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Abstract Measuring the complexity of a hypothesis space plays a crucial role in statistical learning theory. Unlike
those data-independent complexities, Rademacher complexity, which is data-dependent, can attain a much more compact
generalization representation. In recent years, Rademacher complexity has attracted more attention and found broad
applications in the development of statistical learning theory. Because of its importance, in this paper we review several
complexity measures of function classes and their relations with Rademacher complexities. Next, we describe the techniques
of Rademacher complexities in generalization analysis. Then, we present the recent researches of Rademacher complexity
learning bounds for independent and identical distribution (i.i.d.) and non-independent and identical distribution (non-
ii.d.). Finally, we discuss the potential issues and possible directions of Rademacher complexities in statistical learning

theory.
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TR G A SN i 1 T 5537 A BE T 2 g i taE > PR
() 322 56 H AR,

— UL, H U GRE A A AR TR AL AR 2
M REG A W2 B2 ATC B 2E )
ST ONES. 7R WA IHERE T, IIghkEAs
BAREEFER— AR AR — R (he) HRMBX R
LY TR PRI e RN E RO S R T S VN
YR, w2 T, AGE M EREUER (H, —fr
iz zs[a]) rhaRE| HE—K %k (h), M H)S T GEE T
HFREREL (hp). ARSGHS AN T B2 TEA B
SHEZE R I

25 ) B WA AT A L B AE Bl A I .
Tikhonov F1 Arsenin 5 H 2 BCEHE FI A5 75 7]
/i (Ill-posed problem), 75%E5] A Ktk fR ] R £k
WG RS e LS > 45U, tArAE 2l
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M. sk H e B E S HaE TR, R4, 1E4
EMEAZRE L, b R BEA R HE LT he, B,
KGR H kg E RS EaE TR, 4,
2 SRR AR 22 A TN B 2 R R a4
b, h WA EEA SR HE T he, B, SEHLE.
I, i TR H O F RS SRR et S o R
BENZALRE 1, — L8 K S U A= AR A o DU i
ey —stse i, R R E I BT S HO S AR
PR RIS PR B = S B8, W1 Akaike $2HAH T
il ph 22 ) 28 S50 B AIC #EN] (An informa-
tion criterion)?, Akaikel® F Schwarz!* T4z
Z It R GBS EA 50w BIC fEN] (Bayesian
information criterion), Kolmogorov %M %ift /&
2 1 1) Kolmogorov &2 24 (Kolmogorov complex-
ity, KC)P=8) PLK ST 1 % JB il 610 B 2 10 /M
B KJ¥ (Minimum message length, MML) %10
5. (HFESE B B T Hh, 25T S o ) ke 2 3 15 3| L
B FSPRE Al 2] DR, 23 B B “HEBCRME” . SE PRI
PRI XE S5 ). AE 20 e 60 %2 70 4FAt, Vapnik FI
Chervonenkis %45 24y AT T HBTEE, &
P SRR 7 AL e D7 B T2 ) r B TR
WA AR A, R 25 B 2 2 A i _E AN TR
TR [ S R00 R 2 s R AN R0
AT 7 SCAB I 2 B Y 52 2V O J3 LA bk, ey
MIEEALZ A RE T B AN T AR F . [RI
£ Popper #2£BAH 1@ ~, Vapnik #1 Cher-
vonenkis #H T Vapnik-Chervonenkis (VC) 4.
KRR VO 445 — R Y| E /M E SR E &, I
Rt VC 4 ] 1 20 i A 2R 5 S W i &= A, A
Al TH RN i 2 S BRI AL RE T RIS, 7E 1984
A Valiant $2H THERIELLER (Probabilistic ap-
proximate correct, PAC) FyMf&, Mdg 2% > il
MR 1 -0 (0 < 6 < 1) Wy E T J K5
AL DA Se 5% Jy B8 5 T G ) BRAS (B
ZJa, Kearns %5 3R VO 4 fyR R EfE) 8 17—
FRESAE PR AL, $2 4 T Fat-shattering 4O &1 160
{Hi&, T VC 427k s ] L5 ABisMY B,
HH VC 45 Fra5 mHE A SRR (4011) JoRBHE U
Hdfi sz (Data independent) 4547 5L, AL AT
2 S RAZ AL RE 143 T AR TR
Shawe-Taylor ZF7EXGE 127 2] FIB TR AR I H
R B BARAM (Data dependent) & & & 1Y
&7 Koltchinskii 8% Rademacher & 2%
BIAE| T Geit2g ) #hg s S 3z AL e 1 o it
girp, ZI T Rademacher 5 7% & 75X i i 25 [A]
AT I PR JE R A TR G ABUINE &, I B A
T EREA IR (O0A) B ER A RS
PR AT VO e 2R B ST, — 810
SR AE. M, Rademacher 52 2% FEfE A—Fli

VO 4w K8 77 LR A S N KIZ K, M
MM, TE2F BB A9 AL RE 7 43-B 77 T REAS 21 4 41
TS FE K ity ble gy i sk BEDS 190, Bartlett 455853
it — 25T B, X ) B Ak e ik ¢ g AE H
FIFEFEAS 2 BB 5 25 (B P ) pR AL, 1T 2 AR S A
B /INT7 2 1) R KT R Il ) (B35 25 ) ) 25 i) (20— 23
FET WAL T )5 Rademacher 52 2% AR S
It 5, Rademacher I 7% ARS8 1127 > BIG 27 > 4%
BUIZ AL RE 1 B F 9 7 T T i A5 21 v BE 1R T
ZHINH .

W E TR A5 (A 2 4t 5 22 ST BRI A ik
BEMFSE 5 T, AR T2 A O TAE. N, PEEAZiE R
2 I A s AR B L RN P b R 2 14 5K B 7 STk [24]
W B R ) BEROE A A A LR T A
T PEHEZR 7 B AY k 2, i JLIR 4 Tl 27 Be i i 1B
KA AE SCHR [25] H3EF VC ZEF1 Banach Z5[H]
L—Ju o8 7k S R i &2 A2tk B i, b K2
P4 AR R 7 A R S 0 24 9 3 047 AE SRR [26]
HETAEH (Hike CILH® A BEE). VO 4
#1 Rademacher &2 4% HE T 2 Ff I &4l (Support
vector machine, SVM) #iz b PERE, BIUK2AMEH
2 SO b RN T SR B S AE Sk [27-32]
#F Rademacher &2 52 T £ 45> (Multi-
ple kernel learning, MKL). £z (Multi-modal)
. AWM. H B RFES (Free knot
spline, FKS) 2%>] 45 JLFP AN [F] 27 > B¥E Rz AL PERE,
R AR BUI% I HL A VR 7 Sk [33] His
Rademacher %R T 2 4r% 2% > BRIz Ak
PERE, BRI R R S0 ] AR AR R A
SCHk [34] HEET Rademacher 52 2% 4T T IR A
£ M 2% Dropout Iz b A4.

AL FEFEZNGRN A E REH
BEE T WA M4 2 X Rademacher 5 4%
Jp(18-28,27,82,34-48] Jp - 5 4 G5 43 I JiF 2 [ ) %
i 12021, 2720, 32, 8637, 30—41, 44-50] 3¢ [ s o
Rademacher & 2% e 40 it 3] Bl iz AL 7y
TH 9 7 i L 19, 2728, 3033, 3643, 4749, 51-56] ¢
) EENELZHN T 581 RN H T HERE
WA BRI ST 5 58 2 WA T A UG Z0e
B — e SCRIAF5 88 3 74 T & MIE W
Rademacher F 244, Hi##—*0t T Rademacher
S AR BB i SRR AR A BT A B T B 4 T RHE
T4 #E X Rademacher &3¢ 55K 428 2
(B K 2R 55 5 T FERE A K YE 48 R ik 57 [R) 0 B AR
% F, i1 Rademacher & 7% Az AL S0 M 5 T
FIRFFE IR, 55 6 T TEREAS B 42 o AEph 57 (7] o3
MR R, e Rademacher & 2% 3 7E 17 AL A0 H7
TR IR; 25 7 ARG T NG, PR T
Rademacher 5 2% 7517 A0 20 B 7 TR ST IR AS 2
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1 EXFRE

TEASTT Y, FRATTRE RS A SC S5 e 2 )
— SO S R AR (2 ST oy B AT 24 S Ui B

1) 28 X FrwmASNE, £465 )Y rmhs
], £ 2 (2 = (X X)) FoRHEALIEESPRAEA
25l A0 P(YY) b VY RS, B4 H MRS
HHePOYY). itQ: (XxY)xP(YY) — [0, +]
KRR BREL, KRBT h(e YY) £ Z LR2EY)
R

2) 5 F :={Q(z,h) :heH,z € Z}.

3) £ N HEHRELE. MHMEE n e N, i N,
= {172’... ,n}.

4) B4 R OHIEUE.

