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ABSTRACT

ABSTRACT

In recent years, machine learning models, especially deep neural networks, have achieved as-
tonishing success in various fields, e.g. finance, education, and biology. Along with the devel-
opment of these technologies, there is an increasing need for a deeper understanding of their
underlying mechanisms, capabilities, and limitations. A key question in statistical machine
learning theory is how to accurately characterize the generalization ability of randomized learn-
ing algorithms. Classical learning theory derives uniform convergence generalization bounds
based on metrics of hypothesis space complexity. An alternative approach assesses general-
ization ability from the perspective of stability, which is evaluated as the sensitivity of the
algorithm to certain perturbations in the training data. However, these methods often depend
on the complexity of the hypothesis space or certain strong assumptions, making them unsuit-

able or overly pessimistic for modern deep neural networks.

Recent research has discovered that leveraging the mutual information between the training
dataset and the hypothesis leads to generalization bounds under weaker assumptions, which
can also characterize certain properties of the data distribution or the learning algorithm. Fur-
thermore, by incorporating conditional mutual information analysis within the supersample
framework, the issue of unbounded mutual information caused by continuous invertible for-
ward propagation functions can be addressed, resulting in computationally tractable general-
ization bounds based on network predictions. Information-theoretic generalization analysis
methods have gained significant attention among global scholars, and have become one of the
primary approaches for analyzing the generalization abilities of modern deep learning models.
However, existing works still have various limitations in terms of computational tractability,
tightness of generalization bounds, and applicability of theoretical results. This dissertation
focuses on information-theoretic generalization analysis for randomized learning algorithms,
exploring generalization properties in various classical learning scenarios, overcoming major
limitations of current theoretical results, and constructing a computable, high-precision, and
broadly applicable information-theoretic generalization analysis framework. The major con-

tributions of this dissertation can be divided into:

(1) Computationally Tractable Generalization Bounds via Kernelized Rényi’s Entropy.

To address the issue that existing generalization bounds based on traditional Shannon’s in-
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formation measures are computationally intractable in practice, a novel information measure,
named kernelized Rényi’s entropy, is proposed. It can be directly approximated with finite data
points, regardless of the dimensionality of the corresponding random variables, and is still com-
patible with the existing generalization analysis framework based on Shannon’s entropy. The
existing generalization results for iterative and noisy learning algorithms, e.g. SGLD and SGD,
are successfully extended with kernelized Rényi’s entropy, resulting in tighter and computa-
tionally tractable generalization bounds based on gradient covariance metrics. Additionally,
to address the computational burden of eigenvalue decomposition required by matrix-based
Rényi’s entropy, fast approximations with theoretically optimal convergence rates based on
trace estimation and polynomial approximation techniques are proposed, ensuring the com-

putability of related generalization results.

(2) Loss Entropy Induced High-probability Generalization Bounds. To address the is-
sue that existing generalization error bounds based on high-dimensional mutual information
measures are computationally intractable and need to be tightened, a novel low-dimensional
information-theoretic generalization measure, named loss entropy, is proposed. It only in-
volves one-dimensional random variables, and thus can be directly estimated using kernel
density estimation or binning methods, completely solving the problem of computational in-
tractability in related works. Upon loss entropy, relative theoretical results are successfully ex-
tended to data-independent generalization scenarios, significantly improving the tightness and
computational tractability of generalization bounds based on information bottleneck measures,
and providing new theoretical insights into the generalization behavior of the minimum error
entropy criterion. Furthermore, existing generalization results for data-dependent generaliza-
tion scenarios are improved under the leave-one-out and supersample frameworks, providing
high-probability generalization bounds based on loss entropy. This is the first computationally
tractable high-probability information-theoretic generalization bound, and is also significantly

tighter than existing works in various classical learning scenarios.

(3) A Unified Generalization Framework for Non-pointwise Learning. To address the issue
that existing information-theoretic generalization bounds for traditional supervised pointwise
learning scenarios are no longer applicable to non-pointwise learning scenarios, e.g. contrastive
learning, the first information-theoretic generalization framework for non-pointwise learning
paradigms is proposed. Firstly, by utilizing the superadditivity of mutual information to decom-

pose the expected generalization error and adopting a bottom-to-top reduction, the challenge of

v



ABSTRACT

non-i.i.d. loss terms in non-pointwise learning is overcome. Next, by adopting an independent
decomposition of the supersample variables, generalization bounds based on low-dimensional
mutual information measures are derived, completely solving the dimensional explosion chal-
lenge in extending existing results within the supersample framework. The results apply to any
bounded non-pointwise loss functions, encompassing pointwise, pairwise, triplet, and higher-

order learning paradigms, all within a unified framework.

(4) Information-theoretic Analysis and Algorithm Design for Domain Generalization. To
address the issue that existing generalization bounds based on the traditional i.i.d. sample
assumption are no longer applicable to domain generalization or other out-of-distribution sce-
narios, a high-probability domain generalization analysis framework is proposed under the lens
of information theory. Firstly, using the global population risk as a bridge, the domain gen-
eralization error is decomposed into source-domain and target-domain generalization errors.
The following analysis then derives information-theoretic generalization bounds for them re-
spectively, identifying the key mutual information measures that affect the domain generaliza-
tion performance of learning algorithms. Subsequently, aligning inter-domain gradients and
representations jointly constitutes a sufficient condition for domain generalization. Based on
these findings, the IDM algorithm is proposed for domain generalizaion, and the PDM method
improves over existing distribution matching methods based on low-order moments, together
improving the overall performance from 68.7% to 71.2% compared to the traditional ERM

method on the DomainBed benchmark.

KEY WORDS: Information Theory; Statistical Learning Theory; Generalization Analysis;
Contrastive Learning; Domain Generalization

TYPE OF DISSERTATION: Theoretical Research
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BT RBAEH . PAC-Bayesian J7 75 H McAllester?” fl1 Shawe Z5B9 4], J5 HH Catoni
PR RS .. ETEBRRZA T HEAREAFHIE T B AR M, H45iE
RV oA LA A BRI 22 S 5. MR T U 8 B B sl vk dsoe th e, 5 Bk
Gy R OTVE S F T BARIR R 2 IR, LA S SR B W] R

1.2 W5 H . Pk = X

FETHE DR 75545 T EWAMEE BT 2 00, ©Oh 0 i AR
B AR I R —. R, A TARERG BT v EE. 2Rz
flivh I B SO DL PR 45 B ad 1 257 AT A AR 2 R IR, HAARSR I F

(1D ZHEFARUEMRKRBEE: HAr, 5 TE SRR Sk EAR 2l
55 I ZRAEAS AN 1) Shannon FLAZ JEIT @ 283210 SR, O TR B P 28 I 28 452
MW, AN EAR R S AEE LSRRI, H1 T Shannon J§ & SCIF [l
AJRRYE, 2w B A5 DS UL BT E, LS BB REERY, &
B R EAN IR E S L bR o LSS AR W 220, VA AER S AR T (1) 5 B
ZALRE

(2) ZHLEFAETABEBR )RR I AR S BN E Bt AT
MM T-45 2% PR 20 Subgaussian 451 UL A — S8 SC S &, 045 JR) SRR S iUk
(Local Gradient Sensitivity). Jaifi#fi5 /5 Z (Local Gradient Variance). J&jilifii 2k
WUBHE: (Local Value Sensitivity) 45034, JEF Rk 5 E =20 E A A ™ 5§
B T Bz AR, Mk 2: 7 SEbrda 3 e o
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(3) HEREFREHUEERRMREE: —J7m, SurkE THE B iz o rHESEAUR £
T M A B L 2% 2] (Pointwise Learning) 37 5¢, Joikdh e 2 75 B 2% [EFEAR
()4 A 9% R B A 2% 2] (Pairwise Learning) BY 5 — M ) £ s 24 2115, AL HEXT
tt2# 2] (Contrastive Learning). [ & %% >] (Metric Learning). HF/5 %% (Ranking
Algorithm) 2535 W2 15t 53— J71H, HATHIE SRz A ENe 45 K 2 36 T 58
FEA R PRAL[H] 434 (Independently and Identically Distributed, i.i.d.) %, E#5)
LS ] Sy st o LAAS 2 A2
EERZ A E A LA I SR BRI, AR SCE Je 5 B B ] v S X v ), o
e R LRFEATS I, AR A n A A AR IR, I 45 SRR Al v BL R 2 1
I RAEAR BT S B PR e AT AL L, $E iAo BRI nl v e b — 2D Hh, 45
B A0 IR AL T AR e S AR A BTSSR 380 T 0% S AR AR 5 2 il HE
ARz R ZE B S, R A BRAR B /ME % 228 (Minumum Error Entropy) #E N4 {1
TS e Bz A B SR ANEBUR R BR Y, AR SCE 2R TR R %
SR QIR SR E A SO 2 RSP et oS AN TR e O L R DANS - S R e S Rt Sl e 9 )
FEALE (Supersample Setting) 73 HrHeAR, 732 B B BURZ A EAvEs 3F— 204, £1x)
ST RS BENLEAAC SR, SINER BE U 7 22 A B AR AT BB 5 7 2 i, BASK
BEORS i th %1 ) HL 2% 2] #13JF (Learning Trajectory), [ B 52 Sz AL PR RE I OCRE R 32 o
X BE 45 B3 VG JR BR A, A8 SCTHT ) S8 A6 1) @A 2 T 45 B Rz A 2 T HEZE,
T T BE TP R sl NG T I B 0 A e 2, St 17 28T 20 A6 5% 1 ez A0 S0
SEIAHANAE (Domain Invariant) FRAER H )R SE—20Hh, Ry sSpim BRI 45 B
WIZ A ITHELS, PRZE BT AL AMRARS S B YL I B, $h I 15 Al 5 iz A 45
KA SAFE ST, X2 R )55 2 pi 2% X I st L B (b
2020 4 IEEE James Massey 238 #4435, WA B T 22 5 #4% Yury Polyanski 783 % 3%
(Information Theory: From Coding to Learning) H 45 : 5B RS FEIHLA = I EA
MR REC O ER, BAE BRIk, AR RAR DL S S g vH L 2 > i B A R A
T — B AR EE, HAS S (Mutual Information). f-#{J% (f-Divergence), J& &4 (Met-
ric Entropy) 4545 S S AE NI 72 N H TR G vt v 1) dse /D B R W Sics & (Minimax
Rate). IR EH G SICHTHESE, Gt MARRERaNL Y ) Bk, JEHE R M
24 Wz AR ) S BB LA AR B, I )3 A1 1) 45U/ 73 A b (Out-of-Distribution, OOD)
AT LR AR, BRI
g b, ABFRA BT AT R QU IR T AL AL SR R, IR
BEALS ) SR AR RE OCBE DR 2= I BEAW s A7 B TR i I 15 R R IR o ey AL P i
S 4 Hi B 1 3 al e SR T2 IR Uz Ak o AT RE S, RS 1 1) 45 S8 I ML 27 > Sk
PG 57T A B TR ) 22 500 S BE BRIz AL AT HESY, SR 2 T



1 4%

B ) S e M DA AR e PER B R M e S0 b, AR B T vk HAT oot g
DRBE AL SRR, SR DAT BN EE 2 A e TR, B2 4 R gttt
FHALTEER s BE—P s, BT Rk R ROz A o 2 ik, S AN AR R AL
A AL, $ETHRENLA: X IR A ANZ AR RE . 25 ERTE, WSS Raetlsm FREAL
SR AR, BENE AR BB AR AT A B KGR Iz A iR = B R
S AN RE OB IA 22, ATy SE A H oy A 55 R SR Rz A AT D o o0 DL DR Bk ) il
ISR, ARE I EERAR, Sl S T B R 2 2 2] S AU PERE I B JE A, ke
U R e BAR K A e SR AHUB L ROBT ik

1.3 [ A ST ELIR

DAL A5 BB R AL BAE 0 o o2k, AT VRGBT (5 B AR SC Bz Ak 20 # 2
WHIR S THM AL, TR N 55 SoRTBe ARM BeAE ) 7 b

1.3.1 15 e ige it 2% > #ie fit iR

5 BB 0] 1 Shannon!'7E 20 40 40-50 4EAXEE S, WM BRIR. 8. fFhf
FAERPEAIL T — A A8 I BEAHE SR o Shannon Jl I 22 FPOAS [A] (145 5L BE 1B 20 1) 1 X 245 8
AR FE IR PR P 7. 2 T 58 S8 B AW NS B R Za i IR, 7570 A ANUL RS IS ]
SR AR 4 (B KL 8, Kullback-Leibler Divergence) Ffim; HAw EUZIm T 15 EAE
ANTTRELRA S BT SEAL A R R

