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Abstract

Abstract

Model selection for kernel methods is the key to the theoretical analysis and
practical application of kernel methods, which directly determines the generalization
performance of kernel methods. However, conventional model selection methods for
kernel methods are not feasible in the current large-scale semi-supervised setting, mean-
while, there are also the following problems: the candidate set of kernels for kernel
selection depends on artificial experience, thus current kernel selection methods lack
solid generalization theory guarantee; most of traditional kernel selection methods split
the process of model selection for kernel methods and model training, leading to a com-
plex selection criterion which is hard to solve, thus kernel selection needs concise and
simple criteria; Due to high storage and computational requirements, current methods

lack efficient optimization algorithms for larges-scale semi-supervised tasks.

To overcome the bottlenecks of kernel selections in large-scale semi-supervised
setting, this dissertation systematically studies three aspects: generalization theory,
selection criterion and optimization algorithms. This dissertation first establishes the
approximate generalization error bounds for large-scale semi-supervised kernel methods
based on the spectral measure, Rademacher complexity and integral operator theory; by
minimizing the generalization error bound, this dissertation developed concise and sim-
ple kernel selection criteria; combining techniques for solving large-scale problems, this
dissertation designed efficient optimization algorithms for large-scale semi-supervised

kernel selections. The main work and innovation of this dissertation are as follows:

* Theoretical research on large-scale semi-supervised model selection for ker-
nel methods. Using spectral analysis of the kernel matrix, this dissertation derives a
spectral measure based generalization error bound for binary classification. Meanwhile,
this dissertation bridges the connection between the supervised Rademacher complex-
ity and the semi-supervised Rademacher complexity, proving general local Rademacher
complexity based generalization error bounds for semi-supervised vector-valued ker-

nel methods. Moreover, based on the theory of integral operators, this dissertation
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makes use of capacity assumption and regularity assumption for hypothesis space, pro-
ducing the optimal minimax generalization error bounds for large-scale kernel ridge
regressions.

* Criterion research on large-scale semi-supervised model selection for kernel
methods. By minimizing the spectral measure based generalization error bound for
binary classification, this dissertation uses the maximization of the spectral measure
as a kernel selection criterion. To obtain smaller local Rademacher complexity based
multi-class generalization error bounds, this dissertation also employs the minimization
of the tail sum of the singular values as a model selection criterion. Through the
statistical analysis of Rademacher complexity based vector-valued generalization error
bounds, this dissertation devises a criterion that updates kernel hyperparameters by
backpropagation w.r.t. the objective.

* Algorithmic research on large-scale semi-supervised model selection for
kernel methods. In this dissertation, efficient algorithms are designed by combining
large-scale acceleration techniques such as distributed learning, low-rank approximation
and stochastic optimization. To solve the large-scale kernel ridge regression efficiently,
This dissertation combines distributed learning and random features. Combined with
Nystrom sampling and preconditioned conjugate gradient descent, an efficient algorithm
for large-scale semi-supervised kernel ridge regression was presented. This dissertation
also uses first-order stochastic optimization methods such as dual gradient descent and

proximal gradient descent, to solve kernel methods iteratively.

To sum up, to relieve large-scale semi-supervised bottlenecks in kernel selection,
this dissertation focuses on generalization theory, model selection criteria and design
of efficient algorithms. Generalization analysis sets up theoretical guarantees for kernel
selection, achieving fast convergence rate for generalization error bounds; The analysis
of time and space complexity shows the presented algorithms characterize low storage
and computational requirements, improving the availability of kernel selection; Exten-
sive experimental results demonstrate that the proposed methods outperform existing
kernel selection methods in generalization performance and computational efficiency.

The study of the large-scale semi-supervised kernel selection in this dissertation pro-

v



Abstract

motes the development of the generalization theory of kernel selection, and improves
the usability of kernel methods in practical application scenarios, which has important

theoretical significance and practical value.

Keywords: Kernel selection, semi-supervised kernel methods, large-scale kernel meth-

ods, generalization theory
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HEE, BAiERE. BAE AR RE AR FULAE,
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25 MHxIIEZEE
2.1 ¥%F%

%7715 (kernel methods) #& —ZRHZ ML 21 T70E, AT WESEI R JEAL |
TEA AR LR 2 STHESE,  TERHRAZ 30 A 2R 1 S5 4045 2 2 R 0L %y
AL N SRR AR, T AR PR RAE AL SOE AR 2R
e AR ZHERY, AL Moore-Aronszajn 2 HE P i H 1F 5 (4%
BRI ke X ) T AE A% A JRAA R 23 1] (reproducing kernel Hilbert space, RKHS) H 17
fEHME—1. 7RSSR ¢ 0 X — H BRAREAR NN 2 1] X B
B M, SR T RKHS (g8 200 75 4025 [8]) sk B AR S R 1 T 2%,
IR IR R R EN) 2R

ELF) 20 20K, Cortes A1 Vapnik £ SVM U7 A fii %4575 (kernel trick) i it
IS5 1) PR AR 2K A RE AR B X S 1) RKHS 1, 675 2 U 45 HRRIE LS ¢
M EAARTE R, B4 T RKHS S5 . A, Mercer @B $5H: N R
K: XXX — REMNPRIIEERE, —EFEZRE c(x, x") = (p(x), p(x"))y 5T
(IR TURFAE SR @ X JSL AR PR AR A2 A ARAB AR S 18] Mo I AR TS, R fR i
SFPRIIE E AL Rk, RT3 o f R SRR U . s I RS 5, IR
1k F 2R P SRV AR e AR 2R R, AR O R T SRR E . Bk,
NG R AS S IR T 5 R RS, GRS T K O S 5 AR AL B 5
), tnE Wt R (Gaussian process) !, %04 [A] )5 (kernel ridge regression, KRR)101
¥ ¥ B4 70 M7 (kernel principal components analysis, KPCA). 11, 4% 3 51 2 #r

(kernel Fisher discriminant analysis, KFDA)P7l, #2324 (spectral clustering)!'?4%,

BE T DL MR N SRR SR A B AR LR ) RE T . T IR R R
FHAER B 79I NE EH RO, WSy I8, B IR FERRERIASE
NEA BT LR B AR AL BT B E. 2R ESR
BME. 2 X ARMATEL Y AR R X x Y AFEARSE. DB
M =R e, Hx N DY Y = {+1, -1} FEAES D = {(x, y)},
M7 [ 43 A (identically independently distributed, i.i.d.) HiISRAETREA A E] X x Y
AN EBEEARFNIBETR 34T pxxy e BZBREL & : X x X — R ABS T NBIER,



R T B AR iR T A R 7T

XFFRIR) IE E A% 2R
K(x, x") = (B(x), $(x"))p,

MR S T ML ¢ 0 X — Ho WISGEIRE LI 0 x 0 EHEHE K =
(L, 2]}, FRTERAERE ST, S5 5T 5 A

(Lg)(x) = /X «(x, 2)8(@)dpx ()

of py RAEMNKCR X b bR . BERE K RBUMET L EREASES D
LIRS, Mercer 51 3540 3 BB « 7T DA EE S0 BLRAY B T O
HEA A, BAET B o) BVERAT

k(x,x7) = > A (x)gp(x").
j=1

R I7iE I AR RS « 5 AR S URAE MU R A ARG 21 RKSH #
£ M AR ZME A S A AT 22 20 o B 8] € LN

He={f1x = f(x) = (W,(x)) : IWI, <1},

Hef, We N xY AR SH Pl A 52 2] B AR 3R 4 1
ZAERE (RIEARFIEE LRI TNPERE ), BB A REE % HIZ AL IR % (gener-

alization error) 147 fif =
£ = [t d prory)

Hr, ¢:YxY - RAMKKE, HE 7 w5 sebrf 2 m . KR
BHINLES 7= 7k, s MBIz AR ZVE A B s dE A7 SRR . Hil T
MEZIIAN pxsy RFD, IR EZ AR ZE E(F) AT VPG . A REAEHFEAREE
D FAL% 72 (empirical error) #EATAN 11, I 450 1% 22 & /ML (empirical risk
minimization, ERM) 1E Al % H 5

arg min £(f) = 1Z:f(f(xi), Vi)-

n
feH, i=1

I G, SRR AR AL SR A 8 DN IE AR I, AT A A AR A T
(variance). AW ZE (bias) o L IE WAL 5 2] FOEAFE SCRF I &AL (support

8
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vector machine, SVM)!, #ZI& [R5 (kernel ridge regression, KRR)M™Hlixz /N —
e Fr A B ML (least square support vector machine, LSSVM)®14%, 1% J5 kil it
WZREL « T IREBLST ¢ BN 8] X R B s g (BRI 4D
[f] RKHS H, SRJGTE H o) Bk 288, A i g riEH A 73k
WIRMRILRE /I BT RITER RIFIIZ A ERE, CAEMRZSAMAE) 2
R NTTERZITERE R S A, BERENIFR T2 M 0nE LRA, G
LIBSVM 5| LIBLINEAR™“, SVM Light !. Shogun Toolbox 2 £

22 ¥BEEZHIEL

BLas 5 SRR 2 AL B 70 A T 3R BUIR B2 TR iz AR 22 E(f) B/t
BRI BRI TR A R A, BB EEH R R E, @FENHAR
REIFFGSE R B IR EE R ZE B, @ s MUz iR ZE BRI TIZA
WM RO AR E B SR e B R R u o R B R E, AE
R IR BN ARz AR ZE 5 TR R A SR & T RS Ve
4E (VC dimension)P!, 42 [E][F F¢ (radius-margin)P®!. Rademacher & 42 & #1, &
ERREME (stability) PO, 78 35 0 (covering number)?, JE 45 R % (compression
coefficient) P 2§, AT FEEM PAC =]k, X VC 4. Rademacher & 74 &
Mo E TR HIT N,

22.1 PAC%Z]

T8 S B A S il 2 AE 2 I L IE#f (probably approximately correct, PAC)
O HAR DY TSI AT NARE N b, BRI AT pxxy PEE B AR X
A Y B, HE E(h*) = 0. PAC ¥l (PAC Identify) & X N: *FT
€6 € (0, 1), HH%IHE AZBEY fe H WL

PHES) <€) > 106,
PRSI A Re MR ] H, AP IR b WELR U7 S 5L A BELL
B (B 1 - 6) 3R b B GRERZ N e). PAC 2245
T Z0E S S BRI AGRE T IIAESE, TR S R H RS T I BRI A AT RE
(% e, DAL T B R A (R R R 2 PAC 2 S R B

thttp://svmlight.joachims.org/

2https://www.shogun-toolbox.org/


http://svmlight.joachims.org/
https://www.shogun-toolbox.org/

R T B AR iR T A R 7T

Fof FAR A 10 BRI 27 21 4F 55, PAC 27> GEms B0 M 5 S HIE I > Be
F3s B T2 ST 55 1 s To PR AR =S 8] R I, 75 B4 51 N LA s s
B2, BEm o dres 2 4 iz AR
222 VC 4

VC 4 (Vapnik-Chervonenkis dimension) 5 /] H1 Vapnik ! Chervonenkis 25 H
E X, S&Ar A ook (distribution-free)s U3 S 57 (data-independent) )4z 15 % [A]
HREEETR, HHT ARz G

T ne Ny, BB H, FI38K R EL g, (n) €3O8

M, () = _r_ngf}exl{(f(xl),--- fx))|f € Hel.

FEAC BB Ty, (n) RN TH) He 3T n ADREGIBEIR T P25 0 m] RERL. B
[A] ) VC 4E5E N BER H, 3T A RAE B 5 A

VC(H,) = max{n : I1y, (n) = 2"}.

VC YN T ST B R S BRI E R TR f € Ho 6
(0,1), WLED 1 -6 HyEsAF(ED)

E(f) —E(f) < \/% [D (log (%l) + 1) —log (g)],

Hf D = VC(H,) N VC %, E(f) MEZIRE, E(f) NAKIRE.

2.2.3 Rademacher 82 &

VC 4E iz AR 2 F 2 43 A LK (distribution free), M AT W& [H
I} VC 4E &8 ST 1) (data-independent), & FHEEIH . HAATLK. Bl
ML RS T VC 4E15 BRI AR 22 FHE il T IR 7

St Gt ST FAB IR AT FU )5, Shawe-Taylor VT & 2548 K #i (data-dependent)
B 2% B) 2 2 1 P B (R BB ST, TR 30 Rademacher 5% 8 78 X0 15 2 ] gk
AT RN, MR E FEALE (Bl 404D, Koltchinskii %5 Rademacher
SORESINBI G S BRI b ST Rz AR 79149901, Rademacher
SORFEIRIM TG Bl A, Rt LLEL VC 458 K30 7 ARERA I 7,
MR 27 SRS (2 A BE 73 BT B AR T 2 AR ZE WS A TR

10
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T EMNARES D = {(xn )}, € X x Y, BEH H, 4% Rademacher

—~ 1
R(HK) = Z Ee

fsg}ri ; fif(xi)],

Ho, e, 6, RISIHIEAE T Rademacher 4 A BEHLAS &, 2 Pr(e =
+1) = Pr(¢ = -1) = 1/2,Vi = 1,2,---,n. ¥ Rademacher 5 7% E 5 %7
AW pxoy~ RFEFEAA R, € XN

R(Hy) = Ep-py,y [R(H,)]-

Rademacher 2 7% B2 A DL RATECRBEFEAR D ERILRE (GlRiRZ 52
wEMZER LS P

sup (£(/) - 5<f>)] < 2R(H,),
feH,

EDNPXXY

A SRR RES) sup, ey, (E0) - E() BT, 1% T L9802 590
WIREMEAR L, AT T s

A=A B Y = {+1,—1} ol A7 T SR 32 11 22 FLioss,
SFFAERE 6 € (0,1), f € He, LAED 1 -6 (HERAFAE

£~ E(1) < 2R(H,) + 4y E.

PR AR B B A 1 205 Rademacher 524 R(H,), 8% 13 FISE N
O(1/+/n) B EF . Massart 5| FEB 57 1 VC 45 Rademacher & 7% I &

7€(HK) < /2D log en/D’
n

HH D = VC(H,) MBS ] H WL VC 4. SCERI 25 H T Rademacher 5 7%
[ESEHEZ KR, Srebo SEAESCHR 1102 i AT 1k — P k.

Bartlett 55 7£ Rademacher 5 7% FE B 5T Fh ORI, h 257 STRCAY 2 Ak Rg J 2 Ok
TR AT FH AN BB g s T o 14 o 0, 1 o (B e 2 1) o B 80/ 5 22 1 e B0 A ok
[ F- 25 (] 103601 M 4R Y T S B Rademacher 5 24 (local Rademacher complex-
ity) FIRBE . FEREER N (UZAE MR IR B4R R T ) 1701, i ] R
Rademacher & 2% A3 72 (LR Z ISR BEWIA R O(1/n), 4" Rademacher
ST PR R AR Z ISR MG 24 O(1/+/n). & Rademacher 5 4% 5 /& A ¢
ZACERRIT T BT T AR AL I B AE I A0 L AL




R T B AR iR T A R 7T

224 MHETFER

3 BT (integral operator) BLAR fE W 7T #% J7 V202 A0 B 1 () H 22 T R, B9-67700,
Zhang i 5 7% &R AR 03 S AR A8 75 B0 A% U7 2 S BAR 1), Smale A
Zhou FIRAF 57 5L T AW BHE bR ik 5 el s 1) fh 22 b 516869710
De Vito S5 U BT HS 45 H KRR FERIZ AR ZE BAL, RN S5
A 10 R VA 24 R SR AR 72 - T3 72 43 fift vl /R (bias-variance) 7%

Ry EASE N 8 XAERU T I BRYE (effective dimension) i
WAMERE. HERDET Lo, ARYEE N

N(Ap) =Tr (Le + 24D 7'Ly), A4 > 0.

Caponnetto 1 Vito N & HE 5] NP EHE B K Y. FEK (capacity
assumption, &% 3.14) H TBR#&NME 2 AR/, IEN{GE & (regularity assump-
tion, R 3.15) AT XHMERZTEATIEN L. HETAERE. EULER, 7T
PASRAT JyRZUE [1H (KRR) [ B g A2 A R ZE W sl 3 10970

Ef) - E(f) = o(n-z%)_

Hrry e [0, 1] #ZHFE RS H BIRN, roe [1/2,1] #2HMRsaS H H, HE
WAREE .y r BB R B2 SHE S A S IR R UE , AR 57 PR B
IRAFAS RLAZ I [V Y B AR 2 AR ZE ISR o IR T2 AR ZE WO ARAS v r 1Y
REBUE, £ O /n) 5 O(1/yn) Z 1.

G, K& TAESET R 57 B0 A U4 [ A AL 2 s ez AH E it e
FRFST: Rudi SR TS HE G, FRAAE/RE. EUNAEEA Nystdm 1T
fl KRR 5 H Rz ISR ), 2 J5 45 H A8 FH B LR AR AU 52 KRR (1
RAZAGRZEF U, Zhang SFHET UM H-FHEE, 4 7 /R EIHRIZ
AR Z WS 281, EH IR A S RS RE % ENMGE S 1 Lin 25
BT 2 MR HF B R RHESE (AR =R, EWMERBD, /18 T ik
U ] T ) B AR AR ZE USSR U761 B TR0 B 3R, A FH BB LS B2 U7 VA SR A %
U ] 51 ) B A2 AN R ZE USSR AR B Tz BT 977 B, 2 N T B 4
A 1) KRR X LS 2 AR SO 7 2 5 17882,

12
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2.3 HFERRIEE

£ CGE) BB IR, YIZRFEA A 2 s B b MO &R R R A
Bt o MALEE S ST H R B RE f, SRR H s B by 1%
RLAE AT LA 25

o WEGERE: B EAMREERE CEEVOVRRER, H).

o WEGNGR: WEiesiE 7 Rz AR ZE RN R £

(BT BN GRFEAS 3 E LR 0 A R R, BVE BRI 2GR %, SERR
ORI S5 b TN SR B AR AR 0 R 2 BN R £, it 5] BRI I i B
iR 7 /MU 5 LSRR A2 AR ZE 2 7, AFAE U N AR ZE 0 i 25

E(f) = E(NY) = E(f) = E(F)+E(f) = E().
iRz BITR%E

WA R PE I A L 18 3 3% £ TR, T B VI /N 4 7 3% £ (i
Fo WSROI 2 ] H, 2 R BR B « ME— T 09, B A BR B B v
TERSE ST R PR B . TR0 2 ST R A2 3

o RIS, AR R R, TR R B,
A8 1 32 £ 1L FE

o BF MRS ISR BME (ERM) VISR S8, ATTE
&%@m$ﬁm%%%$%#2%mym%m50%m%ﬁ%ﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁo

A DU H A2 TR P A R, AR KR BE L B e Tt A 22 A
R A 7 M T 00 2 S LI P 2 A% R A 50— S e i 1851

2.3.1 3 NXIGIE (CV)

W% T VR e 4 v B B B0 7 1k A A8 LB IE (cross-validation, CV), .
k-JT 538 SCIAE, B kU4 FBEUS) SR 2 Ry ik, I IR AR R I 2R 5L
RN NN WAEE, R ML R BE IR EE B RL - 21 4%, R
UEE EVPA ARG AZ 2 ] 285 N BAIF R 22 R RIRI R 2K, BRAGEIUE
135 I R 22 B/ N IR R B . BRARIX S 5 AS B2 N, ARAETE A R R s

() BT RSB EM. AINE. k-3758 I IEA 2 A0 3R 2 (10 ik
it IR ETGEIRIEZ AT RE B B HIVE BRI AR ZE I To Al o U1,

13
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BT ERR, w5 ML A 1)

Q) HEEREES. ERZREFEEES NSRS B8 k70,
TR 5 2 R R B R BRI 08 O(n®),  BRIE I FR ik 126 4% b 208k b B A %
PREUN TR R 28 O(kn?)

2.3.2 IE{3Z X EGIE

NP EAS X IR UF A, 2RI AAE IR UE 7 V4 i Hy 14192087881 \Wahba SNy
SVM #2H 7T XA XA J73% (GACV) 0, Vapnik £l Chapelle $&H! 7 3 T3k %,
4t (span bound) FJIELEE —% (LOO) HIRZM T,  Cawley 4 LR EH —i%
MEALTTIEHES B B iR /N I SCHF B AL (sparse LSSVM) . An 545 HY 1 7E
LSSVM F1 SVM _E ) k-#7 28 XIS IE 15 22 B AUl v1 7774181, Debruyne Z5: T
SZUE K%Y (influence function) MEE, FHRHZREEIFELIE —% (L0020, Xf
T MBI R, A IR UE TR R TG — A% 5 2 4%, AAAE TR AR
BK O(n®)s B2 RIS LRIE . &5 AR n] 555 0

233 mAWZITFTE

X} 5% (kernel target alignment, KTA) J5 V% ¢ 5 Cristianini 1 Shawe-Taylor
PR, ZITER TR R L S 2 48, T I e R AR H B 5 B 28 R 5B R
IR A AZ iR A

argmax y' Ky,
kel

Horp K LR« RERLPAZFERE, y = (01, -+, )T PRSI B . B IZ N 55
PERE, Cortes 58 H T HOAZ XS 55 (centered KTA) #EN| (221,

argmax y' K.y,
kel

Hr K. NP EERE . IR IR0 55771 (KTA) IR b, B TRk 2 (6]
HIAZ 0 P EA% & (feature space-based kernel matrix evaluation, FSM) 23, &1k
(kernel polarization) ! 3 — P U ME . BREEAERS F5 B 771

234 B

A2 XIS UE « IEAUAE SIS AIE < %00 55 S5 A% GEA% T3 AR R £ 07 1R K A% 5 1A
REEE (RS D NGRIZ 24 (FER A A i B AR 0 73 B

14
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Iy LT . BB R e B P I BRI AT RE AL R SR 4t
TR EL 2 INGEEE D ERAR R B/ MU

KPR EAFAE LT [

(1) o BEoes iRtz s e &, MR ek BOE BT N L4l

(2) M FTEMEEZ AR, AT EINGL LA E DI i s B
BRI, THEACRIRT .

(3) TIEEEN A S/ MEZAGRZE T L, k=2 MBI SR

11 B 2% £ 2] (kernel learning) J7 A4 % 5 2R R FE L ISR 22 2 4 A
BBREIE, DMz iz 2z 00 H b, il id s 2 (078 3C1R I 22 5% ek £
AT S H . B E% S IR N4t

() Tmwsks bRk Bk . RRaBmnzEsE8, gt
NEFIZE S, RS EIL S S AL

(2) RFagptzig 2 as— . ENGRdRE P a At B bs, Ll 25 1 3R
I AEAZ R AL %52 2S5

(3) AL SNz iR Z# e, HZ AR R 3% I SRR Bt

N

234.1 BIZEZ] (MKL)

% ¥ % 2] (multiple kernel learning, MKL) [A] i} %% 2] 2 MZ R EYH A R
B ZF B0 HAZ R EUR 2 AN A A

K(xax’) = Z ,L[me(x,x/), ,ui 2 0’ Zﬂl = 19
i=1 i=1

oy, po= (- wm) NEZAE R 2R S B 0L T R4
EZALRE DT, B €, WERAREN, FRIEL A G0 BNEARE B
) 7O il N R R Rademacher 4% BEAE BT . NSRMEE KM
FOIWE, ZRESAEE IR, AR KI (semi-infinite linear
programming, SILP)1, BEHUELRE T F )7 50097 4

Argyriou Fl Micchelli #& i 72T DC Sy TEIRZ S 2] 771EP8 . Gehler #
Nowozin ¥it 7 — MR #TCIR 4% 2% > (infinite kernel learning) /7% [(IHEZR 1, Jf:
M FH 2 10 R AR R SR A 122 ) e
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2342 BinEE>S

55T Bochner E#E, Rahimi Fl Recht i FH 545 15 i A4S (1 BEATL A8 BL i
FHEL AT A LB, Zhang S55E H A A BEATLAE B HHARRAE A9 1 P RS AN A8 A%
2%, JFIEIL SR AL IR ST R, AN (RTINS 2 2 B B L R S 100l

M Yaglom & FEUEAH, AE68 18 FH 44 T8 2 BEA LA B BE HURRE T AU 20
RO, Yaglom GEFA: 2 HALE —BAZREL «(x, x7) W2 LA FIER

K(x, x/) — / ei(a)Tx—erx')ll(dw’ da)’),
R4xR4

ZAZ R AN X 2 EER. i u(dw, do’) N5 IEE (positive semi
definite, PSD) 1% & s(w, w’) 151 Lebesgue-Stieltjes J¥ & .

Remes %55 H FEATLAH BL - BEATURR AE A4 38 A7 BRZE W5 AZ 0 2%, A8 F S i £
T 5B AZ SR BN L ) T, DA 38 R R 2 R I 2 ST AR R B, %2 2] A 110
WAL EEH], A H R ML R, S T Bz T 2 A A
e WEAZ S ST BT 2 SR T i i R g 2 =) 021080 o i g 11091

Xue Z5KG A% W 25 5] N B — M mokz oy i, IR EER 45 1001, 58 p T
YA} Rademacher 5 2% A TERZ N 25 524 T2 AL BB ORAIE,  JFHE 35 STRESE 1
WU, 2 JE R AT AR A N T e B 2 R R 2 11081

24 FMEEZHEE

FLSH 2 ST 55 op T AR 2 B 25 5 3RE, i Al A v AR B g,
G GL N UIGREE th KB DB EIRA R #5150 5 o
7%, AXEERI > B ARSI HAT IS, W3 T RELREHIE PO HAE
MER, BB AR .

el B 24 3] (semi-supervised learning, SSL) 3& F/b B H FRZEFEA K K BT hr
SR AR I SR AR AT 2 ) 100, o B 2 S ) SRR R P e A S A AR T 2
FRPERE. X TR B R, ARFNEES D' = {(x,y)}, € X x Y HFEAR
WALFE A (4.d) HERFETF A0 pxey, TWRBEHIEES D = {x; ), € X
B NRE AL [F] 43 A1 M R FE T 1A PR MR 2 20 A pxo TR WL I BN A, A
PREREARBOLIE D T EREREAR, W on < uo MBI FIEORE: Elat

)[110—1]2]\

J71% (generative models 5B SVM (semi-supervised support vector ma-

16
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chine, S3VM) 251131141 0 JL = P ) 22 IS X 2 2] (graph-based semi-supervised learn-
ing, GSSL) o151 j5 % 707774 (heuristic approaches) 271161 Z£ T2

241 HE£BRAFE

AT (generative models) A& ELE3E T2E UL, A 07 ik e
P E A2 B R — AR BBER 0 A ooy AERKHD o 5T FORER PT U I 7
FERIAE R S JOR T AR 88 5 52 20 AR SRIGER, TR SRR IIAR BN A &,
f 1 EM SR 2EAT KA

PEREIT R TI RBON: argmax, p(ylx, ©), Firfr © ARG SH. S
THRERESE. TRELESE, BRI 0 #1752

argmax (log p({x 3} 18) + 4 log p((x. )11 10) ).

