 1;1g satisfying thefollowing.

Let ~fn bea selectorwith valuesin F .Assum ethat
p
(logM )=n � 1=2.There

exists a probability m easure � 2 P� and an absolute constantC3 > 0 such that
~fn satis�es

E

h

A
�(~fn)� A

�
�

i

� m in
f2F

�
A
�(f)� A

�
�

�
+ C3

�
logM

n

� �

2� �1

: (9)

Consider the penalized ERM procedure ~fpE R Mn associated with F ,de�ned by

~fpE R Mn 2 Argm in
f2F

(A �
n(f)+ pen(f))

where the penalty function pen(� ) satis�es jpen(f)j� C
p
(logM )=n;8f 2 F ;

with 0� C <
p
2=3.Assum ethat1188�C 2M 9C

2

logM � n.If� > 1 then,there



exists a probability m easure � 2 P� and an absolute constantC4 > 0 such that

the penalized ERM procedure ~fpE R Mn satis�es

E

h

A
�(~fpE R Mn )� A

�
�

i

� m in
f2F

�
A
�(f)� A

�
�

�
+ C4

r
logM

n
:

R em ark 1 Inspection ofthe proofshowsthatTheorem 3 isvalid forany fam ily

F ofclassi�ers f1;:::;fM ,with values in f� 1;1g,such thatthere existpoints

x1;:::;x2M in X satisfying
�
(f1(xj);:::;fM (xj)):j= 1;:::;2M

	
= f� 1;1gM .

R em ark 2 Ifwe use a penalty function such thatjpen(f)j� 
n� 1=2;8f 2 F ,

where 
 > 0 is an absolute constant (i.e. 0 � C � 
(logM )� 1=2),then the

condition \1188�C 2M 9C
2

logM � n" ofTheorem 3 is equivalentto \n greater

than a constant".

Theorem 3 statesthattheERM procedure(and even penalized ERM proce-

dures)cannotm im icthebestclassi�erin F with ratesfasterthan ((logM )=n)1=2

ifthe basisclassi�ersin F aredi�erentenough,undera very m ild condition on

the loss �.If there is no m argin assum ption (which corresponds to the case

� = + 1 ),the resultofTheorem 3 can be easily deduced from the lowerbound

in Chapter 7 of[11].The m ain m essage ofTheorem 3 is that such a negative

statem ent rem ains true even under the m argin assum ption M A(�).Selectors

aggregate cannot m im ic the oracle faster than ((logM )=n)1=2 in general.Un-

der M A(�),they cannot m im ic the best classi�er in F with rates faster than

((logM )=n)�=(2�� 1) (which is greaterthan (logM )=n when � > 1).W e know,

according to Theorem 1,that the CAEW procedure m im ics the best classi�er

in F atthe rate (logM )=n ifthe lossis�� convex.Thus,penalized ERM pro-

cedures (and m ore generally,selectors)are suboptim alaggregation procedures

when thelossfunction is�� convex even ifweadd theconstraintthat� satis�es

M A(�).

W e can extend Theorem 3 to a m ore generalfram ework [24]and we obtain

that,ifthe loss function associated with a risk is som ewhat m ore than con-

vex then it is better to use aggregation procedures with exponentialweights

instead ofselectors (in particular penalized ERM or pure ERM ).W e do not

know whetherthe lowerbound (9)issharp,i.e.,whetherthere existsa selector

attaining the reverseinequality with the sam erate.

6 D iscussion.

W eproved in Theorem 2thattheERM procedureisoptim alonly fornon-convex

lossesand forthe borderline case ofthe hinge loss.But,fornon-convex losses,

the im plem entation ofthe ERM procedure requiresm inim ization ofa function

which isnotconvex.Thisishard to im plem entand note�cientfrom a practical

pointofview.In conclusion,theERM procedureistheoretically optim alonly for

non-convex lossesbutin thatcaseitispractically ine�cientand itispractically

e�cientonly forthe caseswhere ERM istheoretically suboptim al.



