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Solution 1.1

(a) As shown in the lecture, the Bayes rule

—1 otherwise
achieves the Bayes risk, i.e., R* = R(g*) = P[g*(X) # Y]. Given X = z, we note that

Plg"(X) #Y | X =a] = Plg"(X) =+1Y = -1[ X =2[+P[¢g"(X) = -1,V = +1 | X = 1]
= (1 =n@)ly"(z) = +1] + n(=)l[g"(z) = —1]

> 1/2] +n(x)In(z) < 1/2]

= 1 =n(@)] +n(x)In(z) <1—n(z)]

Taking expectation w.r.t. X on both sides gives the result:
R* =Plg*(X) # Y] = E[min{n(X),1 —n(X)}].

(b) An elementary result shows that min{n(z),1-n(z)} = 3 — ’n(x) - %’ for all n(x) € [0, 1].
By part (a), we have

R = Elmin(o(X). 1 - (X)) = |5 = 00 - 3| = § - 5El2000) 1.

(c) Using Bayes’ law,

R o PY = 1]f4(2) f4(z)
(@) =PV =1 X =a] = g5 oy IP’[; = —1]f-(z) f+(ar)++ f-(x)

Therefore,

2f(z) 1 fr(x) — f-(2)

l=—"7 1 =:T"7 ‘-7
fr(@) + f-(2) fr(@) + f-(2)
Substituting it to part(b), we get the desired result:
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Solution 1.2

2n(z) —

(3@ + 5@ ) do =5~ § [ 710) - f-@]a



(a) Given (X1 = z1, X9 = 29),

n(ry,x2) = PY =1|X; =21, Xy = 229
= IP[X1+X2+X3S?’Xl:ml,XQZxQ}
= PX3<T7—a1—x2 | X1 =21, Xy = 29]
= # f3<a+a22<7
0 H7<z+a2<8

The last equality follows from the fact that X3 is uniformly distributed over [0,4]. By
noticing that n(z1,z2) > 1/2 if and only if 0 < 21 + 9 < 5, we have the Bayes classifier
as follows:

+1 if0<z1+22<5

—1 otherwise.

g (z1,22) = {
The Bayes risk is

R = Plg"(X1, X2) #Y]
= P[OSXl—I—XQS5,X1+X2+X3>7]+]P’[5<X1+X2§8,0§X1+X2+X3§7]
P[3§X1+X2S5,X3>7—(X1+X2)]+P[5<X1+X2S7,O§X3§7—(X1+X2)}

To compute above probabilities, we define another random variable Y = X7 + X5 with

its density given by
Yy

— ifo<y<4
16 t0sys

fly) =
88—y .
16 ifd<y<8

Continue with the computation of Bayes risk,

ro= -T2 s [ rwa

4
y—3y
= ———dy+ Y
s 4 16 . 4 16 s 4 16

11 31 7
381 334 T 96
35
=

5y—38—yd TT—y8—y

The intuition is to design a distribution of X3 such that n(x1,z2) = 1/2 for almost all
of z1 and x93, and n(z1,22) = 0 or 1 for other x; and z3. The corresponding Bayes
classifier has to randomly toss a fair coin to guess the label for most instances of x;
and z9, and makes perfect prediction for other cases. In this way, its risk can be made
arbitrarily close to 1/2.



Formally, given any € > 0, we choose [ < u € R such that for the random variable
Y =7—(X1+X>2), P[Y € [l,u)] > 1—2¢e. Denote this semi-open interval as M, = [I,u).
Now we define the distribution of X3 as P[X3 = 1] = P[X3 = u] = 1/2.

n(z1,z2) = PY =1]|X; =21, X9 = 9]
= PX3<7— (21 +22) | X1 =11, Xo = 29

0 if?—($1+fl)2)<l
= L ifT— (z143) € M
1 if7—(x1+2x2) >0

Therefore, min{n(z1,22),1 — n(z1,22)} = 31[7 — (21 + 22) € M.]. By 1.1(a),
R = E[min{n(X1, X2),1—n(X1, X2)}]
1
= 51?[7 — (X1 + X2) € M|

1
= PV €M
1
> 5(1—26)
_ !
= ;€

On the other hand, R* < 1/2. So we can adjust € to make R* arbitrarily close to 1/2.

(c) There are many choices of joint distribution that can lead to the same Bayes classifier
g*. The simplest one is to let X3 deterministically depends on X7 and Xs:

X3 = h(X1,Xa) = (=X1 — X2)[[X? + X7 < 10] + (10 — X7 — X)I[X] + X3 > 10].
The corresponding n(zy, z2) is

n(zry,x2) = PXi1+Xo+ X3 < 7| X1 =21, X0 = 22
= Plzy 4+ z2+ h(r1,22) < 7| X1 = 21, X2 = 29]
= Iz + 22+ h(z1,22) < 7]
= Iz} + 23 < 10].