5) i £ € F, I lleym = (f 1£17) """,

6) ict || - || 2 R (d € N) _Fi%4 (411, Frobe-
nius yEEEE), XFETEECE LUTR:

IM]]. = sup{(X, M) : X € R || X[| <1} (1)

ok, AL (X, M) 1= tr(XTM), tr R,
7) fE3E dym € N, d x (md) AFRAFEE0 Y

de(md) = {(Ml’. .. 7Mm) : Ml S RdXd,
(Ml)T _ Ml,l c Nm} (2)

EX 1. WTHA h e H, HzibinzRt
B = [ Q). mP@) @)

EX 2. B he SHEARREL #
hp ;= argmin E(h) (4)

he=
H, 2 = {h|h"(B) € 0(X)2, VB C V}. hp %
N Q TSI AE T A b AR T,
EFESE BRI A, BT 2 i) P — R A,
ZALIRZE E(h) EESLPRTRVATT . B RA, 38R A
WM ET 4 E AR AR 2 0 1R 22

Balh) = 3" Qi) )

FiE LI mingern B, (h) #7530, RGBS he (18
4.

— e, K5 (5) BRI XU, JTF 2806 XU
Be/IME SR SR ARSI Al TH Y 24 ) SR, B 208
KU e /ME (Empirical risk minimization, ERM).

15 (3) ATl E[Q].
2Hor, o(X) FoRi X RN o g7

H T 22 BbLgs 24 > R T A 8, 7 250 X
W5 i Y o AR 2R A 4 R A O 1) T U) 3l AR 0,
T8 3 e /M 5 LA TE DU 30T 554 5 100 A0 AR 2 of S B
KA. anF I p &5 H XS /M (Structural risk
minimization, SRM) %

(E.(h) + pen(k, n)),
Hyi C Hysr, k=1,2,---eN  (6)
FIEN{L (Regularizer) %
h := arg min(E, (h) + AQ(h)) (7)

188, X (6) HY pen(k, n) FRBETIH, 5
RBEZS 18] Hi, W 2% E RAEA K 2 H 25 e oK.
Q(h) MIEWACSEF, A HIENACSE: N B/DIE, 15
B2 ) BRI A R 8, XN BRI, 158124
PRI 20 fi B

TEGE T4 B, @i =X (5). (6) 2 (7) %2E
> SR ARAT B ELRL b J5, — R T I0N  f 22
05 ZERFRBIIE h 124k fE

E(h) - E(he) = E(h) — E(h") + E(h*) — E(h»)

R (72) TR (f992)

h:=arg min
heHk ,keN

Hrp) h* = arg ming,eq E(h).
RIS T KRB AT iR 22, FEZE g
TARK
E(h) — E(h") < E(h) — B (h) + E,(h*) — E(h")

sl

9)

B TR 22 o R R A R M AT — B0 22 45 W T
AILHE R T —HIRZER TR .

FAN, AR LAELEAR Rademacher & A2 FEfESGL 1T

2 3] BRI AL B A AT O TH OB 9T B, 2 R R — Bk

Ry B, XA HT 4% SCHR BRI A 25 AR, $eAs
T2y FULIIE T 55— b ab 2.

2 BREER

FRATHNE B2 15 2 [R] A 5 A ttont 2 ST B g iz Ak
RE A BB, FEATH, KB g5 0B 45 e )
Rademacher & 2%, 311§ Rademacher &
Zi% BEHEA TR 15 23 ) 5 P 220 1l R 2 ) 7 AL 53
By Y B AR T FIRF A

Rademacher & Z% & DA 2 H % ¢ % Hans
Adolph Rademacher (1892~ 1969) fiy44. B 1F
Rademacher &2« W T4t e 2 Hl, —
stk 1 225 Rademacher 5 248 ) — Seqe ik 2
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Tt A RHERIBFSE. W1, Rademacher &2 7% 1)
Wiy, Rademacher 5 2% i fil Hi 4 v ) 46159611,

TE G2 > #ie 1y B WF 55, Vapnik 1
Chervonenkis 2 H ) VC 42— Fp il 3 FF 2 %
25 [A) A2 it ot 42 i 2 > A 20 7 Ak g 7 14 4 A 0 1.
1E VC gt h 2 5, —8e i ipds s, BT
VC 4ifiz AL A2 BRI . ISR, W, 0 <6
<1, A ra

dlogn

sup |En (h) — E(h)| <

heH n

(10)

Xf—VIHEARBIEE S P Z20DAER 1 -6 —3%
Mooz, BP, SHMER W EIEES 1 P, X (10) =4
PMER 1 — 6 pior. XH, d #mRH K VC 48 M
1M, FEGHT VC 4 0B 53 1925 S BBz fb At
FEsr. ERX (10) FAg A, WR s —8o: &0
B, 17T A (o AR T A A A B R AR 1 47, R
2, A (10) MRS CRFEREMAL) K2 HFok
RS B2, TR, BB I IR IO L e S bR
FEA B 370 1 52 2 vk E R 7). Koltchinskii 4
H Rademacher & 4235 A 2| G122 > #US Bz fk
Forprrse 19 % Bl Rademacher &2 24 AN —
T A e o B R A 40 7 I 52 2 PR B i, W] DA %5
R T2 I A B ZS TRV A PR 2, it o)
WPz AR, 2 G, 228 0at—2 T1E,
Rademacher &2« 12 W T4 it2% > s
AL IS MR 5T .

2.1 Rademacher EZ-F

— iz b, Rademacher & 2% i 53 A i 15 B
Rademacher & Z%)% f1 4 % Rademacher & Z&/)¥.
Rademacher & 245 F 2245 Rademacher & Z=)# 1
TE S RIANR:

EX 3. B X, i=1,2,---,n NEXHEX
FHRMA A P SR 4076 (Independent and
identical distribution, i.i.d.) FEHLAS&F5. 4 o;
e {-1, +1}, i = 1,2,--- ,n i Rademacher Ff#L
BEFY). LR f X — R, F 2 [ A iC

R, f:= ;Z;O'if(Xi) (11)

Al

R, F :=supR,f
fer

(12)

#{R.f : f € F} Sk Rademacher j4#%, Radema-
cher &%l H

E(R,F) = E lsup Lo f(XZ-)] (13)

fern P}

0]

1 n
E,(R,F) :=E SUP*ZUz‘f(Xi)\Xh--' . X

fer i

(14)

Fr 255 Rademacher & 2% B2, A0 T )5 1 B9 3+ 18,
2R (13) A1 (14) g ) Rademacher &g 7%
FE 43 5k R 42 3t Rademacher & 4% JE 4 ML 2 55
Rademacher B Z%J%.

% # Rademacher & 7% ¥ 5§ & M & Iy
Rademacher 2221 KR R, A F 2 IHEE 54
W2 [ ¢ 2, B, AT DA A R g R 4 X 168)
GREARARXT A X R T 2. FR, FELiy
£ M 25 Rademacher &8 2452 U, ¥ & n A
FEARBIRLE (1) 244 &N, B, T Rademacher
52 2% B FAZ A i ORS T L ARk 2 3T 1R 8B g %K
PR, A RELLT iz > R g5 5 E fil”
104 S LR 2 S BERZ AL BE 140 Ar, 4nle®)
BY={-1,+1},0<d < 1, fEEM h € H, 7] PA
CEL I N

E,(h) — E(h) < 2E(R.H) + k;i 5 ()
ol
E,(h) — E(h) < 2E,(R,H) + 3 lc;gn‘? (16)

I MIAZE /AR 1 — 6 Moz, Mt (13) F1 (14) AT RA
Fili, RS (15) 1 (16) 4505 B Ak 1)
BEIE A R, [N, FriesaEs, A%
(15) A1 (16) WOUERHRH T HEARZES (10) BHERHE
AL REEE T, [, BT Rademacher &2 4%
B4 M 3 215 3] [ VO 4 S35z Ak 5L, 752
b L A

2 (£545) Rademacher &2 4234 5 # F @i it
5] A Rademacher BEHLAS & 152 1) —Fou) pg £ as
()5 e B &, Al BB AL A 3R R T IR 4SS
B X EEREMLE A Y BE /. Koltchinskii 7£ SCHk [18]
i X T4 Rademacher & 2% B &7 Wi
HE5ETHALEHRC (Randomly relabeled) #EAR
RS, HiEid ERM SRES S 3RS 24 X B 2 7] B
HEMME, B,

swp > oilpvizraixgy € B > Lgianaox)
=1

AeH “—
(17)

;H\:qjuo-z:_17i>l:07ﬁo-l:17i:1
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MWERA. — 7T

> oiliyvisnaxy =

i=1

Y A-LaX))+ D> Ia(X) -
oi=1,Y;=1 o;=1,Y;=0
> (- 1a(X)) I4(X;) =
oi=—1,Y;=1 oi=—1,Y;=0
Y ot Y oila(X) (18)
i=1,2, ,n,Y;=1 i=1
Iy, R
D oida(X;) =
=1
LX) - > (X)) =
;=1 o;=—1
= Y LX) = ) (1= La(X3)) + num
O'ri:—l O'izl
(19)