BN S, 52 5z AL RE ) AR IAE SLAT PR A R b e A TR] R e, 17y 2228
AMEARRE SRR RE S X AT BRI IR B — R, RIFEPT A e R UG
WIZREE R B, N P Fe e P B s . X “Iefi]” 00— Fh AR 2, AN E
P B BB, Wz s . 36 TE Bz A r BoRIE a5 B = 41
(AL 27 ) HE Rz e 2, i e AR B3R 7TixX— 58, 53—
B SRZ A AN, A5 Bzl BSOS R R e i, i
SRR A8 2 2 SEVE S B o3 A AR . SRR A T 2 T B R LA M PAC-Bayesian 2
W THRT . B AT  4e M 2 2 A 22 B SR IE

ST UL ERAR, Xu SEPSIETA AR & B IR m T AR XS 65 ) Donsker-Varadhan 42
o320, T BRI ZR A8 1) 1) T A S 20 2 S SR R U AS B, M T
LT Shannon HAF RS SEMZWRZE EFL . Z TAETHLN Russo ZERTBLIR 25 B —
Fh—mebEdn i, H 28 ROR AN BT A = M (Subgaussianity) B T, AT
HAE B E M T HiE N EPE 9T (Adaptive Data Analysis) H I A8 w25 5. b
K10 8 TR A e vt S 1 —MEE S e, R SR Y UK, B g 56
N A BRAR B TR T () — MR . (B3RS, 15 B DGz A 0 A BEAR I Kk e A

5
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PEHTAR KRR 47 F PAC-Bayesian AHICHF 9T 3248 . Russo 252719 i =2 21 H 5 PAC-
Bayesian 72 1k _FFt R AHAUME, 3148 Y PAC-Bayesian 5 H & N 504 20 81 2 18] 1) 52 i B
Fo Xu FERS TAERASL T GeihHlds 7 215 Russo SERTR &5 B2 (a1 OCHk, IR IR %
FAHE B TAFREA T HUR R . fEILZ T, Raginsky S5BOHE S T 15 BB A B %
FaE iz A EFL, LU AN I ZRFEA (A (0 BLAS o) B . ERTTE RO
SR AT 2 Shawe SFECO TAE, FL RSB T-Je 50 (0 =aia 4 T DU S0 3]
I PAC 5. McAllester®13E— 04 ILHE) 2] — G B . )5 SEWTIUAE L RR Al 4k 2k
FREBLST e — BT T HOE VG 5 B . T, PAC-Bayesian J7 ik 2 X 7t
PURAZ A ZE AT 20, Hor g i F )72 0-1 B2k o ZhanglO L T- A5 B HASE A
(Information Exponential Inequality) FHICE5 A, A he 1 T [ 38 400K R £ vz 40 B 5

FRBTTET, 71— A2 2 RE NG P S BR RS BT (Information
Bottleneck) J7¥EM . HARTIF, HEHMAAZE XY, Hd X2, Yafhit. HH
PRAE TR T, e X WRgahcAs, HNATE 3000 Yo 5 SRS 3 AC AL
T AT Py X THRTEES >0, f

P’}‘X:argn]}ax{I(T; Y)—-p-I(X;T)}. (1-1)
T|X

Heb, BER ITY) fis TRpA TS (Sufficiency), BPH TR EEH BT
Ty B4R B 10G ) Wi T T Kb (Minimality),  RIEECET 4k 4 8 J5 4G5 A
XHPHEERE. 280 g TE 2 EP . s SIS 4 iLHI %5, Shwartz
U BIRSHEAA B TR Ge 22 21, Rl ma e iz il % . &0l SLik
i5¢, Shwartz ZEHIY LS N 28 I 2RI FE AN B B A Bl: B e 2 Ea B, tef
Bh (T Y) 5 10X T) 9738, ATM 23845 R ARk R 2 )5 & R 4ipr B, Bty
Bh I(T; Y) A I(X, T) FFURIRCN, 045 4822 ) B R 460 2 A0 RIFIRAIE R R
Achille MR — 2k & 171X —B, 1840 10 I WAL TR AT R 4 He 4 1R IR 3R 0
JE#E 7 T H 5 PAC-Bayesian #HR IR . Saxe ZEMINFSE T L& 5 4600 B AFALE,
ARG IR A7 e, HARAR KRR S BH T BARSCIL AN Y . Goldfeld 54E Ji5 4
TARESInh P R e T 55 DML 7 2] 7775 . Kawaguchi ZFHOIgE 7 7 AL T
& SISz A B e F 5

1.3.2 IR SCMfE Rz eirzE LA

TS BRZALHE SR, T2 B 2R H b 2 WS S Nz iR 2= |
Fto Russo 5PN Xu I TAE R T IS B, AFUIZREdt S5 Bcse A 1 BLA5 Sk
H IR AR ZE I — P EAN BE vk . LA S T H 22 T Donsker-Varadhan 7% 7y
FER AT 1 — P A, X AR o] LT Ak 22 1 1) 38 FH e 25 1) PAC-Bayesian

6



1 4%

A EFHETO1, Rodriguez SEPOYE G 2 TAEHIRER T 2 FiANFEDE A s Witk , X
SOl i 0] 3 1) 5 Xu P TAEARIRZ AL 5t o Hellstrom S5EBUHES 72T {8 KL
WU Bz AL B3, X7 Rl I8 3 21 McAllester®2 1) T AE, HEEMAE N R a5 B i 1t
25 W RS2 AR ZE Al T o Jiao AEBN B I T U SS T B IS N s 23
b B3t HoATE— ) 2 RIS S B

SR, T INGREE S AR R BLAE Sz A AR 2 W 8 B alRE LG A1 E
W= I B S B N S BENL AR &, H LB DR € USRI, Donsker-
Varadhan 2% ) 38 75 T 52 3R [N 2658 B 446 01 I 4P (Absolute Continuity) AN 3. Bu
SEBNRZR T R LT BENL 745 (Randomized-subset) £ A FIfg vk 77 %8, A H W11
SeMEE e U AR B AL 1 AR08 e A B o KRR T V2 ) — bl BRA 0 A A A
A (Individual-sample) J77%, BIREHL A0 BENLIE SR RANFEA . REEARBE ) 5
L T AREDS 05T A HAth N T 37 5t . Harutyunyan S5PSS4R 4R %R T BENL 72205714
IEAS B T, FRH T Rl ARz A B S TR, DLRAMARREA BAF B
TEHTFHES P2 R Z R . Aminian S50V INE 5 5 A 5 25 FERH AL
T, fERE R TR THEER ESR.

Raginsky %5061 — 20 5T Wasserstein JF &5 @ T 5kt tE, HES 73T
Wasserstein P& (17240 3. BARTIT S, & IIZREE P I 38 AN FEAS O 4 o0 oA e A,
7 ) BRI IR FE B B o3 AT AN R A KA Gl TS Wasserstein PHES &) o Win-
tenberger® LT 55 A fr AN S HE T T AT RIS Z 1K Oracle 435530, Lopez Z5621H
Wang Z51031% B A7 G T 5E T SRt L A8 ) 25 11 20 A1 N34 25 53 A 18] Wasserstein
PRSIz AL R, IX L g B S 424F Rodriguez ZRO4 ) TAE b SAMAREAR B AR IS &, 15
BT BRI AR ZAGTE S5 R . Aminian SECOE— DR FIME R B B T, O AEXTRR
VAT TRz B . BJE, Clerico SRR BE X F AR 21 545 HLASMY
fa S, U T 35T Wasserstein #5555 U 8z 10 B

A T 1) S B S N2 AR ZE 2 R RS T AR 4S: Alabdulmohsinl®®4¢ T —
Rl 1) B A3 2 B R SR A — B0z RS, JERE R T LT Xu SR8 AR T2
7 (Total Variation) [f]— #4814 . Hafez-Kolahi 207N KA ff B 58 T 3+ 48 5 Ak
PR — PR AE Bz A ST . Aminian 5842 H T L) Jensen-Shannon #{
JEE D BEAR ) A FEAT AR A A R — PO BRIE SRS « Modak Z819915E T Rényi R 4
T Xu PG RARR, FERE LR e 8 A R )z 4k B S Aminian £5U02%
JE T2 RZER b EAL, $eft 7R B A B 2 - iU S 2 M s RS R B
Raginsky U315 B soe iz b L3 AT 7 4118 . Sefidgaran E725] A
T H R H (Rate-distortion) FHICHE iR T. H . Esposito 257345 4072 A 7 5 s % A
ANEEZ (Transportation-cost Inequalities) FIHES AL T Bl A, ZHEZE 0 H#E) 2RI TATE
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HUE R (WHAFE) Bzt L5 . Wongso ZEM4 P12 1 13T —4kBa LB 2 U A 5.
G, JFABR A ST T H S A AR R . Chu S5V I 2 A2 3 A1 Young AN
AR TR E RS BB A AR BUHELE . Hafez S5U7H1 Xu SE784f 5 1 DL f07
27 2 i /N AU (Minimum Excess Risk) ) 5. 4L Hafez 257E S T i Kb
FEE AR ()45 i B, Dogan S5O IIHE S 1 S SR B8 200 XU () T St

1.3.3 T Bl EmiRz iz AR

S R SO Rz A2 B B (1R 16 B AU v R A AR B AR 5 2 S RE IR & o0 A T
XA Rt RO R 45 R . fESLbrigsed, AATEFE AR5 28 m— Ak
], TGRS BN FLSE S Ao ERAE DL, AT G i a2 2 o Sk AE ey s 258
£ BRI AR, T AREREAN B oA BRI, teAh, BTSRRI RR ], A
ATT3E 8 AN ORVE B UGB AT 5 2 SR I As 2 R 2 R s iz A bE e, k2 st X 5
EIRERERE . DRI, 53— MRS E AR S AR o A b DL e R 0 2 A R 22 1 B
1w LS. £ELL Shawe 25691 McAllester® XK ¥) PAC-Bayesian yZ AL 73 M1 SCik Y, £
Bz A E 20 RSN TAR RS € RS, 2 ) FR ST IR AR 2 . o5 —Fb
BT MRz A R A IR SRS 70 A N 2z A iR 2= MR o0 A, Bk R
LI (Single-draw) 15 B . 28 F (S B8 1 PAC-Bayesian SCHR SR A5 A H L

I H 5 £ B WL A5 5K, (Exponential Stochastic Inequality) JE4772 4k b A 4E T i AR
Al IEW 2] Zhang?* H CatoniBPU I FFEIVE TAF, XL8 AR5 2L TR 218 01k
PAC-Bayesian 72t _E A8 — B 20 1 Germain ZEH4085-80145 1 fR 2k T AR @ 45 A 7t
P R E ) O BT PR — 2P 45 T R T AN R B S Al KL RS Iz Ak b FB788
Foong SFBIER T S b 5L BB S HO B O iy 10F— 25 2dk % [A) . McAllester>2 i
S A KL SEHES T R4 B Hellstrom SEP08E— 05T T2 4k B¢
WO RO AE R, IR T B LIRS . Jang FEPVIE I 5 ASEZE 2% 2] (Online
Learning) H'[1)#% M (Coin-betting) HELL IR | FH 40 K 1¥) PAC-Bayesian iZ ft, -5, Bé-
gin WL b B R AR FE B MWD RS 4 i 42 Rényi #8EE, I Alquier Z81481gE— 30
R DA TR . Ohnishi ZF0200 3 T £-85RE 1 i A2 #: AN 55 3K (Change of Mea-
sure Inequality) M H7F PAC-Bayesian 2 6 EF N HIEEAT T &M g . 2T 2R
I3 B MO S 30 - Ambroladze Z5P3 5| N, JFAE 5 22 TAE 43 21 22 I JEleo-829497
Seeger®™Mfi | T —FARBUR IR, I — 4107 B A B R AR LA 2 S8 00 . 12200
K fL (Differential Privacy) FAEE MK 56 5 i Dziugaite 2553 H , 1 f7 Rivasplata 2514914
7T ERARE MRS . CatoniP S Lever S5 1N 1& T 70 A1 A1) SE 50 o

7E F I PAC-Bayesian 2 LT 7752 4h, CatoniPUill i AU AR TRT )5
B FRLORAIAE 2 A 5o Rivasplata SEMVEENT T B RAMAEZ AT I ANSE S, JLAE Hell-



1 4%

strom 5 (1) )5 4 TAEPOSTIONq G 21— 04 5918 . Esposito #1021 L Holder AN5%
A2 R T R 2 A gh S . Xu ZEP8ISE T Bassily 51 TAEN S 10 1
T B RE E Y

