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PIR—kXRT ML > (SVM)

E Y VERERVWCHEEE

n

1 L
min— Y [1 —y;(wlz; +b)]. — w,b
w,b N 1

Rt . h(z) =sign(w z+b)

(1) (X LP(linear programming prob.) & U T&xE 5.
note: |a|; :=max{0,a} =min{{|0 <&, a <&}

n

1

. - 79 .t.0< 271—1 TZ b<7/
mit m b st OS Gl muwin ) <6

NRE BEE(EYTLY I RR)RE.

(1)
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IFA{EIET = SVM

n

1 A -
in = [1—y(wz; + )]y +|wl|> — w,b
min niﬂ[ yilw” z; +b)]4 + S flw] w

M2 XeEft (BRIEEE - Ch 2R, &Y #RIE)

ERBICHE T 5. ARE, BIHKERE,
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IR HRIERF cOER R KL

fRIARER h(x) = sign(w!z + b).
EBI(+1) &6 (-1) 21T 5.

r, S HBPER wle+b=0 FTOIEEH

y;(wlx; +b)
Jwl|

o di <0 h(z)T(a,y) ERYB, HRIERE TOIEEE |di|
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yi(wTz; +b) > 015 |lw]| — /h&<
yi(wle; +0) — KEL

yi(wla; +b) » REL @ BV IEBLRTHS.

1 — h)
EE i[l—yi(wT:vi+b)]++§Hw|!2 — &ML
1=1

[EAIMEIE ||lw||? @ HIRBRFRE X TOERORKILICIIIG.
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—=xJL SVM

HIRIBEEL : wlz + b — who(x) + 0,

H—RVEIRAMEE B IC, H—RIVEH k(z,2') EFEWS.

k(z,2") = ¢(x)" ¢()

k(z, ) ICXYI69 % RKHS Z2 H &9 5.
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YIBIBAEL f(x) + b, f € H

n

A
min [1—y@(f($z)+b)]++§uf”3{

feEH ,bER 4

1=1

RREELD, f(z) =), ak(r, ;) cRED.

a,b 4
1=1

— 4, b YRR f(x

71=1

o]+ =min{f [0 <&, a <&}

Zk T, Tj ()@-i-b)] Zozozj Ti, T;)

Zkza:' ;) ozz+b

=1

WS &, h2RETHIFEREICTR S,
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CVICLKDHT—FRILSVMDETILICT X—5 DEFEIR

ETIVINSGA—=5 1 {IEAME, B—FIL} IS A—=F

HO2 T A—FI exp{—|z — 2'||?}.

Ea—YRXT4TRX: fy:median{

— BUEETREDIDE 5= <.

RERIDETTFAREZ#HE
— BYIRETIVINGA—=F ZRDD.

sHMDRLE - FBRDT 0-118%K
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Bl B A — IV — BELHREROFE

Rz —=xI HO2T7 Y h—RI
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BUER © \ ZREMILETRE (A :107° ~ 107%)
yIcNITBdeEa—JVRXTAT7 X v=0.331

A=05-10"% BIEE \ = 0.247 A = 100
FRIERZE 1 0.250  FHIERZE 1 0.193  FHIERZE : 0.278
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ZAE¥] 5!

INRIDEENIDULE: yeYy=1{1,2,...,G}
o MFEDFZHEND, FILT 7Ry NDFEAERD, K&

AERIKESL T T2ED

F7O-F1 . BEO2EHICHE, ThehnEE, #KiE.
77O—F2 1 ZEAMNOHRIREKE BEEE
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770—F 1 (2EHRIEOHEGE) Z#EHhd 5.
r7O—F2&kymwu7T. - -

Fl  EEAEE. T T 55 2EURE (SVM 5 E) ZEHE
biEs71ET.