H, num FRES {i e N, : 0, = +1} FHITR
ML
X (19) B sup, SEPr gt Xt R U inf

SOL(X) + ) (- Ia(Xy) =

O’izfl

> L snxo (20)
=1

O

F 208, FEpiHE Ui Rademacher 4 2%

FER] AR AE M A H (B asE]) 4 HE 1Y
— PR, /I, supacy Doy Ol ivipraxny MRKHE,
W HORXIFEAS BRI AT 0 25, RIEAE AR 4
HRRER 22 BEALFRIC Y, SRR/, J—J7 i
WL, KA sup 4ep 2;1 oil iy, 214 (x:)) VY N ey
20, FoAERE H 2B IE AR I A A
SE BRI AT 2, AN R XHME B BEVLARIC A AR
BmAE PRI AT 2.
2.2 % # Rademacher EZEHHE

FEANT R, R A M e AR & S (2 5)
Rademacher & 7% JZELfili F 442 th i) 45 FhE X

Rademacher & Z%J%.
2.2.1 J5E8 Rademacher 84+

— M EE R, — i BT 8
Rademacher & 2452 1912 AL FHO(n=1/2),
EAE LB A X A AR R A 20 [, % BRAE S
TH2f ) S o % 2 ) BEAR Y Ak PE ek P PEAE

1, A2 fm R kgL as ], 2 A0 Le A BN
J7 ZE ) eR IO B Al s 25 (R ) =S ). BT R
I, Bartlett 2842 1! T /530 Rademacher & Z%E 1)
WE& — 5 R = (B A BN 221 s AT
2023 fedrr e R Hor >0,
ER,{f e F:Pf*<r}
2.2.2 Rademacher chaos EZE
PA SVM SRR ML & @ Lan2: > iR e dk
MR R — R A 807 . MKL &8 T i
TRAZ T A A% R RGBS D T AN R TR 5 LA FIAIL
T ) o8l g A BLRREARR SR &, TR ERY
12 R A Hh T FR R BB 2 TR B AR A B S A% bR 4K
AL, 55 BRAZ A S FH LA S 4 3 PR SR . B
BOAREORUIESRS T MKL Frf5 2 )2 S BiAl—@ 7 1
Gz ACRE T, B 7R A B 25 48 MIKL %) b A
WA AR A, T2, Ying &0 5 U-33 58 (I
Pt A U— 30 #2) ") —Fr Rademacher chaos &g 4%
FEEGIAB Gt ) B, T Z0mE MKL X5 &
WA AR 2%, A MKL ByArz Ak rkaeg. Fim,
Y By (45:) Rademacher chaos 8 2% A1 3¢
E X
EX 4 B X, i=1,2,---,n HEXHEX
FHRMA P B iid BT 4 o €
{-1, +1}, i = 1,2,--- ,n & Rademacher FftAF
HIFY]. LR f A XX — R, F 2 f ES. iC
1

(21)

Un(f) = ﬁ Z O'Z‘O'jf(Xi,Xj) (22)
i
U, (F) :=supU,(f) (23)
fer
775
{Un(f) = % ; oi0;f(Xi, X;), fe€ -7:}
i (24)
B35k Rademacher chaos i3 F:.
Rademacher chaos & Z<&ic N
B ()= B [sup (1)) (29)
fer
1]
E.U,(F) :=E, [sup |Z/{n(f)|} =
feF

1
E |sup —| Z oio; f(Xi, X5)|| X, -+

n
fer v i i<n
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Fr-h 28 Rademacher chaos & 2%

7 3. Sfrt, 2 Rademacher & 7% 0] DA
EVERE—Br Rademacher chaos & ZufFR2,
2.2.3 HiE7S Rademacher 82+

FE e A= ) (Metric or similarity learn-
ing) J& TSN b AR 2 TR 1) S5 40 ) R ORI 5 )
W —, B K-means F0Hr . K—ir4Bsr3555
) FEW G, EEERE TG AR5
B W0 PR B R R R A = H AR Z [ AL, Cao
G T M BRI iz AR RE, S T TR R
23] Rademacher & Z B0 i T30k [36] %
R BRI AR R, AT X G HE R
LS R ) ) Rademacher & 7%)% 7, 3
TR PR Ay BARAS E 2 >) Y Rademacher 52 7%
B

EX 5. B X, i=12--,nKX (X C
RY) b Lid BEHVERF ). 4 {0} % Rade-
macher FEAIAZ &7, WA ES > Rade-
macher FZ4EE X H

single ,__
ERsvee .=

Lz)

1
WE D 0i(Xi = X3y ) (X — Xz)04)"
2 i—=1

) (27)
]

single ,__
E, Ringle ;—
n
2

12
Dol Xi = X5 ) (X = Xgy00)"
=1

*

1
@E

| X1, X, - - 7XL’5J+L’5J] (28)

PN BAARAS BE F e ) N 456 Rademacher &2 4%
2.2.4 %7 Rademacher 8 2+EF

M T SL PR R R fE SRR Z R
FRHRIR, A 2 A A R, G, 5 SRl A AR
Hl T DA 2o 5 2R 6 A R A L AR R 4
B ERAE . PpEEE (Collaborative filtering) 1A
WAL R SR AL AR08 R, Lei 44 3CiHk
[36] LA Rademacher & 2% 5Lali b, #F—25
P TIE T 2 BES R RS 5 H) Rademacher
SEZREERT 32 T 2 MS R S IZ AL RE S 40T

EX 6. 7% X, i=1,2,---,nRhX (X C
R™) FAgiid BEHERITS]. 4 {0} 2] H Rade-

macher FENLASEFH. 10 M C S0 g
B> Rademacher & 254

ER?ultiM =
L5]
— su O'id Xi,X 4, 29
1]
EURSultiM =
1 L5]
E| su O'id X,L,X o4
Z] MGEAZ; m( )
| X1, Xo, - - ,XLgJﬂgJ] (30)
PR Z WS T B 2F ) N 456 Rademacher & %%,
Horpr, dy (X, X 2)44) = Do (X — ngj+i)T X
MFM(XF = Xa),,), XF e R, MP e % |k =1,
2, -, m.

2.2.5 Dropout Rademacher EZ#E

TEYNZR IR B 28 W 28 B AU I, A SR Y R AR 2
D, B IEAARLE UA, Hinton 4842 H T Dropout
FoR, HIEABAE: YGRS, DA—E Wik
9 245 Hh ST BUOR T AR Wan 2541 £ Rade-
macher & 24X} Dropout #93Z {k AT 1 55170
Gao VLR F| £ 8t Rademacher 52 5% AUALZ AN
G K, %A Z)E H Dropout 457 AR TE I %5
5L A b Bt AL 2 AR D 2 S R A R, TR R T
Dropout Rademacher 4 Zx R4,

EXT7. BEX,i=1,2,--- ,n HEXHEX |
HRMA P gy iid. fPLAE RTS8, 42 o € {1,
+1}, ¢ = 1,2,--- ,n & Rademacher ML & ¥
H). it Ry = {r® = (r1,r9,---,rs) : 7; ~ Bern(1,
p), j=1,2,---,s}? Hi, s QBT EAL RE)
it 22 0 28 A [R] 26 241 Dropout (31, Fe it )2 19 4
[#) Dropout. & [) Dropout %)% 4 r = {r;,
Tigy =+ s Tis) € Rey 0= 1,2, ,n JXFI n MR
Dropout MM K M E 7. LKL f, : X x R,
— R, F, 12 [ W% 4. Dropout Rademacher & 7%
FEE R

ERPTPOME = E [sup 1 Zaif(Xi,rf)] (31)
=1

fer M=

1}

®Bern(1,p) F/RSECH p MAS A1, WEREEVIALE R X ~ Bern(1, p), W X 53 5ILAMES p WUH 1, PAES 1 — p HUE O.

R HUZ AT AU Dropout, B4, r; = 0 FRHTT A LAE.
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E RDropoutf e ﬁzﬁ‘
[B-mixing L
[sup ZO} XZ,’I'l EUR\Ill F =
fer n 1 m
su oil(f, Z(2t — 1
1 Xp, e, XS, e ,rﬂ (32) |_71| fegz (f, Z( )
Rl 22856 Dropout Rademacher &g 4% /. \Z0,  Zams (34)
i/ 445 Rademacher 2 2% LA TE b

AR R B TR AR B 4 7= AR PR Sk S [R) 40 A ) AR
. AR, FERARSE R AE S K AR 7[R
441 (Non-independent and identical distribution,
non-i.i.d.) AYEHE, a0, BT RATH . S
WA IS, B, 76 non-ii.d. B R (W1,
B-mixing. JEFFL B-mixing. M3 B5E)
Kb S BRI A PR BEHEAT TS0 A5 A W AT
Abr . B, CefA5ERE T LKA non-
ii.d. 5 E 1) Rademacher & 4% F (41, e (Block)
Rademacher & Z= & . M7 A [F 4% Rademacher

ZIEE . 75 (Sequential) Rademacher g 4% 4%),
T non-ii.d. [FIE T2 BRIz AL PERE 4T
2.2.6 ¥ Rademacher EZF

AT WA AR P A R T AR B-mixing
158 W22 S B8z Ak g J7, Mohri %578 SCRK [38]
HoRf 22 Bt Rademacher &2 7% JE#E ) 3] 7 K52 5-
mixing 1§, 24 H T Bt Rademacher & Z% Ff i

& Y. Kuznetsov 4 gF— 25 Hb 5¢ 3 SCHk [38] ik
Rademacher 52 7% i, K¢ H W H 8] 7 9 2 i
] 41 42431 Mohri il Kuznetsov 45 76 4
Ht Rademacher & 7% FE ] T4 A fili o124 2] 1842
thfg Sy, EEE A B T — A Sz 3 (Indepen-
dent blocks, IB) f9$:Ty, MR+ FF f-mixing
ﬂHF:Hg [-mixing 45 ¥4 4 5T 5 IR A
S iid. BTN R A R E L KK TS
i ¥t Rademacher 52 %885 L (HAAH X-FFi. 5-
mixing ML AR, BB 152 LI SR A PR
[-mixing ., P57 HFTT).