A 1T 1) A R 2 A5 22 2 ) ER S T AR B FE: Germain ZEBS 1045048 T
PAC-Bayesian 3¢5 DUt iR KL IENLATEE R . Catoni Z5UONS 8 T WP 455048 &
f\] PAC-Bayesian [ %t. Alquier! 10711 #7453 2 Ab BTG A4 K R %, Catoni 251081
T —FhFadd i 2 el £ DA AL # 5 2 40 AT « Holland!' 1 HE S T 5 2 51 2K ) PAC-Bayesian
S AR SCERRL ST —FOBY Gibbs JE 5. Biggs S5 UMOE I ) A1) P 7EME E 2 i
1930 T T AR I B ) 5t . Herbrich Z5MMIAN Langford 250214 S T 3622 3 1l
MR ES, IX AT b Biggs S5 T KRNI IZ A E 5. Audibert
UL R CHUR 5 PAC-Bayesian HURMH 456 . FBIH, Asadi Z5UPIET 2 AT
S THEZ A EFL, 1 Clerico S5 OMIHET T 55 — Mgl PAC L5, Yang 5161
T+ Rademacher i FE#E S T HRIE IS ] PAC-Bayesian ' %t. Saunshi 51T TH
K Rademacher & 7% 5 ¥ JG I B4 LU 3R 7 2% 2] (Contrastive Unsupervised Representation
Learning) 1172 fb_E 5. Mgk B4k 4 Nozawa S5EMEIHE)™, #4321 T 3@ A T JEMT7 [ 7 A 2
5 (1) PAC-Bayesian 24k 3¢, 3453 T B KR 2 Bk vt - Mhammedi 26U M T
T4 XU M (Conditional Value at Risk) [f] PAC-Bayesian 721t [ %t. Chérief 12005
BT A% 5> H 9w 2% (Variational Auto-Encoders, VAE) i #4)% 7% ) PAC-Bayesian 72 1t
LS WS T 48 VAE HAREIE WAL RN . Mbacke S5U2UESL T B2 VAE [ PAC-
Bayesian | 5%, Mbacke U2 ST T X HTAE BB (Generative Adversarial Models).
Haddouche 512312 &1 FAT (R B MO G BBl )8 2%, T 26T B A8 B BCE L T IR
2 AL . Haddouche 251241 2E B8 (Supermartingales) £ AR 2 T 5 2 451 2k BRELN)
=%t Haddouche %5251 Viallard 512614 H T JET- Wasserstein PF 2§ ¥) PAC-Bayesian 2
o b5, XL FRUE R A, I FE ISR ik HAw

1.3.4 B FBEAEATCRIE Sz tb 15

DA EAH G AR B 22 0 45 R 38 e B /e e JE S VAR ¥, LA PR A5 T~ Donsker-
Varadhan 2% 73 /R I FLAG BB R0 AL o AP HTEEE ORIz 4k B3, i Bu 55045
NP RN SR BCAAFEARE R A fE— e B RSt i) &, R HCRGIRAI R A e X T
AR s A, NN GRFEA BT %45 1) Shannon {5 8 B W RE & L. Ak, Steinke
ERAGN T R T AR AR MZ AL 7%, JLEAR T IE ] 22 AudibertB®*1F1 CatoniB! 1)
TAE, JEAYEH T/ PAC-Bayesian 3216 F A W5 2 o fEHFEARES T, 20 AR
PO 2R 5 R A ) HAS L, 2 E AR BRI TR 20 I 2 5 DAt () A A
A [A) PR EAR I, K2 S SRR B N R S A B 4 B AR B, DUERIIE S



X3 B R 2545 E 3 AL

Steinke Z5EBA [ TAETTIR T iZAELE N IR 22 AT 45 IR, BdE ISR R T 4%
4 H 15 K. (Conditional Mutual Information, CMI) SZII BN SICR vz AL 22 B, DA
[ ) o S0 R R A 4 e B3t . Hellstrom S5E5BUHE) 1 386118 H ™ R 250 — A1 KL #0%
[K)iz 4k £ 3¢, Haghifam Z5ERR T i MIBENL TSR EERTE B FEAHESE RN ], X ue
45 RAE Ja 8 TAEPOSIp G 21— 58 3% . Hellstrom %5715 Griinwald 524k MR T
T AT AR PAC-Bayesian 2 16 5L, %45 14E Bernstein 418 25 1 PRI SL
P CMI Kb 1) PAC-Bayesian I 5. Hellstrom ZEB7HE)™ T LA W@ T 15 R
A H AT Esposito 21045 A CMI B30E F Y JE

Steinke ZE0B ) TAEFR AT ABCBOAS B il 3R ()05 S A A iz A 22 ) i B A7 A0
MRS EE . B, REEA: 2] W26 TR I AFAEVE 2 XK, DRIEAS [ (PR 15 T AR IA 58 4
AETR] ) Tl e 45, X bt BRVE 2075 CMI iz 4k A3 BEARS LT, AT 2245 3
54 8 D0 6 A B 2 (L EL AR Gz Ak B SR T IR 5 I8, Steinke S5E0211 1 fig
H T VP 4 1F EAS B (Evaluated CMI, e-CMI) PN, B #0090 4 1 (K52 B R
AE IR R, SR, LT e-CMI BB URE S IRZ A B AH LU AL 48 CMI HEQL i 2%
SR T BB WM T VEORE T AR AS 25 HOR [R5 2R AR R R B 2 B Ay
G, NIMEZRTS TP ZERTRRVEINBE )T o 25T e-CMI [P JRAR, 5 2 T AES158.128-1300 g
— B T T M T E SR E A, S T R R E BA. H,
Haghifam %55 Rammal 5§ [R] i 42 H T 55T B —¥2 (Leave-one-Out) 1) CMI #1 J&Z L 70t
HEZE . Wang S5USWGAE BB 2 AT 5 HE R E tEEORM 45 &, oladdE TREEBEALN Ak
o] Kz A F 5. Sachs SR T 3L T 80050 Rademacher B2 E Iz 0 E5, H
e B CMI HEBEAHL. Sefidgaran S 45 57 EOMBU S /MR K BE U, 25 H
TRz S

1.3.5 [ ) R P 2 BRI 45 BBz AL B 5

X TVRE A2 SR, — A ) 2 AT IR 2% > SR e Sk T BE AR AR AR s, o
ok 12 20 S s DU S B L 28 RAFIZ A RE ) e 2 85 3 IR BRI — & s g
JEBEALES FE T P57 (Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD), H: i i Il 2453 2% bR FOGH (Y 2% 2
O TORE 2 0 B AR B, A UBE I PR 22 ) R S AT AT AR AL A
G, WEME RS SR T A R R RN AL, NG ESE T SGD Hik K
JAAARTE . Horp, — 20 TR Bz A0 i JC ok B2 AR AR R BEATLBE i Langevin
512 (Stochastic Gradient Langevin Dynamics, SGLD) J5%. SGLD &5 N T F#l
e TR S ) SGD Sk AR A, AT HJCILE HTHE Bigiz Ao #r .

Pensia S5 5 g5 G 36 T IR 10 BAS BVRE X 20 i LA S AT BR B B s 4EBE AL AR
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5[] Shannon 4§ b5, 432 T [ 1] SGLD FEME SIS I fix 2= B 5L JE T30 AL,
IR 2 i B TAER3S4SS B0 AT 0] b B AT 1 3 —20 et . @ik /e SGD kAl
AN 5N B v B R DL S SGLD BRI OCIEE, Neu 55045 Wang S¢U4E ]
T SGD Hif5 Bigiz b b5t . #R1M, Haghifam 250915 H, Har MG BOSH AR L LIRS
BEHL ™ C A 7] 85 1) B 0 e /N e KUCSSGH %6 o b4k, Neyshabur Z6U41E) Bartlett £E1441 36T
PR Y 285 A EE YU AU S92 40 5. Neyshabur UL PAC-Bayesian fff, 1
2250 AR B e, 152 T AT e CPP AN I T AN R 1 2 BEALAG 5. Foret
Z51461 5 Tsuzuku ZEU41E80} T PAC-Bayesian 7 5 FHHEE IR . Banerjee S5 SRR
T H—M5] NS SGD 224K, Pitas!I7E £ M 4% PAC-Bayesian 5t 5| A @G
%o Dziugaite 2550437 T PAC-Bayesian 5 Entropy-SGD HJHK &R .

5 TG FR 99 2% 5 B2 55 5 sE WU A 54T, s i 2wl s o sy i AR TSR (Neural
Network Gaussian Process, NNGP). Pérez %5520 PAC-Bayesian [ 515 NNGP #4545,
VUE T FR 48 00 2% T 22 20 (1) R A0 S R SC B TR Ry, i R g B 2 2 A g
Rk . Bernstein S5SNI AT VEHE T T MEATIZ A0 L5t AR 8 B2 K BR BRI
SRR BEPET, ISR R) TG B w8 A 8 19 2% 1 A ml i sk 2 1) 26 #% (Neural Tangent
Kernel, NTK)!54i&R . Shwartz 251555EF NTK fi#T T HEE M KA G B . 5220
FYUSe-IS8L NTK #h Ji 213l il 4k PAC-Bayesian | A I 2R RIZ%, Wang 2EUSMIHRR T
H5EBMSREER

Viallard Z5'0V5L T+ PAC-Bayesian HEZE 50 #1 T — ity i& PR BT Bl 4 W9 4% 16 Il 2
F£. Rivasplata UG8 T —Fa0 it £ /MMb PAC-Bayesian b 5 ill 25 B AL 48 X 25 11)
%o Letarte FURESY T AT “AHBUH R 4%, 181 PAC-Bayesian b 54 il &
NG TSIz A PRIE . Biggs SEUSIR T BEALAH 28 W 25 (1) 82 1577 (Ensemble
Method), #:37 T R[4 4> ) PAC-Bayes H#x. Biggs S5 Ul i i B G 0 HE S T ¥R 2
PR N 25 (1] M LAL PAC-Bayesian |5, Zantedeschi 5161 if PAC-Bayesian | 7t2%
MIFENLZ E 4 52 (Stochastic Majority Votes), 111 Nagarajan 55166 Iof Mg A H 45 21 T 2
BEALIL ) PAC-Bayes |- Tinsi S5 T S /646 1) PAC-Bayesian [ 5%, 153 T Rf &
RERAMAEM AT B, 1 Clerico US4 T T — Mo FAREERUR M BEH LR 2
W2 ZRET% . Jin ZEUOETAUE S &1 T Dropout %f T- PAC-Bayesian iZ ¢, I 5[]
S, Liao Z¢UOILT- PAC-Bayes J7iAHES T RIS M5 K3z 4 17, Viallard Z5U7HA
Xiao FEU2HER: T X HUEFEPEM 7.

1.4 WRRHNEE

A SCREE TG B LM FRENLAE I SRR Z AL BB 0SS, B H s Bz ik
B A R, AT AR 2 AR BAR R A T B Mz (LB 7 Bk,
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VU AT KA 2 i S

WA ARG W 2] ANz AL . B R b2 ) S e ity > Je sz Ak
BAE, RCATNZAC TG RAE ATV L SR E U DR S PG S5 7 R JR R A, g it
RSP SE ATOR R VTR BB AT BB HE AL, AR SHE SR i ]
1-1 oo AU SCH) 3 EEF ST A A T 8] 9304 -

BEFERICHENFITEZHIECHT

FEHEL HRBER FRAS

#ZitRenyilfEs| SHRITRIERISZbiGitT

| bRwtE | D) | Mt <

| EHREH | D) | RAEEE <

HEZ RREH—BIERICZ S ER

IN_/\_/\

¥ |
>| REMFHSISHEMEERICZHIRELR |
M |

|

| ER | ) | MREREE K e mes et

B 1-1 18 SCREAARI T HE SR

(1) B4k Rényi 55| SETHHEE Bid A

15 BB AR IGZ AR A3 B 5 ik T 2 BE N LI AR S SR 72 A RE ) 5 TR A R ek
J o SR, BT w4 B R AN AT, M b F A SR g st A A LA T 5
i B — P AR OAE BRI AU ARAS o B AR e B XA PR
FIN T BEAL 8, S B V™ i 29 B S R 22 8, AU e 8 RH I s vz Ak, 1
ZEWAR R, JOEEATREETTI o A8 SOR AR Renyi 75 (1)4% oR 25050 AR, K 3L
R B ICBRFEANE Y, AR AL o A SR S ME A% AL Rényi §5, Akim#E S m SGLD
F1 SGD ZERHATURE BRI Azt 22 L3 2D, EF0HERE Rényi 11
FhFE VLV ERCRAC N I, AR SCES A HRE AL DA 2 A AR, A
AT B E B PR U, il A 2 i R, UE W SR S IR B H R
ARSIy, ARz AR E R AT S A R R R

(2) HRFT ] FREBRRRE R RZHRE S}

B TE BB A o BT ) B 5 e A i 2 ST HE SR N IR B 2 SIS R A e I 1A
g Rz — . BRI, BT TS BAS 2 AL BEAE Z A 6 RS B B 2 AR 2= Z i, Hi
Z MR E R IZ AR [, CHE SRR T 4 B = 0 B SR
T, A SERR Y e DU A TS, TETR v M S R A () S BRIz AR BE T o ARTE SO TR
ROV B AR YRS B, IR e TR SR ER A R ZE A T, A R A
PTG R A 37 5 T I AR ZE P B ME ), R A0 05 B e 5 AR 2 A R 2= 1) 1)
SRAHOCYE, 4R MBI ARSI OCBEN 3, JRIE TR R R 25 2 R IS B R 4 TS
HARACEA Z AL E SRR B, S s RS i R B 2 iz AR B, A IR
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1 4%

JEAA SRR BEih s it PRt it .