Horb, Ay H TR A8 H0E . ToAR S8 M sem . 62K 05 i T8 E 0 A
B, AN FEERE BT AR F k. B 2 W B AR oy V20K v 1 508 40 A7 AL
NIRRT S R A B (Gaussian mixture model, GMM)U! 01 YR &
FAHAY (mixture of experts)!!2, A2 TUIH B A (naive Bayes models) 1145,

U KA O3 A0 5 SEBR A A ARRE, A8 To bR 25 B b A A bR 2 2 ats e 3k
PR ARz A PERE IS, T W R B 0 A0 T SE bR A ANRE, A o bR 2 e 2= [
Rz AR R, 2 B2 o) SRS FEAR T R8 F A b 2 25000 1) M B O ik 1ol

242 FIRRFE

FI 259208 e K TA) R V% R N 2R PR REAS . ToAR B A 27 ST T 3
BF e FETAREE 3B (low-density separation) ¥, R34 F o i K % & X
BRI, AR A R FR RS R A (] B e 120120 i &) 2.1 Fros (PR Uh, 2f
WEB SCRFIFTEAL (S3VM) X SCRFIEEAML (SVM) Ikl 0 B8P W kAT T2 IE, fiE
g AR o X gk 000 2007 VR L FH 3824 M 27 20 B 5 VR A9 B IR R K )
7% (Fisher Linear Discriminative Analysis, FDA)!231, 2 5B 7 #[] &ML (Semi-
supervised Support Vector Machine, S3VM)21, Ji 1E N4k, 1124125,

Forp g B 72 B SVM 1, H Joachims 2 B BLAE X SCRF A1 &
ML (Transductive Support Vector Machine, TSVM), &3t ik B HE S4vVMIL,
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S3VM X! 5 A2 -

SVM X 542 -F- &)

2.1 FEEBLFEEN (S3VM) SRZESE

PTSVMI261, DL — 7025045, TSVM H1%: 2] HAr N

arg min (D20 =yif ey + Aallf B+ 4 Y (1= 1f ),
eH i=1 i=n+1

Hr, 4 HTBAE SR AR IEMATRIAE R . BF (- [ f(x))s B
FAE, ERRRBGZARNE, MELR B R i, Pt EE SVM BT —
AN E R QA e T R R A SR AR SR, PR IR J Ab Sk T (A% (graph kernel)
BRSO P2 T B LDSUY, J T AR IS BMEAL T B meanS3VMU S5 77

243 ETFERHEEESZE

BT I 2 W B 2% 31 7725 (graph-based semi-supervised learning, GSSL) {5 %
A R AR % (manifold assumption): 4 A\ U3 G898 U A0 iR\ B 4ERTE
Bl BTG, WA BIEREERE S, BT ErnmAREA,
HIA R IR PIANREAR Z B AR . BIRIA S Sbr b2 BT S AFEAR AR AL
FRE, MG S B kLA REAR R B RAR AR kA as B AR
AR Cn#Z B0 RS2 BAEIR k AFEARMARBUE, iz RN
FERETCRAR: K HE R AR LB N AR A R T FAEBCE N 0,

GSSL A i &2 il i i /MU BE B2 B 2L (energy function) SEIRARZEAL 1 (label
propagation)!'>127), §E & B HL I E SN

D Si(fxn) = flx))) =1TLE,

i,j=1

18
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Hrf = (f(x)), f(x2),- -, f(xpnu))"o LA Laplacian i€ X N L=D-§, H
O AR TR Dy = 250 S e MBS UIE R MERe R s EL, /e
AT AT FE A PR RS BRAR BN, AT B 1 AR 25A% 3% 1 H (1) . Blum A1 Chawla
AR H T I 2 B TV — BB (mincut), IR HY T REER BB E LT
Z )G, Zhu ZHE H U E)3E (ratio cut) Zhou Z5EHE H I —4k%2: (normalized cut).
Zhu ZEHE H A R E0%: (harmonic cut) X e /NE 7 VA AE 1Y 1) jEHEA T 50k .

3T Laplacian 5728 T{EU21291, Belkin 259 4% H 7 /% 1E W4k (manifold
regularization) &= > HEZE 120, W4 Ee & R EESRL HErh, S5&HiJ. IEN1L
W [E AT 2] . I IEN4E (manifold regularization) 5% 2] HESE K

(1<
argmin (= 3" £(£(x), i) + Aall {1, + A" LE).
i=1

feH,

S BRI, i R A AR RS BT R AE I AL R
AR 7] /5, Fergus 283 Eigenfunction J774£U3Y, {fH] Laplacian 4 /b & )
FRAE [A) RN TE ML 4544 Zhang S532 H i /MWFEI 777 (minimum tree cut,
MTC)!PY, A YA AW LA Laplacian #F%, IS/ MU EFTIREE:  Lin 5552
4 & IE 4L (anchor graph regularization, AGR) 321331 3 HUTC bR 28 4 B i 8%
REMS PRAIE Laplacian #0552 F1EE#, A5 MMM A A AR 280l 247 I 5.
Wang 25 N\ A% = 38l AR 13, i 7 B A I AR . 72 AGR LAE
R EE o] k-means SR IR0 SAE N AL T 258 TR Nystrom
RFE BRI SRR A s AE o | 1), T AT RCRAR T HY k-means P 5%,
[ RE A8 18 B AR AL 2 AR Z2 BB ORIE . 22 I PERE
244 BARXFHE

Ja & 512 (heuristic approaches) = EALFE H Il 4% (self-trianing) 1361, F& 7%
SR /71 (disagreement-based methods) ),

H 1%k 572 (self-trianing) +& FI Rosenberg 52 H 1301, S A5 bric B Il
IR, S ORARICEE AT TN, IR TN 45 SR B HE AR I 45 RAE AR,
i =Nl SoN N

T3 B U7 12 (disagreement-based methods) f# F 24N 51 8%, il 22
% Z (B 143 B (disagreement) & 60 F FH AR AR IE B 19 H 1. BendL 125 (co-
training) 2711, EFXT Z AN A (multi-view) 2R 2 N2 4%, KA EERN R ICHE
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’ —
Parameter Server W = W - 77AW

[ U0

]
o/ 1]\
Model DD OD D

o

0
\
0
Replicas DD D
D E?j Ea

2.2 A F SJHELE

etz >4, JFER g,

2.5 KRR ZE

BT BARE LB RN AFAE T s S, DA ik i a) 25 a) &=
AREEIAMET O(n?), i FEAZITEAE TR R . H A T Rz 7
VRIS ) 7735 A A OT R U ARRRAT AL 75925031 L BEALRS 2 T B
J5 R B8 0) G5 = fh 1R TR

251 SHRNAE

oA TRz T RS 2 2 B (BARAZ TR, 2R
PR S BRI A THEORSU S T B il 2.2 fos CRIETZ 8RS
gDy oA ORI SR R 23 BN R 5005 b, TSR R0 il AR
M ECHE BEAT U2 R A, AU ZRad R b & rho0 oY BT L BEAE, 5K R
B R ) rp Y R HEAT B R Oy R AR 14,

W ) 0 A 2P 8% 27 ST HE 226,55 MapReduce!'*?!. Apache Spark!'*3!. Z%{
i %5 %% (parameter sever)!'*)). MLBase!'"* %5, O KEOMREEVTR, 1
T 5 i B SR VS 19T [eIR { A2 o P 14019890 [E] i, A R EEAT
W12 I7VE R ) 3 A IS, AR 7 A AL [ Y4 1901521 o3 A ST Hf 1) &
| RN T2V /35 9507 7 i TN T W7 2 S S

10734 AL T VEAE NI RZ T, AFAE— @R, A L TT iz
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AL FRVS A T A FOME i S A . T4 TE SFVEMESE (divide and conquer) A2 1815 fix
DA AHESE LB S — 00, RN RSN R Z, Bt XAz 7% 0
ZACER R S T VRHE YR . Zhang SR T FHEE . ZAERERHIE S
fige, B IG5 A AZE [BA B Az AR ZZ ORIE 281537 Wang 25— B PR AIG
TREAREIRE, FEELHMN 1+e HU, Lin FHRETRRR S H
W, AR, BN, 338 1 A6 0 B Bz AR Z 8
RS T P8 Chang &8 70 #7 7 2F I B 70 A AR & Rl V952 20, FFIERT 148 H
ToAnZEE R nT DL SR IE K 73 2. T Meng 55 & IR AF FHAR E T (stability) XT3 Ai
HAZVE A RZ AMERE AT 20 AT U9 Aok, oA SRR SRS T BRI
S5 I W Fe e LT A Bt S TR T AR a5 791600

252 ERHIEA A

T AR AL T VAR I (B B 2R FEA KT O(n?), PRIH Fe i 2 i
TR TR L . ARRRIEAL T V2 E G 3 I Nystrom RAFIT DAL FERE . {5
8 MLARFE U AUAZ PR 2
2.5.2.1 Nystrom E#E

Nystrom /7750 XY ZREERAE, i H RFEAS B FE A T 82 X0 Ji 0 4% P 3t
ATARRRIE L. A s A Nystrom SRAEEH 0 51, Nystrom KAEIT AL HERE A

K., ~ K, ;K[ K},

SS ns?

Hort K, ANEEZER, K, AE XEREHIEE. RAEEEE ENZAERE,
K5 N AERFERE ERZHRE. 1 AR . B1XF Nystrom J7 &R0 7T
FEGAFELLU R BAJTH

(1) 4 A% Nystrom s

Nystrom KFE g T I RMZ B mz A tERE, OF K& TAEW 7 2k
Hb A B A 3G ) Nystrom KA R B (E A k-means RFEH0AEH Nystrom R
FE AU Kumar 2542 0K Z ANl Nystrom 3BT 20 & (5 & Nystrom 7
U620 L S BE AL SEEE A2 R Nystrom SR f1119); Hsieh 2542 H Oy BLFE R 2
(pseudo landmark points) £ 4 Nystrom KAE s 064 [F]H) 5% Nystrom SRAFEI®E, 3
— B BEAIC Nystrom SRAFEFRIN ()23 [6) . SR B BN FE#4 . De Brabanter %5 {4
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FIET51 Nystrom KA, @iz rEfe. 1HERCRIS);  Gittens Al Mahoney
FI T RF4T 4> BB % (leverage score function) V> T 75 1 Nystrom SRR £ %1100,
MM $EE T Nystrom TSR .

(2) ETHEMIRIEIIE Nystrom (X

Si 4 A FH A R 1) DRE AR 4 i3 Nystrom T LK) Fast-Nys J7¥%, $2&
TR AR MEREAT RIS 5, R B B Nystom FEFE, (75 A
7 5D (1) Nystrom SRAF Uk BE 0% 38753 R AF (I USOR o 1207 AT 50 60 365 43 F 2
FHEAT X BRI 43 J5 456 FH 43 Bkt M J6 & (block diagonal) P& Nystrom 7% [A] 52 44
JE. R AR, AR S S, AT R R I A A I R IR S %
(hierarchically compositional kernel) 751,

(3) Nystrom ;Z LIRS

£ Nystrom 1% 77 ¥ (12 A B 23 8 7 T M HLAS 13k, Bach X Nystrom J7
EIZ AL AT 4717 Alaoui A1 Mahoney 45 H! Nystrom 133 4% 4 5] )
FERIR CRUE DT T2 T AR R HESE, Rudi S5UEHH T Nystrom S U IE [1]
BRIz AR 72 2 T3

(4) fEFABEHLRILTT AR Nystrom %737 75K iR

K, RZWE TAER Nystom R IIRZE B 586 T B RIE AL &
v T SR 1 R I ORAIE B IR 2 A iR Z ISR, AL FH F4F (early stopping)
I Nystrom-KRR SRAER) F77:072 44 Nystrom S5 7125 AL bR bR T BEAH 45
HITTENBY A FAL B ILPERE BE T BRI (preconditioning conjugate gradient
descent, PCG) fINi# Nystrom-KRR = f# K fi# 1) FALKON J77 781,

2.52.2 BENYFE

BEALHFAE (random feature) 14 A FRAEFENLRFE ¢py : X — RM AL BRI AL
k(x,x") = (Pppr(x), par(x')).

B TH M0 A8 e, Rahimi A1 Recht B {CN-FF8 AN KL H AT BEAL 3 H
MAFAERY .l T RENUVRHE T VAR Z AP B8 B SR 050, TSR b & 2URpAE
WS R AT LA IR 5 v, A E 7 RIFRIZAEPERE . BLmiiH s ReR, A5
KT BENURFLE T3 925 (FF 78 -5 B #Admg 1 7e-17el

(1) EAthzeR Bt N BEALAFAE
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BT R AL, W FE AT A A SR Y A bR B0 6 ) 2 ) BELARRALE, 6
S AR, 205 71700 B B (histogram kernel) 1801
BEINPIAZ (additive kernel) '8!, = RERZ U2 &% Samo Al Roberts $ig Hi A5 2 HL i
BEHURFAEL PR AZ 1O, JRAE i R 102104 B3|z R H

(2) REFMEHFFHERRGIZIER

Le 25 {5 FHXT A1 2 46 . Hadamard &0 FF 05 AU B WL o 3706 %2 (¥ 7 ¥ (Fast-
food), 1 1AM AT BEEE U7, Yang 2548 FIL 54K (Quasi-Monte
Carlo) KA (MBAN LA B RFAET LT A AL, IERFIE L K AE 7S, Agrawal
AT O JEHCRSBEHURFIE ORI, AT IRAR R 46 J5 IO MIRRRAT AL L83

(3) BEMFHEZ (LIRS HR

Sriperumbudur 1 Szabé Hff 7t 1 B AL {8 B HARFAE I S iz AL BRI 184, Rudi
Fl Rosasco ZE T HGr 7 BRI, BENURRIE 777245 e F IR B LIS SR B 174

4) BEHAHESHEMEREEEHNAE

Avron Z5f57 F T4k B 38 SR A BEATLASF AUE A AL PRI AR U [ ) 1831, 4 HH Bl
ZE5 M. Carratino 244 BEHLER B N % (SGD) 5 BENURFEAZE & 81, JE45 H el
ZAERAIE. McWilliams SR BEHURHIE 5 700 SRR AR SE G F TSR il KRR
AZ B 4 ] RLUSO87) fE A 4 HOZ AL AR A0 HT s 1 58 R AR T A BT 3
WIS, Nt BENUFIEARSE & VAR T B Iz A BRI CRAE U138,
2523 H#EAEE

FABIEALTT VAT AS VD A i US| K2 e F U0 #5225 [ (sparse greedy
matrix) "M, PROE AR U2 B g A (tree code) ! £,

2.5.3 FENIRILTSE

BEHLILAL (stochastic optimization) /7 AR FH MRALE AR (FZR—EREE T
BV, IR TR SRAR . %5 R BEALAR AL 7572 B4 DT DY

(1) E|FEME% (cutting plane algorithm)

EERT VAL I 4%, Joachims $&H T B T HISPIHIVEARN) SVMP BAG 2R ML ]
RN, JE SO B TS R BS54 SVM (structrual SVM) H1. Franc

A1 Sonnenburg #& T~ FI-F VA K BT H BRI Z A% SVM 777 (OCAS) !,
(2) AR P& (coordinate descent)
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FET AL bR R BB 8 B/ MEAR AL T (SMO, sequential minimal optimization)
Hi Platt 719984 & B, HFTHE 2 N H T SVM Bl g 21, 15 Yk e 748
F R RI5 4, JRAEE A ) SVM JE LIBSVM 143 LLsz i 451, 7 J5, Chang 45
SR T JE AR PR (primal coordinate descent, PCD)!'901 S {H AR bR T A5
7% (dual coordinate descent)!"”],

(3) ¥R F35% (gradient methods)

Bottou 1 Bousquet X % H I — BB BE R R SIL . bR N IEREE. BEHL
B PE N B S AT T LR, TR AN R FEE D7 Y R R 1 1 L1981,

— P BEATLBE FE N R Sv2d i Ak E A R 5 S R T ) >R SE A

9g(W)

Wt+l — Wt _ ,
Tow

Hbp AEIE, g(W) NMAL HAR. Shalev-Shwartz 2532 H 1 Pegasos 2% >J HE
ZRE OB BERLEE FE R BRI NBIHELRYE SVM H, FF0I B FE T 723K i SVML (1
ISR AT T P, 35T Pegasos J7¥%, Orabona Al Luo ¥l 7 £ %% 2
BEHLBERE N 5% (UFO) 7. Dai &8 N RMUBAZ 5280t 1 WU AR BE T B R
(doubly stochastic gradients)!"*81. 3 A BZ 771304 5 2] R R FE AT LA R 2
BTk d, A3 Adagrad™. Adadelta', Adam!20" £,
BRI R RESE, ofE SCP K, R IR TSk, & R

ag(W)
oW

Wt =w-H"!

Horp H™' 2 FE5E Y (Hessian matrix) {30, 2R (Newton method) & & F )
TrBR RS RSV, A A IS B PR 20 B AR AR AR GA A P R R
R FEFE BRI, TFE R, A A A (quasi Newton method) SR AT
LA IRy i ZE 50 [ 100 Bl ZE R RS, 32635 DFP. BFGS. Broyden&s /7% %1,

(4) FRALIEHLETHEE P& /5% (preconditioning conjugate gradient, PCG)

FJLHORS R % 7712 (conjugate gradient, CG) H TR AR ME T HE, HIER
B T 26 5 2 P H R 1) 2 14441 (condition number). Tl Ab 38 3L HEAf B &
J77% (preconditioning conjugate gradient, PCG) 5| A FACELES, FRARZME TR
BESEAEEL, AT R D SR IE AR IR S . PCG 7T iz # S T s A% 0% [\ )5
AT ABURZ U [R] VA £ PA) G SR it 178:139:185.2040
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H3E KA IS BN A SRS (LB FT s

X PGB 22 R, MATEY X =R Wliasiy Y c RE,
X X Y A~ D EEERFA IR A MR E LD pxuyo 75 R8I R 3E
MK = 1R, FARSE oy AR, W L e, BIAEEG HK > TR,
R NZ U E, WME 0K 2%, ZAEFRE. M TRRE RS Gir
BNGES D' = {(xny)}r, € X x Y RO H N i AR AT [5) 23 A bR
FET RS MR B DA pxy, LIRBHIRES D" = {x;}, € X THAFEA
LA 3 AT HERAE T IR MR 0 AT py o FEH WHIEIRE 22 MAH, AIR%t
AHT I /D> T AR BAEAREL, B n < us

%7122 SRR W B 1) R W0, A I S R L AR 56 4% 1) 27 ST AR
o BITFERRZEE X x X > RIBESFMRAXFHEBS ¢ - X > H, i
ANREA P N 7 ) [ Xt B 5 28 AR A% A 7R 47 23 (8] (reproducing kernel Hilbert
space, RKHS) H 11, JRJE1E H FINZRENE T 214 . 1% sk BURFFAE LS 1) AR
I k(x, x7) = (d(x7), p(x)) o FHXS TARGLNE L B0 X L5 ST,
BT EAE I B i 4E A R AR 25 0] H rp o SRR, ARAT A S KRR R
KREST, AR VAL REIIR T

HEARTEY, BHRNEZITERZ AR TR E PR TR ZARE. 2
PR 22 FH A g L HOT205) s BE AR AR, PRI G T AR R R 20 Hr i i 2 i
ZACEE . T EREGE 44T 1) Rademacher B 24 iz (L HE 1S, ST H 71
Wz L.

3.1 Fa&EMR

E X 3.1 (B =ia). #Z 7kt R E B k(x, x7) = (o(x), o(x"))y WEHIN
FEA MG BI7E AR RIARZE H, ZJ56E H EINGLEES8% f(x) =
(W, ()Y N IR A5 0] H, 8 XN

He={f1x = f(x) = (W, ¢ : W], <1}, (3.1
Hrf, WeH xY N80 MRIBCERERE, (W, 5 XA H BRSO
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TIEMMAR R ¢ X — HOBBAFEAR x WA A 0] X B 21 B A% 4 K
Az E) o, HBETIEE 2R 228 (W, ¢(x))q, WS 2% 2510 Vs

T B e 3, CF) B =211 B br it 2 s Me & IR iz 40
"7 (generalization error), WIYIHEE IR Z (expected error), MM H KA2E 2] 2511
ZAERE R AR AR aE /1)

EX 3.2, F WARKREEAE: 73 IEIEAE A K45 T 2% (hinge loss)

((f(x),y) = ‘1 - (ny(x) - Iyl}g;y”f(x)) :
DLz [5] 3 i) s FH R ~F 5 352K (squared loss):
€fe)y) =11 -yl
EX 3.3 (H/MEZIRZE). IR BZ 7155 2] B A N i /MU RS2 AR 22
it &= [ @) d prrtey)
K XY
Hrr, €:YxY — R @ AR 23 8] B4k kAl

H TR A R0 pxr RFT, TIEBERET B2 AR, SEhr
E, Gt R R S HAR N, BMEA R S Sz AR ZE SR
lE R S AR E R Q2R ZE EFD .
ENX 34 (/MUGIRE). 4 f, AR A 45045k e MU R B (empirical
risk minimization, ERM). T AR IAEIE {(x;,y,)}r,, LWAEREHAER
Pk /ME (ERMD AR5 2] HAREAT IR

=~ - 1
fou = argmin E(f) = argmin — > £(£(x:),3,) + Aal W, (3.2)
feH, wer N3

FHAf (W, JIENETR . A4 A IENACISHL
EX 3.5 (EMEZARZETY. ot g, 2] Biroys MEZ AR Z 5t

inf , E(f) - (), (3.3)

Jn€Hy
o, LTI ZRBOE BRI f, B A 1) P 4 06 B 2k e /M
(empirical risk minimization, ERM). {5 8] 1 AFE A A CEVHIEE 43 2%
BONIRERD 4, Bl mingey, E(f) = infrey, E(f)e —MHLEFZESIMES (W4
Fo EEESS) Z AR ZEWSCR N O(1 /).
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R AT RERT LT e NZ AR 2, HZ AR 2 T B AT U . e
X 3.5 fron, ZAGERG o B i 8 I f /M AR ZE SRS A B AR RE . A
AR, Rademacher R, MUMRFHIWSE TR, FueriBZork
ZARE ES. sl R MU NZ AR ZE ESY, $R AL RUEN . KR
B LR B g LR T =R R R AR 22 ST 72 2

(1) FE TR BT 2 BT I 1% B V2 AL iR ZE R

WAL IR S04, € R (spectral measure), FRAS % B B L
IR ERIZ AR ZE L 5112060

(2) TR BGE /3T ) Rademacher & 4% 512 {L iR 2 H i

B Ok JR ¥ Rademacher BARFEGIANBIZ 0 K% I 3, SRAFEMAM T
FERBURZ R ZE TS, S0 &2 5328, # 57 E LAEHK 7% A | Rademacher
2 53 ] b Rademacher & 4% FE1) 00 &, Af AN 50 B 1) )2 30 77 (B
2R B8 2 2 43 25 ] &6 Rademacher & 44 %, #5373 T )% #f Rademacher
B FE MM 2 5 FZ AR 2 FE PO AL 2 A H A, 4 B B TR
Rademacher & 7% & 1) B 2 HAZ TR IZ AR ZE T, 43 30l 8 A% 25 2] 2R 0T
Jsi# Rademacher 5 4% Z& %% =) 38 XF B 7 i Rademahcer & 7% B £ 37X
%5 S BRI B SISz A iR 22 5L 1208,

Horp, %335 LT /5 %5 Rademacher 5 24 5 (1132 1h 1% 22 B2 %2 4t 1) it
AR ZE TR, AR SCE B ST 2 5 ) A% A ST AR R SR
[¥)J5 3 Rademacher 5 44 2 fhiR 2 5t

(3) ETHOHEFEIRW R Z IR

BTN E T, A Y (effective dimension) B 4518 KN, 5
NEEBE. BN E, #EE &AM, BEYURHE R AZ I [ H 77754 3
HEAZ (SR USSR F RN E FHIS, A4S Nystrom SKFE. PCG [
BAZ IR R (LapRLS) 45 HVZ AL ERIR RAE 135,

32 ETIEEEN_SXZWRER

A HAZ AR RS o e T B, A AR PR T B X, HES RN IR
FrrBEHL (LSSVM). SCHEATEHL (SVM) SR Rz iR 2 5. % T W — 4>
FKm @, HEHEEA Y ={+1,-1}, [FHEHE (f(x),y) =1 —yf(x)l-
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0-1 R — 70 IR ZEE XN

E(f)= Pr [pfx) <0l

E(f)=Prlyfx) <0].