For any convex loss �,we have 1

n

P n

k= 1
A �(~fA E W

k;�
) � A �(~fC A E W

�
).Next,

less observations are used for the construction of ~fA E Wk;� ;1 � k � n � 1;than

forthe construction of ~fA E W
n;�

.W e can therefore expectthe �� risk of ~fA E W
n;�

to

be sm aller than the �� risk of ~fA E Wk;� for all1 � k � n � 1 and hence sm aller

than the�� risk of ~fC A E W
n;�

.Thus,theAEW procedureislikely to bean optim al

aggregation procedureforthe convex lossfunctions.

The hinge loss happens to be really hinge for di�erent reasons.For losses

"between" the0� 1 lossand thehingeloss(0 � h � 1),theERM isan optim al

aggregation procedure and the optim alrate ofaggregation is
p
(logM )=n.For

losses "over" the hinge loss (h > 1),the ERM procedure is suboptim aland

(logM )=n isthe optim alrate ofaggregation.Thus,there isa breakdown point

in theoptim alrateofaggregation justafterthehingeloss.Thisbreakdown can

be explained by theconceptofm argin :thisargum enthasnotbeen introduced

here by the lack ofspace,butcan be found in [24].M oreoverforthe hinge loss

weget,by linearity

m in
f2C

A 1(f)� A
�
1 = m in

f2F
A 1(f)� A

�
1;

where C isthe convex hullofF .Thus,forthe particularcase ofthe hinge loss,

\m odelselection" aggregation and \convex" aggregation areidenticalproblem s

(cf.[21]form oredetails).

7 Proofs.

P roof of T heorem 2: The optim alrates of aggregation of Theorem 2 are

achieved by the proceduresintroduced in Section 2.Depending on the value of

h,Theorem 1 providesthe exactoracleinequalitiesrequired by thepoint(1)of

De�nition 2.To show optim ality ofthese ratesofaggregation,we need only to

prove the corresponding lowerbounds.W e considertwo cases:0 � h � 1 and

h > 1.Denote by P the setofallprobability distributionson X � f� 1;1g.

Let0 � h � 1.Itiseasy to check thatthe Bayesrule f� isa m inim izerof

the �h� risk.M oreover,using the inequality A 1(f)� A �
1 � A 0(f)� A �

0;which

holdsforany real-valued function f (cf.[34]),we have forany prediction rules

f1;:::;fM (with values in f� 1;1g)and for any �nite set F ofM realvalued

functions,

inf
f̂n

sup
�2P

�

E

h

A h(f̂n)� A
�
h

i

� m in
f2F

(A h(f)� A
�
h)

�

(10)

� inf
f̂n

sup
�2P

f
�
2ff1;:::;fM g

�

E

h

A h(f̂n)� A
�
h

i�

� inf
f̂n

sup
�2P

f
�
2ff1;:::;fM g

�

E

h

A 0(f̂n)� A
�
0

i�

:

LetN be an integersuch that2N � 1 � M ,x1;:::;xN be N distinctpoints

of X and w be a positive num ber satisfying (N � 1)w � 1.Denote by P X

the probability m easure on X such that P X (fxjg) = w,for j = 1;:::;N � 1



and P X (fxN g) = 1 � (N � 1)w.W e consider the cube 
 = f� 1;1gN � 1.Let

0 < h < 1.Forall� = (�1;:::;�N � 1)2 
 we consider

��(x)=

�
(1+ �jh)=2 ifx = x1;:::;xN � 1;

1 ifx = xN :

Forall� 2 
 we denote by �� the probability m easureon X � f� 1;1g de�ned

by itsm arginalP X on X and itsconditionalprobability function ��.

W e denote by � the Ham m ing distance on 
. Let �;�0 2 
 such that

�(�;�0) = 1.Denote by H the Hellinger’s distance.Since H 2
�
�
 n� ;�


 n

�0

�
=

2

�

1 �

�

1 � H 2(��;��0)=2

�n�

and H 2(��;��0) = 2w(1 �
p
1� h2);then,the

Hellinger’sdistancebetween the m easures�
 n� and �

 n

�0 satis�es

H
2
�
�

 n
� ;�


 n

�0

�
= 2

�

1� (1� w(1�
p
1� h2))n

�

:

Take w and h such that w(1 �
p
1� h2) � n� 1:Then,H 2

�
�
 n� ;�


 n

�0

�
�

2(1� e� 1)< 2 forany integern.