(3) A% REBRN—BE B RZ S HTHESR

I, CLIP 25 2 AR L2 > KA R R G 5 e 1 B N AM2 80 T 2 et 2 BL
ZACTEREMIWT RG] . S AR ROAT B L IHLRIAN IR, i 2 R s B 5 I,
PIA IR S8 2 2 AT (Y E AN A S A N7 () 93 A1 PR SRS, 2 it T e xR AEAS 1 4
BEAT o HTE, T 1R R AR K R O A A o A B AN PG T XS EesA 2] L R A
M HIFP SRR 2 fe 2 st AN, BT EAR— Sole st sliee rEHLeHE S iz AL
R ZE S H O T B e B (K R 28 P BB K (1 Lipschitz BEEE . JeirtE. kSRR
fEise, M dE AR T AR B o 22 R 48 FRITZ AL 20 BT o AS TR SR T4 TR 1R PR s 2
s A, ek I 2 R K R B BURFEA T 7] 3 A ot 25 O 5 4 15 A
YESEPb G, Gl A R R AR BB FEAMR RSSO, Ml i 1) 22 s UK K — SO A 0 #r
HEZE, RS Eeas 2] Koo B8 R FEA RS & 55 2 i 2 ST HLISR I 4R 3

(4) ETEBRIFBMZAE L 5EER

A2 AL e AT ANZ A T AU AR TAE S 2, SO TR e sz B KA Sodle
AR A RS e FARTO S, s 2D I I R A 0 i 22 A S YA 1
XL AR HRIEA R A AE AT LRI 2257, K BUBUY I U £ 21 5 L5l 73 A1 1) 4
ATHRFIE, A ITTAE B Bt 2 AGROR T o A2 Al ol R 1 el o g AN TR s, A
ORI AT B 0 A1, 15 AR 22 AN A 1) AT (5 6L, AN B 4t _E fr
FRHGZAEYERE . AR, BUAT BEE 2 R AU AL AL P S s A T AL e, 36
B B o3 A SN AN LA B PR, B0k 3 B0 R R 0 32 PR . AN SR E B R TS
A R A R 2 ST BEAE PR S MR R A Y b sl b Sz AL ) S B A
SR, SETEIR TR H AT Uz A S B A ENLER, I8 e B TR R
R Az A2 S S, TR 27 IR [R50 A SNZ AL PERE

1.5 EZTTERE T 2 4k

AR E T Ge vt Bls o7 > FEal BRI 5 U R U ) R ), RN TR S AE
BV Gk A SRS I TR U AL T B AN BIFT AR, AT H (1 3 2ot
B G Z A w] gt

(1) A Bz A SR . AR SR T I 5514448 Shannon 15
BRIz TR R, S5 GB n] TR B R AR Rényi i, WPk T IS fE B
WIZ AR %A Rényi 48, 52l T 4548 Shannon 575 = 4E1H % N HE LA UVE SRR AP Bk
Bro AR SCHEE T %4 Rényi MiiF 5 T SGD/SGLD SR HLBS FEIR ALz A0 B3, 4
N TZ AR ZE SR P 5 ZE IR B SRR o BE— 2D M, ARSI R AERE Reényi R§HT R T
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B AP B, A AR Bz A LS Al o SR D) S R

(2) fR4EfE SRz W SRR = el v e — I, AR SO T H A Tk
HAF BB AEA T R IE Bz A B AE A AN oL KB EAN L A BB, 1R
HPT R YERS SR AL R BRI R AN — YRR R AR, T A A
v AT HAEE AT, O LS M Kz A RE D SR U A T A R 55— TT
M, ARICE G R I A SO FEAR SR AL AT HOR, s T 5 TR I e e
AR LT, AR 2 BRI S PR AU PERE, O RORBENL A ST SRR
AL M P 7B A T

(3) 2R PR HIE SR HTHESS . AR ORI T3 T Bole s K Sk
ROETERIRUG S = rE B e, ME SR A B LA N 2 i iz AL B iR
IIMTHES . JE I A R+ BLAR S R 1K) 2 2 AR ZE MR R RO LS R T RE A 5 ¥k 1
HAF BB M EOR, Ry () B G R LS > SR I 2 mi o SHZ A B 5 LRGSR
HAG B vz A B, 3E—PEE % SGD/SGLD A5l AR kAR BV A M B L T
BUBE L T 2 2 mi i 2z A B, R A i AR SRR 3R, D i T
R 2 55 2 SR PR AL PR IR S A o

(4) Az A5 > PR RO AR BB Al . A8 SCORB T AT A A B HE R Ok
PSRRI R R, M 75 SR R IR Uiz AL HriE2e . &
IS N BIRATLL, ZAE S & R Mz AL e, BEME SR LD SR AL P RE R
b s L AE N HAR WA LG, IZHESR G Si2 e > iR T HAT S i ) ] ARt
ML 51N AU A 5 6 0 UURE il S PR ST IR AR 224l o RN, S A o B AL
Sl o) s 250 55 Bk P R AL S R B T At R AUz AL ) R 78 23 2 e e v 2k
T A S Az AR, B PR T AR ) o AT ANZ AL RE -

1.6 WGy

AR SCI ) A5 B A B b, BEXT I TARFE r v SE . BB B K
UV T ) R R VE I, 55 RS R A .

B FENER. AFEEENN T oA BTz A AT R AT ST 5 ik
TR M IR A E SR A A T ik R FE DR, o3 T H BT ST
T Bkl . BE— i, DUE RIS Tz AG s ir e 5 TR ) B4, TEdnal 17
ARSI S R REIIR . dJi, S8 T AR SCIIRESE N A otk S G2 Ak

55 2 FONRZAL Rényi 5515 B9 T oHSEAE BB A oF . AT XTI SR AL S
Shannon 15 5 & iz AR ZE S AE DL AR TSR ) 8L, Wi 18 ] oF LA iz
R 124K Rényi i, JF2ETBUE A T 2 RBEHLAACRZ A B3, SRR T
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1 4%

WEBGLHRR ) 7 22 2 B IR AR s[RI, e MR Al v 55 22 a5 VA 8L T 1%
R B R R U PR EOLASTE, A Sz A SRl o A R e AR

55 3 BN T PR S R iR 22 B AL ARFEE BT T SR
AR AL EFHELLUE S AT ANRE SR R, SR TR RS e A R Bk
Mo ZERMNEE RN R, WA e 7z AR 2 B T o SRR
RIS 1 I A SGBRE AR SR Rz AL AT AR, 209 B 6 5% B B AR P
PR BB EANT, $2TF T 2 ML R AR ZE B B

55 4 TN 2 S AR BUE BB A I HESE . AR S0 B I 1) 5 R 2k
P Rz AL M BEAR M LA e 22 2 i 2 )3 St N I, TS 545 B iR N 2 2
AR ZE MR REBOAR LS B FEA A 0 AR SRR e AT HoR, R T 2 mise iz 40y
B FF R AR AT 7] 23 A 453 % LA S A PR M e, gt 1 i o 3 B AL 5 ST A I 2 R
e EF, WA G BRI AL T4 2 i iz A B e gL

5 5 TN TR IR AUz A B 5 Sk s vk o ASEAT X IUAT I Hedla Al T )
IR ATAE B A B A 0 BT HE SR HE LU i 28 AT ANZ AL S s B T, SRR T H T 45Uk
ZACERRAEIUAL H bn 2 _E (R RTE, Fsd TR SR A B BER Tz AL 7T HTHESE,
M B Ve 0 A S DA R AR A TR — P 7S 0 4P, I e e i AR A A S
CLt— D3RI Ar AN AR RE . B4 T 25 M5 BIRiZ B R R K KA

06 FONER S . ARG T AN SO T U BeBk i oy %, L T )
b 2D Ok B FE AR T ), FExE B B mik ot CARREA T A e

1.7 BT 5 5

Aie3cHr, MY RS KNS5 (O Fon, HAEBUEMAHAN S5 (0 R,
BB S AT AR A B (X)) Fox. BENLARE X IR Al Py RoR, 455€ YIN X
SRR AT AT ] Pry R0, £E45 € BUE T ST A WA Pygy—, (3R Py,
Fore K, Ey. Vary F1 Covy 735 R0 BENIAS & X ~ Py BUIEE . T 22 515 2258
. 15 H(X) AREALAS & X 1) Shannon i O6F 3 22 FENLAR & WA T4 465), D(P || Q)
MRS AT P AR T Q 1 KL #UE. 54hE X dp | q) = plog(£) + (1 —p) log(}_;z) A
TAH KL §U¥. BEIXGY) NBENLAR R X 5 Y EAE R, I(X;Y)Z) e E Z REHLAS B
X5 YRFEMHLAR. #—DH, F(X;Y) = D(Pyy. || Px-Py.) R AT R A3
] W(-,-) %7~ Wasserstein #5/2, log A H AR HR 4L

W Z NFEARPTER SRR, w2 ERRENE R A . TR g I B2 213
50 SRR 2 = X x Y ATHE R NS TR X SRR Y. W C R AR
WA, WABHRE Z = {Z}r, € Zm i\ w PMSZRI AR . 222 HE A
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LLZ s, MRS R 2 A0 AT P LB W e Wo B LW x Z = R NHURER
o TR EBREwe w, HEARREE SCh:

L(w) 2 By (0, 2)]. (1-2)

7 2 SR B 2% H b e SRR 8 S MU S AR S (B e wo (H R T Eel o0 Al e AR50, A
S R R IR AR AR Z B R, 5 XN

Lz (w) £ izﬁ(w,Zi)- (1-3)
i=1
sl we w, Lt Z Lz zee SO0
gen(w, Z) = L(w) — Lz(w). (1-4)

IAh, B XL =Ey[L(W)] WITBESAANKE, L, = Epg[L(W)] HHIERSEK K. HIEE
SON AR AR ARZEE SON

gen £ L— L, = Eyz[L(W) — Lz (W)]. (1-5)

A AT (W, 2) A () Py @ 1.
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2 %Ak Rényi Ji51 5 1) oS5 Bz el

2 Ak Rényi 951 S AT TS B2 A4

2.1 515

i ZEACIN G I8 AR BE PR 28 I 2 B AL YN ik R ) — B WIS, BRI et 71
A WAL RN, KIHRIE R Z AR ). g girt 2% 5] B LA %
BRIz AR VAR TR s M R 2% 2, 1 VC 4ERZ . Rademacher H AL 54 L
A% PS5 PEE AR AT 0] TS TR AT A SRk L 73, TGty RS R B o 22 I &% (1) ik S B I 5
MO A B . RSO I, 7 ) A T4 W2 1Kz A e 1 B W3 R
Wi (4178 35 [ 1 [ N AR 22 6 AN ) 2 2 SR BRI Ja MR AT 9 A B4 341380751

BEATLAS B B 02 O ok I R ERAR IR B2 2 SR AR R s bt . L JEAR 5 Sl i 7
BART o, HENRRAE AR R 23R e A a) b R B R iz A e el e s XUk T
Ji T )R B 2 I L RV AC BRI T T AR 38— 05 VR —8Ue e M
&, WA T Hardt S0 I EE 5 SO AN E AR %, DU AS B 5 7 K 3 J5 2L 9T
AT B HE DR RIS ) SRR R IR B AN W 4 ()32 A fE D S R e OGBS iR
i B AR OCIRDY), a3 #r BREALIE AR ) Bk J7 AR e s BRI /7. Pensia S5 IR
W91 T SGLD SE MG Btz A B B3, Hogh BAr J5 2t o0 b 45 2 gk B3 28): Neu
BN G NS FF A LT MR L T 7, B IO SGD BT TE R
Wizt E5Y, AR A Wang U TAREpdE— I . et 515 B 24,
LI T PAC-Bayesiant! 191 DL K AR i 4 U SIS T (R AL 20 AT 9 A%

MNIST CIFAR10

100 bbb 1004 //// -
10’1'/ /,/—///// 10°1- /M,ﬂ—/wwr‘ ******* T
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
epoch epoch
—— Generalization Gap —— Intermediate Bound
—— Wang's Bound —— Ours Bound