PR E SN K = [k(x, 217> XERIEEMAAZAERE N N = K/[K],, IE
W RBO K = X7 2 k(e x))o 2 (A vi) ARVEAAZFERE N 1935 7%,

Nv; = A4;v;,

Hep, i=1,..., no A NBEFHEPIRIFFAEAE, v, X RIRE R &, A7 [EHE
T, AIENASECRNEL K|, = Ckj» W TEERMIAFEAER VX, x' € X, &
FEF TCRAFE LI 0 < k(x, x7) < cyo

321 EEEEX

IR AR e A R B g, TIRERE TR A& 7 XN R S R
S T %R BT (B DA pxor PAED HIULECREE . MTAZHEFERE 23
iR B AR I BT B, AR TR ARG o g R TR, i RE A
o0 i B N TR R R

E X 3.6 (I & (spectral measure, SM)). & (4;, v;) N IENIACAZHFE N 6% fiF,
i=1..., ne BE ¢ R, » R, NIESEE ERIRE, MTHEEie{l,...,n}, 7
TE o(4) < Ao BZHBE KBTS EE N

1 n
SMlk9) 2= 2 ) A) Vi)
H, y =00y

« BB h20

0 ifA; <h,
o(A;) =
A HAth.

28



SR3E R MR iR R e (LR AT T

.
I

g
o)) =A;,r > 1.

AN, FAEBWHIE A AT DIRE ZIIE o(4;) < 45 R REPE
X HIENAGRZFEREN )€ LT 0 < A4; < 1, FrBAmB el 2 o) < 4.

BREAE A AREDREAE, SI0ERN oW) = 0, TRk E &L T0,
B o(4;) — 0o FZFEREXS B /AINVRFAEAE HH e A i 2%, M eR % @ : Ry — Ry B
P RENS I8 1) 25 BRI A= (A E ]

322 LSSVMHIEEEZHWIRER

B e 34 ham N REcMUE X (3.2), B/ ZIRSFFRIEL (LSSVM)

RS8R €(f(x)y) = (F(x) — y)?, GIRZER/MEFE N
o= arg min {Z C(f(xi)yo) + AAIIWH%}, (3.4)
e Li=1

FEHEF LSSVM WG iz (LR 2 2 A, H5eHE T H 92 3.1 (e i 220017
ESBERNRR. 8 FRENHAH Gao A MM wH 210, Ze it 7z
RESLRIREIIKR.
513 3.1 B RAREHIEE D' = {(x,y)},, T LSSVM B = ) b4 & 5
1% feH, H&

1 n
- Z vif(x;) = ¢y - SM(k, ). (3.5)
i=1

JER. HHLSSVM 23] 2% (3.4). Pk, LSSVMAETE MR (F(x1), ..., f(x,)T =
Ka. EF, a=[K+ 0]y, BIH

D yif(xi) = y"Ka = y"K[K + 4,1]y. (3.6)
i=1

2 (Bin vi) NIZHEEE KRG8,

=

TKIK + A0y = Pi V)2, 3.7
Yy K[K+ A,I] "y :/lA+ﬁi<yV> 3.7)
EETI‘(K)S |K|1:C|K|; ﬁ@
b TE)
Ck  Ck
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W (3.7), Al

. N Bi/Ck| BilCix
TKIK + A40] "y = (Vi) 2 vy
y K[K+ 2,0y ;,Bi/CIKI"'/lA/CIKI )y =z Z1+/1A/C|K| D)

AT AAZHERE N X MAFIEEA A = B:/ Kl = Bi/Cjs FHAEFRIEA vie HA

%
YKIK+ ALy 2 ) e v (3.8)
HEEEL o(1) < 4 458 3.6)s 3.7 (3.8), H§

¢(A:)
Zy flx) 2 Z Lo v = o SMik ).

Cik
:/H\:EF[’ Co = n(C\K||+|/lA)° O
5138 3.2 GEHL 8120, HAAREHKIEE D' = {(x,y )}, RERSHRETHH
pxxy, BHEANH >S5, FTHEE feH,6€(01), REV 1-6 WBELE

7,u+3\/_ \/3,u

£ < 2+ inf [ Privfeo 6]+ Priy/(x) < ]|

0¢<(0,1]

H¥, u=LInnln2n)+In32,

EIE 3.3. K% ||W||'H <1, fRR 2 1) o s AEAR A 2 AR £ AR 95 B E 1nff€H g(f) =
0o LSSVM#ZIAER £, 3.4) 4 H o 3 FRAUKHE & IEE D' = ((xry)L,),
HENGHEAIAN >S5, REV 1 -6 OMELZ A TZLEER

= Tu+343u+6 3
EF) - E(F) < 1=co-SM(k, @) + inf |0+ ptO6 3
0¢(0,1] 3n n

9

Cikjda
C|K‘+/lA °

HEF, p=5Innln@2n)+In%, ¢ =

JEBR. PAHE I LR ZE T SUN
—~ ] <
P n S 9 = — 1 z 5
PHYA(0) < 01= >y fia
ﬁn%t<0ﬂﬂ 1[,]:1s @m”lt =0, %/T_EJL

[yfn(x) <] < 1 max{ —yifA,,(xl-) + 9} . 3.9

S

MBS A58 AT 1 — y, fu(xs) + 6 > 00 BRI, JET2 (3.9), 745

PYx) < 01 < = (1 =y, o) + 0. (3.10)
b n i=1
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RiE25 (3.10). %R 3.5, %5

Pr[yf;(x) <6f]<1+6- lzlyif:,(xi) <1+60-cy-SM(k, p). (3.11)
D! n

i=1
P (3.11) WG 3.2, AHESS
Tu+3+3u N 3_,1]
3n '

Pr[yfAn(x) <0] < g + inf [[1 + 6 —co- SM(k, ¢)] +
D! n n

0¢(0,1]
VHAEZE RN EF) = Prpyfix) < 0], TiE/MUZIIRZE E(F) =
inffeHK g(f) = 01 ﬂiﬁ?%%fﬁo |

323 SVMHEE=ZHIRER

BT 0w 3 AR He, SYM ARG TAREK ¢(f(x),y) = 1 =y f(x)>
U0 /ME (BRM) 22 2] 8858 SUN (3.4). 2T LSSVM H IS, fEHES SVM
PG EEZRZER A, BAESHEIIEIIAHERRESIEEEN LR,

S| 34, AR AMEHIEE D = {(xpy)}r,, T SVMARRZ R FAEESE T H
f € H, X’?‘ﬁﬁU—FK%"i\

I v C
2 iF) = Ci (MG + 1.
HF, C;=min{-1,1- i 0
PEH. AREH A f(x) = I K (e, x), Fib, @ R SVM IIXTER. AT
1 « 1
= > yifx) = ~y"k(y ® @) (3.12)
n ey n
o, @ S oA F 3 B G 3 A IR (FK Hadamard 68, 513

y'k(y ® @) —y'Ky

= | Z oK - Z K| - | Z Kij - Z K|

Yi=y; Yi#y; Yi=y;j Yi#y;
Sk TRl [ 3k YK
Yi=y; Yi#y; Yi?y; Yi=y;

> Z min{a,-, 1} . K,’j - Zmax{ai, 1} : Kij
L.J i

= Z (min{e;, 1} — max{a; 1}) - K;;
L.J

- Z cKij, (3.13)
L.j
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Hr, ¢; = min{e;, 1} — max{a;, 1}. EHOSa,-Si, CIEE:

1
¢ =min{e; - 1,1 —;} 2 min{-1,1 - —} =: C,.
244

H% (3.13), HI15
Yk(y ® @)= y"Ky > C; ) Ky = Cy - Cg.
ij

PRl i AT 453
y'k(y ® @) > dC +y'Ky = C;Cx| + Zﬁi(yl., w)’ =
C.C| + Ci Z 2y vi)* = C,Cik| + Cik Z @A) - (yi vi)%,
H, (Biw) NIEZHE K W55 . 5| BRARIE. O

EIR 35 AR |W |y < 1, BT B P RAARAR AR £ ST E] inf ey, E(F) =
0o SVM 89234 A f, & (3.4) 4 d. 3 FHEAKHENILE D' = ((x,y)L,),
HENGHEAIAN M >S5, REV 1 -6 OMELZ A TZEER

E(f) = E(f) < 1= Cg - SM(k, @)+

Tu+3+/3u+3/1244)-3C
inf 1o+ Hu p+3/(2A4) - /3_,u
n

0¢e(0,1] 3n

b

£+, y:%lnnln(2n)+ln%", C/1=min{—1,1—i .

IER. 454813 3.4, %X (3.10), 15

_ C.C
Pryfu(x) < 6] < 1+6 - Cig - SM(k, ¢) = — A3y (3.14)
D n

2R ZEE N E(f,) = Prpi[yfu(x) < 0], TEAMEIZALIRZE E(f*) = infrep, E(F) =
0. B2 (3.14) A5 H 3.2 1, EHAHE O
3.3 EFiESHTEY Rademacher E 24 E 2 L IEL

B A 2 A B2 G v 5 ) R TR b T 2 AL B e A i ok T H, A3 Ve
4. Rademacher H 4. BH SRR T MEREER. HTVCESZ
AT JGR (distribution free). % M5 (data independent) ), VCZEFEAH 1172
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thiR 2 5t B TR, Koltchinskii. Bartelett 2555 £ H5 K #6 (data dependent)
(] Rademacher 5 7% B2 5| N B2 AL HIR AT ST, $RAG 1 S B BURZ AR 22 57 S
PROVISIE B 49211, Bartelett 25 103E— B FC R I, KR AL b AE i S AR
PO 5 AR B8 A3 25 18] 1 1) Rademacher B 4%, T H8 /N 77 22 1) R 5
Fa B V5 TR ) 25 8], AT B T JRi 9 Rademacher 57 2% 2 (A A& 1991

B0 I8 A 7 R R B S e U 2 A G X 3.0, AT R
Rademacher 5 2% BEXT 1 I B O VA F IOA% 2 20 3 . 2RIt ST 3R 12 A iR 22 St it
17T, IR AR SRR ST T BT IRz A PERE

LA S BT R A K AN, ZRECN f R > RE, BETE X
3.1 R A (3.1), EZAAER M, BOTVEEH 6, EL B ([Wh, < 1;
LR TTAE SR | W < 1o RNOT(EHES, ERA FRRHRERE L Y XY —
[0,Cr], HA C >0 NEE RN, I8 E AT B A% o 50 RFAE B 30t 17 R
Hill (p(x), p(x))y < 1, INFIXTAZZE 28 sup, oy k(x, x) < 1, XTI flizss ) 2%
BAE[pu(x) pu(x)] < 1, XN TEHEFIH/EE[x"x] < 1.

BESIEE 4kt XXX — RN Mercer %, 1% & BN AT W 5 1) P9 AR
B k(x, x7) = (d(x), p(x"))gs XTNAFFEBLST A ¢ 0 RY — Ho ZFEH/N
fx) = (W, p(x)), Vx € X, HF W e N x Y. ST RMBEEE, irikmmit
B AFET RIS, JUR SR BRI NT On?).

IEA#% S 3J 88 Rahimi £ Recht 7£20074F BY £ 1 7 4 FH Bt BLE L AR AE R T
RLFBEATE (BT BRI, IR R — DRk 7170, frop
BAARZ LSS, CA TS BELRAE T B S R s 2, 4 SR (R
R ZIRAZEE) V10 e petg US25  fd H B LRFAE T AMZ 2R H0R] B
RIS k(x, x7) = (Dpr (%), par(x))s Tt ¢() BAMFFIERGT ¢y - RY —
RM . S22 LS N f(x) = Wgy(x), Ve € X, i W e RM¥K, JEif
B BURF AR AT AU B0 2504 21T 27 S0 28 R SR AR AR AL R 5 R e 2 ST 382800, T Sz
ZACTERE S IR A% T 2

M IR AMEARHEI, HEERATE X =R B T, &t
SESIBA IS N f(x) = Wix,Vx e X, Hrft W e RK,

AT S ST AEI A5 A L R Rademacher 8 44 i 15 5 SUE B 15 4% 1]
EJ5# Rademacher 5 2% £ IR Hk . JFA8 F & AE AR % %% (8] £ J5)# Rademacher
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SOREE, MBI IEME S M R B AR 22 S A R B R A 0
FLE B 21 23 15 Rademacher AR, 45 H 1 M BHZ % I 3 10z AL 1%
ZEF; LR VERCE RRAEAE 20, 5 I B 2R 1%k 5% ) 4 1)) B Rademacher
SOREE, 4y R MUE 2Rk 22 ST SR Mz AR ZE 5

3.3.1 Rademacher EZ*EE N

TR aE He, B BHURZRIEIE X, o4 e AER R 23 8]
84 /5 Rademacher B 4<% . & Rademacher B 4% . (R ZS 0] H, Xt N4 5
7 [ A

L={lf(x), y)|feH}. (3.13)

E X 3.7 (#5226 L) Rademacher & 74 F). $ik =¥ 0] £ & UAER 3.15)MTE
o HETHEWREEIEE D', k%50 L 45 Rademacher & 4% € XN:

—~ 1 1t
R(L) = - Be |sup ) &(f(xi), v (3.16)
€L =1

Hrh, & NMEMALH) Rademacher N &, PAHFRMEERIG +1 5 -1, HX}
7 (#1122 Rademacher E 2% A R(L) = E R(L).

E X 3.8 (k=] FKE Rademacher & 24 FE). X FAE& r > 0, HR=EK
Jai B Rademacher 5 24 % £ € XN

R(L)=R({t |t e L, By — ) <1}, (3.17)
Hrpy, e XN TR A TP L ) B Nz AR ZE . B (6 — 6p)* < r FIE
5 s A R 22 AR I AR 2 ] - =3 ()
M4 J5 Rademacher E 2% (3.16) 3|50 Rademacher E 244/% (3.17), H%ef
INZARZE €p LU E AR R TE F75 18] £, € £, XM AR = [A] 23 8] N

H ={f|feH,E({ —{)<r}. (3.18)
ME S 3.7 7] LUE 5 SCAE R 2% 8] | 1) Rademacher & 4% BEAKHS T FEA bR
2y, PIE CEER A A] ¥ Rademacher 5% B ARAEAH K . B HoK

I UAER T 18] L ) Rademacher 281, 2B RESHAIRETLR, £H
WEAHESE D' MR EdE R D B n] LT Ah it
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ENX 3.9 (Ri%=E _FEE# Rademacher H 4% 7). A /iR =36 H, € XN
(3.18) . BT HWREHIEE D' LHEHIELE D, k=8 ) fEE
Rademacher & 245 & XN :

~ 1
R(H,) = — B,

n+u

|

feHr 57 =1
o fio(ey) TR EL f () 74 K e M B B EE K AME, en A (ntu)xK D
(] Rademacher BEHLAS & . %f B[ 1128 Rademacher 5 24/ N R(H,) = E R(H,).

3.3.2 BAREBEERL Rademacher EXEZHIRER

T 28 Rademacher B2 EEZ R 5, TFEMAH M MMRX
1% 3.6 (L-Lipschitz 3E4E). 3 F RX B89 ¢, 54, RX S F I MK
F LY x)Y — R, # & L-Lipschitz & %

1(f(x), y) = C(f'(x"), )| < LIIf(x) = f(x)ll,

HP (x,y) e XxY, HEMAXx € X, WMNH f,f €eH : X — Vo

115 R ¢ 1 Lipschitz 3% 2245 % 2 ™4 453 2K bR B0 18 ) A0 5500 1 a8 AR 1%
R 3.6 7 22747 mE: i H in) AL 5 D0AR B, o DAHE B A AL T 121, R A Lips-
chitz 2541 Rademacher & 2% £ Y545 51 B2 (contraction lemma) 2122131, AT 3 —

AL T 2k 25 ] b R Rademacher & 2% BE A 15 2% 8] | J5) 3 Rademacher &
e FE 2 JA] P S Bk
SIEE 3.7 (5] #E 52121, A4 K HE € RARIL 3.6, W H e THETRF K
R(L,) < V2LR(H,).
Cortes 252121 F1 Maurer?"3! 73|25 H 7 _Fad 51 FRAGUERH,  7EUERH i 72 A fif
7 Khintchine AZ53. 5B 3.7 H U 48 A ZE A8 0 2 A48 s H ) @iz Ak PR RE
IR T B, T 2 XA AE] ) Rademacher & 2% %l € XAEBK T

[8] I~ f*] Rademacher & 2%/ . ¥ = 16] ) Rademacher & 24 /% R(H,) MMK# T
PR, RO 1% R JIC O I 2 4% 5 40 B M B T VAR A R 22 5

SI3E 3.8 GEBL 339N, & Z A (21, ,zm) € 2™ B9EEFR S T LETRA
[a,a’| AR HHG: Z >R, BEBLEIKT :G§->R AFEa, BHAHLES
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g€gqG, Var(g) <T(g) < aPr(g). BIXAEKARZE . 3t GEE & r, 3T
EZr>r B

wr)zaR{geG:T(g) <r}). (3.19)
MHFAEEK>1,6€(0,1), AED 1 - WBEF L T RFX

lﬁ(g)+clr* 4 o, 0ed/9) (3.20)
m

K
P <

fb oo =K ) = 11(a’ - a) + 26Ka, Pr(g) = E[g(z)] A #Z4E, Pr(g) =

a

Lym g(x,) ARMHER Zm LW BB,

EIR 3.9 (OF 5B 558 Rademacher & 24 iz (iR ZE 5. A4 K o o RAR% 3.6,
W(r) AR E (sub-root function), r* A ¢ B & 2o BHERETr > r* iHA

w(r) > V2C,LR(H,). (3.21)

M3 FAHEES € (0,1), MAED 1 -6 OBEAL

N 49C,log(1/6)

n

EF) - E(F) < 22 (3.22)
Ce

£d f e H AREEATZRZEERNGFIE, e H AREEA TN
RERNDFIR, C AMRKZHER €€[0,C/]o

JEB. MRS T 3.8, X TAEEREAR (e, y) € XXV, &g =L(f(x).y)—L(f*(x).y),
H f, € He NARIE RO R %88, e H BB B R/ 2
SJ8%. B, ZARZE RIS A Pr(g) = £(F,) — E(F)-

E—15: (320) > (3.22). HT I8 £, WM THR/ANIZEIE, Fikh
Pr(g) < E(fu) - E(f*) < 0. FTLATTLAEIE AR (3.20) i Pr(g), 13

EF) = E(fH) < e + ¢ log(nl/ 9. (3.23)

PR BRAL € B IR ELE [0,C), BIEE 3.8 FA7(E g € [-Cp, Cf]s @' = Croa =
~Cpo AR, E(f7) REMAKIITHI, W5 Pr(g) = E(F) - E(f) € [0,C.]o i
ZEHi AL Var(g) = Pr(g?) — [Pr(g)]* < Pr(g?) < C,Pr(g). % T(g) = Pr(g?), a = Cyo
AR 323, 2 a=C a=-Cpy a’=C K K>1, A[#5(3.22).
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FTW: 3.19) - 321, KIHEEREN T(g) = Pr(gh). HULAE, i
Rademacher 2% R({f € F : T(g) < r}) %AAN RUE [¢; - (] < r}), HH
b = 6(f(x),y) RBRT A FATEERRRE e L, FEA (x,y) e X XY, TEX
3.8 )5 ¥ Rademacher 5% B2 SR R(H, ). FIFEH, A% (3.19) FHEIX
MREREL gy Bhipi A2

Ui (r) = C/R(L,). (3.24)
i 512 3.7 i A%, Al
V2C,LR(H,) > C/R(L,). (3.25)
5 JEASE R A2 LA SR A B OURR _R R ()
w(r) = V2C,LR(H,). (3.26)
454 (3.25) (3.26), AIARIRARBREL v 2 A (3.24), IEEAZE (3.21). O

545 1) B =) Rademacher 52 2% B2 32 A4 % 22 S48 FH o SCAERRZEAH R (1402 2k 2%
[f]_F 1) Rademacher & Z%JE R(L,)1™, REgEAWEEIE D' Eik T4, H
WSk @ H v O /). TE R 3.9 Al & AERR 20 S AR e 1) B 1) Ja
Rademacher B 24/ R(H,), H THEHAREREZHMBZHIRES, TUER
WASEEEE D' kR EEE S D B T, HOSERIEHE Y O(1/vn + u).

R0k, i A MBI Rademacher & 24 R(L,) A= B (1 JR 6
Rademacher £ 78 /% R(H,) WKEK, A3CH Rademacher E 28 E K12 iR ZE 7 HT 4
Je I 2] b, T BTSN  JERR 25 3R A9 B R 2 A IR ZE ST

NGB A AR R, B u = 0 I, J&EF Rademacher & 4% fEiE1L
N4 )7 Rademacher 8 % & . €3 3.9 "1k )= # Rademacher 5 A% 1Y B2
AR ZE R NA RBZ AR Z R RO, WEH 3.9 FTLUEH, ZRZE TR T
R(H,)~ O(1/n) PIIT, Iz AR ZE TSR R IEY O(1/n). RE &R
RS O(1/n) 5TARZEAIRAE u Tk, ARTARZEEIE T LU O(1/n) T
AT B, AT ARZ A 1R 22 S R
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333 FIWEBRFGERNZIRER

AP RAEEEL 3.10 A T AR CEIEEARSEIE. RS
_FJ5# Rademacher & 44ttt R(H,), %5 44 F 3 BAHT 1% o8 i) B S RRAE
H2 AR5, @i 5E8 Rademacher 4% CEHE 3.10) i A Eil A (1932 1k
WER GEFL3.9) o, #ESHRINBTEMZREER (iR 3.11).

1% 2 2 5 SRS ¢ © X — H ORI 2 0] X s 21 74
A ARS8 Hoo A W I 61 SEBCR IENABR S ] [ W oy = S, Wl
Horh W ARERCEFIE WIS k 41,

EIE 3.10 (- MB A% 2 2] 21 R % Rademacher B 4% %), 448 3l 3 2 AR5 F-
T L B4 AEME, AFIEH RAPERIE k(x,x) = X7, 40;(x)T@;(x), P AFIEME
()2, EERHED. R W <1 HEABREZREN, £&r>0, A&

1 . { Or
R(H,) < 2\/n — min (m ; 2, A]-). (3.27)

GEY). LT US| # (318 3.7), Rademacher BIHLAER: 6 MIXHRRYE, R IGHCR
S5 NSl < flh W04
R(H,)
=R(f € H :E[L’|lf =[] < 1)
=R(f - 1" f € HBIIf - FI3] < 75)
<R(f-g: fg € HoBIIf - gl] < 75)

=2R(f : f € HoE[llf]l] < g)

<2R(f: f € HE[lfIh] < g)-

BANW, = (Wt = S IWello A& BT IEBEZS 0] Hyy, DA W0 R 2614
R(H,) < 2R(H,,) (3.28)

Horr, (BBce] Hyy #iEHN

B

Hyp = {x = W7¢(x): [Wl < LE[lIfIh] < AR
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WFALE 60 e N?, 2450 Rademacher 2 H 4145 N

Z €W 1, $(x,)
i=n+1 k=1
1 K n+u
= 2. <W, i;1 6ik¢(xi)>
K 4 0 1 1 n+u (329)
=> <Z\/A_<W > PP Z—< Z €ixp(xi), ¢j>¢j>
k=1 Jj=1 j=1 i=n+1
+ <W~k’ Z <I’l lk¢(xl) (IDJ> > .
j>0 i=n +1
1 n+u
I = <n — i;I €iP(x;), 90j>~ (3.30)

i 455X (3.30), Cauchy-Schwarz A~ %5 )2 Jensen 453, # AR (3.29) 5

R(H,,:)

sup ”2“ Z zk<Wk’¢(xl)>]

JeH1 ;50 k=t

K 0 0 4 (3.31)
< sup (Z/@'(W-k, i) )(Z 7 E [T, ]
feHy1 j=1 j=1 "
* anknz SEmE,
j>0
TEFIAER M, FEEE B k1] = (S50 41 (W s ) 5
K 6 \/;
Z J Z/lj<W-k, e <E[llfli] < 5L (3.32)
k=1 Y j=1

B (3.32) IEMALIRN |[W ], < 1 #AZER 3310, A4

R(HZ,I)

- 0 1 (3.33)
<o\ 2y B+ 2,
Jj= >
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HRFIEE 2 RIS, E (p(x), ¢;)* = A;- N Rademacher L&Y, 715

Emg
=7 u)zE IZ eaen(d(x). ¢,)(0(x1). @)
- (3.34)
= rrap 2 B @)
A
Cn+4u
FiASEN (3.33) T (3.34) WAATE (3.28), Alf%
R(H,) < 2R(H>)) < min - n+u \/Zn+u
JE BRAFIIE . -

SEFE 3.10 1 B A 2 R /& ¥ Rademacher B 24 ¥ R(H,) HIAZ% B Hont B R
SET L W2 TR AEME 2 Tk E . %R #5 Rademacher 524 R(H,) £
AT T DA P AZ R B 1) R S R AR R o P8 P PR R A PR A T A 6 S
NIy BT AT 0 RTRIBCORARIEE . T AT 6 5 B INFRIEAE -

E. BEAFEENE, BTENWRITW e HxRK (e.g. Wy < 1) BEHE A
K FHE, 4RI K BRI, BRI A

IR 3.1 CEIR B B R ETY). & A sup, oy k(x,x) < 1. ER]
W (Wl <1, RIS EKRKHLBIZ 360 AEV 1 -6 OHE, Gl T
8y 2% £ R

(3.35)

EG) - E() < cve ( . M)

n

& BEER

* . 0 1
r- < min + Z/lj ,
620 \n+u n+u

j>0

fF, e H ABREmT2RAARNGEIR, e H AMPHER D
%#2%0 CL’f 79{7\4&7)?9'3% L, Cf é@,—‘r%"’%io
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iR AR 2 R R B T OB AT R AR AR, BS 0 = 0, B
Rademacher & 2%J¥ 1Bt N4 /5 Rademacher & 7% &, WK T 4= 5B R (A 2 1
EBRBIITE) o W RIZ AR E(F) — E(F) B Z RN

1 ﬁ
+-].
n+u n
BIRFERZ U « FEER 0, Wt e K TR E SR 23N
0, ¥Vj > 6,4 =0, REZREHLERARPIZM, WEHZ. 20 Xt
TEMEZ k(x,x) = (x,x")y, NNPIKREKA 0 = do NNEZIA k(x,x') =

((x,x"y + 1)P, HXTNFEKRAN 0 = p+1. HIL, Rademacher & 4% KNSR S
FERANBOMAS AL B 7 iR

r*:(’)( 0 )
n+u

R RTTASHEE L R BRI IR R IR 3,00 47 = O(exp(—0)), W
A% Sl B 6 = log(n + u) fE N Fhx, AI45

log(n + u))

Ef)-E(f)=0

n+u

r*:(’)(

FRABRIIAZ . R AR 2 18 B0 3 iR A% o [ e 3 3 BRI O/ (n +
u)), RS HE RS EE R EE S O /n) BEIRZ, RKFEE Fwb T O01/n)
AR B0, XA FOAZ RS 7 Wi iz, 200%. kM, 53R R E e
Ao BE RN, ERAGRESR (3.35) EAREM. Rz RE R T K
T (3.35) R ES I, T HoAZ IR 2R

-~ 1
EG-E(f) =0(-).