R

o IEIHAVARIBEIRILD (H£H) 7RL)
e BV TRADT—HAHITRO MDD EE, FRBEHIELVERE.
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one-vs-one ;%
one-vs-all (one-vs-rest) /&

—f%1t : Error correcting output coding (ECOC)
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one-vs-one )&

A\Y

_9 : (xhyl)a I (xnayn)
BA

N

1. 2DDTNXN)V y, ¢y € Y Z&ESN.

2. IN) y,y DT—FDHZEEDS. 2EFHRIDORGZFEE.

h () +1, z OIN)%Z y &FH
W) —
i —1, xz DIN)L%E ¢ EFH

3. FNIDINRTOEGE Y,y ICDWT hyy(z)2KD D,

G(G —1)/2DIRER.
hyy/(x) — —hy/y(CE) é:_g_%)
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TRLE D ZEORTRD D, B AN «
1. INJ)L y DX F score(y) Z&TH :

score(y) = [{y' € V| hyy(w) = +1}

2K NI y ICET BIRER by, ..., hyg DFT,
r DIN)Z vy &EFTHT BIRETDEL

2. score(y) DIENRKICTED §Z 2 DTHAINILETS.

y = arg max score(y)
yey
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5 . one-vs-one )%
S SEHRIE MO 2 [EHIFICHE)

training data red(1) vs. green(2)

A

(hap(z): FNILH a 185 +1, b 185 -1 ZiRT)
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Tl © ZEIRICK D TH.
DX DIN)L%=FA

score(y) := "XDIN)LZ y &HAlT 53HAlIZFDE

Y score(y)
red(1) - hio=—1 hig=+1| 1
green(2) | ho1 = +1 — ho s =+1 2
black(3) hg,l = —1 hg’g = —1 — 0

Lich’oT X OFRIZNILIEF green.
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Bl 1

Linear kernel

C AR 0

=T )L

Gaussian kernel
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one-vs-all (one-vs-rest) =

Y|

FEE

1. NIy &N 2R HRIEEK f,(z) ZXKH5B.

Il

+1, x OINI%E gy &EFH>

sign(fy(z)) = {_1’ r DIN)LE ¢y LIS EFH

2. fy(z),yel Z&XKH5.
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x DIN)7% T8 :
~ ¥ RIBEEIC K 5 FHl \

1. TRTOHBIBI f,(x) OHHEEE (M)

2. fy(z) DIETHE. 7 = argmax f,(x).
yey

N J

~MARERIC K B TFH 2
1. IXRTDIREEDEA hy(x) = sign(fy(x)), y € Y ZFTE.

2. hy(z) = +1 EBBIRIL y EFHSRILET S,

y =1y € V|hy(z) = +1}.

_note: +1 NEH or 0 &EDHRW = FRITGNILHARE S ALY

J
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- one-vs-all}&
N @@ O EDODOoOIN)Z@T 7O M.

training data

X OFHZN)VIE green.

black(1) vs rest
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st DE]L

| 11
C

B A RFE1Li% (ECOC)

=8

— /o 3

LDETIERI=DZEZ S =L

one-vs-one, one-vs-all D—#&%1t :

References:

Dietterich, Bakiri,

Solving Multiclass Learning Problems via Error

Correcting Output Codes, Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research,
vol. 2 Issue 1, pp. 263-286, 1994.

Allwein, Schapire, Singer,

Reducing multiclass to binary: a unifying
approach for margin classifiers, The Journal of Machine Learning
Research, vol. 1, pp. 113-141, 2001.
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)

t=1,...., T ICHLT

+1 0 -1 +1 +1

o (w;,y;) & 2{BET —% (wj,cp) ICEHR (i =1,...,n).