EX 8. LKA Z] = {21, 2y, -+ , Zr}. % 0
€ {-1,+1}, i =1,2,--- ;m “j Rademacher [fi#l
RSP L Fon Z7 PRI B S R
AELG RO Y W FE AR AR AR A I8 v BRI
Z(2i—1) ﬁ%ﬁ@#ﬂ@ﬁ?ﬁ)ﬁﬁ@ﬂ%‘éﬁéﬂﬁiE’J%’a‘
i =12, W[ Z(2i — 1)) = X, U(f, Z4)

ZtE"/ (Yu (Xt))a Zy = (Xt’Yt) € 25’ UIES
Rademacher E R E L °H
R,\B]r‘mxmgf —
1 m
7E~D Ssu O'Z-l 7Z 21— 1 33
e [ 2ol 21| (39

SW RS S S I A S BT A .

B2 25 Rademacher 2 5% . X T {554 5k,
He 5256 Rademacher 5=/ HIiE N

g 1 .
ERﬁ-mlxmgf = —Fs. - |Su Uil ?Z 21
o s [fgz (f, 2(20))
(35)
il
E Rlﬂl-n‘nixingf =
‘12 SupZO'z f?
‘Z2)"' ,sz (36)

XH, I R Z7 Pl A SR S R AR
OO FE BRI HE 6
2.2.7 MM A[E45 % Rademacher 82

Ry b BRA ST AR AN [R] 23 A AR AS B8, Mohri 4§
TESCHR [37] W25 H TR Rademacher 2 4% F
P&

EX 9. HiXx X, i=12---,nNX E
() ik 7N TR) 4 A R AILAS 557 40, X Y B 4 7 4
Wadkh Px,, ¢ = 1,2,--- n. 4 o; € {—1,+1},
1 =1,2,--- ,n 5 Rademacher Fﬁmm‘a)?ﬁlj it
HECf Z2 - R, F 2 f WES. A RMLARE >
1y Rademacher 2% 5%E N

S 1 —
non-identical A
ER" FimBp lsup ) oif(Xi)]

i=1

I 225 Rademacher & 4% E, Ruon-identical & fp) -
FE N3 FI LI AT Rademacher 4%,

x4 E L E SR, # Py, i =1,2,--- ,n
AR R A3, ERAE A E 3 ) Rademacher
BARE.
2.2.8 [F%|Rademacher 8 2+F

Rakhlin S£7E3CHR [39—41] 255 T ity
FEABE AR P~ A 2058, K4t Rademacher & 4%
e 3] T E, #8775 Rademacher & 7%
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ZriR 27

B, T BrRE A B 48 7= AR BRI S B T N )2
MBIz ALRE S R4 1751 Rademacher & 4%
BEsE X (HAR B i S DL A).

EN10. o, € {141}, i=12-,n%
Rademacher BEMLAS & F%]. Z 204 E 2308,
B f:Z—>REZ FERSHRE, F =2 f
WS, Z h— Z—EM7. ¥4 Rademacher &
FPEE S

E(R)™F) :=supE,
z

1 n
sup Z; 0, f(Z;(0))

(38)

Hr, Zy(o) RRBEE R, Zi(o) MK T 01,09,
e o, > 1.

2.3 T Rademacher EZEMSTHEREFS

TERT—/NYT R, Bs T — it 3 X AN R R A
B EE = A B DA OR A Ak 25 18], 64727 ) 4
Bz ALRe J1 Bt gE e, $2 1 & FhE 2 Rademacher
SBAREE. FEATT Y, KiXf 3T Rademacher & 24
1152 S BABZ AL BE J1 40 B R AH 5 b PREE 175 AR R a2k
1T hgt.

TE2f ) BRI AL BE 1 o Tk v, — AP AR
HHBEE AR FLETAEX, BXT AL
BEMLAS B I (E (BEpR %) 5 DB 2 () 22 A
AR (40 Hoeffding AN45 3. Bernstein A4,
McDiarmid 25, Talagrand R 4:03),
H., EFRATTEE SR Y X 28 25 ) e ZE AR A
HE AR B 2L FE 8L (Super exponentially) 3#
TR, T2 S A A A T 2E U AT DA i 28 0 A A
HHMSE SR, R, SRS RS
N2 E B Rz AL B 1 AT ER A T L B B
A.

TER A 22 SRR AL RE T B o v, — i
R GMFEE T AERX (40 Hoeffding A&
Bernstein %50 4) #1 Union RS ATHIST,
HARWT:

FIHMERE R AL, 41 Hoeffding A4, —
e, A DAFSE], AR e > 0, F-7E ho € H,

P (E(ho) — Eu(ho) > €) < exp (—Z) (30)

EF, A

P (3h € H,E(h) — E,(h) > ¢) =

P [U (E(h) —E,(h) > €)| <

heH

Y P(E(R) —Eu(h) > €) <

heH

2
o (- ) (10)
H =X (40), B 0 <6 < 1,
| log L
sup(Bh — B,h) < ¢y BI85y
heH n

/0PN T — 0 MERESL. T2, vl DAH T — 8 2=
FAkTT

17 |H| = oo, 2 (40) fHEIZ AL Ak e 7 X
DU, A DA FEXHE s 2s 10) H AR b e S HAth 2
fIREERE, 10, F VC 4Ek 0% |H|.

A 5. N EHEATHETR T AES], TR T
Union A&, 3 6507 BT 15 2] 11 S0 o072 — 2k
LI, SR AR (907) Tk,

Rademacher %2 2% 2 5 HARFEA BG4 1
HRIE SR, BT Rademacher & 4% )24
SR AR J1 AT AP Union ANEESL, T2
KA TiE W MceDiarmid A3, Talagrand A~ZEx
RGN Sl N W ) & o s Ve R | o
FEERES 2 LB TE 558 24 FE 17 A A DA G 3
M. —fiih, 3T Rademacher &2 7% FE 37 LA
AT AL BREE T RN BT DASSS

1) 7EHR REAE F i =5 a) HOw 2 — &)
B E T, AR A A% 2L (40, McDiarmid
NEER), B AR AR Kz b6 -5 I 2 8] ) I
ZERF. FESCHR [52] 1, 0 < 0 < 1, N Z DA
F1—06 Jort?

2log 3
Sup’Pf_Pnf’ < Esup’Pf_Pnf’ +
feF feF n

(42)
2) AN B %0 i e s 18] Y S MU, il R

XH, O AR BRSSP IIZ B8, 158, R E R AR
SRS (X, p) WA AR, WIS X A7 RIERE T B, A Y C X, Y B, AL @ € X, e > 0, st., B(a,7)

(= {g € X : plg,@) <r})NY # 07,
TR T A4 B RS 2, VRN n 5 A SURY.
SP(AU B) < P(4) + P(B).

MERL f € F, fifEno € N REH fi, i = 1,2, ,no, HHERBIFA f = F — fag + 2020 (fs — fimr), Holy, 49 fo = 0172

0 H, Pf =E(h), P,f = E,(h).

VBRSO B AR RIR Xy i = 1,2, -+ n O Lid BEPLASRITA). QUR L ST F(XG) MMEEGE BF(X0), B4, + 20, F(X) ol

M2 FX)), H, X)X, i =1,2,- - n ion BRI
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¥ 43 %

P = AR A DA R Pk R B A F (iR s 1R H),
E L EARR) Rademacher S5, 85, MRAEXFRME
i, S EI K R R 5 Rademacher & 4% 1Y)
KEANEX. W, 7230k [52] A, (B F,

maX{E Sup(Pf - Pnf)a ESllp(Pnf - Pf)} <
JeF fer
2E(R,F) (43)

e, BETEERXRERNERX (43), @ 2R R
Riz k5 Rademacher 52 Z%EE 2 [A] 1 IR

3) & 37 Rademacher & 7% 5 2255 Radema-
cher 74T 2 10 166, 101, 4ESCHR [20] s, 6T
WER A (40 Talagrand A% ), 5% Rademacher
TR LR AEL, ICREf - X — [a,b] (a,b €
R), F & f G, 84, fEE e >0,

e-E(R,F) > <

P (EU(Rnf) < E(Rn]:) - (b _ a)fl .n

exp (—e) (44)

4) FIR AR (0 Cauchy A4 %) 5
FER I 4 256 Rademacher &2 FFfY 5L
WHALSY (5 Dudley F143) 61, (T3 F,

Ea(Rnf) S 12/ \/10gN(67f7 ” : HLz(Pn))dE
0 n
(45)