T /555 Rademacher & 4% 3B 1 S8 /NB A 25 (0], I REE SRS B X1
AR ZESR . JBEF Rademacher H 22 E WAL L& 5| 1) 12 g 147632142151
M 7R TR R . A REBCE B R SRR AR AR R

Rademacher & 2% & 347 L € »
334 HEBHMFEISD[AZHIRER

AT HLETHEERE W & FE 7 (singular values decomposition,
SVD), X&) 8% f(x) = W'x [JR#S Rademacher & 24517 e, #
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SaE R (B 3.12) B8 JF ¥ Rademacher B 44 7] LU H W 1) )2 ¥ # FAH 2 A1
HERE . BEAEMSTT GEF 3.12) WWAREHZHIRER GEFL3.9) +,
2845 3| 2= W B 2R 7 K SR S Rademacher B 2% 2 AR 2 AL (H#ER 3.13),

TETE 3.12 (LM B LM 2E S 231 R Rademacher R 24F). sHARZ 4615 W 4% 4
FALSRE, W =UZV', Z¥ U, V ARIERZARGEE, T A AL%EE,
%A AL {4} HoRe. A BRHEHRARIK 3.6, E[xTx] < 1 ZENA
W], < 1. &M% 3] %349 53k Rademacher 222 % R(H,) LR A

1 Or -
R(H,) <2 ( 42).
(H) \/n+ur51>15‘ a2 " 447

iER. JET 513 3.7, Rademacher L& PN FRIELLA B [xTx] < 1, 71§

R(H,)
=R(f € H - EIL||f = f'I5] < 7)
=R(f~f": f € HEIIf - fI}] < 75)
<SR(f-g:f.g €HE[lf —¢lb] < p)
=2R(f : f € HuElIFIE] < 1)

=2R(f: f € H.E[xTWW'x] <

(3.36)

r
<)

=2R(f: f € H,E[|[WWT]|] < ;/z)

=2R(HY).
ARG RRT WOHEAT TIRE, TTAEWWT] < &, WU TRE WO
T, JRi#k Rademacher B4 R(HY) "LLE N

R(HW)
n+u
=E lkf(xl)
fEHVV n + l;] kz; J
n+u
= E 1 W l
feHW n+u Zl ; W Plxi )] (3.37)
n+u
=E| sup WT ( Gik¢(xi))]
feHW kz; lZn-;—l
=E| sup (W,X¢)|,
| feH)Y

42



SR3E R MR iR R e (LR AT T

Hrt W, Xe e R™E, (W, X)) = Te(W'Xe) RonBieE. KEIEMCHEE X &
SR

Xe:= n Z €np(x;), -, —— Z €ixp(x;)| .
n ul n+l i=n+1

AT 120 g B 5 (AR RE, A A A 2 (SVD) I 7
W = Z ujv}/ij,
jz1

Holt g, vy HIEASE SR uyy vye B, FEEMF RS

[
< Z(ujv}/i Xeujul)+ Z(W,Xeuju})

j>0

-1
0
Zujv}/ij,z jT> < ZX uu >
i j j>6
ZX u]uT/l ZXEuju]T

j>0
BNk, ) B ASEE S ) IE MM kAT B . iR R A E L HY, AFAE
E[IWWT|] < 37 Butns

IA
—_—
~

I S
R
<
I
=

IA

+ [ WL

[ i = | S w2 < | 3w 2] = feww] < L. a9
i=1 J=1 J=1
A SR R, 518
0 0 _
& HZX wujd; ||| = 2 XK ew))?
- = (3.39)
[ 7-2
J
Jzn B(p(x) )] <
[RIRE AT LAAS 2]
T 1 32
E H;Xujuj ]s n+u;/lj. (3.40)
R le] HY I (W, 3 22
Wil < 1. (3.41)
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B2 AR (3.38), (3.39), (3.40), (3.41)#AF| (3.37) F, W15

1 ~
A% .
2L\/n+u \/n+u; J] (3.42)
2548 (3.36). (3.42), 15

/12
R(H,) < 2R HW < mln[—w/
0>0 n+u \ 4n+u

€ FRASHIE O

R(HY) = E

< min
6>0

sup <W X

fen)

EH 312 f57F T 25 et 25 S 4 1 558 Rademacher 2 724 . M1z e
PIEH, AEXGUME D 6r/(4L%) NE =, Hik)5E8 Rademacher & 441
FE B EERE W R S E 7 2 M RE

E. WAL R A, JHEE Rademacher & 24P 7] DLHIAZ A0 RS K 1Y R SBEFIEE
Z R g 47632051 AL, TR MEASTE], e B 3.12 14 558 Rademacher &
Z FE BT DL et 22 2] S AR AR B W) R E AT AR T AT R SE o

IR 3.3 PR B IR AR ZE Y. BRI K S HH R K 3.60 &
E[xTx] <1, 4& AT EHAER =T B #HTENL W], < 1. FFTHEES€(0,1),
UEY 1 -6 MELL

(3.43)

ET) - E(F) < & ( + @) |

Bl & 7 W de TR XA R 2

- . 0 1 ~
7 < min + Z/lz. ,
60 \n+u n+u J

j>0

FF ()2, AREIEE W 8T F 3 S8, ¢ AT L Co9F 4. R,
fo € H H 2B RS % ML (ERM) st R 6% 5%, £ € H A2 H %R Mest
RF I H,

J5 ¥ Rademacher & 7% BT N (1 8 22 1 0 A5 FE A3 & B (6 = 0), 1B4L A
4> J5 Rademacher H 25 . [#] 5% &5 7 54 )5 Rademacher & 2% FEAH <, HSxim
W O /Vn+u). HIt, M8z iR Z WS N

&) - £(f") = o(v}% + rll).
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H5RAT 333 FZ A Mz iR E R LKL, L w NRER. AR E
BB P FRERT, EH 32 MEE S & FTEERET 7 <0/(n+u). LI, XM
Iz AR ZE FRURCEICRAR P, [R50 /)N

s - =0()

T LR PEZE ST 28, Xu ZEEF X Z AR AL 7 R FE S 45 IR PO, i B 5 ik
TAERT JR Rademacher £ %, #ES HZVEZ 7 28 2 AL B 2071,

. BCE R R 1 R S T AR N B A R B ) R T AR A 2 AR T A E R
# Rademacher & 4k 5147052150 i R EFAFAEAE . B2 0 w7 S B A BT 1 0 ) SR
Rademacher 2% JE 1)l 2 CHEZ, iR fiid /), J&# Rademacher B8 %
iBH 4 i) Rademacher % 5 an BT st oK, ok A THa2in T %4 0,
Cortes S5 1118 7 AS[F#NT 51 0 X 558 Rademacher & 2% BEAS T 5200 471, X6 TRk
APREAZAERE . BUEAERE W, B AW S 0 W E Jyrk, thi RESAITE Y 0. X
TR 21 4%, AR AT 0 0 RES ik e 2 3.10. B 3.127h AE A
WHIPEIARSE, TSGR /NI E e XT3, & 2 =3 04 XN T

%‘ﬁ?‘ng‘%, é'\ % = 2]‘>g /1120

3.3.5 tMHXI{EbE:

AKITE AN AB T LR E M) Z 5 H 7] @8 (vector-valued learning) %55 1
AR ZER, IFEARIR B S S) 8. etk E S BRI AR 2 kAT LR
SRIG, K2 RS AR (2. AR BIME G EIRE R AR 2
FATVHE, ISR Iz AR 22 ST TR
3351 —MULHZHEHRIEEANZIRER

51 8 3.7 P A A RIE R M EE B M I S8, K2 W I = 3
Rademacher 5 & Ay I B 1) R Rademacher & 24 .

& 3.1 % 24 H 100 R0 ) Bl A0 M2 AL A% 22 AT T 0T B, X TR AL I 2 i i
%3], Cortes 251212 25 W (132 AR 2R A O(ylog K /n), i Maurer®'? 25t
RZ AR 2SR O(1/n), TR 3.12. EH 3.10 412 1L i% 2Tt
BIEAR O(1/NaTu+ 1/n)o X TAAELSH B, BT TAER220 1133 4115
LRI O(VKn), TIEHE 3.13 IIZ 40152 SR U8 T 8 B iz fh i 2 ik
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7 3.1 ZHLEIRR (VV) BZREFRTEE

AR ZEE TR w7 H L BUF1E L

GRC for VV/212] Kernel: O(\/@ ) Linear: (9(\/5 )
GRC for VV 2131 Kernel: (’)(\/iﬁ) Linear: O(\/%)
LRC for Kernel VV (HEi 3.1+ | O(5= +3) O(3)

LRC for Linear VV (#£i£ 3.13) O(ﬁ + %) O(%)

GRC R#E# FH 74 )5 Rademacher £ 2%/&, i LRC fCE ] 7 )54 Rademacher H 4 & . 1
WRBEREANBOE K T AWMBEREANE, u>n, 1T B ZARZETEH T LS 8dE.

S, BRI AL AT O (1 /v + 1 + 1/n), ZARTH - BVE TS B A7
BRI . B4, ERAERE L (B MR R AL B A A S
R, Bl ae, db SIS R BRI N O(1/n), WAESIZ il
2% STV AL 52 TR SR 2122131 BEHUR &

WL T4 E IR R, A T 3% Rademacher 524, 52 XAER
516 F AR TE S0 5 24 BE A T RIS B0 AR 22 R O(1 /) BT T 327, f
75 Rademacher 5 2% {t 8 % J7) Rademacher 524, MR AL, HSAF(A
B2 R AR T RO, ARSI R AL R 228k O(1 /m). IR,
57832 4 /26 T 6 19 9 25 Rademacher 5 2 [ R(H, ) 16 FH TE bR 25 X 945 T/ )
[l Rademacher 5244/, AT 3173 5 5 032 ALA2 208K 7 O(1 /N ).

3.3.5.2 HHfl: 2o

BT R Rademacher B4R, CA R I LAEX 250 2Kz Atk
REEAT 43 T 2102181 3% 3.2 X 2 43 R I AR 22 USRS AT T AT L, "I RLE
t, IS 301 R ISR ZE S, HEIR 3.13 fEZ 2 ISR iz iR %=
T BIAS T BRIz AR ZISIOR

Cortes %54 F 4= J&) Rademacher & 4% & X} 2 4 2K in] @ fr)iz A iR 22 S 34T 1 %
STV S N Z AR ZEWERE N O(K /Vn). T EMiE 4 E . Slepian 5|3,
Lei S50 2 A0 KBRS Zhe 1 AR o 1 22 00 5 ok (2172200, 3 2 92 A
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& 3.2 ZH%EEIE (MC) BZHIRER T

MR ZEE TR IR Z1E DL BLFAE L
GRC for Kernel MC 21! O(\%)

GRC for Kernel MC [217:220] O(]O\g/ﬁK)

GRC for Kernel MC 12181 ¢ 0(\/5 +K \/g)
LRC for Kernel MC 2% O (@)

LRC for Linear MC?%7 + O V% +1) | O(2)
LRC for Kernel VV ({Ei2 3.1D) + | O(5=+5) | O(3)
LRC for Linear VV ({fEi£ 3.13) + | O(5=+5) | O(3)

GRC fCE# H T 425 Rademacher & Z4/%, 1 LRC AXFEAEFH T /5 Rademacher B 4% . &
PRBFEARNEOE KT EIRBREARNE, u>n, T T RREZAMEZEREH T LS.

ZEIWSEN O(log K/+n). Maximov %5 1 UCH 8 F JoAR 2 54l %t 2 7 2K 103z
WHEREHEAT ST 218, WSR3 TH & O(VK /n + KK [u)o

REGHZ AR T2 T € AEB/ME% 2 8] E 194 /5 Rademacher
SR, AR IR AN A I RE R OCBAE F A AR AN 2 A i B ), i HL
Hh i e ) rh i R ) GELR A BN T Z R BRI R O 7651, R,
JRi#f Rademacher 7% [ L 4% € AR S AR N IE I 7~ 73 1) b, %0 =70 361
B[R0 ) RS AR R AP A PERE . OV 58 B AE B UK /5 Rademacher
SIREEGINR 2 0 R RO, USRS T O(1/n) BRZAGRZWREE: DL
R ROT) e %2 43 k% 2 5] 2% ¥ )7 & Rademacher 5 24 2 L5 2 ALY BILk M £ 2y
KA b, FIRE TR EAR R 2 AR RE, SR AR EWRSE E D
Ol + ) BEZRITAE, CIEmCT AR RSN 2290 F02 A0 0R 7 Tt JiE 21 2 fan
i) @I (vector-valued learning).

MR 32 FATLAE H, R 3.11 £ 2 70 Kk X 8 iz R 2 sl h A
AL, HEW 3.13 FE 2 70 RN 2 S B2 R SR T UG Al -
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& 3.3 ZIRZAIE (ML) FZLIRE R XTEE

ZACRE TG R B Z DL BB
GRC for Linear ML 22!! O (\/Lﬁ)
LRC for Linear ML?"] O(\/Lz) O(4)

LRC for Kernel VV (#Ei2 3.11) 7 | O(=+2) | O(1)

LRC for Linear VV (£ 3.13) + | O(£=+3) | O(3)

GRC R#E# FH 74 )5 Rademacher £ 2%/&, i LRC fCE ] 7 )54 Rademacher H 4 & . 1
WRBEREANBOE K T AWMBEREANE, u>n, 1T B ZARZETEH T LS 8dE.

3.3.53 4§56 ZirE

K 3.3 X ZARE HIHAE Az A R 25 FUEAT T HAS, B E A AR A A
Y, X ZARZE T SRRz AR AT T B

Yu %5 CK Rademacher 5 7% J9 3 F 31 22 AR A5 [n) RV IZ A M e 20 B rh 221,
AR TSR N O /vn) ZHRER, ZT/EMEHT W i CRREE2
A R4 )7 Rademacher B2 4% BEREAT 1 A€ 1 Xu 5548 il J5 #F Rademacher &
2% B 22 bR 25 (R B0 O A R 22 SR EAT 3T, EFERE W IIRRE R & M
PO NEE, SRR TR O(1/n), TR TR A R A R
Rademacher 2% AT 7 €. R, LR Z 2 WHRIGE N T 2584
PEE SRR RS20 R A MR I 2 AR ZE 5L #E 3.1, HER 3.13 43
UV T AEF IR RIEE B AR E S, FIRSICRIL TR G715
33.6 B5eRIIEXT Rademacher 8 42 (LIBILHIZT kLR

CL58 Ak TAE A9 T Rademacher 57 B 932 (iR 2 5016 DU TR NBTIL, T
TR I 3.1 Fiork. v, #—W0) Cortes S5 H % 742 % Rademacher 5
ARBEZ A RITERY), HZRERIEN O(K): HAZHAA LB
FRIBT TR, AL

(1) E5ERCTAERS ¥ Yk J7 3 Rademacher 544, FE% RE % 43 26259 1l
KF, BT EEZEER, WER 02K,
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K
GRCHEAK | -mmmmmmmme- o(%)
LRC FR A
LRCBEAY% | -mmmmmemee- o@ﬁ“)
Tk sty
’ K 1
T o(n+u+5)
LT L4t
1 1
LRC it | mmemmmmee- 0( n+u+;)

3.1 Rademacher & 2+ &z (L IBIL T 53 Bk 4%

(2) E5ERMLAER ¥yt - 5B Rademacher 5 7% 5 AT BE 45 18 FH Tohn 25 50
PSR 2 izt ge, I /A3 Rademzher &2 4% fE IS HE) RI &M £ 4322
AEE, BEMUERN O(f= + ;) NZARET, u NTAREEARAE AL

(3) TR LAENT208 5of 2 Jf TAESEAT 8, A TAES AT A TAER;
Bl ¥ % 4325 R 0 Rademacher® 2% £ V2 AL B #4231 £ % H 0] &8 (vector-valued
function) I, JFNEMEESIEE . ARG — R ERIESE, 2 TR
HARZESIRN O(= +7)-

34 ETHRSEFELHNRMNZHIEL

0% Bl V9757 (kernel ridge regression, KRR) & —ZRZ #Lif#% vk, HHT
B AR LR PR I A 1 R, AR (] V%) B RS, B Y = R RN, B
X301 R ENE X (3.1), ZWREIE -2 o R S kAT #letk, B4
W, = W30 3T 3.4 E50 KK /MBI E L, LU B J7 4 2%
((f(x)y) = (f(x) =y 1ENTR R EL . AZ0E AN 255 57 =) BRAFAE F U

fu(x) = Z @k(x,x), with @ = K+ 4Dy, (3.44)
i=1
Ha>0y= 0,y ZHEMEKNZERE, HPmiRN KG)) = «(x,x;).
H T3 H T (integral operator) ¥Hi8, IGEIHFZALEREC B 2% 2,
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ik B A IZ AR ZE SR 070, (B iy FAEAE AR R On?) WAE, R
R (3.44) ARSI TR 24N O®n?), AT IAZIR [RIE AN IE B T AR
), AHifE AR H TS RS R EE (B 3.14) . RS R E N
AR BE (R 3.15), P T KA EOE (T DA S (e A ST k472 Ak iR
ZANT, IES S AT BENLUERE BT AR 04 (5] V4T e A B e p 02 Ak iR 22
WK, NE5E Nystrom FKAE. FRASFESLHERRRE T % (PCG) 12 W Bz Bl )5
Pz AL IS ARATE

34.1 AHEFIERLENESR®RIE

ENX 310 FADET). ERE k: X x X = RN ETH

(umw:[;uamm@Am Vg € L(X. px)

H L2(X, px) = {h: X = RI|AIG, = [1f(x)Pdpx < 0}, px RAFNEHE X
AR AR o

E N 3.11 (B %4k (effective dimension)). 45 EM DT L, ARYEE LN

N(Ap) =Tr (Le + A4D7'Ly), 4> 0.

S

H TR« EES R IEER, B HET L R R IEERE T,
IR L + Aad P8 ST, ARHEHE M TR fRBesn H BRE.

Bi% 3.14 (A =B (capacity assumption)). # & Q > 0,y € [0,1], s TH£=
Axa >0, 1%/%

N@a) < Q%27
1BRi& 3.15 (LEMALAR % (regularity assumption)). & 72 r € [1/2,1] & g € L3(X, px),
R

f1(x) = (Leg)(x).
Aok, ORI A RAAAEA £ = argmin,,; E(f)e

P 3,14 3000 TSI M IR, OB 3.15 XHRBERLESIRD f° AT Bt
foo TR AT, MIREIEMIZ LIRS Z 0 T 304,
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B 3.15 XA 10870222, TSRS e A iz A iR 22 6 (’)(n_z%v) - Lin ZER A
S BRI R 2 AT AR R S Lz AR Z 0 A ), Rudi S8R A% 0 191 )5
AU A B 3 i 21 158 FH BEAURS AL D AZ 0 1] VA £ B8 70 A v 41

HMERUE, AR N TR 7 SRENEETE, Fit
wEAARR (R 3.14) BT E 8T 2, RN T 2 300 R R0 78 o Aok
fERO1, & Rademacher S 2% FEERG R0, MR 3.14 Hh y HIBUE RS 1 R4S 1A
H IR, ARG AR NZ A RERR AT o PRI y = O X RLRARAE O, A R4EAE IR
WS N2 LR TR, y = | SN ZEREN, A M = )
TR RE. BARERK (R 3.15, Y source condition) MR T 2% ) 28 1
72, AR g 2 AR, A AR R a) f UREAG . B 3.15
RO, B ) B R AR ™A, X LY o S SRR . 2 A PEREEE AT
R,y = Lr=1/2 A TRAEREG 3,14, B 3.15, NmERHL.

342 HESHIN. FENFHEAL IR B2 5
3421 BHEBRZURER

DN RAZ S [ V1 PR K RS RS9 1 i, A4 45 45 4 I 0¥ 5925 (divide and con-
quer)®¥, FEHURFIE (random feature) 74 ffige KA AZ I (0] U [ BB SR AR 15 %G
KA BERIEE D' = {(xny YL, TPIIXRID N m BAEEREAE B (D)}
BB ERANHHEE D] = - = [Dyl = n/mo (ERAEHE ISP AR XL
[BUABEAT KA, e m B By 0 B Lt AT V2. R, 80 o0 B B T B
PURFE k(x, %) ~ @ar(x)" pag () HUIEAZUE [BVA ISRz I Bt 70 B _E AL B
WURFIEZ 5, AT AR [ R

fx) = ou ()W, with W, = (S5, Sy + 47" Shy. (3.45)
Horh, WFE ARG D, V(x,y) € D, S), = ﬁ(am(xl),m s (X jm))

N \/}i/—m(yl,-~-,yn/m)o KRRy ESRAGIAREEAT T2Y, 19 B 2%

—~

Jo =

i . (3.46)

1
m

EIE 3.16 (FG oAl BRI AL IS D2 AR ZE 5. B &85
Rov FEAUAFIE 69 21 A% 4 ©1 )2 77 ik (KRR-DC-RF) i R ABX 3.14. 183X 3.15, B&-
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Random Features M=0O(n°) 1The number of partitions m=0(n°) , Learning rate O(n™) o
0.9 0.9 :
0.8 0.8 08
07 07
0.6 0.6 06
gl 05 gl 05
0.4 0.4 04
03 03
0.2 0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 0 0
05 06 07 08 09 1 05 06 07 08 09 1 05 06 07 08 09 1
r r r

3.2 AEMBRIEXTRENAFEN M. SR m. ZHIREWSERNF
ASEMESH Ay =n 77, FIEAIEAS M . s m 5 AL

@r=ly+1 2r-1
M Z n 2r+y s m< n2r+y’

M) VAR KRR B D0 T 8924018 2 4065
E(f) - E(f) = O(n75).

£F feH AREEATZRZEERNGFIE, e H AREEAFEL

RERDOF IS

WA R (B 3.14) . ENMBE®E (B 3.15), Caponnetto 1
De Vito™ W] 7 ISR I A A7 264 422 E SRR Ny O (5 ), T
7T TAREVO22 R T2 R 2 T AW O (n‘zzf) PRI 102 A VR 22
WAz 8 2 S W /N K B AR K (minimax optimal) e 5 HIHF 58 3E B 1 AZ U [ AR BT
PR AEIR BURRIZ AR ISR (1) 256 A7 A% [E)F 57 (KRR-DC) 7
SHECH L m < n¥ o RS R BZ AR Z RS, (2) 45 B HINLFAE )
1[5 733 (KRR-RF) 7EBEHURHERCH L M 2 n" 5o I A0S 3RS B2 Aol
SR 45 (3) Lin fl Rosasco EIATED K . £ RS, HLKCR/INH 2 — BT,
55 FE B MLAGE J3E 5 02 SR AL RO AZ 0% [TV 327 ik 8 B It 2 Ak R 2 i o 12241

TS ARG MRS 2 S FIA VDR AR B v T B 314 B 315
oy r BUE, XN TARBZARZEM R, HiZHRZWSEAE O(1/vn) 5
O(1/n) 218, K 3.2 WoR TR 3.4 % 3.15 RARFREBUER rv y XForHes
m. BENUVRRIEAN S M g, A EIA R 7 RE T B R IENL. B/
(BB (e], R SR . FERAFE LA, =1,y =0 CEZERIEN
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s MBI, O(Vn) KIBEURFIE . O(vn) 7083, AtRERSL 3] O(1/n) 2
R ZEWSE; M ZEHS, r=0y=1 CMEFAEZEM/K. EULERLD,
O(Vn) FBEHLRFIE. O) B8, BLREWEIER] O(1/vn) Z AR Z ISR

E. B 3.2 R ElF BRI, AMERMBE 3.4 R 315 B r = 1/2,y = 1) X
TREMI, WA O(Vn) BEVURAE. H 8RN 7> P R 815 2B 22 10z iR 22
WSl O(1/vn). FHECRFEEHE m = O), WRHPRE] T /A X EER R .
FEHE T ORI E B 3.17 18 F John B85 X 7 SRBUHAT 52T

3422 FIBHZIRER

TEGIBE 319 B3R 2 43 fiff S 7~ B0 A1 1) o b 25 0 s e 8\ 2 s /b 22 56 45 2k
(empirical error). ZrEL4 K (distributed error), M TIAAXT 73 ERE m IBRH. T
/148 Chang S54e H 1) 2 WS BHAZ IS [l S HEZR 2251 g 34088 DY u D" 3934 m
B3, XTRIEE j AR A

* ) uym .
D;={D.uD!}",  with

. Xi, lf(x,,yl) S Dj, N :gj:yp if(xia yz) € D;t’
x;= and y, = !
%, HoAth, 0, HoAte.
4D = U D) D] = (n+u), [Dj| = = D] = (n+u)/me Gt spATats

BB AT A AIE P 2 W B AZ R [5] )5 75 (SKRR-DC-RF) 5 SUA
~ 1 &
ﬁ:zzﬁg (3.47)
=1

FIE 3.17. 182 SKRR-DC-RF i# RAR% 3.14. 183% 3.15. A, = n 75, I M AL4E
FEAEC M, 5 3r%om #H A
Q2r-1)y+1 2r+2y-1 —y-1
M >n 7o mSmin{n R (n+u)nm}.
W AR SR G A he T 892 R £ R,

E(f) - E(f) = o(n—%),

£ f, e H ABEZHTZIHELERNGFIE, e H ABRENA Tz

EERDEFI S
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m=0(n°) without unlabeled data m=0(n°) with unlabeled data

1
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5
0.4
0.3
0.2
0.1

0
0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1

r r

[ 3.3 TAREHIEX DR, ZHIREWSHRFNT

f}/

MAEH AR SE, Bw=0, ©H3.17 5EHE3.16 48 —%. T2
L83 T RINZAREWSE, BN EEEE 1) SN2 AR 2 AT iR
Ft, AHTT UH T BRARK 0 8 m (K. R (n+ w) = n'* 7% KOIEDL, BLEE
(n+u) € [n"3, n'>] JE RN B 0] U= 5040 1) LA 100

R 33 d, SREEABN (h+u) = n" 7w, EHBIHE T 0B m. BkE
BE (n+u) BEE ry BARIEDL . 72T AU A bR 8 41 A A4
MITEhR 25t . xF e 3.3 AT, Uil AR50 2 5 7 e m K
2, [\, TohRE80E 0068 A UM B 1% B, e R = 1720
y = 0 —FMELLREAEAR 2 B m AHEEL O(1).