® qu;t 7é 0 @7__“_90)53

JWT, 2{EIRER h(z) Z2FE.
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TRl
r X UT hy(x) € {+1,-1},t=1,..., T Z5&.
(hi(x),...,hp(z)) ICERBIEW ¢, = (cy1,...,cy1) ZERT.
XNInd 27X g Z2FRZN)LET B,
EESDRIDTG NI VTERE a,be {+1,-1,0}cX LT

(1, a#b,ab # 0
1 —ab
d(a,b) = = §1/2, ab=0
\O, a=b+#0

T
Yy = arg min Z d(cye, hi(x))

yeY 1
(CDERL EEMOABIE®H SRV, EELIERE L)
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K2Ee, (B 5ILEA4)

one-vs-one .

label 1 2 3 4 5 6

1(c;) +1 +1 41 0 0 O
2(c;) =1 0 0 +1 +1 0
3(c3) 0 -1 0 -1 0 +1
4((34) 0 0 —1 0 —1 -1

o BHCKIEULT, T —¥ Z2{BICEHL TEE.
Bl:t=1TIEINIL 1,2 DTFT—5 DMHEA.
o NI VJEEBETTA ! score(y) EAU :
cyt MO TIEWERES UZHE (ED e, DODEUIZRA D).
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one-vs-all : {R&EIC K 2 FHl
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T
NSEOz/NERE :p=  min Zd(cyt,cy/t).

/ /
znye)%y#yt:d

t FIEDBEAE — RS ho(z) € {+1, —1)

ECOCTRSNDIREE : H(x) €Y

he) = 5" d(eya b)) - {(s, ey, 1T B2 TR

n

1:|||l

(cy,t = Ode:'En loss & 1/2, %5 TRRIFNIX0-1 loss THIS)

4 s s ™
H(x) DEEFREICDWTRAHIKIL :
T
27T 1
eH) < —-7 ) elh),
%ﬁﬁ%b\ — FTE/NT L
- Y,
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e(H) DFHiiz=NDFEH. H (z;) #vy; DEE,

T
Ely #yu Zd Cytaht xz Z Z C ’taht CC’L
t=1 t=1

TSR cy, ¢y ICXHUT To, T4 ZEER
To = {t|cyucye = 0}, To1 = {t|cyicys = —1}.

BUT BT
te€To = dley, hl(xi)) + d(cyn, he(z;)) >
teT 1 = dlcy hi(z:) + d(cys, () =

(2)
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(2)& D

T

Z d(cy;t, hi(wi)) >

t=1

T
Z Cy 1t ht ajz =+ d(cy’tv ht(xz))}

AV
DO | = l\Dlr—\

Z {d(cyitv hi(xi)) + d(cy, ht(l‘z))}

teToUT_1

N[

1 1 |
= 2| Tol + 5[T-1] = §;d(cyit7cy/t) ke
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L7ieht- T,

5 T
H@@#yizﬁlé—Ejﬂ%mmwm
Zl 517@ #yz
1 <2 2T 1 L
S EZ;ZCZ(C%E ht(x’& — ZG

i=1 1 t=1

P t:1

note: THIERE e(H) &RFI ¢ ICERDWT, HEFRRVRERIE
HEDIR,
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Fl:y={1,...,G}

one-vs-one.
G*—G+2 G(G—-1) p 1 1 1 1
P i 9 T - 27G-1 G 2

pICDWT iey, ey DBERIE, cpeyy=—-1ERB A 1D, 5%
DFELESHH 0.

one-vs-all: p=2,T=G =

p 2
T G

G—>o0o DEE

one-vs-one: p/T — 1/2.

one-vs-all: p/T — 0.
e(hy) bHETEZZ2RENHSH, one-vs-one DI DA training
error [J/NS WER. (FFIC G DREWVWEE)
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— e FE7IILIVXLOHEHIME —

RademacherEE

SVM O FRIFRZ=

SEXH | &F WX & "HENEEER, SR, 2015.
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g

Rademacher M=

ESZHORNDEBODESGZ GC 2ZF £T 5.

geGICXTIULT g(2) eR, z € Z.