Notice that (1, z2) > 1/2 if and only if 22 + 22 < 10, so we obtain the desired Bayes
classifier. The joint density of (X1, X2, X3) is

f(z1,z0,23) = e 1221 [h(xy, 2) = x3].

Solution 1.3

(a) There are two versions of implementation for the perceptron algorithm: find a thereshold
function without or with the intercept term. The latter one corresponds to augmenting
each original data vector () by an additional component 1 and then run the perceptron
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Figure 1: Results of running perceptron algorithms without and with intercept term. When
the algorithm still makes mistakes on the data set, the data vector with the smallest index is
chosen for update of weight vector.

algorithm without the intercept. See scripts perceptron.m and perceptron_script.m for
details.

The results are visualized in figure 1. Perceptron algorithm without intercept converges
in 8 iterations for this data set. However, the theoretical bound is 834155 iterations,
which is far from being tight. For perceptron with intercept, the algorithm terminates
in 15 iterations and the thereshold bound is 25056.

(b) Similar to part (a), there are also two versions of SVM. See scripts svm.m and svm_script.m
for details. The left panel of figure 2 shows that SVM without intercept is not a real
maximum-margin classifier in this data set: its boundary lies closer to one class of data
than another class. This’s just because the boundary has been restricted to go through
the origin. On the other hand, the boundary produced by SVM with intercept lies
exactly in the middle of two classes (see right panel of figure 2).

Solution 1.4
(a) Assume X ~ f1 = N(u1,1), together with linearity of expectation, we have
Ep [(X —p)(X =)' =51 = Z7Ep [(X —p)(X — )] =572 = Iy
= Ep [S7M(X —p)(X —m)'] =1
= tr(Ep 71X — )X —w)T]) =tr(Iy) =d
= Ep [tr (S7HX —p)(X —p)T)] =d
= Ep [(X — )" S7HX — )] =d.
Similarly, Ef, [(X — p1)TS51 (X — p1)] = tr (£5'%4). Since
(X = p12) "85 (X = pi2) = (X = pn) + (1 — p2)" S5 (X = ) + (1 — po2))
= (X = p)T8y (X = ) + 20 — p2) TS5 N (X — ) + (1 — p2) "85 (1 — paa),
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Figure 2: Results of running SVM without and with intercept term.

taking expectation on both sides gives us
Ef [(X —p2) S5 1 (X = p2)] = o0 (35150) + (1 — p2) 25 (11 — poa).

Note that D(fi|f2) can be written as Ey, [log fl EX”, where the expectation is taken
over X ~ fi. For fi = N(u1,%1) and fo = N(u2, X2),

o 11X |52 2exp { = 3(X — p)TETH(X — 1)}
2 [le iy | = B i e (43~ p2) TS5 (X — o)}
! log E} 4 2B (X — )5 (X — ) = (X — o) TS X — )]

1
= [lo ﬁ +tr (50) + (1 — p2) 25 (1 — p2) — d} ;

where in the last equation we plug in the two identities derived earlier.
An alternative way is to express the multivariate Gaussian distribution in the form of
exponential family, and then explore the general formula of the Kullback-Leibler diver-

gence for exponential family. Assume X ~ N(u,X), then its density can be reformed
as

f(@]0) = exp{(0,T(x)) — A0)},
where 0 = (61,62), T(z) = (T1(z), Ta(z)) and

="t | 6=
1
Ti(x) = —§$$T , Th(zx)==
1
AlO) = 5 [dlog(2m) — log 61| + 63 67 '65]
1 —
= 3 [dlog(2m) + log |S| + p" £~ ] .



The general formula of the Kullback-Leibler divergence for exponential family is well-
known:

D016%) = &y, [tog 0] = a0%) - ) + (.0 - 7).

where ! = Eg, [T(X)).

In our case,

and
pt=En[T(X)] = (Ep[T(X)),Epq[T2(X))
1
= (Eﬁ {—QXXT] Ej, Pﬂ)
1 T
= —5(214-#1#1),#1 :
Therefore,
1 _ _ _ _
(0" = 0%) = =St ((Sr+ papn) (B0 = 5570) + a1 (B0 = 35 o)
1 1 _ 1 _ _ _
= —§d+ §tr (22 121) + 2;5 (El 1y 25 1) 1 — M{ZQ Lo,

Put all together,

D) = W)~ A@Y) + (u.0" —6?)
:+u222 po — pi Sy | + (', 0" = 6%)
|

1
[lo
1 2

- [log = +tr (25150) 4+ (u — p2) TS5 (i — po) — d|

%2
=
R

Denote fi = N(u41,%) and f- = N(u—1, %), then f = pfi + (1 —p)f- is the marginal
density of X. Hence,

E[Vn(X)(1-n(X))] = /VU(x)(l—n(w))f(fv)d:v

pfi(@) (- p)f (@)
/ ¢ @ fwy W
— Vo= p) [ VE@ @
1
= \/7/ d/2|2|1/2exp{—4h(x)} dz,

where h(2) = (v — p1) TS @ — pga) + (2 — p-1) TS @ — poa).