IR 3.18 (fF H A2 8 dE 2 J5 R Z ). B2 y < [bl,b > 0,n > no,As =
nl2) BIEFRAAUIER M, 53 om iH R

MzA~Nn ms min{n, (n;:u)}.
W] VASZ & 48 5 BUAT
n 1
Ef) - E(f7) = 0(%).

£ f, e H AREZHFZHELERNGFIE, e H ABRTA Tz

RERNDEFIES.

HER 3.18 P HNZ AR ZWECR DO O /vn), Xt RLTFR R I (8] U5 1 55 22
THile AGRLBFERNEN n+u=n"f, g>0, MWHAHREN m = O@P). Bl
FHEHCN O(Wn), BEBGIEBNZ AR ZEWSE O(1/vVn). KB m 5IhrEre
AEOE nP RBGEEK, BEE BN CAREREARAN SN, AR .
BAZAMEREBUR B OL T, TohrR i i B2 sl iy 1 THRRGE.
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3.4.23 JERAR

B YK (3.47) REE A6 FENLRFIE B2 W8 B I [B8] 9 2% 3] 3% (SKRR-DC-RF)
fé‘? MRS, BRI Al AN ST 8B Az AL e dT R L AL

R 1 m R R 1 n+u
o = p Z(Wj, ¢um(+)), w; = argmin { ;«W, dm(x))) — yi)* + /1A||W||2} ,

j:1 weRM n+u

.@=%§3%%&»%=Mwm{l Z«mwum—wa+MWW}

n+u
=1 weRM i=1

M= @ (), u= argmin/X (s par(x)) = £(x)) dpx (x) + Aalluel|,

ueRM

Jaa =, ¢()), v = arg min/X (v, @) = £(x)) dpx(x) + AallVI,

verx
Hrg : R — H R EOR 3 HIFSURFE BT c(x, x7) = (p(x), p(x)) . LH05F
I M AT (K AT S0 WM OI R FM {E A T BENURFE g0 X%
FERBATIAL: AR I AE £, R T R ORI RE BENURE ¢ BEAC
TARVO20 izt th T T AR, Kz ARZE RS DU S 4 2 S Ve EUR R AR

EF) = EF) =B fu— £ (3.48)
Lo Uy 7% /M B ST 5 5 T 2 B M =) B0 22 S 7T LK 43
Fo= 1= Fa= B LU = fa+ fa = I
S (3.48), AUHERH W5l

SIEB3.19. AT S AL fM, fi, $FABRL A A TEURERSMA

Ef) = E(fH) (3.49)
6 & -
< s Z;Ellfg;f - f,g;f_ll%t (Variance) (3.50)
J:

+
| o
NgER

E||];Z)VJ’ - fﬁ’”i (Empirical error) (3.51)

~
—_

Slw 3
[

+ Ellf — £33, (Distributed Error) (3.52)

Il
—_

J

+ 3 ||f}§ - f,lAlli (Random Features Error) (3.53)

+ 3|fa, - f*||72{ (Approximation Error). (3.54)
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SER. KR4
Fo= £ = T P+ P = faa+ foa = 1
SINFIZER 3.48) F, (@ + b+ ) <3a®+30 +3¢%, W15
E[E£(f) - E(F)] < 3Ellf = £113, + 3EIAY - £y, + 3Ellfu, - £11;.
X Bl fo — £, 38—
15 = 22113,

1< ™ M
~ Z(fb_; - £

2

H
m

Z (! = F2Dl, + zm]@i—ffj —Z(fDm JaA>>
H

j=1 j=1 k#j

1 « 1 « ~ 1
PN REAA) (7= st o gt - L7 —f}ﬁ)>ﬂ-
X1 - £, ke A

Ellf. — £,

1 m
=— ZIEn(fD ~ il
RS n 1
> <E[ﬁ)‘f] ~ LELR) - £ - — B - fﬁ>>H :

EREILRE A T S N

LS (e - 27 - )

J
J=1
m
Jj=

= IBLA] - £ - —2 Z IBLA = £ e

J

Z IELf5:1 = £l

J m J

SIH

<E AR 1<E[f3€,]—f},f>>
H

1 m
~ ;(E[E)M fM

J

i F} Cauchy—Schwarz A&, AJ15

H%i( - |

1 NI
S%ZH(E o1 = L)l
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i/ Jensen’s A%, W15
1 1 & _
— > NEL = DI < — > BB ~ £
Jj=1 j=1

&, “iaAEN (3.56) K&, S5

- 1 1 & -
M2 ™ M2 M M (|2
Ell fu = S, I3 < s § Ell fp: = fx llae + - El Ell fp; = faullz -
J:

J=1

Sample Error Distributed Error
2 AR Z T LUK Ay KA 1R % (sample error). ﬁj‘%ﬁﬁ%‘ﬂ%&%ﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁé% (dis-
tributed error). ¥ || f} — £M 12, KI5 A | f f — M2, FEARHE AR
(a + b)* < 2a* +2b* |15
E [l fa— fﬁll% <
m m . 1 m _
Z = P+ — 2 S BIRY - £+ — > B ~ NI 35D
j=1 j=1 j=1
Variance Empirical error Distributed Error

EHASERI I, f"L\[)V{’,lA — [ Ve A TR S % (variance), HUEERRAEA R
45k % (empirical error), UL K734 5% 2] 2877 SR 1% 2 (distributed error)s
BAZER (3.57) # N (3.55) H, AT DLIEA 51 H, O

FIBE 3.19 Rz AR ZE R R Ty 72 CRIETREARIR ) . @Rz CK
PWFREARF . AiiRZE CRIETI/HBFEIRLED . MPURHEIRZ CRIET
BENLRFALRUZ R 0D « R ZE ORIE T2 2] 88 SRR AL 2 2 3 i 2
ZJa, AERIR ST BAR T BOM R R 22 20 A5 2 1 A TOHEAT g, NNIERS &

B 3.17, e 3.16 AU A AR EE R w = 0. PEAIEMIE AR O
SERCTAEUSS i g 2 25 . qE B 26 PUEB P 4A

3.43 £54 Nystrom R#E. PCGHIIL{L LapRLS ;2R

5 RE AT TR AR A 2 B AR [ 051, 36 L 8 i fe /s e iR
(Laplacian regularized least squares, LapRLS). LapRLS fi F~F 77 #i JAE i 2k
B SRR A4 H FR

arg min Z(y, Fe))? + Aall 113, + LETLE. (3.58)
€H i=1
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$trkt, P Laplacian KEHESE AL =D - S. S SPHILEERFE, S, i T HEAH
A xiv x; ZIAJRIARAANE o 38R i k-3 AR J7 IR N k A5l 48 et dan A TSR
B, TR ERWE R 0. D WX, KAEN Dy = XS,
HE= (100, ST Aae HET AR

Fx) =) ak(xs, x).
i=1
BARAL H bR ORRFE R BN 0, W3 LapRLS 1 =0/
@ = (JK + 2,1+ LK)y, (3.59)

HAKy = k(xi,x;) N (n+u) X (n+u) RKANFIZFERE. J = diag(l,---,1,0,---,0),
AR n MALITCEN 1 HAMNO, y=[y,yn - »Yn0-,0]" § n MILE
i D' Fbrss, MFER u DIORMEH 0 HA . A, MR EIENE RS, A
A Laplacian 1ENMEL 2%, ¥ Laplacian 1E016 REEE N A, =0, X)W LapRLS
fift (3.59) HAME TR E B bR AERZ IS [H1)H o

3.4.3.1 Nystrém-RLS FERZIRER

LapRLS [FIFEAAAE R HUSIHEN, 16 Nystrom KAERED WAE TR $RETH
SRR, Nystrom J7 {248 SRR 5 0B MZAE FEX I an i i FEEEAT I Bl 18
Nystrom J7i3RAERAT s FEA, B3N e 23 7] 723 A

Ho={f e Hlf = Y atra o c R,
i=1

Hs <n+u. xy =0+, %) ANZEIESE LiEIT Nystrom KEERAS I ETE
Mo M Nystrom RAEE, M (3.58) #5453 H Nystrom-LapRLS []fif

fa= Y akxix), @ = (K K+ LK, + UKILK ) KLy, (340
i=1 ~——
H z
HAHH AHFE H ) Moore-Penorse thili. &% FRIZHIER [K]; =
k(xpx;), HHvije{l,---,n+ule EXEAREEIE. KRR FRZE
ME Ko.s N K BI—# 7, 1TH n MEREEAE SN TFRE, JIH s AR
FEECHR X B R AR 2 . 8 AR KRR DR K, N K B—#9, 17
H s ASSRAEERIE T N FArifie, Sl s MRFERIENN Faffig. K, N
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AN K —#5, AT RNEIT, Il s DRI N FARiE . RN
y=[y, .y, €R"
A Nystrom-RLS 5| N8 H 12 1E N1k £ 2% > HESL

—

.1 c
fu=argmin = 3|1 £(x:) =yl + Al FIB, + > BilIB 13
i=1

feHs N = =1

HB - H->HA<j<p AERET, >0, p; (1 <j<p) HAERSHL.
R ZEHEN (y =0,r = 1/2), BIAERE% 3.14. R 3.15. A LAEMS 1
SEH 2R 25 AN R Y Nystrom—RLS V2 4L iR 2 5.

IR 3.20 (Nystrom-LapRLS HJiZ LR ER). BEFE M, 0, % A4 > % log (%) ,
FHAE B R 4% % 69 Nystrom R FF K s > max {67 log (ljff) ,2C%log (l/leC(;%)}o H*&
5€(0,1), AEV 1-6 RiFheTFiziLig 2R

_ 12 B 8C, M P 6
[E(fn) —E(f)| < cds + 04%: + {n\//l_ + 80 M A)} log (3) ,  (3.61)
A

,;E'\;q:'r‘,%’f;: C3,C4 7‘@,&'%%%) B/lA :HZf:lﬁ]B]*BJH‘)
3.4.3.2 %54 PCG HINystrom-RLS F5iERZLIRER
Nystrom-LapRLS Jfi# (3.60) MM vk, W6 7 v sy, mEE KRR

hidt °HY IR SR v . 25 8 A TR AL B AL HERE 2 (preconditioned conjugate
gradient, PCG) Hi70 41 22 4 1 SR Ak AT ik

P 'He =P 'z.

Horp, P OTALE RS . Al PR AR SR M 2o R G IR IEAR IR BUR P T 2% A1 2K
(condition number), Z{FEE LN cond(P~'H) = Z‘Zn((g)) o BN BT N R B
FRSR A, IR /D, RS P NS H R EMIT. KAk
% f E UNMEF PCG J7 iR IR (3.60).

T 3.21. 4 ngeN, Bik|y|<b Vb>0, n>ng

8C? 4 48C?
Ap = \/’_;‘ log (5), s > 5(67 +20vn) log 5"n

1
r > Elogn +2log(2b +3C,) + 5.
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Ja#f Rademacher

Ay 1 1
gl | T 2%t 1) 2t o(n+u+£)
Bawy | - o 4 i 0(,7%)

3.4 KPR BT EZ BRIk

FESe(0,1), AEYV 1-6 WERFA T2 ER
Cs logz%
\/ﬁ b
£ g s AEE. foe H ABIZRTAT2BIELERIGFEIE, fcH AR

AP ZEERDGFEIT R,

E(f) = E(f) <

IER. ZEERAE PSS S T Rudi 25 LAEUS e B 3 e BE 8, fF Nystrom—
LapRLS [FiZ LR Z R GEFE 3.20) 5 PCG HiEMzAb o HrAiES, M52
gE R, VEYINE R FRAE O s TAEUSS) (e 38 1 (PRI R 45 o O

EAERHEEME (% 3.14, v = D ENERE (i 3.15, r = 1/2)
PEOLS, EHE 3.21 eyt 7 SERAEZIR BTV E A R Rz A 22 001, 5 2
3.21 U s = O(y/n) A Nystrom RAFE 55, O(logn) WIER AT LLEE] O(1/+/n) 1z
R ZWSAE, 2R ZWESEE 565t LapRLS iz (iR Z S A R 228

3.5 ARENG

N 3.4 Fizs, AR SCEERE R RN W B (A% 75 A5 A ok 302 AL SR AT 58 R
BRI, 5 TR =AM ik T 1T

L AR R RS o AT, B SLEE TR R R RO E AR ZE R
CEM TAEP 4T T LSSVM iZ AR Z T SVM T2 AL iR 22 i 1200
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2. IR B M, AL FE T RS Rademacher B 4% 8 F1 2 iz AL iR 2=
iR, Zi o TAEFEE B =8 & UK /53 Rademacher 2% % 5] A\ 214
Z kK, %9“‘:?%4%&%?‘30(%) (K12 73 R AR TR0, g SR ) B R
# Rademacher & 44 &% 75 [A] & Rademacher 5 4% LY OCEL, 8 FH JChs
BRI S BRI 5 SRABIRE N O (= + 1) 102
PEZ R R ZEF P, B L 217 TAE, )55 Rademacher & 7% fEiZ Ah i %
Ty R EEIE Z %t i & (vector-valued learning), JF %% 288 L2
BHOTIICE N O (s + 1) M BRI iz o0,

3. B TR H TP, AR/, EMRE, Aaoma. BEYURHE
FRES & B RRUAE A B BHAZ UL (515 (KRR) $ i iz A iR Z FR ARAE NS, T4
SEFHEW, SN Nystdom KA. PCG MG & BIRMUS P I B A% U4 [H1 )5 (LapRLS)
PRAZ ACHEBARAE 1),

61



R T B AR iR T A R 7T

62



AT R B R AR A I R HE I BT 7T

FAE A MBI RS R R NS

ST E 3 AN R BRONERZ AR E S, B R MUz IR ZE S
RAR L IVE R G R A R o ASTE B ) =i 5 4% 05 1A R e FHE U
B KRS R PO B MEAZ R R R AR P S AR R SR i 2 4 107

41 RAHIEE=

¥ LSSVM AL iR Z 5 GEFE3.3). SVM ZALIRZES GEFL35) S—5 N

ET) - E(f) < 1= cs- SMlx, @) + O (%)
Hr, ¢ € Ry, NHEEL. NS ELGRZAMERE, &ML @) FTRZHIRZETR
E(f) = ECf*), TTEE B A i B B 1 Sy — 4 Kk 7 o R RS 38 v )

@.1)

argmax SM(x, ¢).
kel

Hrb, K itz disi&. FnS, op g aEnrt &, HT T r&Eb
ﬂ:/ﬁ ﬁi

EX 4.1 (Rl ). MR EAE S PR o) = 0L r > 1. &
Bt i e B e SO

SM(k, ¢) = Z Ay, vi)? = (Z A viv ) y'N'y.

S SC 4.1 S EEE I T 2R N O(n?), AT HAbAZ 5 iR R e 357
IR . TR, 5P G T v U 228 HR A R B

1
argmax SM(k,t") = y Ny
kel

Horf, K ONRE NI R ALES o Dyttt Sl SOREA NI T 1), s F NS (1 5
KA BE B AT k% pR B FEE I -

1
arg max SM(x, 1") = yTNr y 4.2)
kel

ﬁ\:':ljy+ = L\ y_ = _:T’ Ny~ N_ ﬁ\%UﬁEﬁﬁézk/l\iﬁo

ny
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* 41 BEANERES H %R R R 77 7EXSEE

R 175 4 v ) ISR T | BB ERIE
IEARAE X AE (CV) 1! On?) A
BT (KTA) ) O(n*) .
R R (CKTA) 20 | O®n?) p
FSM 23] O(n?) y
ER1 O(n®) #
VB i (SM) O(n?) il

WM 4.1 PR, JERAE SR 7¥E. ER HikBAREHIBHIE, HitHE
IFER T O(n?), AEH T RKIBEHE E itz ek $0k$; M KTA. CKTA. FSM
S50, BARTFEACR G, (BB EREEE ARSI R
i BB (SM) A 1 SRR BB LRIE.

411 wmAXWILEE=SHI4FG

AT HBA T A% s/MEE#] (minimum graph cut). i KAIA{H 2
5 (maximum mean discrepancy, MMD), [F]BIE B B AT fe KA RE B = 17

4.1.1.1 S5xm/MeEZIgYxEL

ERG, EEH T8 B AR S AR B E 32 TR SR k(xy, x ;) R
SRHB S T EINFEAR i x BOARABLPE, RIS FH AR R KA DA B B R R A i
K. e, 1EN4k B %) (normalized graph cut, Ncut) 22 7] LS N

mm@:%%%,
HrLaplacian #if5A L = D - K. D NXMAMEM, HXtMoEe XN D; =
Y Kijo WERIEFREAAN ORI, B, =n_, AI15

yTDy = iDii = i K;; = IK];.
i=1

ij=1
/Q'\ (p(l‘) =1, 4%‘ Ncut Eiggi%ﬂjé@ﬂ%

T sTw s

y Ky Yy Ky no—
=1- =1-=-SM(x, 1),

yiDy ~ T2y, T g SMd)

M B EER TR, RAMEEEI S T HoE R .

Ncut(x) =1 —
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412 SHEXHEERAIXE

BIMEZ 5 (mean discrepancy, MD) H T 5 P A>3 2 ] 1 22 5 2331, FAk
A R H ERISEZE R T LS N

wmw:%iam—%iﬂmh

Hrd(p(x,), ¢(x ;) = k(xs, %)
WIRAZSERE K NIENMEAERE, BT K =No 4 o) =1, 515

— | R U
SM(k,t) = ZyTNy = Ky

ny n-

IS IS 2
:n_%iZj:Kij_FEle:Kij_”—mZ;KU
%Zwm—%;am

LT A5 QUL BT 22 5 MD(x) 21 BB SM(K, @) [FIFF.

EOCHMH () = ¢ i, EIF WEZERSIGEENR] . (BEZ TR L
PRUENAE S . SEhafE R, A o) =, r > 1, RAZERTEAER S, [H
IS fi A% 2 1) 25 e 1) H 1T

E. AN TAE G T AR G B AR % R B P IR — MR, 2
(multiple kernel learning, MKL) e 4% ok 41 & ok, M AR B 1k 8t #2 A7
R R B G SR 0120 g KA B T DA FH B 2 4% 5 2]

’H.

argmin MS(k,,#")  s.t. lull, =1, g =0,
u

Horft i, = 5 ik PR RE S0V AT LA ACHAR L3R AR A 1) R

42 RIMUAZIERE B EBHFEE
HZ AL 0 T e B 3104 HEWS 3. TTRTAN, Q0 B A% e ont AR ¥ 45 18] )
J5i# Rademacher &A% T/, WHZAZ 5 I 2GR0 IRAG B B HZ AL iR Z 5. X))
7l Rademacher & 7% & (At 11 (3.27) W LA4E 5
Raa)saniugg(qe+254J.

j>0
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Hr, o MR L ERRR 0 MBI T, R Rademacher & 2% J& 3 EHKt
TR ET R RERIEEZAN Y p 40 MRS ETRAKTE RO RE, B
DART DA FH AR 14 R AR AU AL 2 A 5 5 223822 2K 0 JR) 8 Rademacher R 2% %

XF TG A o B e B — AL R B DL, AT DR SR IMEAZ R R R By
TEAEAE A% T2 g 46 44 )

argerlrclin Z 1;(K), 4.3)

=0
Horr, K N BREOT S AL FERE A (K) AR BN S j AR .

R RAZIRFEEN] (4.3) FFEW DAL (1) F/AMEZE R R BRI E 2
AMAEEEARKN {2} MG, (B2 TREARR {y ), FREE, BtEs
R FIAZ PR B — € PR PE; (2) A R FEAE U 35 1 A% R B e, A A
WIZRAIERE, 1S X o 73U R 52 2 R 2 AL SR EE PR RE AL

BB, BB MU R BRI 2 AIE v 3] H AR R 50— 73
(BT AL T ok U, L R BRI AR A2 [ A€ (1, W A% R BOR BB B
TePEAE o e SN AT 4 . AR, 2A%54 3] (MKL) X B R &R RS AL E
ZMBANEER), 52EHEREAEC. K, N4 H o0 i (10 4% J7 1245
UGB Bl MURIBRRE(E 2 F, [FR 22 ] 206 28 LS.
FERT LA A bR i . TeAn A B SO R K = {k(x;, x )}, AT
i1 FH TG bR 25 $iHE ) /)N Rademacher 2 2% %

2% A% R N

M
Ku(6,X7) = ) ki (x, %),
m=1

b, p NEBHERE, B MLRBAFE kn(x, X) = (pn(x), p(x')y. ZEA
EHIRZREN ku(x,x7) = (Pu(x), du(x”)), HFEFHERIFMEBE N ¢.(x) =
[VET1(x), -+ VEnrdar(x)] "o HJR BB 1] (3.18) BS N LB
Hy ={f | f(x) = (W, (), [Wlp < 1, E (s = L) <7}

42.1 ZiztAE T3 (Conv-MKL)

Z 127150 MR % 23 18] H,, 42 ) Rademacher & 2% & 7] DL HAZHBE K, =
M K MFHEE 2R R Fie. Ai/Mb H, 4R Rademacher &
REE, H EE A BRI AT B e 2T, I Te(K,) < 1.
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RIEZ IR T R GEFE 3.10. #E2 3.11) 741, J5#K Rademacher &
7% FE BAZ FERE ) R SRR AR < AN A e, 19 3 103z Ak i ZE W 8 P A F 4= SRR Ak
B2 A GZAEREMZE) FHZ R ZWSCR IR 2 o AT 50 4% 58 BE ) 28 3t 47 PR
SE, S FHANTT T 2O B R AEAE 2 AN AT R € »
Ho={f ety 4K, <1],

Jj>6
Forb,(K,,) RULA JE RS K, (038 j KIORHIER, 0 SoRRAERIT . AT
2GR . ANERR, R 2 AR BRI 5T 6 Ak
EAE 2 R 2:
D UK, = Tr(K,,) - Z A (Ky).

j>0
PRI, A% AL R B e AR AL AE 2 MRS AZE O((n + w)?6) HIRS TR A THEAS HY . &
S RS Hy 2 AR, RN S

ZumZA (K,) = Zum/nm D 4K, < 74 (K,

j>0 j>0 j>0

a3 H B B2 8] H:

H, = {feH”:i/me/lj(Km)s 1}.

m=1 >0

Xt iR SR A% R AT B4

I2111 = (Z /lj(Km))_le
j>0

PR, VB R B s URAE R A

- umxm(x x')
]>0 /1 (Km)

_ H Hm
ulx) = [‘/‘pgl(KO¢K X)L PGA(KM)¢M()]

ALK BB (8] Hy SR

Ku(x,x") =

Hy = {£(0) = (W00 [Wlla,, < L= 0.l < 1,

F T IE WAL AE BE R B S 0] Hy, R p > 0, |lull; < 1 ME2ZAE R
BEI 2 A% 28 ST 2 L 1 B
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Bk 1 20N A 777 (Conv-MKL)
BN M DR K, .. Ky B AEEEN A 0.

form=1to M do
THE IR B AR AEAE: 1 = Xjn0 47 (K)o
IEMAFERZAERE: K, = Ko /T

end for

Fi IE ML G IR K,y mo= 1, .., M S BUERE €,- 108 %2 S 3

422 ZI%FIFE (SMSD-MKL)

LRI G T, LRI L DM i 3 4,(K) < 1, TIA
RS ME B FS R 2 A, RN 2L 4 7 B L & REOEAT ]

AR B/ MK PR U4 2 5 8 B0 50K /MK (BRMD — A % 51 B,
DA 55 11 J SRRV 2 ) SR A BB s 252188 (ERORIA) Hy (25
SN, IR Mb R IR B 2 A3 A5 T /N ) 53 Rademacher 5 4% B

.1 ¢ a 2 N
%gzgkuugmngmww+ﬁgywm (4.4)

c(W) QW)

v 5 m DS

+

E#ﬁ1ﬁ%$@%@fU@JyJ=P—(ﬂf@J—§¥JTﬂmﬂ
B IR Z A 1y = X o 4,(Kn) Y m = 1,..., M.

BRE N B SRR ARG B bR, 75 20T H AR R h & TR R — B Bi
T e IMUAZHE B 1 R AR AR AR 2 FITEAR 218 B0 T AT, BT DAJG I B 248 i
WUBHBE N B AT SRR . T & Tk R D BB U A TR, BT DA A IR
53 SR G DU R (RIB FEE

BT 0 A B0 B R AE 2 1238-2391 gl Y Bl o3 B B B2 TR BRIV (stochastic
mirror and sub-gradient descent, SMSD-MKL) 3K fi# £ #% 2% 3] o] f (4.4), MR
HEZHE R p PA% 213 f(x)o AEFHIREBE LN B SR 7y A P 3R

o fH C(W) B XHEBLE 6.

o HR¥E QW) 1 9 5 /R 5t {8 (Fenchel dual) 58T R IGAUE W 2 A A R B u.
VEAHP SR T FRAESE 5 & Bk 2 347 T A4,
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43 REEEBEHMZESHY

il e KA B S N R AR B AR AN P R 1 2 A iR Bk ik
B v gk IO A5 1 2 B B R AR BRI, P Tk % ORI A% BRI B ST A% ) B
ZOTEBIH TR RBUERE . WG S B P AR .