Definition 1 (£ Rademacher( 7 7~ v ) ML), BIBUEES G &
S ={z,...,2,} C Z 2% L THEER Rademacher EHEE Rg(G) %

n

Rs(0) = Eo |sup— > aig(z)

n
1969 T =1

LEFETAH, 2T oq,...,00 FHILITHERITAT Pr(o; = +1) =
Pr(o; = —1) = 1/2 IZ LD ) WEREE, Esldoq,...,0, ITET
A IIRHMEZ BR T 5,
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Rs(9) = 1| 25 (0(e0) + 9(22) + sup o (g() — g(z2)
+ sup %(—g(zl) +9(22)) + sup %(—g(zl) — 9(22))
geg gey
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Rademacher EH#E D ER

NI %Z sign(g(xz)) TFRITEHZEZZZAD

RERER G TI VY LICEID Y TSNS INILIC, £DEEXIN
TE5h7?

Rs(G)HREWE, GlRIEMLBEREZET.
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RademacherE#E [C X D TFE R ZE D1

E£5 Z M5 [0,1]) NOBE#EOEEZE G 20 £93
ZIB%Z & BHERET I, ..., Zy ~iiq PICWHUT,
BITDARFELXHRDIZD.

Pr < sup
geg

CZTS={Z,....Z,}. Thb5, 1-5ULOWHEET

Vg€ G, Elg Zg )+ 2%4(G 3\/10g(2/5)

2n

AR D IID (HEED G THAT).
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=IFBH : reference =D T &

Bartlett, P. L., Mendelson, S., Rademacher and Gaussian

Complexities: Risk Bounds and Structural Results, Journal
of Machine Learning Research 3 (2002) 463-482.

Mohri, M. et al., Foundations of Machine Learning, The
MIT Press, 2012. (Chap. 3)
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RademacherE3E D&
1 ~3 TN

1. G4 C G = mS(gl) S s(Go)

2. c € R IZKR U TRs(cGr) = |c|Rs(G).
CZCcG={cg:9€ G}

R = RIFUZTIVYVYEKLDY 7w \WERREROD & =,
$0G) < LRs(G).

3. ¢
R (
ZZTpoG={pog:geq}

17l

4. EEDBEBLICH U TR(G + h) < Rs(G) + e

CZCG+h={g+h:geqg}

5. G DA% convG £F B &, Re(G) = Re(convg).
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Proof. 1. (BB,
2. c=0725B88H. cA0D&E

m

Rs(e6) = o [snp -3 icg(z)| = Eo [sup -3 orlesing (o=

m
9€9 T =1 9eG M i

BREDIT 0, & oysign(e) FEES5HMHEERL/2 T +1 DEZES
DTHfIEE U, u

3. [FEERANDAEFEGD T/INR, BRIFEER.
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Rademacher&3E D4l
KERER H DNERED &=

G={9(z) =1[h(z) #yl :hec H}, =z=(z,y)

X9 B Re(G) =HET 3.
LUITOARZFERZED
o Jensen NET | MBI U TE[G(Z)] < ¢(E[Z)).

e Hoeffding’'s lemma ;
Pria < X <bl=1 DEE E[eX] < b-a)7/8
Hoeffding "ENDEEFRICAHWS 15,
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t>0lEcULT

Rs(G) = ;Ea[mgaxﬁ ;aig(zi)} < zlog Eo [exp { mgaxg ;azg(zz)}}
1 t — 1 t —
— —logEa[maxexp {ﬁ ;ng(zz)}} < zlogzg:Ea [exp {ﬁ ;OZQ(ZZ)H
= —loggﬂy_ E,. [et7i9(z)/7] < gloggﬂz_letz/z i
l t2/2n _ 1 t2/2n _ log |G| t
Stlogzg:e —tlog|gle =— +2n
LIEDWTEREL LT Re(G) <2 log |6 <2 log [#4]
2n 2n
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FEAERUAERIDNESNDS.
HIICE SN iciER

~ 2 1
e(h) < e(hg) + bias + \/— log lH‘;_
n

< e(ho) + bias + \/

n n

Rademacher &M E (C K 5 5

e(h) < e(ho) + bias + \/log L \/log(ll/&).

n n

2log 2|H| N \/2 log(1/9)
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SVM D FRIFRZ=E

7]“'717]—51'1)[/ k(z,2') = exp{—||z — 2'||*} %Z
HIRIRE f e HZEFE. kiz,2)=1ZED.