5) TR LSRN T (40 ERM. SRM., 1=
1), ET 4% Rademacher 524y FA, 1155
RS BRIz AL A — i, 2T Rademacher
BIREERIAHT ] AFRISHE VC ZERSHRAY 5L
3 ATRIEZEE/YXEL

TEEE 2 A5, XA Sk 45 A 28 Radema-
cher F T T BEE. FEART T, FHE K AIE
#{ Rademacher & 4% 5E5GE %" MIRAHH X
%

1502 2% B 2 [ I R W0 2 8 dE T
W2 W GRS 1 Ry (12) ~ (16),
BRI WLSCHR [11, 48, 73—=77]). 247, KT
Rademacher 5 A% BE7E 2 > BIALZ AL BE 7 40 #7 7 1]
IR, 802 A A BdE4E A i.4.d. Fil non-
Lid. PR AR RREE, MR BEEEE 1. o T M
Rademacher 5 %% B 7E 22 >) BIALZ AL B8 7 7 T ) |
58T, — e R B RS R &R X
") Rademacher 5 %% 2~ J5, WX} H 5% 515 %)%
Z I R R IAT TIRADHT. 3Tk, JATR SR
) Rademacher &8 7 I H 5% 5358 B 2 TR

RIRPEIEAT B2, MRNEOLILIE 1. R A 1
RIRTE 1~ 11 IR RARITIE.

%1 Rademacher & %E KL 5 E 5RIE
Table 1 Rademacher complexities and kinds of

complexities of function classes

seyem MEEE SRR
o iid./non- VC i, Bk VC H, K%L, VC 4,
iid. HIEH, 4, Fat-shattering 4545
# 4 Rademacher &Z%%, R
Rademacher & 7%/
Rade- " Rademacher chaos &%, HRZ
macher Rademacher &%,
e %1% Rademacher 5£2%¥, Dropout
Rademacher &4
M7 AR 437 Rademacher &34,
non-i.i.d. 3 Rademacher &7/,

/7% Rademacher & 4%¥

XB£M 1. Rademacher F4¢F 5 VC f. £ K
pREL. VC 4k, 1Bk VC I

Massart 7E SCHK [50] o, 223l 7 &
Rademacher 52 27 54 K pRECZ [RIAG CEE. 4,

2-Sx(n)

B(R,F) < (46)
Hrr, Sp(n) AR %L

Kaaridinen 7£3CHk [45] H% Rademacher 42 74
FE5 VC 4k 2 [a)f) X R BT TIRA M e, An-
guita ZE7E SCHk [44] HEST T AN 4 Rademacher
HAER VC B9 X &

. Hz(n) Incosh(\)
E <
) < 805 )
HA
. Hz(n) Incosh()\)
ST o bW

Hr, Hr(n) & VC Jfi, cosh AR ix k% i
— 4, Anguita SFIEEFHAEW ST E, FHE T
T 4 4 Rademacher &2 74 5iR k VC i, 4K
B VC 42 [ K &R, 45 T 48 Rademacher
SIREM VO 2 R E AR E X R AT
FhUH3 K R, S BUEA) 2R M, AT RARE &8

VPASCP e R R AETTR T VO B, B VC R, ERKEHL VO 4. BEH. W4 . Fat-shattering fE45E %2
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AIC. BIC, NML %24
SREGAFEAE
1934, Popper
TTT By P17 27 AU T

W57 ] 23T (1.i.d)

MM 734 (non-idd.)

FF (Seq.)

AR A B 22 AL TR A SR IE, (T TE i 1, 3 B AR SRR R 2R D1 AE R4 5

K1 SRR e A R R

Fig.1 Complexity measures and their relationships

Rademacher & 2% & B ¥ F O(n~t) ~
O(n=Y/2) ZJa).
KB 2. 4 Rademacher 2% 58 55
Srebro ZE7E SCHk [46—47] BT SCH
[61] £ Rademacher 52 7% 3 5 78 75 40 TR %
F, G T (45) TR AS IR 4, AR T,

E,(R,F) <

] / )
4e + 12/ \/OgN(€ Ful I\Lz(Pn>)d€,
€ n
(48)

V'Yugin 78 SCHk [48] Wit — 24t T &
Rademacher & 7% — £ K 5. 2L Rade-
macher &% - % & 505 4t Rademacher & 7
JE - BB M S KA.

KB 3. )5 Rademacher & 2% 5 4 i
Rademacher & Z=/F

Barlett % 7ESCHk [20—21] Hmffoe o0 0 7 ik
[ A BN ZREUE. TR, 7 (&2R/) &
M Rademacher B Z«FF &l F153] T )53 Radema-
cher 4%, UL (21).

KEXM 4. J53 Rademacher & 7% %5 544

Lei Z54E3CHk [72] Eal 1453 7 /5% Radema-
cher 52 24 55 7 S5 50 A] () % 2 128,32

ER{fcF:PfA<r}<

J 2rlog N (5. 7. - |2

inf |2e+ +

>0 n
€

8blog N (5. 7,1 ) "
g (49)

X B£M 5. Rademacher chaos & 2% 5 255

Lei %75 SCHA [49] my 3 ah B3 — B4 T
Rademacher chaos & 4% /% 5 %8 =5 ¥t 2 [6] 1y %
(20,3

E,U,(F) <
inf [ Me—i—

O<e<% 2

D
¢ / log A (w, F U {0}, dz)dw] (50)

XBtM 6. Dropout Rademacher & %% 5%
. Rademacher & 2%

Gao ZFTESCHR [34] H AT AR ST IR B2 28 19 2
Ht Dropout Wz bk RE, 481 T F T S k) 2% 45 44
254k i) Dropout Rademacher & 2. 24 %1 Hj /] 4%
ZER AL AL PR s, i = 1,2, -+ n iBMEH
% [a] /7 51 B, Dropout Rademacher 2 2% sl {E
—TEE N NE N4 M Rademacher &2 2%,
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¥ 43 %

KEM 7 ~ 9. %% Rademacher & Z%/% 5 Fat-
shattering 4. a4, £ Rademacher &4

Rakhlin S87E3CHR [39—41] W45 7Y IEH)
%1 Rademacher %A% RE, #5774 M Rade-
macher & 24 58 S EME > KR (WL (48))

E(R™ F) <

, 12 !
érif; [46—#\/5/6 Viog Na(w, F, Z)dw
(51)

XH, N, (e, F, Z) Fmw Z & F 1 p WHEE LT
RS E. I H, iBE— 2R T4 T4 Rade-
macher & 24l Fat-shattering 4 2 ] 1) 5 BEE.
[, WA THE Z(0) AMKIT 01,09, -+, 001 B,
0] 7% Rademacher & Z% & B0 4 L Radema-
cher 7. I H, £%4 1 T XML M Radema-
cher 52 2% 1))¥ %] Rademacher 5 2% FF 45 #4) 1k 45
B FHAN, FEBEMET, Mgt ) Hhe R A K A%
G A R (WA KRS VO 4 REESE)
AT THET FIRFSE.

XEXM 10. 2813 Rademacher & 2% 5 Ffs
%5 Rademacher &g &%

Lei 11 Cao 543514 3CHk [27, 32, 36] 5T T
FRLZS Rademacher & 221 Z A7 Rademacher
SR FE2 SR RESHER T, 288
Rademacher 42 7% 27 B4k T #ELZS Rade-
macher & Zu 36l

KEAME 11, 2037 AR 437 Rademacher 2 2%
54 it Rademacher & 4%

TE 7 AN ] 43 A1 3B AR R ST 8] 4 7 B 1 0L
Mohri Z&4E SCHR [37] o KTl ANE 437 9 Rade-
macher & %552 SUiRL R T 40 (455) Rade-
macher & Z=F.

Rademacher &7 & AR T4 VC Hig, 2
— PO S FEA B AR (20 1) M AR &
A, BEPRAG L VO e INE By AL BT b Rk
1~ 11 B3, ATPARNGE, 241 KT Rademacher &
HRPEEAEZ AR S AT 93 0 T 32 B TP AR DI ZRE AR 4k
PRAE P AR TR 14.d. Fl non-ii.d. BiAPIETE, 1026
T iid. B B K], HAF5eas R A x5
SE3E, X non-i.i.d. BRFSE E B R R JLAFER) T
1E, I B a5 SR AR R 58 3%, [ B &8, Toie
2 iid. A2 non-i.i.d. HFSE, #id EH Radema-
cher &g 7% JZ A0 A B X H 530 B 5

1) ¥ Rademacher &2 Z2 £ 4440 (F) 40 TE
K. W EmHE PR RN 2, 4. 5. T~9 45,

2) ¥ Rademacher &</ (41EAZ Radema-
cher E 2w . £#i% Rademacher & Z%/% . i A

O RS, FR H- 6 (Smooth) 7.