17747 ) 5 /INUAZ o SR S AR AU 2 A A% 7 R B R I, AR B
D3 %o g b % U LRI 22 ST R 8, %% o188, (R SEPR B2 B BN 2 A
EHIEN, HEBRRK.

A 2 D0 28 v DR SR D ) S I AR R 8, AR I I AR R SE i 2
B, ZITERE AR B AR RN 2 I S8 RS, R K TR
3.11 PN IEZ R ZE T .

431 BNERFS]
43.1.1 FRRiEZ

B A LT R 5 4% (stationary spectral kernel), SCBRNF-F AN AL 1%
(shift-invariant kernel), ¥ 1% k(x,x) = exp(-|lx — x'||2/202). hi¥hi
1% k(x,x") = exp(=lx — x'|l/20%) 555 FRZ R ~PRAMEAZ DU T FEA Z (] )
BERS L) 7= x—x', PROIEZIZREUE SN «(x, x7) = k(x—x") = k(7).

i@ Id 4 B ¥ A5 e (inverse Fourier transform), Bochner 5& i B P R 1%
AR k(7) EEXT LA (o) BT HRSE 12400,

3138 4.1 (Bochner P, 4 AR Y -FAEM k(x,x) = k(x —x') B R T A4
T XA

k(x,x") = / ¢ ¥ g(w)dow, (4.5)
X

RSN X LA k(x,x) 8AE 8 (positive definite)s TP s(w)
R k(x, x') 3R 6 Ak R

M Bochner EH R LU H, PEIEZ k(x, x') EHEE L s(w) HE—#E
(1, At ) DUE L SRS S L s(w) K72 PREZ . K 4.2 A5 T H LA
P A% k(r) BLAILX REIE T s(w). b, BZSEON o sz bR % e
BRECN N0, 1/0?) B A o -
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® 4.2 FRIERE AN NIEERE

TR K(7) (@) X431
Hi exp (-4 £ exp (-Z4L) IR
ETRLETA 177 exp (L2 B RTG53 %
T 7% Mol exp (-IIll) Ha oo i

F£-F Bochner £ (4.5), Rahimi F1 Recht®" #2 Hi{# F 45 R 1% K AE (Monte
Carlo sampling) 2F B¢ BE AL B RRAE L BLFAR IS k(x, x7) ~ (pp(x), par (X))o
Hrb, BENUE B HRE T DU A

da(x) = \/%cos(ﬂTx +b), (4.6)

Hrf, BREME Q = {w, 0y, -, 0y} AETIEERE s(w) XFEEK. MR E
b = {by, by, -, by} WNEIEIHAG U(0, 27) BERAEE M IRAFE],
4312 HEFRRIEZ

BIRPRIBZA R T2 N, PR UKM TREA R R 7 = x — x
1M 28 T HIAFEAR x A5 Frdfss (15 5. (input-independent).  [F]R, 1R 2% %L
AETPRIEZ, CIZeMER c(x, x7) = xTx’' BT k(x, x7) = (xTx"+1) 55,
M AE-FF2 4% (non-stationary spectral kernels) 1K ##i T4 AFEA, FFiEId Yaglom
SEHZE H T AR ARG A% 5 B T TR o0

EIE 4.2 (Yaglom EHIOM), 4 B AR Y —A AR «(x, x’) #H L AT H K
K(x, x/) — / ei(a)Tx—w'Tx')ll(dw, dw'), (47)
R4xR4

G BEMNZR X REZN, AF yu(do,dw’) 5FER (positive semi
definite, PSD) % & £ s(w, w’) 18 X & Lebesgue-Stieltjes /&% o

Yaglom & FEAF — A% bR B k(x, x7) I AR 0, 0’ 5 1E B S s(w, o)
KEGEK. FN, TR (Bochner ©H) ZAEFE2 i 4% (Yaglom T HE) 4541
MEFE s(w,w) EPFEMAL L o = o, FPFRIEZEBICA TS,
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43.1.3 HEEZE S)HESR
NS (4.7) R RE SR R 2 I e 1, IS TE AL S HH 2 s(w, o)) = s(w’, w),
[EIE 5] A A 2R S B s(0, w), s(w’, ), 2R Ry Sy 101.102]

k(x,x") = / Eow (X, xu(dw, dw’),
XxX (48)

1 ; T Tyt : T Ty’ T ’ T ’
Sw,wf(X,x') — Z[ez(w x—-w'"x’") + et(w x—-w'x’) + i@ (x—x") + @ (x—x") .

SIS TR I BENUVRF L (4.6) ARAL, 8 H S5 RIS RAF RIS BEH LR IR
L (4.8) AR T REIE %

k(x,x") = / Eow (X, X u(dw, dw’)
R4 xR4

= Ew,w/~s(w,w’) [gw,w’ (x, x,)]
1
= Bo,w'~s(@,) 2 [cos(w™ — " x") + cos(w' x — w'x’)

+ cos(w'x —w'x’) + cos(wx — wx)]

M

1
~ Z [cos(a)iTx —w!'x")+cos(w'x —w/x’)
i=1

+ cos(w; x — w;x") + cos(w! x — a)lfo')]

= (Pm(x), dm(x))

H(w, 0D, ™ s(w, '), M RZFERRIEREEREL. {8 525 SRR H i

i=1

AR Ra i Az R B A LA EL I RRALE Dy

1 |cos(QTx) + cos(Q'"x)

¢um(x) = e

’

sin(Q7x) + sin(Q'"x)

HABEIVRFIEBSS N ¢y : RY — R*M, BEHURFAELEREDY 2M o NFEARTHR T4,
5 T BENURFE SR 19 M 4E AP RS A% O BE A L8 B R ARy

dum(x) = cos(Q'x + b) +cos(Q"x +b)|, 4.9)

1
2M
HA iR Q Q" € R*M Q = {w),w), -+, 0oy}, Q' = {w],w), - ,w),}. BT
R {(w, )M, I R RIS TTERFET IR E L s(w, 0). WERE b, b’ ST
7] o3 A R A T35 2 004 U(0,27), FFEE M I3

>
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Output Layer

[
I
[
|
I

Foostupe )
- (1)
e

Feature mapping ¢(x): RY —» RP f(x) =WTp(x)

4.1 BaNig#z¥ 3 (ASKL) HEZ2
1 FHBENLRFIE R SS ¢py : RY — RM, B5E 3.1 R =SE] 3.1 EE N
He={flx > f(x)=W¢u(x): W], <1}.

Hrr, WeRMxRK, FHIEBUT ¢y RY — RM R (4.9) BB, Rl

Pm(x) = [cos(ﬂTx +b) +cos(Qx + b’)] ,

1
oM
FET R AP U A ER R AT, P A A AR A (W, A SO A e
5119 Frobenius Y54 (|ga (X2 RENS AT HIZ MR URSR . A W L.

lpa (X2 AERIENLTR, 52250 XU i /Me (ERM) & FE A B bR

1 n
argmin — > £(£(x), y,) + Al WL + Agll g (I, (4.10)
woQ Ni=
g(W)
o, gar(X) € RM0r0) e MR (KR AE IS, 87T R 1 14

s (XN = > Ngn (el = D (Baa(xi) durlx)) = ) x(x, x).
i=1 i=1

S |[W, PR B AT T B AL, TT°F 7 Frobenius T5C [|gy (X)I2 #1E
HURH TR Q' HEAT T IS A R IO, 45 A X R WS 1
TII Ilar (N2 REAE G625 EAR ARG . 2R — e 1 3 A TE 4L
B, RIS, A0 ST T LA, [ 40 R T E ]

(automated spectral kernel learning, ASKL) H5:>JHEZE,
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FES SRR, SO R Q, Q' BUEAERE WA ] S AL F AT ST .
) S 1A 2 SR A RS Q, @ WEHLEUE TiB % L s(w, '), MIMAEAFRAE
WIS gp SFEAS A IS, MTIRAT T 98 K AFIE RN AE JT . A P45 1) )
JE%, ASKL EHIFRECA cosine [ HLFRRZ ML 2%, RES A S 1142 4% )
I i 24 BE A N 2 BIREGRRZE L BEUBUZ 20 H 2 OB T A TR K A R
%A, ASKL i FIAT BRYEFFIE (Bsd/Z 1m0 IR AR, AT AN R TV
IEANZ A B 1o i (IR BE A2 X 28 W] DL 2241 B AN AR A HE B 1O UL
FERE— 2 AL A BRAERFAE CHBRANFRIZ T 5D I ZE R S 1P 2 A%,
R Rz A BRI U AT DL i B s ERE AR E M e f 4% . DRI, ASKL it
H e RIREMIal, B Rse iz B Ieal, SCRens i i B i
R R R S R E, T MM I TS TR

432 ZHIRIRIRIE
T 3.9, I 4R Rademacher £ 74 (0 = 0), & Z A2 FHEL

HEIL 4.3 (BERZIIZAIRZETY. 4 B = sup, oy [IW]l, < oo, FBIXIAK B E € i
X (-2 34T 8 L-Lipschitz %% MWAZE Y 1 -6 9WME L A4 T 2Lz £E R

E(F) = E(f) < csR(H,) + (9(1), (4.11)

HP g AFH, fe H HE2WEERNPER fn € H A3 £ A
RAEA, B, A4 R AT R et 4R AR -FAAE A (49) LT, &5
Rademacher 8.2 & H& 24T £

R(H,)
< —J Kf«»(xl) #(x)
= Bloww)~s(@.w’ — JKST [cos (w - w)Tx)+l] 12
n+tu M 1
n+uJ LZ;JZIZ[COS (a)j—w)Txl)+1]

N7y I
(1) 4=/7 Rademacher &% T2 5EUEAEFELVEE B = sup,py Wl < co-
WIS S (p(x)), () PRITUAH DS, TRIEHE (W~ [l (X2 VA IE LT
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(2) AT PR, AR ECONEM YL (b)), ¢(x;) = no RRNT
412) o = o BENL, FHEFEE cos (0 - o)7x;) = 1. MmaAEFREZ, &)
w # o' ERDEE FBEIEIUT cos (0 — ) Tx) = 1, B TARPRIEZ AR
etk ge B RZEN TP,

(3) MIFA HAR, EHRAERE L (0, 0"), B8RS TE G 1Y SIME
FHIMRFE DA s(w, '), TR G RIS g0 38 S 1) A% 4
A T IEEE s(w, ), Shr EOE TR R «, TS5 AHS (output-
dependent) JIEAZEE G [ ALZE G DL, AEAEAZFE PRI TG ROCE /N, AV ERE AR

(4) ABGRZTTVE R BLERERE W AT S8, AEIEEE s(w, '), B
T2 A BEAR K MR T W0 UA A% R CRP LG i 8 D o T i B shil % 2%
SIHEZE, ARG B AR R B E R IAE AR FI W . s(w, 0'), B0 T VIR
o W R AL RR RIS A R, AR R B S SIS .
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PSE  AMEE M BB AR R AR

G INEZ At B 2R IR T O(n?) . W WAZITIE IR
PEAZ SRR R EAL (SVM) 13 P 91l B /IME (SMO) BEEAT KA, A AT
O(n?), ZHEIREN O(dn®). THIZEIETTE (KRR) FFLEDTT A E

a=(K+21,Dy

Hort, KOURZBREL k MLIZARE, y = [y, y5 -y, ] XEBF P FEARR SR
JRA [ B AW A% R R K FREENAEN O®n?); 1 PR SR Ag ) e 2
KANA noxn BFERESRIE, Bt DIAZIS BRI B 228N O A% 5 i
R ENGZ LR LZRH (g XIRAE), R R m, W k-8
SCRHIELE AL e B T 2R Y O(kn?).

51 ERMNANEZRG EMEEE

AN FEARAZ T VAR B FE N A7 7R oK R mTHRRCE, IS ik B R
& T RIS B2 T VAR F i . HRT, ST KSR 7921 77 1%
B RBEEL. — BRI SR =R, BRI T

1. BT AR ARER L

AT RINER NG EAE AT 0 B, IERA B B REaE 24, gk
HETEEREREE, REKTIARBESEIFARRENS. DR L
PEUSSI A H 1 f B B 0 A U075 736757 (divide and conquer). 731G 77120K
WZREE D %73 m A, D TR Dy EINGRP L — DR A ] 48

f;j(x) = Z ain(xi,X), Zij = (KD./' + /lAI)_IYDja

x;€D;

B Jr B ar 2 28 P15, R4 R 2] 8% (KRR-DCO)
—~ 1 & ~
fD = E ,Z:; ij-
TR T, WIS BE m 58T R 2SR, 2505 44
I 2R BT e B 24N BB m < o(n*) i, KRR-DC HEMS ik 5
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ZARZEF . FN, KRR-DC Wit EAES IS m G, HTRIEREHN
On?/m*) WHEREAN On®/m?).

2. BTG AR K IRE A

ELNEAZTT IR BRI (B IR EA AT O(n?), 5 F PR ALE i 4
PERZ T VAR AR, EALHE Nystrom SRAEABENLAFAE P F o

(1) {3 Nystrom J7 5% FE 155

K~ K, K K’

SSs ns?’

Hr, Ko Ky AETREIE FRAERE K P rg3Es s, 2 N1 43 40
SRR AR R SRR L RO AERE . R R RS TR e ECRAE e TR
RERFEI s APEAT N TCERBUERTT, AT T A AERE R 7

Kss K;—I Kss

K= > Kns =

K21 K22 KZ 1

i F Nystrom 7735 R B BAAEIZIERE K, I RS RER Oms): i
R AT LA SR R — 5475, BRI 2N O(ns?)e 24 Nystrom
DSHOHE 5 2 O (w75 ) I, KRR-Nystrom AE85 2810012 (L 0aR
KRR-Nystrom [ 7S A E = EN O(ns)s B RIEREN Ons?).

(2) 1 FIBEHLERAE (random features) 1 AU 6 41071581

k(x,x') = (pu(x), prr(x)),

For gy JIREERE kLI BENURRAE , KA 733 MR s I HAE 2 1A 7 S S
R T T AT R ) RM 2R HE 2 1) S A5 B ALK G 0L AL A% 7 3
R 2552 b L R B T i

UBEHUFIESOIL M > O (n"75 | B, KRR-RF AEB5IA B R0 1R 2
S O(n= ). (AFESZPRIHE A, BN S TN A RY Lk 7 A L,
SAE AN OmM) BHEE TN OmM?).

3. EF—Mi R B E

o L5820 A58 IR AR BBV SR AR 2 4% 2 45 A,

o TL5E A AR ROT208) {5 PR S B FEE S IR SR AR ARAKL A 5 AR ]
(B RMEA. B (L HH .

o EL5ECTAE 1S 5 T AR BEILGURE E (PCG) 514 sk A 3 AR
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= 5.1 ARG BRIV AT EE

J7i%: SHEm | BN M | BRI R | R R AR
KRR / / O (n?) O (n?)
KRR-Nystrom | / O (n75 | O (nM) O (nM?)
KRR-RF / O (n%) O (nM) O (nM?)
KRR-DC o(n¥=) |/ O (n2/m?) | O (n}/m)
316 O(n¥R) o) o) O (=)
3T | O(nnmm) O T o) o[

X F Nystrom SKAFE, BEALACH M v Nystrom SEAE A0 538G
St FBENLARE, BEHL O M ONBENUEFIEAN S

52 HEMAEL. BENFHERNZIREVAFE
e B LARUSS R o S0k BENURFIE PRI IR 3 BUR 25 &, R TH AR
AU [ B SR AR
52.1 R EMIE
LI RBUFAERENURSER ¢y : RY — RM i 2
K(x, %) ~ (du(x), dra(x)).
e i Ik, KRR m B, RO AR BRAE A  BE A LR (I SR A % 0% [
Ho 55 j MR D; L, R4
fx) = Wiy (x)., with W; = (S},Sy + D) S}, (5.1)

EEP/],A > 0. V(x,y) € Dj’ ﬁ?j_:‘ §]‘\I’/[ = ﬁ(¢M(xl)’ ’¢M(xn/m)) u& S;j =

ﬁ(yl, e Vam)e BB R S BT TR, B RIA R ] B

J
J=1

1 m
fol =~ T (5.2)
bR (5.2) P SIEE FM AT R BENURE PR 7 v s 5
%, XS JTEMRN KRR-DC-RF. & 3.16 N4MIAE . BENUSE I AH S
KRR-DC-RF $&4it | Az L PR fRILE
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% 5.2 IERIS B3z 8 & A B YT EE

% 3.14 | 5132 3.15 | KRR | KRR-Nystrom | KRR-RF | KRR-DC | KRR-DC-RF
y=1 r=05 On?) | On') o@n'?) | Om?) O(n'?)
y=05 |[r=075 | O | O@n'") On'%) | Om'®) | Om'37)
y=0 r=1 On?) | On') On'3) | On) O(n)

3= 5.3 iL{l izl B3RS [8) 8 2 E R XTEE

% 3.14 | fB132 3.15 | KRR | KRR-Nystrom | KRR-RF | KRR-DC | KRR-DC-RF
y=1 r=05 o) | On?) On?) on®) On?)
y=05 |[r=075 | O | O@#?) o) | Om*») | Om?)
y=0 r=1 o) | On?) On?) omn'd) | O@')

52.2 HEXI{EXTEE

R 5.1 MAHFRUTAMZUE WA SRR BEAT TR, 0 EE 7V B A bR AL 0 1] )
(KRR, {8 Ff Nystrom RAFESTAUZ FEFE K20 515 (KRR-Nystrom) 731, 5 H
It A LA A A A% R B R A% 0% [0 ) (KRR-RF) 74, a8 P 4393 5095 SR A 1) A% 0% [ 1
(KRR-DC)'Y, DL R ASCHE 1) o3 A 2. BEALRFAEAR 45 & ¥ /7 72: KRR-DC-RF (GE
H 3.16). Wi /7% SKRR-DC-RF (G2 3.17). 3 5.1 A IEAMZ I [l )3 5%
B IR B RZ AR O (n2r/Cr ), LB R R 5 B2 3 B8 m BEALR
FEANE M, DR SIS R S () S 2R B I TSR, AR 5.1 el L
M (1) B ECERE AU (Nystrom SREE R BEVUVRFIEREE RO M B, dn s
I NAE TSR N . TEECRIE R () B m MK, AR N A 7 R
MM THRRCRME; 3) BT 2r — 1)y = 0, KRR-Nystrom [ RAFERCR IS
T KRR-RF, M2 Ui BIAH [E 1) 25 (B 2 R B I SR B 2 AR 2 WS,
KRR-Nystrom 75 Z 1R AF mi B D

fEFR 52 RS53 %, Ky, r B Bl (y,r) = (1,0.5). (0.50.75). (0,1)
i R L S N N 1o 1B (V= 7 <ol TINN | R ST =9 2 By P S U YW £
BE T RRZHRE, FIUEEERE. EUEREAFEREEN T, &4ME
PR EFMIA. Bk 52, K 53 015, WA BEYRREA S S0
KRR-DC-RF 7E &1L N HUAS T i /NS (RIS A0 B (RIS 2 B AR bL T R A
F—Fbonsk T B AT % 4 [8] ), KRR-DC-RF [FiH R4 0 BT .
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5.3 £54 Nystrom R4¥£. PCG MRV 4414 )3

B eI A/ 3 [EH (RLS). M E & IS (LapRLS). fFH Nys-
trom JIE ) LapRLS (Nystrom). ¥ F Nystrom fi#E ) LapRLS (Nystrom). F%f
BT R I 75 WO 1R 23 (A B FE EAT X L

53.1 EMRFIEME
53.1.1 #&/p3EEYT (RLS)

SRz R (KRR), 58 XTEAPREHAESE D' b, AArEan T U
fulx) = i @ Kpn(XiX), @ = (K, + D)7y,
P

Ho K, € R R5e SAEAFRSHAR T IZHERE, y Rkt BR824 B 1) o
5.3.1.2 FMEE4ZI4 BT (Laplacian Regularized Least Squares, LapRLS)

fi il Laplacian IEJU4L, K RLS f A st 30 B 50 b

fo= N aKN, @ = Ky + A+ AL K )y
pr

NITAELRIR, % ne = n+u REEWERNE. Hd K, e R™™ NE XL
TEAEdE ERIRIAZERE, L, NE XAELEHEYE L Laplacian HifE. X
F¥EFE J = diag(1,---,1,0,---,0), HFEI n MXMALITTEN | HiMN 0, y=
VYo ¥ 0,017 BT n NICERAH D! br2E, RIS ATRMEH 0 HAR,

5.3.1.3 {¥F Nystrém fI3EHY LapRLS (LapRLS—Nystrém)

ffH Nystrom KFEJ5, M (3.58) H#EF15 H Nystrom-LapRLS ) fEA:

——
H z

fo= D aik(xix), @ = (K K, + .K, + LK LK, ) KLy,
i=1

HA, Kigy Koov Ko BN K, PRI H FIRAER] s x s RN SR
FeF bt G e it RHEFE Kopgs Koo

BT ZAEWARIE CEFE 320, #1173, 7[4 5 = ., UEAfLapRLS-
Nystrom X SRR 2N O(n,) BHEIR RN Om?). Hodr, FERERITH
IR On?) i, HRA SRR RS, eIt Hirs & T i
9% (Conjugate Gradient, CG). IEARELIE BT 0] 5 24 BEAHH T ARk E 1 BEIK
AR BT EE, T HRIT I 18
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o KRR Ha = 2 BRI« 08T H 11254424 (Conditon number) flr
5E, KA B /N (well-conditioned), iEARIREE /D

/lmax (H)
/1min (H) ,

Camoriano “51UEBH 1 = s log s MIEARRERE (RIE R 47 1032 AL PR RE T2,
o AT, FEUHE K, o, SRNEEREN OO,s).
Bk, 4 s = i FEZBSB N EOR, SRR RE RN O(.st) = O(n!7).

cond(H) =

t = O(cond(H) log(1/¢)).

5.3.1.4 {8 PCG & LapRLS-Nystrom BIFIRERK R (Nystrom-PCG)

15 FH Pl Ab #E AL HUBEE (Preconditioned Conjugate Gradient, PCG) &%, X Lk
T 42 1t JR e SR AR AT n ok

P 'He =P 'z.

Hrer, POATUALHESE. TUCHESS P NS H REMUE, MiFEEFEEL RN X
BT, ISR A TUAL PR 25

* n<n,
/111’12
P= KI*sKn*s + K, + _szsLssKss~
S
* n>n,
n /].ﬂ’l2
P ="K K,, + LKy, + " K, Ly K.
S S

¥ LapRLS-Nystrom 4365 3] 8% f, & AR PCG J7ikRiR, HRZ A
Nystrom-PCG. SEFE 3.21 F B T/l PCG sKf# LapRLS-Nystrom (] A 2t H
% s = O(Wn+u) > Nystrom KFEEHF DL 1 = Ologs) KL R HE W TR IIE
O(1/NA) MRS, Bl Nystrom-PCG HiE 73 M52 O(n.).
R EAREN Om?).

532 XtEFEENSR

# 5.4 %} LapRLS MHRFIEM A B ARE . WA R R 34T 7 Xt 3L
H, LapRLS-Direct. Nystrom-Direct 35 BLF28 F 55 [ 18 5t 47 K i LapRLS. fif
F} Nystrom JRi#E ) LapRLS; LapRLS-CG. Nystrom-CG 1 F LB & T B#
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%% 5.4 Nystrém-PCG HHXE AR 8], RIS ZENTLE

Sk INfla) R | S E) SRR
RLS-Direct om?) O(n?)
LapRLS-Direct | O(n?) On?)
LapRLS-CG O(n>3) O(n)
LapRLS-PCG | O(n?) O(n)
Nystrom-Direct | O(n?) O(n.)
Nystrom-CG O(n!7) O(n.)
Nystrém-PCG | O(n!-) O(n..)

Hor, n NEREREALL u NIEAREREALL no = n+u REEHHERL, u> n.

Hi% (CG) #ATIEAK M LapRLS. ] Nystrom HIZE ) LapRLS; LapRLS-
PCG. Nystrdm-PCG 48 H Tl 4 38 L HEHR B N B2 5005 (PCG) FRHEAT IR AR i
LapRLS. {#i ] Nystrom Jli#Ef LapRLS. W% 5.4 aJIEH: (1) CG. PCG HH
RAELN: RGOSR, Tk 23 B R B, 12 8] 2% BE (90 ok T Nys-
trom KFE;  (2) MFEIES. CG. PCG =ML A 82 44 B AR s, Rl
Nystrom ST RFEE B VAR 28 . &2, fH Nystrom. PCG fHE5 &
[R5 12:3R A LapRLS [l (Nystrom-PCG), K525 M 4 E M O(n?) FFEE] O(n.),
W B ) B2 BE I O(n?) BEAE ] O(n!).

54 ETF—M#EENRENALEX
541 JHBHETME

BEXT B MUAZFE R AR AL 2 M i 2% 2 0 R EIILAL B s (4.4), A
X AR P B SR o ) B AT SRAR PO o e /MR AR JRE AR AR 2 A o 1
EZVEZIEN LI AER VS|

1Y @ ) w
min Z (F @)y + 5 IWIE, + ﬁ; il (5.3)

c(W) QW)

NTTAEEAL B bR (4.4) BSRAR, SINJEIATE W RIXHERE 6, (85X 5 E
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BE 2 BENUHRAL R BRIV R A 2 4% 2 7 25004k B #5 (SMSD-MKL)
BN o, B,r, T

MEL: W =0,0'=0,u' =1,g=2logK

fort=1to7T do
TEVIERERE FREALRFE (x7, y)
TFEXHERE: ' = 6" — 0C(W")
T v = 100 —tBry, Ym=1,..., M
W HE RS R s = ﬁ Vm=1,...M

end for

FE R (59% 2, SMSD-MKL) #EAT KM fE5 2 (sEhrskfdr, N
AL 0, T p B E S E B 5.1 P W 5 p BB H 8T

KR B AR (4.4) RIZA C(W). QW) B4

o XT C(W), IEKRAR CW) FIBEEE, FE 2 HHXERE 0. 1T C(W)
i FH I TR R AN AT, R A IR A) 2 = 9e(f(x"), y')o

o XT QW), R UFO-MKL SERMUTFE P, T8 5.1, FiEiH
W =VQ(0) EFi 22 HE RE p.