Let� 2 
 and f̂n bean estim atorwith valuesin f� 1;1g (only thesign ofa

statistic isused when we work with the 0� 1 loss).For� = ��,wehave

E�� [A 0(f̂n)� A
�
0]� hwE��

hN � 1X

j= 1

ĵfn(xj)� �jj

i

:

Using Assouad’sLem m a (cf.Lem m a 1),we obtain

inf
f̂n

sup
�2


�

E��

h

A 0(f̂n)� A
�
0

i�

� hw
N � 1

4e2
: (11)

Takenow w = (nh2)� 1,N = dlogM =log2e,h =
�
n� 1dlogM =log2e

�1=2
.W e

com plete the proofby replacing w,h and N in (11)and (10)by theirvalues.

Forthe case h > 1,we consideran integerN such that2N � 1 � M ,N � 1

di�erentpointsx1;:::;xN ofX and apositivenum berw such that(N � 1)w � 1.

W e denote by P X the probability m easure on X such that P X (fxjg) = w

for j = 1;:::;N � 1 and P X (fxN g) = 1 � (N � 1)w.Denote by 
 the cube

f� 1;1gN � 1.Forany � 2 
 and h > 1,we considerthe conditionalprobability

function �� in two di�erentcases.If2(h � 1)� 1 wetake

��(x)=

�
(1+ 2�j(h � 1))=2 ifx = x1;:::;xN � 1

2(h � 1) ifx = xN ;

and if2(h � 1)> 1 we take

��(x)=

�
(1+ �j)=2ifx = x1;:::;xN � 1

1 ifx = xN :

Forall� 2 
 wedenoteby �� theprobability m easureon X � f� 1;1g with the

m arginalP X on X and theconditionalprobability function �� ofY knowing X .



Consider

�(h)=

�
1 if2(h � 1)� 1

(4(h � 1))� 1 if2(h � 1)> 1
and g��(x)=

�
�j ifx = x1;:::;xN � 1

1 ifx = xN :

A m inim izerofthe �h� risk when the underlying distribution is�� isgiven by

f
�
h;�

def
=

2��(x)� 1

2(h � 1)
= �(h)g��(x); 8x 2 X ;

forany h > 1 and � 2 
:

W hen we choose ff�h;� : � 2 
g for the set F = ff1;:::;fM g of basis

functions,weobtain

sup
ff1;:::;fM g

inf
f̂n

sup
�2P

�

E

h

A h(f̂n)� A
�
h

i

� m in
j= 1;:::;M

(A h(fj)� A
�
h)

�

� inf
f̂n

sup
�2P :

f
�

h 2ff
�

h ;� :�2
g

�

E

h

A h(f̂n)� A
�
h

i�

:

Let� bean elem entof
.Undertheprobabilitydistribution ��,wehaveA h(f)�

A �
h = (h � 1)E[(f(X )� f�h;�(X ))2];forany real-valued function f on X .Thus,

fora realvalued estim ator f̂n based on D n,wehave

A h(f̂n)� A
�
h � (h � 1)w

N � 1X

j= 1

(f̂n(xj)� �(h)�j)
2
:

W e considerthe projection function  h(x)=  (x=�(h)) forany x 2 X ,where

 (y)= m ax(� 1;m in(1;y));8y 2 R.W e have

E�[A h(f̂n)� A
�
h]� w(h � 1)

N � 1X

j= 1

E�( h(f̂n(xj))� �(h)�j)
2

� w(h � 1)(�(h))2
N � 1X

j= 1

E�( (f̂n(xj))� �j)
2

� 4w(h � 1)(�(h))2 inf
�̂2[0;1]N �1

m ax
�2


E�

2

4

N � 1X

j= 1

ĵ�j � �jj
2

3

5 ;

wherethein�m um inf̂�2[0;1]N �1 istaken overallestim ators�̂ based on oneobser-

vation from thestatisticalexperiencef�
 n� j� 2 
g and with valuesin [0;1]N � 1.