K 2-1 ANEE Bzt 2= B SIS te

AR H ATE VR BE 27 2 I A RE ) I BRAR 5 R T A CAS T B ROR,, iX
Loy A PR b I A AR B sl B SO T I AT A7 AR A SR BR A, LA T T R B
JERRZ LS Rz A PERE 20 HT o B 5, JET—BUE e 1 iV A0 BRI Fr EH S H b 1R
PRI /& Lipschitz ZEEL1E . PRSI AT T8EE (58D ™%k, Polyak-Lojasiewicz
(PL) 51554 Jry B AR AR A AR PR AR BT TSI DUGRUE FL e S, X AR 1 2% A1 S B A
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2 PATEAEHMELLI 2 o ok, FETAE R Bz AL BB 45 SR BEARANHO T 452 2K pR B A oK
s iAE, (A AT R s R RS, AT A 3 1) M EE A vz AR B 5.
2-1 s, Bz ARZEM S IAE Bz EARAELE 107 2] 10° f5 ) 2 7058, itk
Ab, e YERE LA AR OGS B R S AN AT TE SV D X 88 b B gk — A et ok 1AM BE
5. it NEUE M EGE IS AT, WLz B i R vh SE—rp (e 2D 2R 1
R T A RS B, O HE LA H AT A B AR S ST A

£t X} Shannon 4 S HAES™ Rényi MU0 my 4EBEAAS &M DL S THE 1) 108, Gi-
raldo Z5E 5| N T BRI Reényi U, A0 — 380 H il 45 € Bl FEA AL o 5
AR . AR T Rényi BI7ETGCIRFEAS T 90 E X, FRONZAL Rényi i,
IR T adE F T REALIE AR S LIS Bie iz A 5. A4k Rényi gk T ik
Shannon 4§ 111 2 TE B VE5T, [FIRN TAEE4EE R RALAR I, 0] HEOE I 25 e RAF AL
PGS BEJS, AT Rényi 70 1 W18 SO BENLEAR A iz AR 22
5, Horb i oe S R R I S Y R B AR AT AL S T . JE T k2T
MACEE R, 43t 17 H R B2 A ik RS 7, R g5 RS 2 BikT
TEXTEAAG . B, Wang SEU38I7E SR AR v @ B B B0y 2 M T O R
I EFL T, il 2-1 P, XK (tihde) U s T AR OCE BE 1 SEPRE
CERE L), 174810 3] 102 50 Lz, XEW e Jo)n kT t— L% [8Rh =
ANFYERE R A OGP, TBR FE P 7 ZE i gz Ak i 22 B DLSGE LB BUE (4t
&) XFhdt 77 v RIFEIE H T Pensia UMUK T AR, [, X5 Rényi it H
HHARMEE O(n®) (n AREARSCED B, MBENEEL A A B R, 4Gk
At 2 A AR BT A DCPREI AURE, B SRR R AR PRI A O(nPsm)
(s,m < n), FIFUEW] THIRZSH s Ml m C&IA8 B AR

BRI S, AFEAEZEEi S (1D $2H 73T Hilbert 28 [0 H 1R ox AL
Rényi fif. 52 Shannon FAIE, %4k Rényi Gixf TAT = 4E BE RN LA B34 ] BT
B, [FINHR AR e A BA A5 BIRiZ A BT ESE . (20 L T4 4K Rényi #§°4 SGD/SGLD 5%
BEMLE AR S EVEE A T ol H A Bzt B3, TGt g Res i T H
HZ A BRI AR, T8k 5 | ANBRE PO s 2248 T T IA Ak BRI RS, (3
BT B vH 5 2 WA AR T & T A0 HEFE Rényi 5 1O PRI TRV, FHEukie
H AR B R E T, A A B SR AT o S L D) S OR i

2.2 Rényi i M 4 e B

2 e S BENLAR B X SRR e p(x),  HOXRENY) Shannon 75 € XN -

H(X) 2 — [ p(x)logp(x) ax. -
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2 %Ak Rényi Ji51 5 1) oS5 Bz el

Rényi fii& R mE vk, HEEdESH a (a>0 Ha# 1) 05T RV
IR, £S5 Shannon i (a — 1)+ Hw/ME (a — o0) FIRHER (a=2) %5

1
— —log [ p(x)dx, (2-2)

iR BA_F5E CAT %, Shannon 45 Rényi 75 B30T BEATLAR & 1OMEZR 73 A1, 10 e 4E BE AL AR
o PR EAG TE 0 PRI, BRI T JLAE e 9 2 58 i 48 5t RGN o Ak, Giraldo
SR T AU R R, AR R I 45 e R AR AT B

FEX 2.1 ([185], il 3.1) 43 SHAHIEE TR W LB EL 1 X x X — R AEuFEA
{xi}to, c &, JFHE Gram HFE Ky = x(x;, ;) W a kRS Rényi ] &

log tr(4%) =

Sy(4) = - : logZi“ (2-3)

b dy = m (4) TR A (455 § ML
HEBE Rényi 10 ] BE— 040 R 22 L AMBEALAS SIS A

Ajo---0d;
S,(Ay, -+, AL) =S, , 2.4
( 1 L) (tr(AIO"oAL)> ( )

P Ay, - Ay AL R AL, o ) Hadamard &R, 325
My, 5 TR Rényi HIROACPERE. 105 A4 K At

Sa(Ayr, -+ Ak|B) = Su(A1, -+ A, B) — Sa(B), (2-5)
Ia({Al, e ,Ak};B) = a(Al, cee L Ay) — Sa(Al, e ,Ak|B), (2-6)

AL, IR RE TR A R R VAT S T e R R LAR R R AT, T BERE A
[T 12775 e Sk 7S SN R

2.3 B S AN AZ Ak Rényi i

ANIE IR A Renyi B WA BRAEAY e BIEIRFEATG 1B, 51N T AL Rényi 4,
M R M3 5 S R Bt i, ELRR A0 AT AT DR A (R A SR 11 AN 32 S B R I R 5%
Wi o X E AR T 546 Shannon (0 RPEST, R A75 98 T LT 3o 1 P (0 it R A
HAEEA A . HAIRAE Giraldo SE V) 1 E 1 Hilbert 5 [ RAESL,  [A]IX B FH K
1% PR BUCRY SE B
B 2.2 45 AR k(x,x) = (p(x), o(x')), HoH @1 X H A0S N IRRFAE B G
Fo BV o WA LL A
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(D H—: MTHEExe X, H klx,x)=1;
(2) PBAZME: A R —» RY, 15 c(x,x) = f(lx = X|)):
(3) Lyn: X THExeX, f [k (x,x)d < .

e R X e X, B XEMFT Gy H = Hy Gx(f) 2 Exlp(x)(p(x)./)]. %
PR i S T AR, RS RAE tr(Gy) = 1. I, Gy BRI SE &R B— B
*ﬂiiﬁﬁi‘%%/\?ﬁ AR AR X MR AT E AR LAl T
SR 2.3 BTN AL B X € X MR LR AL py, W EIREIEH T Gy it

1
lim > logtr(G%) = —tr(Gylog Gy) = // px(x) log px(x )i (x, ') dxdx’.  (2-7)

R EEERERES TN a — 1 4k Rényi fE X:
BN 2.4 4B RENIAR B X S H MR LR AL py, WIBENIAZS R X 1 a — 1 Bk
Rényi 7] & XN

S1X) 2 ~C, [[ | pr() logpal) (. ) dr . 28)

Hir €, =1/ [ x*(0,x) dx > 0 2 H—HLE ¥, DATRZZ R ECE TR 08 1,
55 3 LA RN % e B LAR & 28 8 Shannon AL, _Lid4%Ak Rényi A48

R, W AR A AU, FTABER AT Py BEHURAE m A EEE S {x
I X Gy H o~ H R Gy MARIRA:

G £ 13 ol ox).f) 9)

AIBUSGAIE Gy /& Gy IO AT, I ar 34k Rényi (14 BRFE A LSk
SEB 2.5 4 ML R P ATAEAKE {x e, TR K e R Ky = Lr(xi,x;)o W

FEEE1-0F, 1
9C, 210g%
5,00 = $i00] < == (-10)

Hrp §(X) = —Cetr(Klog K)

AR, R PaRZE E IO KCRFEAEARSE m S AL & X 4ER T K.
PRI, %4k Rényi 5T s 4E BEALAS S AT i ok A FRAE A BV 5, 1K —HEMEAE 2 H B
PR BEAPZE P 2% B2 AL e I BT B 3. Ry, & X 2.4 WA k= ky @ Ky F
NG AT Py WL REL, AR R Z AN R AR 2T IXM0E X, w4
I b S A% AL Rényi #1885 BAE B U € X
X 2.6 45 X LIRS Py O MM RE py g, W P AN T O K4k
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2 %Ak Rényi Ji51 5 1) oS5 Bz el

Rényi B e X

x') dx dy’. (2-11)

Di(P| Q)2 ¢ [[ pix

X 2.7 G H LR ks wy, ELRBEHLRE X, Y LIRS R pes pys
N X5 Y kAt Rényi HAE B € SR

pr(x/’y/) 2 N, 2 / / /
CKY//// x,y) lo =k (x, X )xy(y,y) dedx’ dy dy’. (2-12
pXY y g (x,)py(y,) X( ) Y(y y) y ay ( )

H b e XA UL, Shannon 4 '51@4)6 Rényi i FE X AT I TZEE ko B

RIS, 4 x B Dirac-Delta PRELIT, A iR A0 N J4f Shannon . b T UL
RAEFL =M, INEZEZRE
() 2 C [ [logpr(x) — log prl') 2 (x. ) (2-13)
&/\/ %ﬂ:/it
E5(p) 2| [ plundx) x| @-14)

R L, KR BZE Ev(py) WIS N EY, ¥ ES(py) M5 N ES, Hik

px(x) £ C,C/XpX(x’)Kz(x,x’) dx’. (2-15)

B 2.8 W r(x,x) = 1jow)<co TRBMEAREFERREL pa(-) WAL :
(1) EEM: HElExeX, A limy_,px(®) = px(x);
(2) IEfHM: SHeffExe X, f lime, px(x') >0

A lim_,0 £ — 0, VLA lim,_ EY — 0.

FIRGERERN], IR A% R B AT B AR (B ¢ BB I, SR R
ﬁﬂ%%Eﬁﬂ%?OoEmmﬂ29%m’WEC%OWF$&%RmWﬁ@%ﬁK
% Shannon JIE . IR ESLEMR AL X A IESREHLIAS B 28 200 2 . IEM TR
BEARAE X UG B T TR 2 X 1A] [a, b] I FART AL, BDFT x € [a, 5] WA px(x) > 0,
RZ W py(x) = 0 (I BEGEE ROR#RT T [0,255)) . 75— Mol 22 X i K2
O3An B A TR S50k ) I, EIR TEAE PR R RIREAS L A o ik
I IRARER BEA 28 ) 28 I 2 1 WA T
29 WX X €X. YeVHZe Z MR, M08 Py Py
Py 5 Pz, AT

(1) HX) <8(X) <HX)+ EY.
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(2) Dy(Py || Py) > —EX.
(3) L(X;Y)=Di(Pyy| Px® Py) > 0.
(4) L(X:Y) =81(X)+8(Y) — Si(X, 7).
(5) L(X:YZ)=L(X;Y,Z) - L(X;2Z).
(6) WX Y,ZEH Markov#EX — Y — Z, W L(X;Y) > L(X;Z2) HI(Y;Z) > L|(X;Z)-

ik R AL Rényi 4% K T 44 Shannon 5 FIEEATE 5T, MTARIE T 3530
BE BRI HTHAERL A A M. P 1 300E T 242 2 2.8 H (¥ ¢ — O I, #%1k Rényi
RGIRAL A JFUAG 1Y) Shannon #. 454 JLAME T, X —Z50 vl 46 & =A% 4k Rényi L5
HAFE. M2 R, BRI Rényi S AENIE, HIEEERGIE ML RE c, 1]
PRIFHAEZNT 0. M4 5 5 K0, nrl i iETHE 2 IiA% 40 Rényi i LASRA % 4L
Rényi TA5 BT RIZ R . Pt 6 23 b FEANSE X% Ak Rényi AL 44

PUR 20 Aok 55 T s A% ek B0 S B B SO N iz pi 22 B, B

r(x,x') = exp(—|x = ¥'[13/207), (2-16)

Hrh o, WL . HAATEENZE, o, FETT RARERAE: BT o B8 EY = 0,
X TR0 A Shannon f G TE . SR WIE BE 2.5 s, X [RIBPKEEAEIH—AL IR+ C, 3
KA FEE KRR ZE . W1 Yo SEUSOIFR AR, SR rh mT AR I P A1 ROt 25t w2 TR) 1)
i 10% % 20% WK ICER B 16 H o HIHUE .