Sebr b, SE 2 GBI SERARCEIGH (05 . vl SR, G T
BB A A% A AR () H AP A AR W B @7 . T A S B
SRR TS EL (100 || #EAT = R 5

165715 = 1185, = 2513 = 165,112 = 261, - 25, + 125,12
Heb, 2y COWY) VRS
EHE 5L 4
v = {1631l = Brie... 18]l = Brue .

N VO (@) 89% m NATEA

$g0(V,)0 V]!
allOnll  |v)@>
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HF, sgn(x) 2 LA

-1, x <0,
sgn(x) = {[-1, +1], x =0,
+ 1, x>0

SEHL 5.1 FL T 2 ARE p XEBE 0 Z B R . FEIEN]ZE PLZ AT,
B SE S GIE W AR A 2 A 51

5138 5.2 (E#E R AL (link function)™). 4 p € (1,2],q = p/(p— 1), MTEH |||, -
llc*ll, ZAx1%, FHhK g: M > M EXHA

1 Sng(ci)|ci|p_l )
¢ = gi(e) = Vi[5 llellz) = TEEE— i =
20" el
TR HE g7 XA

oo (L) sng(lele
=8¢ = Vi(5lle'l) = —=Th—i =

=1,...,n.
-2 ’ ’

5138 5.3 (6,-IENAC P AR, 34T 6 BRI, A4 TR B AR

argminn,W + A,|W| + Yty2
WeR 2

xR AR W
0 7:] < 4y,
- y—(m — A;5gn(m;)) Htb.
t

JEF. /MU A R — N TR AR AR A R, Ee A AR U B 2 HAN S AF
1E & € o|w*| I, w* AmACMEES, mfg

n: + 4LE+v,w =0.
2243 3] - 18 WAL 1 P i O

€ 32 5.1 69188, MR FR1ER Legendre-Fenchel X}, n[13
VQ' (@) = argmax W - 0 — Q(W)
w

o (5.4)
=argmax W -0 — —||W||? —pBu-r.
w 2 P

83



R T B AR iR T A R 7T

MR BRI, 2R EXMBE R EN 0, Bk W iy 0 it
. fi% UFO-MKL [IEW] ), B hasth W 5 6 1)<k

Wm = :umam

FT FiRKEE, Bk 2@ vOre) RN R W, p 34T T . A EES,
BEEFE ¢ = tnllOmll, AL (5.4) FEN:

arg min(r — a) - ¢ + %||c||§, (5.5)

Hera=[16,....110xmll-
EIRARAR IR R A 2 A U B e 2 (5.5) HUSRARAR S, I Bk ME
5] (5.5) HIRREE L E N 0, TT43

pBr—a+ac” =0. (5.6)

MRS ¢ = L(a- pr). SEAFIIS2, 31553, W LMAEI R HIRR

sgn(c;,)lepl?”!

-2
alle*ll7

— * 1 *
e =173 = V(515 l12) =

I 4
v =160 - i, 10wl - B

AL i = e/ 110mlls W = b, T2 ZHAE REON

_ sgn(v)|vm 97!
= —,
all@nlllvilg

JRUE R E

_ sgn(Vn)8m|vim|*!

C all@ullvie
Hsgn : R —» R NFF5 AL, ERMBIXT A =4, Xiao 78 HMF 5T T
VYRR B 7.2 B htw 61 TE ML SRR AL 1 R4S T AR RLEKI A o

542 EintRE T
5421 wHEMKBERR

FEHBENVRAE ¢ar 0 RY — RM XL R EOEATINE «(x, x7) = (par(x), par(x”))>
FFAERFE A 18] T A 2R P TR S AS IR £(x) = W da(x)o
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$4 S 52 SUCRATIEE D' U DY AR, Hok S, AR x A
x; TR, H oy LA P R B M A7 ST S, = exp(—llx; — x,[12/0). JE T
S S B S I AR A RE AR B AR R AL, 4
BT A B HE SR

n+u

E(f)= ) Sill Fx) = FOxIE = trace(W gpr (X)Lepas (X)TW),

|
Hor ¢ (X) € RMX0r0) g 4 FURE A A0S BT BEATLARFAE . ] Laplacian 0 F 5@ S
ANL=D-8, Hh D AARERE, MATEA Dy = 1S, NE/MURMN
AL E(f), BN BIZ 50 XK e MEAL Ak B AR

RIZACBR A b e B 3.12, 2% ) 23 (1) )5 Rademacher 5 %% % FHAY
AR RS A A X0 (W) T, RIS A iz A ek i ME W
(1 &5 A B AN B 22 56 RS B /M 2= ) (ERM) AEZEH . 455 T Laplacian
A CHT R A TR . & E M (H T 7€ R E8 Rademacher
SIREED WL T A H AR N

1 n
argmin  — Z CCF(x:), vi) + Astrace(W T ¢a (X)Lps (X)TW) + Ag Z (W), (5.7)
i=1

feH, n< o

g(W)

¥ Hbr i E 5.7) KI5 AXT W OATBar . AR . g(W) FLEE
Z R Laplacian IENLIR, X+ W 2 A4, i W (¥ 257 78 2 A
Yo (W) ARG 58 AAR RO72081 EESEAN R R Ak H AR R 8, R4 T
Sk B T B 5 AR R 732 (singular value thresholding, SVT) SRAEDUAL H bx.
5422 fEREimEEE FEEERBRAIREL B R

SVT B H il Cai S H 24, HI T RS MU A8 (4358 7l
ZAD s Xu SRR IR E A A R, KR PSVT SE RS,
Lu 55845 HBE T SUH GSVT 5k, BBWE SR A i/ MR 3 75 FAE 2 R 4Y, ASe
fE% PSVT Hyk. GSVT HiEBME, ST W BHWIR: e nIiGE o g(W) i
FHBEHLAEE T B EVETR W XSS W BCR I A {8, I H W
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B 3 i mh RE BE Rk
BN AREIEE D' IO EdlE e DY . WIIRILAERE Wy =0, RUEIREL T,

RHEWUN BT ar - RY — RM . WIIHIESEL 6, 4, A5« DKo,
Wi Wi
E43 %8s D' DY it % Laplacian %5 [% L.
2 4 IRBHE 4G AR AE LT : X = ¢ar(X)o
forr=1,2,---,T do
TEA FRAAE S ERELREE b MEA (x4, y,)b, € D! YEJ9— mini-batch.
7f mini-batch F 1B ARG > Vg(W,) B &

1 & 8 E(h(x;), y, - o
Ve(W,) =+ > % + 24, XLXTW,. (5.8)
i=1 !

BPE T FESRT W, JIF AT 37 S 0

ULV = W' —5,Vg(W) (5.9)

SOHT W A AE, ISR W
W =UzfvT Hrfh ot =n,45 (5.10)

end for

FERFUGEAH, R (4.10) HAIEE AL, OREF (|W | ASA 1 RO R]
W B> g(W) BEATTE AR, AT INE FH 30 S 6 2 o B 240

W' = arg min Ag Z (W) + g(W)
w

j>0

1
argmin s ) (W) +g(W') + (Vg(W)LW = W') + —|[W — W'l[;
w 2n

j>0

, 1
= argmin A5 Y (W) + S lIW - (W - V(W2
w

Jj>0

1 )
arg min 5 [|W — QI + 745 Do aw),

j>0
(5.11)
HAr Q=W —nVg(W") NhaAr &g, n NEE,
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SIIE 5.4 GEHE 612N, & Q e RMK 898k K r, CWFFASMA Q = ULV,
HEP U eR™, VeREY I ZMEERM, X AR, SSATEHN
diag({o}1<i<)o A ARSI H X
arg min {%HW -0l + TZ /lj(W)} =UXVT,
w j>0

b, A AREERGA 0 REGF FAALATT LA

) |max(0, X;;—-T1) i<,
T/J] T

i i> 6.

WX GAD. 5IH 54 M4hiE, NARK AR 5.7), 52854 KME
R 3) o Ik 3 fiow,  UTuhh B2 T PR AV SE 3 W K

o H—UCEH (5.9): FIRGHS g(W) M FHBENIELE T B S5 W

o BEUHEN (5.10): SEHT WO AR R AE, AT SEHT W

R BAE UKL, BTLAZE R (5.8) M HUR MMy 2G50 o
. FHEANAGANN AL 3K ZHEWRNEIT, e BARRIERE, N
M2 Hh e B 5 S R
5423 KEE%HEEB

EIBFNECH K W2 0K, s A IE R Y = {0,135, BIR
ARG TARRITTRAN 1, HAb K -1 DIeRBN 0. X TAr%E

y, = [O’ ,O, 1’0,... ,O]T,
WA REZE R E T BTN 1. B2 0200305 (margin) & SN
me(xi, y;) = [f(x)]y; —max[f(x)]"y;.
Yi#Yi

WL mp(en ) < 0, WSS £ARAKTREA (xny,). EHREEN 0-1
B9, WA CFCE) 30 = Lo, yye0e BT O-1 RHESE, (RAEARAL, DAL Hf
FIESRA. BEIS TR 01 SR IOSRR BB, T4 4 3l R P 4 T

Cf(xi) yi) = 11 = mp(xi, y)l.
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W T & TR AE mp(xi, y;) = 0 BUTEDL R AEA AL, DR A FH SR AR IR Al o)
RESRIFREIE . 2%, 20 NIRRT 7 7T BLE N

9 L(f(xi), y) | O my(es y) = 1,

5.12
W, (5.12)

du(x)y; —y:1", otherwise,
HA (x;, y,) NEWREEIRE D' FIEANEEAR, K250 (5.12) # N F
B3, BIA]SRAGHS N 22 792 e] BRI 2 3T 2% o
5424 RERZIFZ[OI

IR EEMNM: 280K Y = {0,135 . ZFEZRIEA Y = RE. X
T2 AL, W4 T 540 5k
Cfx yo) =lly = fx)I3.

LA KRNI

9 ((f(xi) y,)
oW,

Ho (x, y,) NAWREHIESE D' FHIREMEAR . K2 2RI (5.13) A F
Y% 3, BIURSRAG NS B 2 AR2E il AL 7 21 25 o

= 2¢um(x)[f(xi) =y, 17, (5.13)
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BOE STt

ESEA SR b I AT . BRI SR, WAL R s b

1. R

& D' = {(eny Y™, NIREE, KRS (231D IR MO A
AP REAE SRR bR . M BB SR S bR AR

o SRR S RHARE (Error) 1E T

n K
1 13
Error = Vi ® Yik-

Hr,  y RTARES .y, NESEFRZE . & NRBUSHE . 72K n B HE 258 hr
A Accuracy = 1 — Error.
o [\ HB5HRIRZE (root mean square error, RMSE) 1E NN #5 br

RMSE =

1 <
ng;wﬂxo—yM}

2. LI HHEFRIR

SEECHHRECE UCL ! A1 LIBSVM 2.l T 1) 52 TS AN, Bt AR S5 A
A 58 A AH R I BUE 46

3. BEHEE

LI BIZ A S L HE R 109758 SUIRUE R BUE %1% S 5 A hik
BP9 R 2 /N S HUA A . R BIME S EEHE ENALREL A, A, As €
{mﬁﬂwmmﬁmw\&ﬁ%ﬁwm%%&xmy):amﬁ:%npae
{2715, 2714 ... 215} SEREEIMT A 0 € {0,0.1,---,0.9} X n. 1% Laplacian &%
I FH 2 kA0 k € {2,4,6}

4. MIRLERIREM

NPAFEMNER AR, EEERNSGE. WRE T R (T > 10), FHIE
T—R 5 B T A S, MR R R AN EOE S B3R T /N
ETRMEVER T ARG R, A ¢ % b 6 L SVER AT R, BL 95%

thttp://www.ics.uci.edu/~mlearn/MLRepository.html

2http://www.csie.ntu.edu.tw/~cjlin/libsvm
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R T B AR iR T A R 7T

HE A Gt iR R M . RS IR S IR Es R, I T
RN Eehrid 5 iR 45 R w2 22 73 A S R

6.1 RMEH I E LT AEEIEEEN

AFEF SR IOUESE 4 SR P T A AR BN, RS AL EREE
. I/ MUZSERE B E . R R T S . X =R T VAR
RGEBEAENIER R @ N RNRME, BT AsEiGEdRE . PR R AN
6.1.1 mAKIEEE

A E FE & T 2R B A R 7R A% R B IR 4R /C rh ik B A5
R 5 A R P A% BRI B v T

N

1
argmax SM(k,¢) = —y " N'y.
kel n

6.1.1.1 FHMRKIRE . IZETE]

B SR R A B i H A 5 N IR 5 VA AR 3 A U AT 0 L

(1) 54738 XIGIE (5-folds cross-validation, CV)

(2) ERCEH V2% (efficient leave-one-out cross-validation, ELOQ) 247!

(3) P LEEEXT 5 (centered kernel target alignment, CKTA) 23!

(4) FTFRRAE 25 18] (A% HERE AN (feature space-based kernel matrix evaluation,
FSM) 248!

(5) HFEMH L (eigenvalue ratio, ER)!%!

TSRS, EETHAARRZIEREN, 7RG8R ik B m i
¥ oo HRERZRE, IFEERSNZE. WK%, dREE MK
Ro Fo6.1 MG TFHMRIRZE ., druEzE, MZE AT S H

(1) ZEIVFIrA &S E, SM 2240 T FSM Al CKTA. XZF N FSM
F CKTA it 2% 2] Hk A B RIE, FSM. CKTA J5 ik Ak £ W AZ I A RE R
i R Az A R

(2) HHEET CV J7ik, SMFE 25 D EHESE TR 19 DEdh R LR 22 AR,
FHECT ER 7775, SMTE 25 ML) 17 M EIRREER. B,
ERZHEIEE L SM T CV fl ER.
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* 6.1 RANWIBEERXFEZNTH D EHEIRE (%) XftL

SM Cv ELOO CKTA FSM ER
ala 16.84+1.39 17.02+1.57 16.88+1.41 18.86+1.49 24.72+1.67 16.97+1.52
a2a 17.78+1.28 17.96+1.25 17.94+1.27 18.52+1.26  25.62+1.47 18.99+1.37
anneal 2.69+3.28 3.81+4.11 2.69+3.28 4.75+4.78 5.13+4.18 5.50+4.95
australian 13.71+2.10 13.84+2.18 13.82+2.04 13.91+1.89  44.71+2.47 13.53+2.06
autos 11.81+11.67 11.81+11.67 12.75+11.06 13.71+12.03 12.71+8.06 12.14+11.51
breast-w 3.27+1.01 3.56+1.16 3.59+1.08 3.51+1.05 3.50+1.05 4.26+1.40
breast-cancer 3.18+1.15 3.63+1.16 3.50+1.23 3.63+1.16 3.60+1.14 4.04+1.12
bupa 30.29+3.48 29.10+4.04 30.31+4.27 35.81+3.45 39.77+3.68 29.13+4.46
colic 15.62+3.00 16.47+2.78 15.73+2.97 19.27+£2.58 36.42+3.28 17.35+3.09
diabetes 24.22+2.41 24.69+2.71 23.51+2.75 24.85+2.46  35.30+3.00 23.90+2.48
glass 22.09+5.07 21.82+5.68 20.95+4.82 26.41+£7.13  43.00+9.22 22.50+5.08

german.numer 24.09+2.15 25.28+2.38 23.81+2.26 26.02+2.16  29.89+2.41 25.33+2.14

heart 16.53+3.27 16.69+3.36 15.95+3.29 18.67+3.78  44.37+5.50 15.98+3.47
hepatitis 15.57+4.68 17.09+£5.74 16.63+4.64 15.74+5.00 21.22+5.41 18.91+6.20
ionosphere 4.88+2.10 5.28+2.11 6.42+2.17 11.70+£3.43  35.77+4.00 4.86+1.99
labor 13.65+8.10 14.47+8.08 14.82+8.34 15.41+8.80  34.59+8.70 18.82+8.81
pima 23.80+2.14 22.78+2.36 22.51+2.41 24.38+2.28 34.47+2.42 22.78+2.07
segment 0.01+0.00 0.06+0.24 0.20+0.04 0.32+0.03 0.21+0.01 0.24+0.04

liver-disorders 31.94+3.21 29.00+4.11 30.02+4.76 36.27+3.93  40.90+4.10 29.69+4.97

sonar 15.06+4.80 14.26+4.93 13.68+4.43 15.00+5.51  49.32+6.93 18.84+5.75
vehicle 3.02+1.79 3.33+1.77 3.02+1.79 3.77£1.51 53.32+3.38 5.52+2.44
vote 4.31+1.71 4.78+1.74 4.82+1.73 5.25+1.72 6.37+3.96 7.80+2.33
wpbc 23.10+4.58 22.83+4.32 21.93+4.45 21.87+4.13  22.13+4.19 21.87+4.13
tic-tac-toe 10.10+1.93 10.28+1.66 9.78+1.66 33.62+5.31 34.44+2.04 14.62+2.05
wdbc 2.29+1.15 2.43+1.07 2.73x1.11 2.82+1.20 37.49+3.83 4.75+1.66

(3) SM &t} /5 ELOO MBI EE R, £ 9 M b, SM BE1R
T ELOO (autos. breast-w. breast-cancer. hepatitis. ionosphere. labor. segment.
vote and wdbc); TI7E 8 MEHELE [, SM B3 % T ELOO (diabetes. glass. heart.

pima. liver-disorders. sonar. wpbc and tic-tac-toe).

R 6.2 i LA ZRm ). 45 B2 SM L CV. ELOO. ER =#
THEN R [ #R 4T, 5 CKTA. FSM YIZRI (Al AEAL. SRRl ZRbs A 2R I 5 3%
4.1 FRIR AR AR5, 48R 6.1 FIRIRZ X 53 6.2 Tl e A
XFEG, FTLAE H SM AT EAARIIE R 47 V2 A0 RE R B 2 A B e i o B
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< 6.2 R AXWIEEEHE XA E () Xt

SM (6)% ELOO CKTA FSM ER
ala 63.77 704.50 217.03 87.51 79.71 422.71
a2a 124.53 1995.76 810.87 172.28 156.68 1558.70
anneal 0.28 4.60 0.84 0.43 0.55 1.36
australian 8.30 111.31 30.33 11.34 9.51 52.53
autos 0.10 2.18 0.23 0.17 0.29 0.37
breast-cancer 8.05 104.55 27.13 11.10 9.36 47.68
breast-w 8.59 105.39 29.77 11.80 10.11 49.86
colic 1.55 25.72 6.52 2.15 2.17 11.60
glass 0.33 5.74 1.15 0.53 0.66 2.00
heart 1.02 14.71 3.66 1.12 1.20 6.33
hepatitis 0.38 6.55 1.42 0.58 0.70 2.44
ionosphere 1.59 24.60 6.08 2.03 2.06 10.60
labor 0.16 2.88 0.42 0.28 0.42 0.67
pima 10.99 137.19 36.60 15.11 12.74 62.45
segment 7.50 91.73 23.83 10.49 8.93 42.63
diabetes 10.70 134.71 36.26 14.90 12.51 62.46
german.numer 21.80 249.98 72.63 29.59 26.27 127.51
liver-disorders 1.37 21.04 5.46 1.91 1.94 9.27
sonar 0.62 10.53 2.34 0.87 0.98 4.06
vehicle 2.03 35.64 9.35 2.86 2.85 15.95
vote 2.03 34.43 9.33 2.79 2.81 15.92
wpbc 0.52 9.06 2.07 0.76 0.92 333
bupa 1.36 21.09 5.34 1.85 1.88 9.19
tic-tac-toe 18.93 224.13 63.10 26.13 23.04 107.12
wdbc 5.75 61.32 19.18 7.86 6.80 33.65

6.1.12 EE=EHTSH r FEN

K 6.1 A HAF r BUE T EFMNRIRZE . S EEEER r, Eil g8
A RIS E ER S L S o, IR AR AR AL AT . TR .
S R I T RIS r e [2,5] b EE. [, 22 REeim g, ¥
r FENLE N r e {2,3,4) N REZEHIRSER K.

6.1.2 w/MEAZIERE R ER4FEE N

e/ IMEAZSE RS BB R T 2 FLE T 222 ) I, sei R 22

RIS AE N AT R o B A% SE B SRR A UAE & 50 iR Z i /M (ERM) 27 2] HEZE
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(a) glass (b) german-numer

N
ol
ul
w
[\

¢

SM

N
ul
N w
o] o

N
=
[

Test Error
N
(o)}

Test Error

N

IS
N
'

[N
%]

N
w
ul
N
[=)

5 10 15 20 25 30 5 10 15 20 25 30

6.1 IEEEARE r ¥NIKIRZERIF D

T, FINSEZZAE R p ERE W, JULHBS 4.4) N

13 10 2 l
Wi 2 (D20 + SIWIE, %8 D i

A A 2 K5, BT Conv-MKL &3k (835 1), SMSD-MKL 543k
(B 2), S5HAM 7 Fh 32 9 2k2s S Bk T X L

— X} —77% (One-against-One) 41,

— Xt 2 J77% (One-against-the-Rest) Y,

O IENAGI 2t 2 098 (LMO) 1,

M NEE 2~ 21 2% (generalized minimal norm problem solver, GMNP) 2?1,
6 EMZ %2 913K (6 MC-MKL) >,

O, WHMIZ %2 713 (6 MC-MKL) >,

REVEH 2% 2] 4% (UFO-MKL) >,

6.3 10 I TN LT e &L drdEZE, b a5 R

(1) SESRMZZEF M, BT UFO-MKL TEHIEE satige 45 R 4b,
8 FH /M 2 A% B J2 SRR AIEAE 2 F ) Conv-MKL. SMSD-MKL 7 HAth BT & 4
% A EEWERZR . Ik, Conv-MKL. SMSD-MKL T HiAth £ %2 3] Jridk.

(2) SMSD-MKL 7F 2/3 bbfs i) Fds & R I L Conv-MKL B 4F, [X[IH SMSD-MKL
ZAMERE SRR T .

(3) 1% A TTE MR S5 R AL T #4% (One vs. One. One vs. Rest.
GMNP) il 45

4) fEFTE B L, (ERZA 2 K S R E L 2t £ 732K (LMO)
O UERE
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% 6.3 H/MUIRIERE R EBHFIEE < AR KB IAR 53 FEERER (%0) XPEE

Conv-MKL SMSD-MKL LMC One vs. One Onevs. Rest GMNP ¢ MC-MKL ¢, MC-MKL UFO-MKL

plant 77.14+2.25 78.01+2.17 70.12+2.96 75.83+2.69 75.17+2.68 75.42+3.64 77.60+2.63 75.49+2.48 76.77+2.42
psortPos  74.41+3.35 76.23+3.39 63.85+3.94 73.33+4.21 71.70+4.89 73.55+4.22 71.87+4.87 70.70+4.89 74.56+4.04
psortNeg  74.07+2.16 74.66+1.90 57.85+2.49 73.74+2.87 71.94+2.50 74.27+2.51 72.83+2.20 72.42+2.65 73.80+2.26
nonpl 79.15+1.51 78.69+1.58 75.16+1.48 77.78+1.52 77.49+1.53 78.35+1.46 77.89+1.79 77.95+1.64 78.07+1.56
sector 92.83+2.62 93.39+0.70 93.16+0.66 90.61+0.69 91.34+0.61 \ \ 92.15+2.57 92.60+0.47
segment  96.79+0.91 97.62+0.83 95.07+1.11 97.08+0.61 97.02+0.80 96.87+0.80 96.98+0.64 97.58+0.68 97.20+0.82
vehicle 79.35+2.27 77.28+2.78 75.61+£3.56 78.72+1.92 79.11+1.94 81.57+2.24 74.96+2.93 76.27+3.15 76.92+2.83

vowel 98.82+1.19 98.83+5.57 62.32+4.97 98.12+1.76 98.22+1.83 97.04+1.85 98.27+1.22 97.86+1.75 98.22+1.62

wine 99.63+0.96 99.63+0.96 97.87+2.80 97.24+3.05 98.14+3.04 97.69+2.43 98.61+1.75 98.52+1.89 99.44+1.13
dna 96.08+0.83 96.30+0.79 92.02+1.50 95.89+0.56 95.61+0.73 94.60+0.94 96.27+0.68 95.06+0.92 95.84+0.61
glass 75.19+5.05 73.72+5.80 63.95+6.04 71.98+5.75 70.00+5.75 71.24+8.14 69.07+8.08 74.03+6.41 72.46+6.12
iris 96.67+2.94 97.00+2.63 88.00+7.82 95.93+3.25 95.87+3.20 95.40+7.34 95.40+6.46 94.00+7.82 95.93+2.88

svmguide2 82.69+5.65 85.17+3.83 81.10+4.15 84.79+3.45 84.27+3.03 81.77+3.45 83.16+3.63 83.84+4.21 82.91+3.09

satimage  91.64+0.88 91.78+0.82 84.95+1.15 90.67+0.91 89.29+0.96 89.97+0.81 91.86+0.62 90.43+1.27 91.92+0.83

b sE FARE, A B IMEAZFE PR R SRR (F € B /MU R Rademacher
) LR FEMIRESZ RS EIFERNERE, 52w GE®
3.11) 2&—FH.