[ 4> 7 Rademacher & 7%J#. 3t Rademacher &£
L) WA AR E TR EA (e
FET34360 VO g JET R s B B R R
Gram g &) 5528 S BRAIZ LR, M
11 Tz AL BE I B a3 AT A 9T IX S8 0T % i R A A AE
() AR XA —AMEART A ) A

4 JRIEDHIAE

TEASTT H, 29 58 B A B AR SE 9] 43 A6 18 O
AP, MR A H R R E, FEA Y
1 55 % F Sk 37 18 Rademacher & 4% FEAE 12 AL g
J7 T B R A A AT AR 0. IS TED XK 28 T 1 B R

%[19, 27—28,30—33,36,47—49, 51—56] )é\éé:ﬁﬂ—]:
1) e

H={h:h RN\ X F] {1, +1} Hmst}
ERM %m%

Boucheron %75 Rk [52] #5457 Radema-
cher 528Nz AL A—BURZE ) BT I 0.

a) E AT AR IZ R L EE 2 [R] ) 2=
KA, WL (42);

b) #EL K pR R 5 4t Rademacher 52 2%
FERI R AR, T (43);

c) B4 MZ L Rademacher & 2% 54 K pg
KR, W (46).

—ficHl, 456y a)~c) A DA B — B 2= H
O(1/+/n). Oneto 24 3Rk [53—55] Hi kLT Tala-
grand PR, B4 Rademacher 5 % W
T2 IRz AR ZE 08T, R — W 22 203 A
F O(1/n) ~O(1//n) 28], FH4H T BT A
O(1/n).

& 6. V'Yugin 7 3CHR [48] Y, BEBH T Bk c)
REFMT &M (£5) Rademacher 5% 5% i
B KR, AT T EEES Fat-shattering
e Z AR K ZR, MM, W DATE— & 450~ 3 7 [l bt
Ak 48 Rademacher 45 243

2)

H={h:h AN X 3| R HBE}
ERM g

ELMm gt lgs B, SERE &
ZeMR (3 TP 2% R E Lipschitz 2544, 3T
— B Ay a9 ) | ELgf— 28 HL{R Y Fat-shattering
4k, BRBEEN LR, AR Bum = Bl TR
725 O(1/4/n). Srebro ZFESCHA [47] Hr, XFHi R
BT Rk R E
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0*Q(z,h)
Oh?

M, FE— € B SO 0] ARG BB 47 i Al TH iR 22 R
O(1/n), I-X5HH K &5 RN H 3| THE22%>) (On-line
learning) FIFHHLIEAL (Stochastic optimization).

Lei 25028321 YE 451 2 o B — 806 R &0 F,
2510 T i Rademacher &2 7% FE A AR 48, L=
(49). i, HF Bernstein A4, # FHFRN
LR AT AR R R B A, RIS E A O(((log” n)/
n)/C=) p>0,0 <o <1 HfEiTRE.

3) e

{H{ﬂfﬁMRﬂmR%%%}

(52)

’SH,Hﬁ%ﬁ

ERM H&

Gnecco ZE753CHR [51] A 4 8t Rademacher
IR TR A 28 (Radial basis function,
RBF) W HEITiR2E, 8] —E 404~ f2Es
#0 O(1/v/n).

4) e

Ho={f:fRMXE{0,1}" et L > 1}
ERM 5

Yu 28 7E 3CHk [56] W H £ i Rademacher
AR T 2 hR%52% > (Multi-label) #9711
2, HEMEITHRZER O(1/v/n). Xu S7E3CHR [33]
H BT )5 38 Rademacher 5% B2 43 M T 2 BR 2527
>, BHE T SCHER [56]) AR, FE—E AR T
O((logn)/n) HfTHIRZE.

HITH e, X Eis s (B g R e, TR TH R
THE JUERR IR R R 2 1A Y 2 S LAYz AL g 1 0 BT 1
L.

Hy, = {m(h) the Z(X)}, VkeN

k,l

ERM #mg

H, S(T) ARTHRET B I-HrE&ER,
SiX) = Ur oty coctny SUT), ) (2)
:= max{—b, min{b, h(x)}}, Vz € X.

Lei 47 ik [31-32) 140 T FKS, 143
FKS B E8 Rademacher E & F3AL, 7081 T FKS
PR ZE, FIHEIe a8 FKS fy#EiniRzE, 7&
X H bR R B E R E T, 58— R

ZAbiRZ S O((log n/n)?e/(0+200) Hih 0 < o < 1,
I FRIRFEZR I
6) "

Ho = {he : hy JM X x R, 5 R W)
ERM 350

Hinton %5 A B 113 B2 #f 28 ) 28w i 5 014 1)
BT 2012 4EHEH T Dropout A1), Wan 283
T4 Rademacher & 2= Xt Dropout [ fb 43
Frad A rsE . Gao %7 % 4 i Rademacher
524 Jo vk Wi Dropout 452 AR Jr iy of 19 19 2% &5
MBS, T &7 SCHR [34] H4& i T Dropout
Rademacher 7%, Jf3T IR IR BEWFR T IR BEAR
SRR AR ERE. FE—E &M (W Q) < M,
M HER) B8 TRUT LM (X (15) M
(16) =240 (42). (43) Al (44) 155]) BIAER
(PA 1 — & HEZOT)

D t log %
B, () — B(h) < 2B(RD™,) + My |25
n

(53)

Fil
Dropout log %

E,(h) — E(h) < 2B, (RP™P"H,) + 3M o
(54)

P, AR A k, k€ N, ZRIRZRE
2R W 28 IR ZEAG T, TS A2 T IR B 25 ) 2%
= MO R 2B Dropout X i [ Dropout Rade-
macher & 22 b % (%] T Dropout Radema-
cher & 2= B 5 TR M 28 W 25 [SUZ 502 Rl R R ).
BT

a) W27 A Dropout, Dropout Radema-
cher ZE F 7 O(pk+/2 /. /n);

b) W ERE R Dropout, Dropout Radema-
cher & 15K O(p*+D/2 /y/n);

c) QNIRRT S AIALE IR A ) Dropout, Drop-
out Rademacher &2 |5k O(p*+Y /\/n).

7) et

H =
{h:h X 3R PBSE, B h € Hk, K € K}

1E AL SR
Hrp Hyx i RKHS, Mercer #4108 K.

at fOINERE, st f = Br - A, Br A T Hr WK% (Bessel potential of order 7), A W& L g M.

X, Ry ZEXT.

16 FAE A R4 23 18] (Reproducing kernel Hilbert space, RKHS)[29: 481,
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Lei 2128320 gtk T 3¢k [39] + Rademacher
chaos &2 7% &, 53] T ¥ h— M mgh R, WL (50).
TEH K s LA Lipschitz 1% 4E, H AR5 25 18] b6 £
&, FAE R >0,

lhllx < R, YheHg (55)
FIZE R, R SCHR [49] H 45 iz kiR 2= 5 Rade-
macher chaos H 2% 2 A&Eikx &, VT MKL
AR ZE M TR0 52 T Hinge $72k o 4k
Al g —JEEEh G AL 153 T H SR [49] R
— AL IZ AL RE T B2 AT M R (Excess mis-
classification error) 55, V' Yugin N7E SCHk [48]
(XH, Y R {-1,+1}), ETHEARERE S (X1, 1),
s (X, Y)Y BIRZME Gram FEFE G, 451 T &8t
Rademacher B Z=/E 1) &

R,F < %\/ tr(Q)

R, BT 30 (42) M (43), E—EREICFHIM T
AR Z B4 703 (Misclassification error) 2y

(56)

O(/tr(G)/n + 1/v/n).
8) i
H:{MeSd: M| g\%}
TE Db SR
(M,b.) i=arg min {E.(M,b)+ \[|M]*}

Cao ZE{ESCHR [36] FPHIFTE T BB B2 ) 1Y
TR (BIRRENL). AARQT:

a) & L ERyM e, gy fliihiR2e 5 ERM 2]
AL R R

E(szbz) - En(Mzabz) <
sup [E(M,b) —E,(M,b)] <

(M,b)eF
AERS™ele  4(3 42X, /V\) N
VA vn
2(1+ X./V\) <2h;(<15)> (57)

Ho, X, = sup, ey [|(z — 2)(z — 2') ..

b) 735 % Dl JE & — 754t (Frobenius-norm),
Fiii L' — 5%k (Sparse L'-norm) FIRA (2,1)-7&
% (Mixed (2,1)-norm) & JLFRTE (FEFE) o
SCF, At ERSIele fiy AL

c) &ifra) Ml b) £33 7MW O(1/v/n) &t

¥R 3%
9) B
(= {M € S md | M| < 1}
VA
IE Ak SR
(szbz) =
i E.(M,b) 4+ A||M|?