2.4 FEFRAL Rényi B2 A0k % 5

AT LA Rényi i 1058 SCHEEARTER 456 e SRz 1 0 HriESE HE
7 R LA A S EE RS Bieiz iR 2 A Xu SFRSE AR UE B T 7R3 K e 5L
Wi AL o- U A I, AT B AR Bz A B

2021(W: Z
jgen] < 2 2) 217)
n

T Wy Z B8 e &, B A SRS N T ek A S BT I
AR, wHE] B iR 2 IR BB SRR %4k Rényi 4
FEH 2.10 B ((w,Z) X TAHERE w e W B EXN T Z ~ p 1 o-IR i, W)

2021, (W: Z)

jgen| < | =22 (2-18)
n

4c2(1,(W- 7)) + 1
Eyolgen’(w:z)] < WP Z) +log3) (2-19)
n

Wb L(w,z) = L(W; Z) + Ey g0
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2 %Ak Rényi Ji51 5 1) oS5 Bz el

EadsE RO T4k Rényi BALAA B AOE Bigiz iRz 5. iE B 2.8 Fw, Eyy
& (W, Z) KIBRE AT TR 2 e KIS 2, HY o, — O I, X ZERET 0,
(AR R, 8B 2.10 3 I SN —4  ELAS B 1 (W3 Z) RIS T gen(w; 2) W15
Jr e B, TRk B A S AT AL (U1 Markov 50 Chebyshev NS5 45
MR AR ZE B4

DL Bk iz Al o A 5 RN 25 1 BE AL AL O S BRIz A ERE 0 B o A
WL ALPAT TR, Hrh Wy e W AV Bn . B8 « Dk, #H
R AN R EE e P BENLIEFE— el 5 B, € Z FI TSRS N7 1)

1

g<waBt> = Z Vw€<W,Z). (2'20)
|Bt| zZEB;
FCEHR AT e A
I/Vt: Vthl _’/hg(VthlvBt)‘Fén (2'21)

Hodr w, N ¢ IR SE &, g, W2EE, & e W NS W, Fl B, ATV bl
WU RS A . Al REEE] Wy — W — -+« — Wy f8 T Markov 5% .

2.4.1 MEHLELE Langevin 80 J) 22 5H.34%
SGLD $yk et SGD Sk ARk 2 —, il ik 76 B b AR kB2 A i N Bl AL g

PR R Rz AR T . — 2R RPN A oy A 2 = e, B & ~ N(0, 6%1,) . Pensia
SIS AR A [l 5 7 ZE I REAL AR v, v e 75 EL A7 s K 1) Shannon K, BRI A 43
i) B B ST . Pensia SR AL TF 45 U0 R B

BB 2.11 ([134], EH 1) ¥ Wy A SGLD Hik(E T 2 a A2 S 800 &, W

T d 77,2[,
I(WrZ) < Zilog s +1], (2-22)
=1 t

;H\:EFI L= maXWEW,ZGZHg(W? Z)“%
FPVR BRI O(w, z) 3T w il /& Lipschitz £, WSIEE 2,11 WP R L v &5 #h

K e Lipschitz #%. Wang SEUSU A 70820 ik, BEr 17X Tk e 4

(1] Lipschitz {5 % :

I3 2,12 ([138], &H 1) 7E51H 2.11 FIAHFISAE T -

Ve

207’

T
Wiz) <y (2-23)
=1

Horp v, 25 ¢ IR BB ZE, € X
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V.= By, [||g(Wt—1,Bt) - IEB[[g(W,_l,Bt)]H%]. (2-24)

iz A B B TR S Y d. AR, BRIE T ZE W, R T RS
JE ) 2 AN YRR 7 22 A, WO B O T do XRP A RE B B AHE S R AR T
B 1) [ P v i 43 A A 4 [ 2 7 22 B LR &2 1) Shannon 4 5. Kk, HREHIAME
) B AN ) 4 B 2 TR PR AH DG, AT SGLD STy At ™ i 58 K 17z Ak B4
SR 213 75513 2.11 FIARISAE T

T T
L(WrZ Z (We B[ Wi-i) Z( log

T V,+I’ + B 1), (2-25)

ntVt_’_I

t

I(WrZ) < Z ~ log (2-26)

=1

He Y, = Covig(W,_1, B,)] WBRBEMTTZER S, || R HIEE AT 415

ke ESRH, WA Rényi HAR R L (Wr; Z) WAL AR BE B 7 225 MEAT 41 X

TE R EEEERZA LR . JPRER o — 0 8, 7513 (2-26) #1111 Shannon H.{5 &

S R (2-25) T AL Rényi (5 BB AT LB R RE B B, HE b 4
g H 2,10 B 15 2 3 O SGLD Sk iz iz LAt

B 2.4 S LEXM V. V5L, A {ato, h {n} MM EEZRy, WU

~Ue={n}, BXUTERE i £ 0 ¢;Ne =0 WV NTHIH ¢ BRIV, THFE,

d v
0,(V) = 3 10g<dtovf + 1), (2-27)

WE 0.0 < 0.V < 0,0) < O,(L). (2-28)

i=1

1
— log

0.V) = 5

2
Ty 41,
o

t

FREEAR 6, 5 6, LRI N T E B 2.13 A5 2,12 iz AL A ‘_i’ﬁ“EF
2 L d ORI, TR SEEHLNAE 32 B, VR SE st o SR U O ZE R Ve
WEFIEH T 0.(V)) B R AR RS R, RV IR 2 B g AR ORI 23 j:f%/\
T (Plhn, APRIEEE 2L TR, TR TR 6.(V) IR
I, AR D BT AR . AR IE B, nDRES O b R e Ry
N, BEINTES 6. P e K PAE RNEER T 5 60, [RIINATS AR B A 3 7™ B X

2.4.2 FEMHUBEREE T RS

55 SGLD $LiEAA, SGD HHAERED AU AW LBEHLEE R, Bl & = 0. X Alifs
LLEJHF#ES SGLD 246 EF NS A aT . SGD Sz AL 7 drati R 1 #i4h
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2 %Ak Rényi Ji51 5 1) oS5 Bz el

Phig. Ak, Neu ZBU5| T —Fisi IR Wy, A0 N i 00 076 75 LAASEAL
SGLD fRAGIFE, f5 )5 LI WF LR (W, R0 W) [z R, 4

Wy = W, (2-29)
Wy=Wey—ngWe.1,B)+&, # >0, (2-30)

Horf &, ~ N(0,020) BNl . B4R, LU EABILRE 2 W, = W, + A, HiF
A=Yl & FETIXANEAL, Wang S5UIEN T U1 ¥ SGD 24k 151

SIHE 2.15 ([141], ZRE2) RE L(Wr) < En[L(Wr+ A, H € Bl ife WXTAEE
o, ,0r >0, H

1 .
gen| < 5> i By [H(W1)] + [gen(Wr; Z)], (2-31)
=1
d.(mV,
I\ WrZ) <) =1 : 1 2-32
(n)_gz%@#+> (2-32)

o H(wy) = Ez[tr(HWT(Z))], w(z) HBUR R (W, z) T W I¥) Hessian HiF%

KB, WIIE 5 NAZAL Rényi 5 DL R LG TR AU AR d PO s (R
B 2.16 5P 2.15 (AR S T

h(imz) < z( log

, Vt+1‘ + By ) (2-33)

I(WT; Z) < i ; log
=1

”—?Vt + 1‘. (2-34)
o7

iR e B TR AL Rényi BHESR#EY. T SGD Hikiz iz B, Hibat (2-34)
XNT o — 0 IR RTE L. SR,  FIRgs Rl 5 ANBRE Y 7 249 3 T % B3
fhivh g R deAbh, I 5 AR LI B A LR — 2 ek . (% S RIX 234 K
ZHTE AT, SRS AE SEBR st N HEREB A 32 R

2.5 FEPE Rényi B 1B sia Rl 5k

AT NEAE L AR H A AL T R Rényi 8 1 POHE AL S, R BT 51N
%Ak Rényi 1§ il ML KLFE Reényi 5 TCBRAEATE T T IRAE T, #oi SO B FIREE
T R%Ak Rényi 5. FEFE Rényi 8 AN A5 EEH n o< on R RPRAAEAE 20 A, T
BRI O(n®), Jo¥E N T RBEEE FEA IR A5 R T 5. MR e 3L 2.1, 15

M Rényi KB TIH5 4% (W3, ol BB as S PR AG vH ik vt ik, 24
SRR B A 7 VAL R = TR AN V17 A Hutchinson Al vl 087, HOAS6HF-45 5 15 i J B

25



[l L R e VAT

A B te(4) e AT T, Meyer ZEUSSIE— 25 2t T Hutchinson SRS ,
BEBRR T AR ZER I %, FO8 Huteh++ 513

¥ 2-1 Hutch++ algorithm for implicit matrix trace estimation!'®!

Input: Kernel matrix 4 € R"*”, number of random vectors s (s < n), positive
matrix function f{4).
Output: Approximation to tr(f{4)).
1 Sample § € R"™*3, G € R"*3 from standard Gaussian distribution;
2 Compute an orthonormal basis Q € R"*3 for the span of 4S via QR decomposition;

3 return Z = tr(Q"14)Q) + 2r(GT (1 — QO )AA4)(I - 0Q7)G).

M AA) = A% 0, EIRSRRTA] DL Ak (B HFE Rényi 5 log bR N E 23 1
(14 &) BAETANEE R, RO ALV 1) U AL - [ ol R Ia 51, TR I R B AR R 1
2] O(n?s), METHTHRALERIFNR O(n®) SRR KEAR T 1 BHH A .

2.5.1 BRI s

M e NI, MTAEREENE g, 4% g &SRB o IR 4 5 &
AT MO AIR LS T a0 N AR AE RS Reényi TS0

B3 2-2 Integer order matrix-based Rényi’s entropy estimation

Input: Kernel matrix 4 € R"*”, number of random vectors s, integer order o > 2.
Output: Approximation to S, (A4).

1 Run Hutch++ with f{4) = A* and s random vectors;

2 return S,(4) = — log(Hutch++(A4%)).

FREIEI T G AR E AN O(asn?)o VLR 8 BT T 1245000 1 I AUKS F5 AR0F -
EH 217 W S,(4) WE 2-2 B

1 1 1
s = O(gA 10g<5> + log<5>), (2-35)

IR, MEEGRZ 1 -0~ 7

Su(A) = Su(A)] < &+ S,(4). (2-36)

2.5.2 ABFEELN ik

AR a 151, 4% - g WARRAMAAE T B F0 %, MBS 4 2 0
AL, EREAKIRIE S 4 - gy 47 - go -+ LIIRAT 4% - g IEEEL UL 2R . Chebyshev 2
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ot —REHMZ AT, G f: 1,1 — R, HXTR[#) Chebyshev
2&2&7&)&7’7 -
flx) = % +S ahilx),  xel-11] (2-37)

k=1
Hp Tox) =1, Ti(x)=x, HMk> 18X T (x) = 2xTi(x) — Th1(x)o HC AT
AR m TS, HRBOTER LU A R

= 1 Zﬂxl Ti(x,), (2-38)
Hr x; = cos (n(z’—l— 1/2)/(m+ 1)) e Aty g [—1,1] — [u,v], Chebyshev 2
B FIEAT R 4 € [u,v] IR = 2% Hh T = Tkog L LR SRR

$¥: 2-3 Non-integer order matrix-based Rényi’s entropy estimation via Chebyshev series

Input: Kernel matrix 4 € R"*", number of random vectors s, fractional order a,
polynomial order m, eigenvalue lower & upper bounds u, v.
Output: Approximation to S,(4).
1 Run Hutch++ with fl4) = ¢o/2 + Y1, c;jk(A) and s random vectors;
2 return S,(4) = T log(Hutch++(A4%)).