Denote i = (41 + p—1)/2 and complete the square for h(z),

M) = 20— @S - ) g (e — )5 i)
= 20— )" (@ — ) + D(psalp-1):

Plug h(z) back into the computation, we obtain

EVACOT =100 = Vo= plesp {1 Dlunllu-n) b x

[ eyt
— Vo= pen {~ Dl |

where in the first equation we recognize the integrand is the density of N (i, ).

Solution 1.5

(a) The Lagrangian function is

L) = SIOIE+CY o+ 3 (10— g6, o)
i=1 i=1

1 n ] ) n n
= 5”‘9”3 - <‘97 Zaiy(z)$(l)> +D vi(C—a)+ ) o
i=1 i=1 i=1

L1(6; ) La(v;a)
The dual function
= inf L(0 = inf L(6; f L i
q() oeRy,lveR" L(0,v;a) = GIEDR 1(6; oz)—Fvlen+ 2(v; @) +Za

i=1
L1(0; a) is a quadratic function of § so it is minimized at 6 = 37" | a;y D2,

inf Lo(v; o) =

veERY

0 if a; < C, Vi
—oo otherwise.

Put them together,

q(a) = {_% 2ij=1 ajazy Pyt <$(Z > +> 00 ifa; <CVE

—00 otherwise.
The dual program is

maxq,cRrn —onzozy i) (7)< > Za,

,j=1
such that 0 < o; <C Vi=1,...,n



(b) The modified primal program is

. 1 2 -
migepa e per HlI0I5+C Y vi
=1

Il
J—‘
=

such that y @ ((9, 2@y + b) >1—v; Vi

Its Lagrangian function is

1 n n , A A
LOvb0) = SI0B+CD v+ ai (1—vi—y D0, 20) - yDp)

i=1 i=1
= L(0,v;a) + <—b2aiy(i)>
i=1
L3(b; @)

Therefore, the dual function ¢(a) = infgeRdmeRi L(6,v; ) + infper L3(b; ). Note that

0 it Sy =0
inf L (b; a) :{ 2 i iy

beR —oo0 otherwise.

Combined with the result in part (a), the dual function associated with this modified
program is

(@) -1 D=1 oy Dyl) <x(i),x(j)> 3 i i ey =0and o; < O, Vi
o) = :
1 —00 otherwise.

The corresponding dual program is

max,cpn _% Zn: aiayy Dy <x<i>7$<j>> n zn:ai
=1

ij=1
such that 0 < o; <C Vi=1,...,n

Zn: ay™ =0
i=1

Solution 1.6
(a) By the definition of PSD kernel function, the matrix K € R?*2 formed as

K(z™M, x(l)) K(x(l),x(Q))
- [K(:c@), ) K(z®,z2)

is symmetric and PSD. Hence its determinant is nonnegative,

K| = KW, zMK@E®,2?) - KW, 2K, M)
K(zW, K (z®,2?) — K(zM), 2(2))?
> 0,

which immediately implies the desired inequality.



(b) It boils down to show that given any M 2@ 2 e S the matrix K € R"*"
with entries K;; = K(z(),200)) = <<I>(x(i)), <I>(x(j))> is symmetric and PSD. Since K;; =
<<I>(m(i)),<b(x(j))> = <<I)(a:(j)),(1>(m(i))> = Kj;, K is symmetric. The property of being
PSD follows from the fact that for any given a € R",

a’'Ka = zn:aiaj<q’($(i))aq)(x(j))>

4,j=1

= <§”: a;® (™), z”: ajCD(:Jc(j))>
i=1 j=1

2

Vv
o

i=1 7=1 k=1
d d d

= Zzzl‘iﬁ?jwk%wyk
i=1 j=1 k=1

d

1,7,k=1

If we define a mapping ® : R? — R® where ®(z) = (xile“k)?,j,k:p then K(xz,y) =
(®(x), ®(y)). Therefore, K is PSD by part (b).

(d) Note that the kernel function K(A, B) = 2"Bl = |P(AN B)| counts the number of
common subsets A and B share. It motivates us to define a mapping ® : § — {0, 1}'3 |
where the image of a set A is indexed by all subsets of €2:

O(A)y =1[U C A], where U € S.
It follows that
K(A,B) = [P(ANB)
= Y IUC AnB]
UesS
= ) IU C AJI[U C B]
UeS

= Y a(Ape(By
UeS
= (2(4), B(B)).



Therefore, K is PSD by part (b).
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