\ arg | minJB(M0) + MY

McFee 257 3CHk [67—68, 80—81] X ZHiZs B
WA HAT T Z MR AR BEIT, (H SR IX et 57
Z 1) 2 I 2 S R S SR, AR
RE I AR SE TAENIARX B = . Lei 4845 SCHR (27, 32]
H BT SCHR [36] FRBEAS EE R S 0 AR, RIT T £
BRAS B AR ) g TR ST

a) fE—E &M (I RO [ g ¥ 2 6
ST 4E) T BRMY (M) BETE B

2 fmax
b5

b) % iR 5 24 Rademacher 58 4%J¥
Z At 2 &R

E(M.,b,) —E,(M,,b,) <

E(R;nulti,/\/l) S X*

(58)

1+ 24/In(%
2E(R™M) + 2 (1 + \Xa> +L"J(6)

(59)

c) 4ify a) Ml b), Wit TIRAG —YEHCH Schat-
ten — JUALSE JLAOAR] (RERE) JER0E SR 2B
JERBI S RE Ty, 153 TiEI O(1/v/n) SEfliTHR
7=

AT MZRESIBACHRBSE, KX (59) M
T BBESTEIE T (W3 (57)) RO SR Eu A
10) fEE

Hy = {Zw,K([w —ci) Ailr —¢]) +wo

ngb}, keN

=0

SRM &

T2 W 212 X fE T B 28 Rtk 2E 3 M aE ik
P 25 AN AL TR 25 W O T HEAT T I IR A B
Gyl51.76.82-8T) T ef 4203032 yp ik [82] 34 T4
THRZER A Al L, RF R EF Rademacher & 4%
CIPNE R Y e S A R T =Y D T = I L) v A = 8
(49) Hy£ER, 153
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ER.{feF :PfP<r}<

2¢ + (2v/2be + \/?)\/QIOgN(E’F’ 1)

n

inf
e>0

(60)

8b10gN(67f7 H i Hl)
n

WRIG, 465 (60), F 1 Talagrand A%, 724
PRIEL . 512K BRER S e — e 2R T, BB THRZE N
O((1/n)Y/ @)y M, o, = (2/p) A1, p > 1.

A 8. AT EEGHE THASWEME A 1.1.d. BT
T, 5 HE— M i fist 25 18] DA SRR B e 25 8] (D H
) RKHS., R4 23 [ FIAE 4% bR 45028 ) %6 J LS L),
£ ERM. SRM FIENIfb 55 JUR A [R] R 24 > SRS T,
285 1e T Rademacher 2 7% 7R S A7 L L
05 TH O N 44T . AEX S A, R ECR A TRE
FHEP A% BHER 8T Cauchy A%
L RYBEEFR. — B, BT Rademacher &2
ZRPE TR S [ VC 4EAEXT BB A, HET
5L, RN SR 3 2.

5 AEMII[E IR

TEH—TT, EESHE THERARE N 11.d. )
i, Rademacher & 7% BE7E{Z AL RE J7 437 J7 1]
IR AH 2, BLECR H AEFE R e, A b
BRI N TR)AH 6. BIrRA, R ARSI B B i
7, Lid. 2 ek, ERER, B2
FE IR A non-1.1.d. THE FH2- I 88z 1k
feJ]. B IAER PABWIR] Yu 7 SCHk [88] Ak
T Bernstein f8sr B AR, FEREAREE 07 R PR
S H e f-mixing PEE T, X253 BRIz iR
ZEATI VO 4EF A iF 9. 2 5, Meir 7E3CHR [89)

HE TR S ) A A e B S AU R, TS T
SRR AR ZE. BT R AR BB A 4 1T,
Mohri Z£7E3CHk [38] HF T4 ] Rademacher & 2
FE SR AT R A A B 2 4, DRI T FEFE AR S
Pt PR w2 B-mixing fERE T, 222
BRI — 3w ZE. ZJa, T2 E 2R Radema-
cher =PRIz ACRE IWF S 3 BIREA B4R
S JURRE non-ii.d. FETE.

AT A RE AR 43 0 R M S AR AN [F] 431
B-mixing ., #AEFF2 %% JLAP non-iid. 5B A&
T, AR BsEAS ] H AR E, KiTie Radema-
cher & =24 )RRz AL RE 1 05 T B9 4347 I FH &5
A (WLSCHR [37—43]).

1) e

{mzxﬁﬁm
H={f:fRMNXEY LI}

Mohri 257 JF 3k [90—91) shwFsrassr, vk

— 5 AR 7 R Rademacher 4%, Sk

Mt 78 U e AR i 2 1k 37 B AN (] 2311 19 1 2,
FE—EAET (W QC, ) < M, M HE%) 53 1

Ep (M = En[h] <

. log 1
QE(Rzon—ldentlcalH) +M 0g ) +
2n
1 n
=Y sup[Ep, [h] —Ep,  [B]]  (61)
N heH

BT B Lid f R SHE, W PARIE, fE—
ER SO —HiZ= O(1//n). A, Mohri 43k
SSEIPSAPOVAE W Rs-c el

2 iid WRREZART

Table 2  Generalization analysis for i.i.d.
FEABR A LR B Ep (G| ZAkhE Ty
NG 1\ B3—55]
)X = {~1,+1} o(%) . o(%) £3
, _ay[28,32]
2) X - R O(%)W],O(—l"’ﬁf’")l/(2 ) %
ERM 3) R:— R o(%)"™"
4) X — {—1,+1}* O(%yse]7 O(l"% [33]
. ) e loa n \ 20/ (1420 317321
iid 5) it of () ) s
(k+1)/2 1 k41 1 [34]
0 xn (2 1 ) o + )
(48]
7) RKHS o( b +ﬁ)
(s6]
ENE 8) 5¢ o))" %
9) Sdx(md) O(%>[27,32] %
1 [30, 32]
SRM 10) W RT of (2)*)
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¥ 43 %

E9. M Py, i=12 WS, 5
(61) sEIEIL R (42) A1 (43) 1R
2) fE

A& 41 H. B-mixing
H={f:fRNXZF RIBY}

Mohri 28] 55k [88—89] Hifiy [, R phsr
Pegi1y, WA Rademacher & 4% B2 HrifF o8 T - 1-F2
B-mixing JE4)7.

a) BT R AR AR A R P 5 A Rk sk ST
ez Bz iR EE K 2

[Ezo[h] —Ez[h]| < (s—1)-M-B(a) (62)

b) WA iid. 15 FROXFRYER, @Az ek
#tH 5 Rademacher & 45 % &

E;.[®(Z°)] < 2E(R™me)

[11+12]

(63)

i, q)(ZO) = SuPheH(EZoi Zil h(Z(2i —1)) -
>ty h(Z(2i - 1))).

c) 4ty a) A1'b), HMH iid. fHE FH Mcdi-
armid A5, 152]—Fw 21 Rademacher 5 4%
JEERAERX

E% Zn: h(Z;) — % Zn: h(Z;) <
=1 =1

log %
S

i, no= 2sa, a WPIGKE, B(RTEH) =
T Bz, 20,0 BUPrer 2oimy 0l (f, Z(1))]. HAbFF
S UL 3 ik Rademacher 52 4% DA K Fft s A
SEHE TGS,

EOTF Lid ghe, Y = {1, +1}
BE T, H T —ER L FZIRESRE T F RN
O(y/tr(GQ)/s 4+ 1/y/s), HH, n = 2sa.

E 10, 4R E KRR AT [ A A, 2
(64) WEBAL M (42) F (43) HHYFFIRIE DL

3) &

I FFa 431 B B-mixing
H={f: f WM X E Y st

Kuznetsov 7£ SCHK [42] w42 i T F FF 2k B
(Sub-sample selection) $¥5, HAKGIT:

ICFEARHRAE 27, EFE R a > 1, fifE k> 1,
s.t., n = ka. EXTHFE

ZD = (Zyyj, Zajr -

~

3=

2E(Rﬁ-mixingH) + M

[I1+12]

(64)

) ZszlJrj)

VX E, ALEER F ORI, SKPr R RDR R ZS E H.

(65)

He i=0,1,---,a—1.

EET TG DA S STk [88] Al vy B 1y, %
JEAHT T P45 R (Averaged error) F—E W ZE,
#5775 Rademacher & 7% 7 [B] 1 X R A

Bz, [QZuses )] = > QUZE) <

2 max (E(Rﬁ—ln‘lixingf)’ E(R‘BI;TiXinng +
max(Aq, Ag) +

M max (\l Zagjfl, J Za%j’ \/ 2n26) <
j=1 j=1

9 2a 1 k
a ; (kE[Sup > 01Q(Zagzi-1)+s: h)]) +

heM =3

2 S Sup B, Qs )] ~ B, QUZ0 )]l 4

— hen

log
8k

Hor, I, TR 27 A BB 5 B A% s
RO BHEFRALR AT, Ai = 17 2 icr, SWPhen |
Ez.  [Q(Zuis: h)] — Ez[Q(Z,, h)]|,i = 1,2, HAs
5 ULER 3 5 Hk Rademacher 52 %8 DA s A
LLRVAS S ERTiOR R

[F] B, AW B9 T B AR A K B R (Path-
dependent error) NHJ—E Wz, LT 5 Rade-
macher &% 2 8] {) X RAEE R

>l

M

(66)

Bz, Qs ) = 1 3" QZih) <

1 n
g E iug ‘EZnJrs [Q(Zn-‘rm h)] - EZt, [Q(Zt7 h‘)” +
t=1 "€

(log n>3)

NEBBIFEA LI AR TR, a2 S8k
AR AR H AR, UrPAE LT f-mixing
BSR4 4 FEATL A AR AR B M 8 TP R o T, T
FT AR R R 538 Rademacher 2%, #+Hig T
M BR PR A R 2 ) BB AR ZE R DL 55 A1,
Kuznetsov 78 3CHk [43] Hdb—24) 7 SCk [42]
B RIZACF 255, I HE T G R4 R ik
P17 AR s E] 7 51 S0 1 AR SRk

11, AR IR R, T bk
1 (66) BRI (64) thrytEd; A dE-TRa

2E(R™ F) + O ( (67)
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B IS AN 43, ) Bk (66) 1846 2K
(61) "FEgIE DL B TR A IR AL Ry [H] 4 A, )
iR (66) B AZIR L (42) A1 (43) 15204
BRI

A6, CERECE R f-mixing 1) Radema-
cher JZALPEREAHTES IR, HATAAR WEIH FEL
>, BRIMAEAE Lo ] s o BBl “BERs Rl HERS, K
et F AR FE A BN RO T, 3 O 2 B s
AL Frifid iy f-mixing #)E M L. FreA, 5
s B PR R f-mixing 2= S AL ) Rademacher 7
EHERE A MTES IR, o B T &2 )iz e ERER
IHTHESE.