6.1.3 REMEBEHIZESH

S A% 3 SO S HOE T 5%, Sle T 202K (81 i) AUk
PR PEAE NI BEAT I0AIE . DAdm RS 20, ARIEDCAL H AR, TR I S A o 0
RARRIERE Q. Q' LAZARRAE W, LB AR (4.10) ATEAE N

1<
arg min — Zf’(f(xi),y,-) + AWl + sl dar (XI5
i=1

w.oQ N <

HNIGAEF SINEZE A 20, K 4.1 Bahit i) (ASKL) HEZE, HHAMJL
PP A% 2 ST BT R LG, 7E3R 6.4 HFIH, 3524 ASKL 4R
SK: FHHLAE B R AR PR il i P
NSK: Bl {E B R AR~ AR i 4% 1O
SKL: i ] S [ 467 > B~ FAa i iz 1254
NSKL: {8 ] s [a #4657 ST ) 3E-F A2 1% . NSKL 52 ASKL 34, At H]
W17 AE D9 IE NI
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% 6.4 BRNIERF S (ASKL) MELEE

ik MR M IE U4, 35
SK PR R XRiEEEE ||WR

NSK  AEPRaill 2 XUk (W32

SKL PRtz RIGEHEER (W2
NSKL A FRailits  RIAEEER |W32

ASKL AP RAER RIS (WL, 6(X)]2

6.1.3.1 ZEMEREXTEE

1R 6.5 1, X o0 KRR AEAE FH % (%) FE VR TR AR, (1) 1R HER
Rz R R T DA R S A — A IR R 2 (RMSE) 1E2A
PP FRAR, (1) FR3R RMSE BIRIZ AL IERE kAT . 3R 6.5 25 BLUtH:

(1) 1 S L #E 1 E 3hil A% 2% S 53 ASKL 7E Fi A $m 45 LS 1 el 45
R, WIE T ZAEIR TR (R 4.3).

) AR PRIE A R T RE T, (R PR AR A O] 187 5 e 5 LA
KU R, e shuttles cpusmall.

() ZEBSEUE B RIERER, iz ietERew ok TERESR .. R
B EAE R {SK, NSK} A H] S Al A& 5 i) {SKL, NSKL} U4 LI 2 BE B
F, NHEEESENBIEE L, LU satimage. lettero XM T A A% 3%
WL S R T RIZ AP RE 2 T

4) HBhiEZ2 2] ASKL M G H NSKL S Ak, 6 B 7 A 1F ) 4k 750
WL lp(X)I1Z 3T+ T 4% 5 2 iz Ak Be .

SIS AR @I PRI IR E RGBS AT
W K l¢(X)N2, BEBhii%e>] ASKL $/43 T RIFHZ A PERE, S5HEie 4.3 s
WHR

6.1.3.2 WEIFRXTEE

FEF 5P AP R a4 (MNIST) _Eid s H 8 A% 5% 2] ASKL K HX L SEE
WS B, FEBAGERES, A 200 YGEACTC K 20 FHs BEAT H b ek e, it
KN 320 FEFEMIZ S H AR R Bt 22 AH5CH),  HARREOBN, . K
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% 6.5 BEfliki%F 5] (ASKL) #AX I EL BAR) MR 45 R3S EE

SK NSK SKL NSKL ASKL
segment | 89.93+2.12 90.15+£2.08 | 94.58+1.86 94.37+0.81 | 95.02+1.54
satimage | 74.54+1.35 75.15+1.38 | 83.61+1.08 83.74+1.34 | 85.32+1.45
USPS 93.19+2.84 93.81+£2.13 | 95.13£0.91 95.27+1.65 | 97.76+1.14
pendigits | 96.93+1.53 97.39+1.41 | 98.19+2.30 98.28+1.68 | 99.06+1.26

Accuracy(T)
letter 76.50+1.21 78.21+1.56 | 93.60+1.14 94.66+2.21 | 95.70+1.74
porker 49.80+2.11 51.85+0.97 | 54.27+2.72 54.69+1.68 | 54.85+1.28
shuttle 08.17+2.81 98.21+1.46 | 98.87£1.42 98.74+1.07 | 98.98+0.94
MNIST | 96.03+£2.21 96.45+2.16 | 96.67+1.61 98.03+1.16 | 98.26+1.78
abalone | 10.09+0.42 9.71+0.28 | 8.35+0.28  7.85+0.42 | 7.88+0.16
space_ga | 11.86+0.26 11.58+0.42 | 11.40+0.18 11.39+0.46 | 11.34+0.27
RMSE(])
cpusmall | 2.77£0.71  2.84+0.38 | 2.56+0.72  2.57+0.63 | 2.42+0.48
cadata 50.31+£0.92 51.47+0.32 | 47.67£0.33 47.71+0.30 | 46.34+0.23

6.2 Ui W] B 2 1% 5% > ASKL DL PRICSIGE LA 21 1 BN B iRk 2=

MNIST MNIST

o
&3

'l

/ [
NSK

— SKL

— NSKL

—— ASKL

o
H

o
N
Objective
o
»

Accuracy (%)
o
o

o]
o]
—

20k ok ak 8k 12k 16k

Iterations

ok 4k 8k 12k 16k

Iterations

20k

& 6.2 Z£[& MNIST EaUERZFRZ . A& MNIST EaYBAReR Hfhsk

6.2 AMIEFMERF AREERRE

TR R SRR, WAMET Om?), SRR —Fhinig
Jiid oy Aias Nystrom KR BEPURFIE. —BrBRERENLICIL) Ja 754N AExd A
TORIBEE, AT AR 2 A T B 45 & RN SRR R 22 3] 45

AR 5 BRI INEINE T BOEATH S, JFIE I SR I8 UE 2 RN
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% 6.6 Nystrom-PCG X BIETFHMINIREXT EE

LIRS FEARYESE RLS-CG  LapRLS-CG LapRLS-PCG  Nystréom-CG  Nystrém-PCG
madelon 2000 | 1.036+0.009  0.990+0.007  0.990+0.007  0.991+0.009  0.991:+0.009
space_ga 3107 | 1.251x0.004  1.210£0.004  1.210+0.004  1.210+0.004  1.210:0.004
abalone 4177 | 4.55202x10°  4.17+0.1x10°  4.17+0.1x10°  4.18+0.1x10°  4.18+0.1x10°
phishing 11055 | 0.426+0.049  0.294+0.005  0.273+0.007  0.295+0.005  0.275x0.008
aSa 22696 | 0.702+0.002  0.664+0.002  0.664+0.002  0.664+0.002  0.664:0.002
w7a 24692 | 0.291+0.002  0.283+0.002  0.283+0.002  0.284+0.002  0.284:0.002
a9 32561 | 0.698+0.005  0.664+0.000  0.664+0.002  0.664:+0.000  0.664-0.002
ijcnnl 49990 | 0.434+0.005  0.389+0.002  0.389+0.002  0.393+0.001  0.463+0.001
cod-rna 59535 | 0.686+0.002 / / 0.614+0.001  0.614:+0.001
connect-4 67757 | 0.781+0.015 / / 0.739+0.002  0.739:+0.002
skin_nonskin 245057 3.119+0.023 / / 2.620+0.043 2.620+0.043
YearPred 463715 | 0.198+0.001 / / 0.187+0.001  0.187+0.001

T B A i M LA IRz A v e A 2K
o 254 Nystrom KA. PCG N 1 B 08 [F1 0 (Nystrom—PCG) 131,
o BiE IS BENURHIEIT UL R 2 1A% U2 515 (DC-RF) U881,

6.2.1 %54 Nystrom KA. PCG MiRAF M E#ZIAEYT

KA 5.4 0 IR ORS00, RN Fe T (RLS). EIH
WA [E)9 (LapRLS). f 1l Nystrom FoRf ) LapRLS (Nystrom), Jf 5 F A i
(Direct)s FLHEHEE R (CG). THAbFEILHIRE B T % (PCG) A FRMEH R &
X LTV T S 2R P L 2SIV A AR Pk 5.4 FITw o

6.2.1.1 MEKIRE. INZETEXTEE

BT 10 #7538 IR E R B Z R . R, B 30 YOI ZR B LA
70%- 30% [IBENLELGIRI 3 A28 A . BEHLEL 10% B E A b
P& (n=0.1(n+u)), 10% FHE/EN Nystrom RAFFE £ (s = 0.1(n + u))-

# 6.6 1% TIALE LT IRIRZE (RMSE), M 6.7 id3 7 IZRFT 5 1)
SFEPERUEL. TIINGRTE (). WE 6.6, F 6.7 ATLLEL

(1) RLS 7E A #dls Eilati %= i, 1M LapRLS-CG. LapRLS-PCG 7£ it
ABHEEE E IR 2 AR

(2) LapRLS 75745 Nystrom 3T LapRLS J5 ik AR IR 26 0 0 3 2 5
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%< 6.7 Nystrém-PCG X B RIERORE . 1IZATEIXTEE

RLS-CG LapRLS-CG | LapRLS-PCG | Nystrom-CG | Nystrom-PCG

iter time | iter time | iter time | iter time | iter time

madelon 32 0.003 13 0.029 6 0.032 12 0.043 1 0.006
space_ga 11 0.004 23 1.220 5 0.569 23 0.113 2 0.016
abalone 64 0.053 98 26.50 4 0.903 94 0.363 2 0.067
phishing 74 0.031 | 300 2420 | 56 8.210 | 300 2.470 3 0.045
a8a 100 0.068 50 189.1 3 20.98 50 4471 1 4.370
w7a 13 0.072 32 1432 2 9.683 | 213 107.7 1 2.252
a%a 300 0.529 64 1699 3 30.30 65 70.40 1 4.034
ijennl 242 8.204 57 2154 9 72.41 53  108.8 5 4.186
cod-rna 9% 7.178 / / / / 55 1346 7 8.154
connect-4 103 11.07 / / / /| 154 1865 | 10 4.220
skin_nonskin 43 91.39 / / / / 65 1490 3 40.05
YearPred 37  236.5 / / / / 94 2479 2 116.1

(3) HIFATEMRH|, LapRLS-CG. LapRLS-PCG JoikrE K EHE FizfT.

4) 1] CG. PCG Rfik = Ak 153 2 iR Z AL, (AAEFH PCG J7iki
EARHLAE A CG Tk s B MR L . RS IR S .

(5) Nystrom-PCG 1A% T 55 LapRLS 2RIz L RE, (HIETHE R LAk
JRCET LT

6.2.1.2 BIFEHIELLGIRNE N

NIRRT BT Z A PEBE RIS, IR R BB n € (n +u) x
{1%, 2%, 4%, 8%, 16%, 32%, 64%}, [FIiF[F & Nystrom KAFECH s = 0.1(n+u). ff
R H . CG. PCGRfE A, Xz ALMERERZ AR, PR R 900 Xt 8 ]
A fEE L RLS. LapRLS. Nystrom #T el LapRLS (455 4 Nystrom) X B 1)l
WiRZE . BRI PR 1 AR 50E D EE 20 IRSEK, K-F¥) RMSE . ArifE
EWEER 6.3, ATLEH

(1) LapRLS J7 7RI R Z 22/ RLS FERNRR Z, (HFE IR
72 1172 S B A AR R n (38 2 T .

(2) HEFREEIE L2, LapRLS. LapRLS-Nystrom “F-¥HG B R 51

(3) P T3 R 722 R b HE 22 R B AT AR ZEFEARANE n (13 IRk
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SR

(a) madelon

(b) space_ga

(c) abalone

1.15 1.30 -3
-1-RLS -1-RLS L7
1.1 -I-LapRLS -E-LapRLS b -#-RLS
m ~+Nystrom|| m 125 —+Nystrom -$-LapRLS
=] N\ - - |2} 2o —-Nystrom
S 1057 Ny -¢-§. + s 2
~ 8o X120 z 8
! 6
0.95 1.15 i 4 =
1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4%  16% 64%
Labeled Proportion Labeled Proportion Labeled Proportion
(d) phishing (e) a8a (f) w7a
0.70 0.40
0.40 -#-RLS -1-RLS -1-RLS
TE-- o g FLanRLS -B-LapRLS || 0.35 -}-LapRLS
B0.35 ~§#Nystrom a 0.68 —+Nystrom|| &1 \ . —+Nystrom
= 0,30 = = 030 E - .
e ®2 0.66 ~§. e ;
0.25 | 025
0.20 0.64 20
1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64%
Labeled Proportion Labeled Proportion Labeled Proportion
(g) a9a (h) ijennl
0.55
0.68 -§-RLS } “$-RLS
\{ -£-LapRLS 0.50 - -+-LapRLS
= N —+Nystrom|| ¥ _ [ Nystrom
= 0.66 L < 045 i
A Tha ~
) S 0.40
0.64 0.35
1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64%
Labeled Proportion Labeled Proportion
6.3 NEIFRZ LIS IR Z (RMSE) #9520

6.2.1.3 Nystrom XFEEL IR0

NFRFT Nystrom KA ELFIRHZ AL VERE

=
o HH

M, A RIEBIENEZN s € (n+

1) { 1%, 2%, 4%, 8%, 16%, 32%, 64%}, [FIA [E 5 G AR RN n = 0.1(n+u).

FEXT 8 N EE R BEAT AN F] LE BRI/ AR AR e ) 7

TTEHIE AR ZET RAER 6.4 F1. B 6.4 ]

(1) BROALEAR ] (71 R 28/ AN AR 28 F) 20 Bk _F 2

e HAH R R R 22

(2) Nystrom JTLLHT LapRLS 52 IR B 6 & K AE L] 1 B4 o
(3) RAFEELHIR T 10% 2 f5, Nystrom T

LapRLS #H L.

—

&17

JFE S 20 R, KRR

RLS Al LapRLS J7 % ist

Il LapRLS /7 iEMIZ LR 5
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(a) madelon (b) space_ga (c) abalone
Il -#-RLS 126 -1-RLS . X107
-E-LapRLS -f-LapRLS ’ -$-RLS
205 —+Nystrom|| = 1.24 —+Nystrom 4.6 -+-LapRLS
26 e-44-8-4-8 2 “i-4-F-b-1-4 | - Nystrom
22 X122 E 45 g A
1
S S e S O S S S e o 4.4
10 P4 $-3-4-4- %
1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16% 64%
Sampled Proportion Sampled Proportion Sampled Proportion
(d) phishing (e) a8a (f) w7a
0.40 -$-RLS -$-RLS -$-RLS
5 -k-LapRLS 0.68 -k-LapRLS 0.29 -k-LapRLS
o 0.3: —+Nystrom o ’ —+Nystrom o —+Nystrom
Soz0l Foi-t-F--4-4 ] = t-t-4--F+-t-3-4 | = o 4--+-8-1-4
o 7 0.66 ~ 0.29
025 fomefomm i F=ge R B S e S S
0.64 028
1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64%
Sampled Proportion Sampled Proportion Sampled Proportion
(g) a9a (h) ijennl
007 -#-RLS 0.42 -#-RLS
-}-LapRLS -f-LapRLS
= —~+Nystrom 5}-1 0.40 —+Nystrom
S0.60[ #-4-4--+-8-4-4 = F-3-3--F-t-3-+4
~ ~
0.38
= = e
0.65
1% 4% 16%  64% 1% 4% 16%  64%
Sampled Proportion Sampled Proportion

6.4 AN[G] Nystrom RAFELGIXTMIRIRZE (RMSE) BIF200

6.2.2 HEEMBEE. FEVUHERZIS EVAE L
6.2.2.1 EWBESLE

MEHE 3.16, AJHEIHRMIZ IR ZE SR N
O(n_”%) = O(n_ﬁ)
Kk, ZHRERSCERME LR . WA, BT re[l/2,1]. vy € [0, 1], HHE
(TS R £ NS, B r = 172,y = 1, ZAGREREEN O(n™0?).
T IV R P70 B R SN A P ¥ Pl L PR P R =L S = 2T
PEU4255) e Al S B6 A AR DL B f ki vk, R g > 2 FORESAZ R (spline
kernel) MG IR (WFFC TAE 250 tp 4550 2.1.7 SPFESR R B AT T 4N 4D

) eFrin(x=x") — cos(2mk(x — x
Aq(x,x):z :1+2Z ( k(q ). 6.1)
k=1

kezZ lqu

Hrp kAT, MR BRE KRR MG FENLAFIE. V q.q¢" € R, f7AE

1
/ ANy(x, 2)Ay(x',2)dz = Ay g (x,X7). (6.2)
0
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LA B, AT A o) fi 55 e BRI R ¥ ) R A7 52 56

- WA X =[0,1]. XNIUBRI AT px NS I

- T BAREEOY f.(0) = A, (x,0), FFATE €.

- BRI R BEHUAFAE: MR HOE N k(x,x) = Ar(x,x)o HRABBEHLSIEE
S AR (6.2) T yrw) = As(rw), o BOLFE AT HRAE T 22003
A5 U0, 1] FEAFAZ BRHON N BFEALAFAE A

¢(x) = M2 (y(x, 1), Y (x, wp)).

HLR AT 0.5, SOl B, 2 AR AR EIL T O(1/vn). B,
H A5 BRI A (e, x7), RN 4 AR AR AR OR . 2R BEDE, PRt ) o H 1R 3
PEMELIM G . A LOn i 0.5 i, LI AR By, 2 AR ISR B Hi B2l
T O /n). HEF, fHERTRERN i il 28 Mok k-2, DR A (1 £
WAEGME . AT, N y WEAFDUE, #918& e DR EEA R ] 1) 77

%% (5.2) & XA KRR-DC-RF %3188 M, FE{f AR RRIREAS n e
(100, - -, 10000} . [N, HRIEEHE 3.16, KMEEIREEN M =n 55 . 4
FBE R m =¥ o WEMGRE A4 7€ 07 BHEHAT RS

f (x)= A6 (x, 0) f.(x)= A6 (x, 0)
10 T T a1
f,(x) ° ® average excess risk
....... . fit i ~ -0.94
8 n=100 ~ 2 it line, rate n

n=10000 2

6 B £ 3 r
151
Q
>

> 4 Sa
<
- _ S

o~ -~ E.5

2 ~ / 5t
\ / g
N 7 Yy

0 N s S -6 r
S £

2 . | 7
0 02 0.4 0.6 038 1 4 6 8 10

log of N

%] 6.5 KRR-DC-RF 7 & B2 [E]Y3[a] # kY=

(1) f&j o)

il r = 11/161 y = 1/8, HHITEREN € = 0.1, MIiiE HE v EH
MR &, SRR HFRBRECN fi(x) = As(x,0), FEARFHEIZFZE, RS ME .
K65 Al TRER, REDBERE =100 A AR AL FEER,
ZWRENBRAE G BEE NAR A -0.94, Hi@d Mz ST HRKEZ
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f*(x)= A1.2 (x,0) f,(0= A1_2 (%, 0)
T T T 0 -
° ® average excess risk
"""" -0.5 —fit line, rate = 007

%

=i

2 -1

5]

3]

3

2.1

<

.2

=)

B o2t

=

()

€25

T — 2 .
3 |
? 4 6 8 10

“o 0.2 0.4 0.6 038 1

6.6 KRR-DC-RF 7£ [ 3 [5])3a) §5_E A9 IR

WARZWEE O(n™%) GEFE 3.16) ARHAHIT . PRCAE S 2 ) 1) 7B g ik 45
GZ R ZWSCREI), BAE T KRR-DC-RF 2 (L ER 45 1.

(2) EXEo)E

i r=07. y=1. €e=0.1, JFHTEREN e=0.1, MNityi&HE AN
SERTENA ), SRE HARERECN £.(x) = Ao(x,0), BEAHH BhZRBEY, 3 DL
Ho B 6.6 WAL TSR, BMAMEAR x # T 080 1IN, farth(E 2240 R 2,
Vb 7E B 2 FEA A GRS BT (n = 10000); AL FRIER, &5 FRZ iR
ISR N Om™07), i@ Htz B g5 H K2 R Z SRR O %),
PR R X ) ) R Rt 2R 2 AR ZE ISR LS ), SHIE | KRR-DC-RF
ZACFLB LR,

6.22.2 EBESHIFESEW

H T 0 SO o B [ U i R R, S B AT 45 o BT
3.16 THIBRESEN (y = 1r = 1/2). W, BEVURE4EE N M > OKn), T
SYHRER m < O(1). WRAEWEE RN T BN, MEIB LR AT LS 35
iE,  BUER AR5 o0 e LU SR 1 190 75 2 50 /D IO BE LR B 22 (1) 7 R

T BB HE covtype 3. SUSY 4. HIGGS 5 FEEFEHIKFE n = 2.5 x
105 #dim i (MBI +/m = 5000, fEiz4T KRR-DC-RF ik, A FH AL H - REAE
k(x,x") = {Par(x), par(x”)) LU HTHZ k(x, x7) = exp(=||x — x’||?/202) B, LLISBE

3https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/covertype
“https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/susy

Shttps://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets/higgs
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FoF KT

covtype 0.23 covtype
0.32 —KRR-DC-RF o225, KRR-DC-RF /
!6 0.3 —— KRR-DC s B R KRR-RF o -
= t 022
@ 0.28 o 7
5 50215
= 0.26 20 g
g g
& 0.24 = 0
[7] 7]
$o022 &o2050  /f)
o o f /
0.2 0.2
0.18
0.195
0 500 1000 1500 0 100 200 300 400 500
The number of random features The number of partitions
6.7 KRR-DC-RF 7E covtype ##EE LA IR %=
SUSY SUSY
0.3 0.23
—KRR-DC-RF —KRR-DC-RF
5 028 ----KRR-DC 5 0225/ |- KRR-RF |
G 0.26 G 0.22 o
c c
2 S
T 024 £0.215
e 8
= E
§0.22 g 0.21 ’
° 02 ©0205
0.18 020 — ‘
0 500 1000 1500 0 100 200 300 400 500
The number of random features The number of partitions

6.8 KRR-DC-RF 7 SUSY #iR&E AU E

HUE B HRFEA ¢ar(x) = cos(wTx + b), i w MBI R oA BN LR A,
1M b REET 510040 [0, 2x]. FESESSH, fEH 10 T8 XIUENo . A, EHURAR
SHME, FHELIBITER 10 Tl PERZE . friEE,

(1) BEHFAELEE 32 BE RS20

W 7> BEE TE 9 m = 20, FFECRBEHURELERE M, TS 2] BEHURFAE4E 2
M XS 2Rz AR . Wk 6.7, K 6.8, K 6.9 A AT RIFTR, 4
BEALARFAE 45 FE L /INRE, KRR-DC-RF 73 8 152 22 B A B ATLAREAAE 48 258 1 98 I g sk /).
SR, HBEVUVRE4EE 2 T A BIME S, KRR-DC-RF Y8, T KRR-DC J7¥%
HIr R . P ERBEN O(Wn), SEIREER % CEH 3.16).

(2) BEHFAELE E 32 1 BE RS20

W BENUVRHER S A M = 500, FFSCR 3 HE m, T2 2] 50 B3 m )2
A BAIEREEMEm. 6.7, K 6.8, K 6.9 MAMALTFEIR, Mo
N RS, KRR-DC-RF X[ 40 KR 8K, 5 KRR-RF JEHAHE. 2449
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HIGGS HIGGS

0.46 0.352

0.44 —KRR-DC-RF — KRR-DC-RF
5 ----KRR-DC g 0%
£ 0.42 t
) ©0.348
$ o4 5
‘g’ 1§0.346
= 0.38 =
7] ]
@ 0.36 % 0.344
° ©

0.34 0.342

0.32 0.34—~

0 500 1000 1500 0 100 200 300 400 500
The number of random features The number of partitions

& 6.9 KRR-DC-RF 7£ HIGGS HIE&E FHINR iRE

HHIE N, KRR-DC-RF XN A4 IiREZ SRR, S HZEB A
W& (y =1+ r=1/2)s
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HrE M5 EY

B1E BEERE

BT IR R E T TRz A e RE, B I KRB R 7 iR AR B 1 3%
TIEAE K BCE I B BB IR T, AR, BALE RN A=
T IIAFAEA R o A SO 2 B A TR AR REITHIE AT, 20 B S M 2 e B A% 7
R AERe R R B RAMEZ AR ZE EAY, 48 AR 7 VR T 1k A I ) )
E s A KFBINE T- B, KA B A 5 VR A B e 5% () SR A L T v BB
%o BARWT T A AL

o RAMEH MBI ARBIAIFIRIRAR . BT E. J5# Rademacher
BRI BB THN, gt Rk, R BRI RIS
EHZARZE I . Hoh, B UONRIT X 55 1 5 G 3R A2 A 38 PR AIE 2001
i Il ST AR 157 B]_E Rademacher 2%, #5125k %7 [A] |- Rademacher & 7% & [Tk
#, BEKETRE Rademacher 578 JE Z AL BIG 73 M J& 21 I B A% 07 %
Hh (2072081 S RS E R ZE W, OO R ST R B L A BRI HET
F) AT BEHURIESS & R0 (8] )3 75 72 1881

« AMRFIENRA AR EFEMNHR. BdmigEeE, 5k
7 A A HSORIE . S RO SR BOAZ T VARG B g e U] 12000, 3l i fje Mk
JRi# Rademacher B¢ ERIZ A IRZ T, /MU BERHEE M 5 45
R B /G STHESE (ERM) L EIZR, I DL 21 72 2057 S A e 20, il id
Fit € 45 A AP AR A A IE A% N 45 1) Rademacher 24455, 1 R HKG S/ ML 46
Bt EARFIEU ) Frobenius YOAL || p(X)II7 1ENAZIEFEAEN,  FFAEH S [ A 4 F]
22 UL S EL . A S 1071081

s AARFEENRGERBREREMR. Nt — PR EITER®
M, RMFAARS BEVRRIEA S & W& 8U05E, JRe iz B R
WSS g e B AZ IS AT (LapRLS) FUSRAERE, 2 HIH Nystrom KA.
TAL FRALHERE BN IR RIRAREE S 0T, e Mz AL BB ORAED Y, DR AR 2%
M2 A% 2 oy K, 3R A O A3 S0 B2 T B SRV /e S s () BE e AR L i
AR HITE 20T Dy SR e /MU A R R O R T A A S AN SR AN TT A LA H A
i H A T S JB2 T o BT SR AR A Y 2 2 12072081

105



R T B AR iR T A R 7T
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