W/=SVM T

T—% (v1,y1), - (Tn, Yn) € X x {+1,—-1}, X.
i.i.d. from P(X,Y).

by UBEE ((2) = max{l — 2,0} £HBL. UTDLSICf%
HETE.

o f 1 1 )\n
min nz yif (@) + Ml I3, — feH

o IFANEINSA—=F N\, ET —FEICEKFEL TKW,
o B D, /\AF7AEbIEMIFRWN,
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REAAT 5 2 &
RE - XlFIA>INY I\EEG £\, — 0, n\, = .
ZDEZE e(signo f) — e(ho) (Bayes error) &85,

FE :
1. Rademacher E¥EIC K PHEEREDHMAN SRR ZRT .

AN

E[(/(Y f(z))] — inf E[/(Y f(X))
£

2. ABBKRODERNS RN ZRY.

AN

e(sign o f) — Bayes error

PUFTIE, XIFEaAV/IXIMES, N\, — 0, n)\, = o0 ZIRET 5.
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TR
(X, Y)DIEEDRFHPICTXY LT

inf E[{(Y £(X))] = inf E[{(Y (X

f Al

iR . T—IHD 0 DEE,

1
525

ED ([ fllr < 1/vVAn.

feH
| Fll < 1/
AlIF2 126
n

)]

46 /54



Mt

RKHS 5 /)L ® Rademacher#E

HIOXAND—XIV k I T DRKHS Z H &9 5.
FEHDERDES F,. =

Fao={f et |fll <1/}

EFB EFEBEDS ={x1,..., 2, CXIEZHFLT

~ 1
Rs(F) <

N\,
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1 1
Eo| sup —» oif(z)]==Es| sup (f, ) ok
||f||<1/m"; n ||f||<1/m z;

= U g Hzm )] < L g HZm 2]

Vf(kaz,xj [%%‘])1/2 1/r<zm“xz>l/2§\/;7n
N
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FHES G, %

Gn =z, y) = Lyf(x)) : fe€Fnp, z=(1y)cX x{+],-1;

CTBES = {(z1,91), - (T, yn) }, S ={z1, ... 2, IEXFULT

1

E13B.
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feF, lcxtLT
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Rademacher B E IC L D HEREDFHEXNELD - - -

fEX1-0 UET

sup
fE€Fn

BIUY (X)) - - Y UYif (X0)

< 29?{5:(971) + 3max £(yf(x)) - \/log(l/é)

feFn 2n
T,y
log(2/9)
<
- C\/ 2n\,
EIRB. C>0FHhDEHM UT=z2HWE.
1
< 1
]{%%if(yf(w)) < \/A_n+
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FE -

) + 2R35(Gn) +3<

) + 2R g(Fn) + 3 (

2 log(2/9)
VA, 2n\,

) \/log 2/9)

) B

\/log 2/6)
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1 — A EDWEERTRMHD LD,

AN

N
+E[((Y f(2))] — E[¢ (Yf(w))] — Al £11P
+ Al 117 = ELL(Y £7(2))]

+E[(Y f(2))] — E[L(Y f())]
+E[0(Y £ (2)] + Anll £711? — E[E(Y £*())]

< inf E(YF(X))] +e+ 20\/10%;/5) + Al £

53/54



A — 0, A, 00 ET D&,

AN

E[((Y f(z))] — inf E[/(Y f(X))
FiaT8

ERBIENDHI D, KREBEROERN DS,
e(sign o f) s e(hy), (Bayes error)

ANTSY
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