IREERITHE SR O(smn®) o ZAUM, AT EENTIZ SR ARG B ARAIE :
SEH 218 % S, (4) NEE2-3 B

| 1 |
s = O(aal log<5> + 10g<§>), (2-39)
_ O(ﬁlog<g|a’i 1\))’ (2-40)

AL BAEE R, o ko = v/u st A WS, WEERKE 1 -0 8, 1

S,(4) —Sa(A)‘ <e-S,(A). (2-41)

PR HIBGEA T u > 0 N5, BUAZAERE A Z00h SRR AR o 76350 20 A% oR Sk ¢
N2 W), ZAHERER R IR 0L, SR R R ZE ERATEH . ik, df
— B UF BT B
SEF 219 ¥ S,(4) HEE 2-3 B

1 1 1
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1 1
— 2min(1,a) 29 2_43
m O((vn) He|a—1])’ (2-43)

N TEE SR, WEEEFEL1 -6, A

Sul(d) = Su(4)| < & S,(4). (2-44)

o= 0, TR R Y = x 78 x — 0 AEAEA S, A I e
2.18 76 u > 0 5% F O EOBR, (LASA B2 I 4 (1 SR

2.53 TR AR R A

DA RS T RIRE Reényi BiROULIASEIL, VEAE T IARSGHE YRR, JF51 TR0
e DLESERERTAESEI O(1/e)s O(V/&) BR O(3/1/e) Wrshh i 75 FAT itt— 45 et 2 Il
R TR B T B SRS o AN IED] DLW (R U P, I35 B o
(W 22 BE AR — AN B R A B2, AN RS BN I A T 1 S A R S0,
N T VAL ST T o) e S 5 1T B
BB 2.20 X AT RGBSR TV Ary, -, Ary Vi) 0 x n 39— AL RHIRE A HOST
B Hoefor e WENE BRI R, (A PR R SRR T, S

1
s=Q<8|a— 1|lognlog(l/e|la — 1|10gn)>’ (2-45)
R ) L A LR A Z, (TR « > 0, M2/ 2 %R, £
1Z = Su(4)] <& S,(A). (2-46)

T2 — 208 Rm =81, nak—2 7 2 W 5 m (7R 3
T 221 FAAE BRS¢0 : RT > RY, i3 TAEEOI<u<v<IfM0O<e<
eo(v/u), ERZIA p, £/OTE

1
m=Q <ﬁ10g<m|a—l|logn>) , (2-47)

B LASEDUN AR RRAAEAAL T [u, v] B Y HLi AL tr(4) € [1,2] MR HIFE 4, A7

log (tr(pm(4))) — Sa(4)

'1 — < e Sa(A4). (2-48)

EH 2.22 MTAEE v > 0 FZWE/N e, TREZIA p, BT
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1
=Ql ¥ — 2-4
" (\/ 8\a—l|10gn)’ (2-49)

B LSS AR SR EAE AL T [0, v] JE BN IR RS 4, 7

log (tr(pu(4))) — Sa(4)| < & - Sul(4). (2-50)

=

AEER, w221 PR s = Q(1/e) SUbET FA e B A Skt — 2.
peAh, BRI ) S B 2,18 HE HE 219 Hh ) E RS . X
SR g R IC R R 1 5E 2-3 SRR B e m ALt .

2.6 4R

AT FaR T SGLD/SGD S BEAEAR 2 X Bk iz A A AT v AL, DLEGHIE
XL gt BN T O TARAE R 3r: L AT v b et o (e WL, DA A3 FH e e 1)
FEF g, = SRS o, = oo WMITEREEGEN o, B, WHEMZE EY KRBT 0, #Om
AIPETHSE T 2 AT . g B 2.10 s SOl SR R T A R, T
W o = L[max, ((W,_y, B,) — min, ((W,_y, B,)] ASRAFH B 5. BR HARE B
V, 5 v, Al BackPack [ LA TR SRAF LA I Al vh . g 2 2.16 TP H(Wr) W)
A ff | PyHessian 7T 5 AH 2% Hessian HiFE. X FREISEE, A AL IIZR 100 R LASK
3 W, F B, (AL R o3 A AEAS, IR it = (2-10) TR RO RERE K, H i B OG5 B
wiz A E AP R4 Rényi TLAE R .

2.6.1 %HBE Rényi fi At fe

AT VAR Rényl SiAH IR VE, IR G S IN(—1,1,) + IN(1, 1)
AR E, b on = 5,000, d = 10, I, /& d AT AERE . FH Y AZRE K /NRL
5,000 x 5,000, LA FHEWAZ KA o(xi,x) = exp(—||xi — x;||3/20%) THEHFE Rényi
5, Hrh o =10 X TR, PURRRE 100 KR5S 5T BLES AL 1R ~F B AR 2
(MRE) K% (SD) . FEMEH S, (4) AT O(n®) IS IEAE i 5 3045 . 92
A5 Intel i7-10700 (2.90GHZ) CPU, M AF 64G.

TP VAN SR 2-2 X A B Rényi RS ITEBE LR 23 l4h i T a € {2,3,5,8}
I PS8 AR 1 22 B 1) S A s AR A2k, o s HUESEELY 10 2 150, @il 2-2 fip
o BIREIX IR TO NRRHEZE o S MEERIALE log AFRHIRUE T, s 5 MRE 241
KA, HEM 217 M ERAYIE . R, 2o =20, X5 s=10 L&
HPATSEL 0.1% M-3R ZE, 290 1.2 BPIS T . ML, FhEEMRIEAL )72
i 22 27 B LLUH S 58 2 I R AEAEL 20 i
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<3]
e
=
a=5 a=38
1073 1073 <
1073 e 1075 e
10! 102 10! 10%

Number of random vectors ()

Bl 2-2 BEEB AR Renyi LTI, PR ARN R Z2 B 1) S 0 s OARAE 26

k=10

101 , Taylor
Chebyshev

20 40

MRE

20 40 20 40
Number of polynomial terms (1m)

B 2-3 ARAE B A Reényi BT, ~PIIHIG DR 22 B A AF A e AR 1R I 25

RN A &AL e X T2 AR R . W a = 1.5, s = 100, m [
BV R 10 21 500 K% KE FEPRFAE % n 3l 3o 4 28 k% e 20 19 08 B S 40 o #5001 T
2-3 X T Chebyshev 2 HUAHI T Taylor AWM PERE. W WX T8RP «, Taylor
RAEPT T Z AW 22 T Chebyshev 2448 .

2.6.2 BEHE LI AL L AT R
X TR, 5 1 6T 4 2 [
y=Wite, (2-51)

Horpx 0 10 e N0 &,y b BARE, WOREMERIERE, ¢ HFIMEMBHLE S . Py
WZRHIFZMZE 0 3 2 MLP P4, LR BRI 100 X TR I gRad 7, A
JIARTR s A2 BN A no = 100 BT EdESE . B Be A0 LA S SIS AR 22 1
e an &l 2-4 e, LR AR B SCBEE BB AR T AR AL LG o TWZ X
N1 (Wrs Z), TWB|W XN T (W B W,—y) KA. A WL IWZ a2 T IWB|W, HM
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W~
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[ i i ; i - i i i ;
0 10 20 30 40 50 0 100 200 300 400 500

epoch step

—— True Gap — IWZ —— Theorem 2.13 / Theorem 2.16
— Lemma2.12/Lemma2.15 —— IWB|W

P 2-4 B K Bz A BT

BRI T SGLD (5% SGD) iz Ab ¥t F A S E 9z iRz th£k 2 1a). 1X R W) I
IR AL GG B e e T OSBRI, ) R I(W,; B\Wi_y) HISERR A4, 1t
Ah, %GR R

(1

(2)

(3)

IWZ 5502 (R 222 W ZEBE R I, R BREL C(w, Z) ARXET Z Ik s i 4
o AAERL BEAh T ). BRI, il [ aF I 2R s I 2 453 08 MAIK T Bl AL
PILAA IR 28 (R4 AR, DRI 25 o BN B I S AR 1T 28 D 9 o 3X — WS T
A2 B — 20 et

Wik 2-5 Fiow, IWZ LEVIZrid f vpoRsok 20 (B Feh R R, HA bS5 |
Sz AR ZE IV G T TWB|W GRZE BT, R (W, B W) WRZ N IE. X
—UERRH, SRS PO LR 2 S — 2 iR (R I B W —y) > 0D,
B WX THEE Z B8 RE R (BRI I(w,;Z2)) Wik s) bR S A h, X
T L SERRIE S T JE Hr A S AR LIRS sk iz AL ey, XML b
WeRR A M B E . SR, BLA R etk BTk L mIXfh « st
57 R, SEUIWZ 5 IWB|W ] 1) 28 BEAE U ik B et 2 oK.
IWB|W 5 A it b S a7 AE 2200, 1K 3 W R 5 18 T S AN ) 448 i 1) 1
FHIENE, 247 APy Rk B A o X — gt 5w TAEIS-1900 4, Bl SGD
A B AT B2 17 S EE R A A, T A v DT o B A .
— A AL i 28 I 245 (1) 3 XL DU LRI E 911920 Tk S 30 IR 28 AL B A R 1A
R A,

K 2-4 A S A 1 BB By 75 B 0, FBRIE T 2 A 6, B EDRTEE . AT I 6,(V))
MRERT 0.(V,), Frnl 2l R AR BL. X WL R IUE T E# 2.14,
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2-6 B Bz BRI

2.6.3 H3AHE Lz A EA AT HiAL

DLUFR7E ST 4R BT RAAR G2 4k B, DL REZ AL Rényi S50 T4 k.
WA Wang SFUSSIF)SCIG 0 5, 7F MNIST 4l 4 EUIZR— AN %8 1) MLP W45, JRAE
CIFAR10 %448 EIZE—A> 4 )2 CNN M4, XFLbgh Rl 2-6 Pros. v, TWB|W i
LRURLTEAE M AR T2 M IR AT P, EHERf S e T BB EE P 7 22 B ETHka . 6
JET5 2 ER R T IWBIW, MR, FET R 7 =i dodt e R RIE
AT IR, #eAh, SGLD Sk 6. Mh&AE I gk Ja Wi ds b ETHF TG TR, X1
NG IR A BRI R T 0, MR WA 28 Bt I R R iy Bote X WggiE b
AR T AT Sz G E S S

DA B AT BENIARRE S50, AR IR LA [FIARAE M P 7K T el iz A b S S Bk
BEAWE S BRI ORFFAH [A], [F] AR B 25 p DL R BEA L e | b5 4y W 75
PRA o W] 2-7 i, S iy MR (1) B 255 sk P 3 1) S & PRIV AL 1R 22 o EUAR Wang S04 H)2
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flivh B R, SRR S Wz AR ZE () SE Bl . ] 2-8 FER T BEAIARZE 5L 50 /E CIFAR10
Bl Bgi R, K 2-9 WER TAFEEZ 9T MLP Mg iz AutEfgE. nTIL, A&
oSG A B SARE T I AR 5 A5 UL B R B RS

2.7 RE/hgh

AR T A% 4 Shannon {75 5L AE S W] bl U AG oF SR 1), 3R i
A9 T R BT AR SR R iR Bz AR 22 ARV, s DU L H i B
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5 B, HPTE IR 22 S B A A0 5 1 F AR TR« MRAE Bzt B A & 2 M3
FHIRAS B0 B AN B[R] IS 21 1 25 08 0 A1 5 2 > SR (R A DG JoT, (] Nk FL A e AH
BT HABZ A e AR Clan— SRS e PN T7178] s R e g U81-1820) i BOh e . O
THE B Bz A 73 B C Rk 2B BEATLIAAR S 2] B2 A RE D) A ) T A DB2345495.14 11941

SR, AHSCHI TR s Mz A b A A P Fk Aot )l A S igerh, IRIE I M
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BRI S, AR oERES: (1D SRS Bz A BRR. 1%
FERANA S iR R, AriE A AT 2046 57 (Binning Method) 55 AR B
T, RSN M2 K2 AL RE S IR BUE A T2 R . (2) Sk LR 148 K kAT
ARERPZAC I BOR, W T2 TR I bR 2 AR 72 s T, DR 220 i
PURE R SEBRZACTERE, B ARBENLAE X SRRz A 7 A it 1B s AR 5% (3)
FE 2 ORI 22 255 IR TAHSCERIR S5 R, A SR FEE 5 2 A U 22 8] (R i AR G
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B—¥k (LOO) ¥ fri i Rammal 2508 N F15 BRIZ T ¥ Z, =
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B S BENLAS B, AR Z PRI NI . B, MG Z, = Z)\ Zy
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W ST iz AL b G981
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EE32 LEMEy>056>0, MULEGEEL1-5, 4:
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(LRI, m 5 o 4 AR IR B AR R FERIURE (K25t SULME S AL3),
RO 1 TN . S E, M0 — oo I, A CY,CY,CY = O(1), T
R AR A B 1/ m. KGEEREER T Oy, Cy, Oy (AR B,
TSR T BRI E —R B CRIB0) Mol R R, Ll b 5% A TAE ATl
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STETAEH H(LY|Y) BT 10X T|Y), o T AR Z I 48 A7 rh B 2835 7 7 A2 1
R IER R o RO UAELS E Y I, X — T — LY Al KR4 Markov 58, #F—2 45
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AL BAR 10X TY)Y) TS, 7S ) kg SR IR AR 22 e 2SR NS TR B O 1 o 284
CEPRE BRI ) 3z SRR AN AN E, AR BARIRFE Al 22 I 2% 45 74 a0 MLP. CNN 45
R LD B, SIE H(LY|X,Y) = 0, IXERE I(LY; X1Y) 5 H(LY|Y) 4. thsh, 16
oy TR ERIE T (a4 X AR5 BT Lol 7 s8I T~ BAR R I(XG T]Y)
AR BLC S TEUY, 5 2 ML, SRR H(LY) B H(L|Y) h4A 5