For any �;�0 2 
 such that �(�;�0) = 1;the Hellinger’s distance between

the m easures�
 n� and �
 n
�0 satis�es

H
2
�
�

 n
� ;�


 n

�0

�
=

(
2
�
1� (1� 2w(1�

p
1� h2))n

�
if2(h � 1)< 1

2

�

1� (1� 2w(1�
p
3=4))n

�

if2(h � 1)� 1
:



W e take

w =

�
(2n(h � 1)2)if2(h � 1)< 1

8n� 1 if2(h � 1)� 1:

Thus,we haveforany �;�02 
 such that�(�;�0)= 1;

H
2
�
�

 n
� ;�


 n

�0

�
� 2(1� e

� 1):

To com pletethe proofwe apply Lem m a 1 with N = d(logM )=ne.

P roof of T heorem 3:Consider F a fam ily ofclassi�ers f1;:::;fM ,with

values in f� 1;1g,such that there exist 2M points x1;:::;x2M in X satisfying
�
(f1(xj);:::;fM (xj)):j= 1;:::;2M

	
= f� 1;1gM

def
= SM .

Considerthe lexicographicorderon SM :

(� 1;:::;� 1)4 (� 1;:::;� 1;1)4 (� 1;:::;� 1;1;� 1)4 :::4 (1;:::;1):

Takej in f1;:::;2M g and denote by x0j the elem entin fx1;:::;x2M g such that

(f1(x
0
j);:::;fM (x0j))isthe j� th elem entofSM forthe lexicographicorder.W e

denote by ’ the bijection between SM and fx1;:::;x2M g such that the value

of’ at the j� th elem ent ofSM is x0j.By using the bijection ’ we can work

independentlyeitheronthesetSM oronfx1;:::;x2M g.W ithoutanyassum ption

on thespaceX ,weconsider,in whatfollows,functionsand probability m easures

on SM .Rem ark thatforthe bijection ’ wehave

fj(’(x))= x
j
; 8x = (x1;:::;xM )2 SM ;8j2 f1;:::;M g:

W ith a slight abuse of notation, we still denote by F the set of functions

f1;:::;fM de�ned by fj(x)= xj;forany j= 1;:::;M :

Firstrem ark that for any f;g from X to f� 1;1g,using E[�(Y f(X ))jX ]=

E[�(Y )jX ]1I(f(X )= 1)+ E[�(� Y )jX ]1I(f(X )= � 1);wehave

E[�(Y f(X ))jX ]� E[�(Y g(X ))jX ]= a�(1=2� �(X ))(f(X )� g(X )):

Hence,we obtain A �(f)� A �(g) = a�(A 0(f)� A 0(g)):So,we have for any

j= 1;:::;M ;

A
�(fj)� A

�(f�)= a�(A 0(fj)� A
�
0):

M oreover,for any f :SM 7�! f� 1;1g we have A �
n(f)= �(1)+ a�A

�0

n (f)and

a� > 0 by assum ption,hence,

~fpE R Mn 2 Argm in
f2F

(A �0

n (f)+ pen(f)):

Thus,it su�ces to prove Theorem 3,when the loss function � is the classical

0� 1 lossfunction �0.

W e denote by SM + 1 the setf� 1;1g
M + 1 and by X 0;:::;X M ,M + 1 inde-

pendent random variables with values in f� 1;1g such that X 0 is distributed

according to a BernoulliB(w;1)with param eterw (thatisP(X 0 = 1)= w and

P(X 0 = � 1)= 1� w) and the M othervariablesX 1;:::;X M are distributed



according to a BernoulliB(1=2;1).The param eter 0 � w � 1 willbe chosen

wisely in whatfollows.

For any j 2 f1;:::;M g, we consider the probability distribution �j =

(P X ;�(j))ofa coupleofrandom variables(X ;Y )with valuesin SM + 1� f� 1;1g,

where P X is the probability distribution on SM + 1 ofX = (X 0;:::;X M ) and

�(j)(x)istheregression function atthepointx 2 SM + 1,ofY = 1 knowing that

X = x,given by

�
(j)(x)=

8
<

:

1 ifx0 = 1

1=2+ h=2ifx0 = � 1;xj = � 1

1=2+ h ifx0 = � 1;xj = 1

; 8x = (x0;x1;:::;xM )2 SM + 1;

where h > 0 isa param eterchosen wisely in whatfollows.The Bayesrule f�,

associated with the distribution �j = (P X ;�(j)),is identically equalto 1 on

SM + 1.