4) e

LS
{H ={f:f RN Z 3] [-1, 1] B}

Hrp, Z Aoy FERZS ).

Rakhlin 475 3CHR [39—41] HET 4 H 751
Rademacher & 7%, 118 T 5 ) B 0 — Bl 8L
PE.

a) @ 2E 75575 Rademacher & 7%
KEFR

Bsup (i > (EL (X)L A] - f(Xt))) <

feF i—1
2E(R™ F) (68)
b) % /741 Rademacher 5 2% A SGH E
mar P E
m&lﬂ—0<ﬁ) (69)

Hp, B =inf.czsup; ;. -(f(2) — f(2)) > 0.

c) Zitya) fib), Y n — 0 B, fHIF T8 LR
22 S FERY— Bl Rakhlin 2838323418
TR R EE AR L2 >) T AN H

AH E HA non-i.i.d. T EYRFSY, HF R A2
RT3 AL FAIF T TAE M A 5E3E.

F 120 AW EENIE THEARARIEES G N
non-i.i.d. fYIHHE, MK RN Iz R/ B, &
F Rademacher & 74 Hrishie# BRIz AL g
T30 FERXFAHIHE R, 5T M B S R R
GBI E AN R T . T, A AR
e 3.

6 INESRE

25 ) BERUZAGRE ) 4 M T ge it > Bis
H P RIFSE O FIME A, R 2228 na % (A SCak
[18—21,92] %), Rademacher &2 & 24k @
BCR — B bR B AS I A i, HE AT ) BEALZ f i

T AT AR TR, 58/ M VO 455 R %k
73 [B) 52 A4 vk B & O YA M B, Rademacher 244 5
— B ZE B A IS I, I HLE R % Wb
SE i 220 RS 2 ) P A 2R R DRk, FESE A
FRIS 5T R B A B R SR A

# 3 non-iid. fHEMEZALA AT

Table 3  Generalization analysis for non-i.i.d.
FEABAREE P L IR ik s [ ZALhRET]
wARss  Hx—y  o(%)"
— (38]
PR3 H B-mixing  2) X — R O( t:L(G) + ﬁ)
e .. ES S T
JEPFM T H B-mixing 3) X — Y RS 0142)
i 4) Z — [-1,1] — Bl B4

M HT B BUR R E, Rademacher 52 7% &
G2 BRI N 208 fE2E S HEQLRFE A
AR R E N, X BAR B as L, BT
22 BEANZ AL B T B A AT RO TR S HE SR e Ty
T, ASCR A I S HESE, 1k TR E 22>
HEZL N2 2 BERL Iz AL B JJ 0 5%, Rademacher &
R LRI M, a1, FEEES>) (Trans-
ductive learning) HEZE T2 ) B # Rademacher
2R ER E e (Permutational) Rademacher & 2%
JEE3795] S {E R AT IS S SE R R FEREAEK
P23 (B € J5 T, 2471 % T Rademacher 52 % 7R
Goiteg e g N F B X TP 8 5, IfH
T B AR T Y AR AR PR R 14.dL B TR,
1E non-i.i.d §IE, BA SRS E WA A 583,
B, XFF AR 27T, a0, A KRl S A
RE B ZE, WAL T = H B B BEE K T L%
(10 £ RS P IE BUR OO B BE, KE S E BT
Rademacher 5 2% 7ERAILIG %5 4 3 5124 > B8 7
A BE 5 TR B 50T 5E .

73 4h, W% Rademacher 52 9% FETESE 11 >) B
wizAkie o — WA N 505, — 7
M, 26 HEE. BAG Iz AL,
MR B T d g 5 SE B A it 55—
ﬁfgﬁgﬁﬁiﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁmm}\%ﬂAD?E%L"%E‘JED‘LH? 5k
JR 98 —99]

BifsR A

TEARHR S o, 5 FE B AR SO AT, 205t AT e 2]
FIFYAR 5 E SCRIEEES.
Al BEH

T 2% BN M S0 R BRSO R, B Kol
mogorov 254 178 A e 2 M BRBIGE I 1 U 5 2 I R ks

N
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MAIAY A2 4= B, L3R A SRR ) A A BR A 2142 B s iy Bk 8 i
SR AR TCBR A pR S 18], 7 55 500] DA AR X AR K pR ) — b
101 BEAL T SCER (32] HRA s SUE

B (G, d) HEEZE, FCG. IRe>0, HILE f €
F,EfEge FA st d(f,g) <e W FA K Ffl—A -5
W e FECF, R FA R F —ANEN e 5.
WCN(e, Fod) := min{|F2|: FA C F &2 F—4e-E%E)

A2 U- 378

R Xi, i = 1,2, ,n NEXFE X EHRMA P
i iid. r%ﬁwr'fwu 16 Bf:XxX =R, Hf X
i, F 2 f A

——— > f(Xuxy), VfEF (A1)
1<17é]<n
Pk U — a0,
U - i 55) th Nolan 255 ABEHLE RIS, & —FETR

FRERE X FR A R B AW U - Giit i, Pena 58 THFIELL
U - SR EEET R, #2817 m € N B Rademacher chaos
SEARBE Y E P,

A3 FratElol
REHLERE {Xe,t € T} FRAERFRMN, #A Vn > 1, t,

ta, -~~,tn€T$nh€R, ti+h, ta+h, ~~~7tn+h€T,ﬁ
P(Xnttys s Xnttn) = P(Xey, o, X)) (A2)
Horp, P oy {Xe, t € T} XV AHRG 210

A4 B-mixing!*?>—*3]

WA{Z Y N Z BRGNP XUTC R
(Doubly infinite) FALASF )73, | B-mixing REGCH: 1T
BaeN Ha>0,

B(a) = sup B [ sup

. P24 (AlZ ) -
Aco(Z

Pra(A)l]
(A3)

Ko, o(Z3%a) Fomil Z%a B o — %, WHR P 2 8-

mixing, ¥ a — oo,

t+a)

Bla) — 0
7E Al. B-mixing BJEWE S BEE BRI HERS, Kok
Mo ik 25 B AL 3T 43 ).
A5 JH 7RI TGMA2 88
TS AR TG AT AR

(A4)

Bl & 1927 4F Bernstein 1 T./E.

AR 2] = (20, 2o, Zr), HE “ﬁkmﬁm,
= 1’27 277’[, EI/J 2m ﬁ% HT Z?'ml 0/1,
={Z(1),Z(2),---,Z(2m)} (A5)
Horft, Z(1) = 2,0, 100) = 14+ 250 0, i) = 14305, a5,
i=1,2,---,2m. T, F
AE G R
Z°:{Z(1),Z(3),--- ,Z(2m —1)} (A6)
B B
z¢={Z(2),Z(4), - ,Z(2m)} (A7)

5 1 43 %
XFFRBA (A6) F1 (A7), 7R MR KR (AS) FI
(A9) IR
202{2(1)72(3)7 ,Z(mel)} (AS)
Gl ) o i
262{2(2)72(4)7 7Z(2m)} (AQ)
EP T—t:( ) ()’7':173a72m_17~%2'&{j|§ﬁm
BEH), B Z(0) M Z(), i=1,3,---,2m — 1 AA MG
?‘E FES (A9) H Z(i ), i = 2,4, 2m ML BEHLE BT
5, B Z(i) M Z(i), i = 2,4, 72m HBAMIE 5310
A6 Eyer]

BEWLISRE { X, t € T}, Hop, 56 T AEEIIRE, X
X — R.FFE: EEte T, Xe B2RTF A— [ RBEHLAE
i E|Xy| <oo, t€T; HHMAE s, t €T, s<t, 4

E(X:|As) = X5, ae.

WG {Xoot € T} bl S, 0(A) FRi {X. < 1} A
1 o —HEL
A2, CHfE R, BEEME T AEEE. B
WL T AT ERCH:, B, MEHEZ ¢ A Z BIE X1, Xo,
, X, WA, t+ 1 WZRME X ¥ X1, Xo,---, X0 1Y
KR SHZ ¢ ZRIE X, X, -, Xeo1 JBX, HET
X:.

(A10)
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