Ifthe probability distribution of(X ;Y )is�j fora j 2 f1;:::;M g then,for

any 0< t< 1,wehaveP[j2�(X )� 1j� t]� (1� w)1Ih� t:Now,wetake

1� w = h
1

� �1 ;

then,wehaveP[j2�(X )� 1j� t]� t
1

� �1 and so �j 2 P�.

W e extend the de�nition of the fj’s to the set SM + 1 by fj(x) = xj for

any x = (x0;:::;xM )2 SM + 1 and j = 1;:::;M .ConsiderF = ff1;:::;fM g:

Assum ethat(X ;Y )isdistributed according to �j fora j2 f1;:::;M g.Forany

k 2 f1;:::;M g and k 6= j,we have

A 0(fk)� A
�
0 =

X

x2SM + 1

j�(x)� 1=2jjfk(x)� 1jP[X = x]=
3h(1� w)

8
+
w

2

and theexcessrisk offj isgiven by A 0(fj)� A �
0 = (1� w)h=4+ w=2:Thus,we

have

m in
f2F

A 0(f)� A
�
0 = A 0(fj)� A

�
0 = (1� w)h=4+ w=2:

First,we prove the lowerbound forany selector.Let ~fn be a selectorwith

values in F .Ifthe underlying probability m easure is �j for a j 2 f1;:::;M g

then,

E
(j)
n [A 0(~fn)� A

�
0]=

MX

k= 1

(A 0(fk)� A
�
0)�


 n

j [~fn = fk]

= m in
f2F

(A 0(f)� A
�
0)+

h(1� w)

8
�

 n
j [~fn 6= fj];

where E
(j)
n denotes the expectation w.r.t.the observationsD n when (X ;Y ) is

distributed according to �j.Hence,wehave

m ax
1� j� M

fE
(j)
n [A 0(~fn)� A

�
0]� m in

f2F
(A 0(f)� A

�
0)g �

h(1� w)

8
inf
�̂n

m ax
1� j� M

�

 n

j [̂�n 6= j];



wherethein�m um inf
�̂n

istaken overalltestsvalued in f1;:::;M g constructed

from one observation in the m odel(SM + 1 � f� 1;1g;A � T ;f�1;:::;�M g)
 n;

whereT isthenatural�� algebraon f� 1;1g.M oreover,forany j2 f1;:::;M g,

wehave

K (�
 n
j

j�

 n
1

)�
nh2

4(1� h � 2h2)
;

where K (P jQ ) is the K ullback-Leibler divergence between P and Q (that isR
log(dP=dQ )dP ifP < < Q and + 1 otherwise).Thus,ifwe apply Lem m a 2

with h = ((logM )=n)(�� 1)=(2�� 1),we obtain the result.

Second,we prove the lower bound for the pERM procedure f̂n = ~fpE R Mn .

Now,weassum ethatthe probability distribution of(X ;Y )is�M and wetake

h =

�

C
2
logM

n

� � �1

2�

: (12)

W e have E[A 0(f̂n)� A
�
0]= m in

f2F
(A 0(f)� A

�
0)+

h(1� w)

8
P[̂fn 6= fM ]:Now,we

upperbound P[̂fn = fM ],conditionally to Y = (Y1;:::;Yn).W e have

P[̂fn = fM jY]

= P[8j= 1;:::;M � 1;A �0

n (fM )+ pen(fM )� A
�0

n (fj)+ pen(fj)jY]

= P[8j= 1;:::;M � 1;�M � �j + n(pen(fj)� pen(fM ))jY];

where�j =
P n

i= 1
1I
(YiX

j

i
� 0)

;8j= 1;:::;M and X i = (X
j

i)j= 0;:::;M 2 SM + 1;8i=

1;:::;n.M oreover,the coordinates X
j

i;i = 1;:::;n;j = 0;:::;M are inde-

pendent,Y1;:::;Yn are independent ofX
j

i;i= 1;:::;n;j = 1;:::;M � 1 and

jpen(fj)j� h�=(�� 1);8j= 1;:::;M .So,we have

P[̂fn = fM jY]=

nX

k= 0

P[�M = kjY]

M � 1Y

j= 1

P[k � �j + n(pen(fj)� pen(fM ))jY]

�

nX

k= 0

P[�M = kjY]

�

P[k � �1 + 2nh�=(�� 1)jY]

�M � 1

� P[�M � �kjY]+
�
P[�k � �1 + 2nh�=(�� 1)jY]

�M � 1
;

where

�k = E[�M jY]� 2nh�=(�� 1)

=
1

2

nX

i= 1

�
2� 4h

2� 3h
1I(Yi= � 1)+

1+ h1=(�� 1)(h=2� 1=2)

1+ h1=(�� 1)(3h=4� 1=2)
1I(Yi= 1)

�

� 2nh�=(�� 1):

Using Einm ahland M asson’sconcentration inequality (cf.[12]),weobtain

P[�M � �kjY]� exp(� 2nh2�=(�� 1)):



Using Berry-Ess�een’stheorem (cf.p.471 in [4]),the factthatY isindependent

of(X
j

i;1 � i� n;1� j� M � 1)and �k � n=2� 9nh�=(�� 1)=4,weget

P[�k � �1 + 2nh
�

� �1 jY]� P

�
n=2� �1
p
n=2

� 6h
�

� �1

p
n

�

� �(6h
�

� �1

p
n)+

66
p
n
;

where� standsforthe standard norm aldistribution function.Thus,wehave

E[A 0(f̂n)� A
�
0]� m in

f2F
(A 0(f)� A

�
0) (13)

+
(1� w)h

8

�

1� exp(� 2nh2�=(�� 1))�

�

�(6h�=(�� 1)
p
n)+ 66=

p
n

�M � 1�

:

Next,for any a > 0,by the elem entary properties ofthe tails ofnorm al

distribution,wehave

1� �(a)=
1

p
2�

Z + 1

a

exp(� t2=2)dt�
a

p
2�(a2 + 1)

e
� a

2
=2
: (14)

Besides,we have for0 < C <
p
2=6 (a m odi�cation forC = 0 isobvious)and

(3376C )2(2�M 36C
2

logM )� n,thus,ifwe replace h by itsvalue given in (12)

and ifweapply (14)with a = 16C
p
logM ,then weobtain

�

�(6h�=(�� 1)
p
n)+ 66=

p
n

�M � 1

� exp

h

�
M 1� 18C

2

18C
p
2� logM

+
66(M � 1)

p
n

i

:(15)

Com bining(13)and (15),weobtain theresultwith C4 = (C=4)

�

1� exp(� 8C 2)�

exp(� 1=(36C
p
2� log2))

�

> 0:

�

Thefollowing lem m a isused to establish the lowerboundsofTheorem 2.It

isa version ofAssouad’sLem m a (cf.[28]).Proofcan be found in [24].

Lem m a 1. Let (X ;A ) be a m easurable space. Consider a set of probability

fP!=! 2 
g indexed by the cube 
 = f0;1g m .Denote by E! the expectation

under P!.Let� � 1 be a num ber.Assum e that:

8!;!
0
2 
=�(!;! 0)= 1; H 2(P!;P! 0)� � < 2;

then we have

inf
ŵ 2[0;1]m

m ax
!2


E!

2

4

mX

j= 1

jŵj � wjj
�

3

5 � m 2� 3� �(2� �)2

wherethein�m um infŵ 2[0;1]m istaken overallestim atorbased on an observation

from the statisticalexperience fP!j! 2 
g and with valuesin [0;1]m .



W euse the following lem m a to provetheweaknessofselectoraggregates.A

proofcan be found p.84 in [28].

Lem m a 2. Let P1;:::;PM be M probability m easures on a m easurable space

(Z ;T )satisfying
1

M

MX

j= 1

K (PjjP1)� �logM ;where 0< � < 1=8.W e have

inf
�̂

m ax
1� j� M

Pj(�̂ 6= j)�

p
M

1+
p
M

�

1� 2� � 2

r
�

log2

�

;

where the in�m um inf̂
�
is taken over alltests �̂ with values in f1;:::;M g con-

structed from one observation in the statisticalm odel(Z ;T ;fP1;:::;PM g):
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