R AL SR 0 5 — N b e R By, HAE Kawaguchi ZEHO T AEH 1)
EXHE Y e PV =1), H T~ T NRoRZE 0] T B 742 bRty
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DIRIE CF B AR ERZ R MSCR A 1/ /ne A/NTTEE T 1 BRAE W] A (KA et
T, AN R 2 U T AN E USSR B R simg, ok 7IX - FRA), 33 7 5 LY
MER AR HE Oy 2%, HETAR MR

Ak, DA 3R TG 50 R B2 A B SR BN R ZE R T 1R 2 AL R ) BRI
T AWM. WETE, X TEVHS RS, BEEAR Z ~ w TR 228
EY =Y — fiw,X) WZ4H 5 SEBrbn 2 2248, Horb f oW Bt as oy . 45 e
PR PREL 0, e 245 BV ATl I 4 5 TR R 22 (PR e B SSS L = ¢(E™) T (s gy
PR 0(x) = x2) o FETHIRMEAE, HiE H(LY) < H(EY), XRWAL HE”) 7]
[ S5 /M BE 3.1 TR B SR AL T, DTSR IE T g5 /N iR 2 A VR DU i 08 1 aR R R 2 )
B2 AGRE ST o ZRALLHL,  0F A8 SCIRFA5 I T [A) B R0 2R PR, e B R TR 45 e
TR 25 55 92 bR bn B i s MR AR) LY = C(E™, Y), M AR 4 4% 1 50 A BEAN S5 50 ) 3iF
H(LY|Y) < H(E"|Y), 4% H(L*|Y) < H(L") BRI 2040 R 4518

B, IRz AR ZE iRk T Kawaguchi 2540145 AT 56 T H 571 1) 25 582 )
BTN X 588 T B adea il &, Fenlex TR BIsh & Wi 5, 330k
BT S 10X 7| Y) B IE IR ME o I A A R 202 A b i DAVTAS Y 5 2 S BRI SEBRvz
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BPLAs 22 AR S5 0 5 00— dE s i pL AR B, iS4 o H(LY) B H(L|Y) e
AMAE SR a AT, i HA 7

BARAESZBR N, B w AN BRI TN 2, 2Bl 3.1 5 3.2 fENFE
FOMES TR AA TS E X AP ORHOINZAESS, L H b Ak € s 5 ErrAd
AR N ALRETT o 3 — P SRAE S5 VRS B AR B0 R Kt B PR RE, AT
[ 5 DA~ 2 R 5 2 i 2 AR DX PR i B 5 M e 1 T AT 2 D

3.3.2 FdE otz e A

AN LA 2 A BT D5 e B MO 1 2 S S smerh, SLH R g e 5
ST SRR AE Z AR R, WA 5 Z AHSCIIBENLAS 2. ik, AN —
B ARG R T AT T M SCUR B 2% A 5 R Ak B, JRAr B T R 2%
X P Rz iR 2= E A
EH 33 HEERE A (0,1)50>0, WLEEEL -6, f:

~ ClV =2%
gen(W,2,,U) < CY\[H_,(R") + CY, b { ! “ (3-3)

CcY = %log(}s) + log<§)

Hrt, Ser € [0,B"2) Jg =l — T MR T U B i B
EHE34 HEMAE2€(0,1) 56>0, MUEFEKEL1-6, f:

= o e [HRE) +CF v =2y, (AL
gen(W,Z,, U) < Oy ATA T2 g {71 T Ve e (3-4)

" Y = %logG) + log(%)

o, M n— oo WAL RAF lim, ., gen(W, Z,, U) = gen(W, Z,), BI{E5E4 20
KIS, BFEARBOE T IR R 22 A A ) Sz A 22 () Rl 8B, Y n — oo
R CV,CY = 0(1). o, %0 BE TREABURMB S Rényi i 5 58 (57
Z IR Hy_ (X) FEBE A 3G 0T il b A RS, B 34 1//n
WY, MR E B 3.3 WIANKAL . SRR VAR BOE T, WA CRILE X
R AR D A IS EANFEAS Zy BEATVRAY, AN IS 300 E R 22 1 7 22 5w . AU
A AT/ Rammal S5 17 ) 45 R 5 2]

EHE 3.3 1 R BRIV T A (E A (Interpolating Regime) I3 FH 1, BIAR
M RBESIEE] 0 k. fEXMIGE T, HRY) afdt—E it HLY), B—A
—YERELAR B R R X R PR AT A SR AR Ok LY RS [ A AR, AT
AT — F AT U, FESR(RCR, B 3.4 P H(RY) AT RN
HL, Yy BN REATR I A, BRI L RE 9 5 5 S AL
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AR AN S E 5, AR ] 3E—25F ] Shannon %5 ) 2 ) n itk AR gt LR L 51
H({L;, g }im) < S H(L,_g)e & HEPERFEE T2 2 ~ 0 1) Renyi 8, AT
TR T EH 3.3 H5E B 3.4 ] THE .

ST 3.4 HE— BRI T IG5 MR 2R AE 2 TR P 453 2K 22 e A 3 7 A S R V2 Ak
EF, HPBURERATRR N ALY = LI — LI, XM IKAE Wang 2500 TR
PR EIRS, SLFE T R E BRI EAE R (ALY, U) < (L), LY U
JEAL, W] 454 Shannon ¥ U PR IX — 5 1040 e BRI RS . HAKT S, WA H
L(H(ALY) + H(LY)) < H(LY) 5 L(H(ALY) + H(LY)) < H(LY,), #2577

H@@Ggé@@%+ﬁ@%)gmm@@mjmﬁﬁgﬂuﬁum. (3-5)

SEHL 3.3 L 3.4 T 2T Negrea S5FBZ33 TV A B th (10 B fk iz 4k 1
B B E O T HRY) 5 HRY)) BT 1w, Z2) (W, U|Zy) 5 1IW; U|Z). N
DU, LA BoE Pz LR, Sl 4 Z, N ¥4 fF Markov f: U —
Z,— W— RY, JEl— S HAR A FRE R, AEM IRV U\Z)) 78T 1(W; U|Z))
5 1(w,2,|2,). WiE U5 Z, ZFMSIE, 75 (RY; U) < I(RY; U) + I(U; Z4|R") =
IR, U\Z)) + I(U; Zy) = I(R; U|Zy). 20, SR Z, 5 W AE45E Zy N 42
SEVE s FTAEM I(W; 24| 2)) < I(W 2| Zy) + I(W3 Zy) = I(W; 24| 2)) + LW 2y) = (W 2) o 4
IR e Ao 2 0k A - Zy s W I, AT A 5T 2R s ] 5 1~ ) BE LR 52 T B )
I, RY IBEHLIEFZERIE T U, KA HR|U) =~ 0. 4it BiREiR, 1
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RIS AGAE T AN AL, RGBS INB HRY) B:AR (W, Z2)« 1(W; U|Z))
51w, U|Zy), iz EFARS T 45 AR B8 i 7 B k. g e [
FEE T HRY) . MeAh, IXSEBA B 45 S AE N T BRI RE 25 AL e T 5 2
AU TC ¢ A AL rT o Sk, BB T LG T Y) T RO, BRR
XTI E RS N T 5, W5 Z, YR E R I m T X 8 T AHILZ T, AN
A B A e — A REALAS PR R, DT AT S B N A s R A

EHE 3.3 5 3.4 (RE Ve 4y iz, aTH TR Wl B R Z
A CIE T . FLARES TR LG T Ptz A Bie 25 51 Gl 3.1 5@ R 3.2) WEY
KT NHEHE, BfFAREYS BREY S TR IEEE N 5. T
33 e 3.4 0, OGS BEE H(R) sk HRY) ¥l dt—5 0 H(RY) <
H(RY)+H(RY), b Ry 55 RY 73 AR ZAEA SR WA BRI LA FOWIM
5 EAEER AR T RAME I GRER, IS /ME H(RY) o X THE R I IR EE
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3.3.3 PRI SRz A B S
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KA E R IE A W SN SEINBR 2, BEE T B A PRI SR 2 AR 22
A HRSKFETTIAR] 1 /n, MARLS ES R 1/ /mBh00 H [ B 45 5438 5 6B
HINGHRIR A G — 1 CEPLBO, e sE e seie i B b nl s 2], X TG R
RS B, AN YRR BV RAAEEER I KR AT K2 EONGAEAR 30 k%
MBI 0 MALE, T /DEREARTLE NGt R85 R G R R I AR R = Ik, 38
A 1) 28 55 RIS J) 52 281 1K 26 /D FOREAR IR 2 58 . 2 IS 1) 8 A, LR ARSI 2T
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FEMZRAURIEIR O BRI, ISR IR 2 2 AT IR A FLE AR i AR I AU . I
I, MR KB T 0B, Wy —» 1, FIREEEAR] 1/n MRS X Rk
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AN, VEREBIBAR HRY) B8 T AT IS S IR A . R A2 R e
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SRTIT, L sE B0 3.5 OB T B AR th it B KRR AR BYE, B2 LR MEIK R,
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3.5 RE WD S, TS LRI LA DR S10% 5T 2 Ly SRR T2 AL b 5
SEFE 3.6 BEATE k>0 3,0,k (0,1) 55>0, WNEEEL1-6, A
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10g<2 _ ML >
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Gl 9 GZ i] 0g<5> + 0g<§>7 Cl 2]’]LIW’K )

. 2y 2 ey 1 (2 4
G3W:$nZ(AL,W ) . Gy = blog(é) —|—log<5>.

i=1

EH 3.6 M GIN HE X, BREMEARBURRI N L =L+ L. Widas
SERL 3.4 L 3.5 PR L, IO BL BRI S A B S ik, AR
SHLIRER A LF PR (K d KA AL R B2 Wiy 1 2 U re, 138 — AL B
G L [RRE I, ZR H00 s e Ay B A S0 MY R B R R 2 5 Ly YO SR SRS 25 AR,
A B ARECT B 3.4 g B 3.5 A Tt . (EAR BRI, IXMIE T SR
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i, HILLZAR Wang SR04 o ]34 G PO e Sl T B2 A b 5 1300 K 7 22 it
RV AR

3.3.4 SRR R BT S HAL

FESEB R, TR ST K B O S A R (A A S e AR
B (A SR P VR A SO U A, TR TR S LI B s i, ()
FES B PR WL RS AN AR S REOR, DI DAL 7 Ve S B AR
ATo AN T — R S R A R B BT i, B AR,
TR 46 2 FSANZ P47 5 BT AT 1 S K B B2 AL B e b > 0 5V
KA 0y (x) RELL b A4 N B 2

@,(x) = b x arg mgl |lib — x|. (3-8)
S

XTI, ol MU s NI LR 22 2 nT A . DR, 3 BN R IR
o B R 2

EH 3T HEAEweWHDb >0, W {2V, ~ w AL EHARFEA, L = (W, Z)
AR RAB, {D;}1, ~ Unif([—2, 2)") ASr R oA 5. WILEFRE 1 -6, A

" 1
YL,
i=1

1 2log(5)
n [—

i=1

PEB: WL =L — ¢, (L; + D;), MIZESRAL Ep (L] =0 H L; € [—b,b], B L; i & b-1K
s BT (LY, S D OISR A AR, DS LSS Lo G-tk

ek, WoefF
1 no 1 no 1’182
_ _ — 4> < —— .
]P’(n;Ll E nZ}L 8) —eXp< 2b2>
it 4 6 % T ERASRA, MATHERE 1 -5, 4
1 2log(5)
_ . < .
n;Ll_b n .

I, 33 S A VR INBEHLIEED D, ~ Unif([— 2, 2]) FEDU 4 TN FE B Y
IRA, BTSSRI B B R, ELA BT B2 R 2 B 25 B . STl
W, AT P AN B AL R I0IZ AL b AR BUAE T, IRk — s
S 3.7 B 1A AL K b T A T, TR0, AT I s
CREEL33 - 5 3.6) 11, fE B WS REASIE Z 5, HOR MR R 75 B
M. THBE, 23 NSMIBENLEE D, 5, BKZAL ERAE W, Z, (RZ), U (S0
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IRHE VeSS LA S &

3.4 SEgr At

AR T o S UE X L T AR B R 2 Ak S S A ARSI i R 2 A
Bt Rk, ATEEET RS EOE, AR MLP W&oy e, FER
Y O A EVPASEER ORIz A S, HSEE B S Kawaguchi ZFHOR TAEAH[R].
Wk, fEESE EG 2Edi 8 (FF MNISTRO |15 4 52 CNN, 7F CIFAR102°1 E )|
Yk ResNet-501202) 45t BRLAR A A 26 0 28 DAl B0 A iz A B, M OGS a6 % &
A Harutyunyan 550580 T DR SEEGKAS A ORHR: Cop BmAZ G2, IF
T Ik 22 56 RS g/ HE AR AR % w7

Pearson correlation: 0.561 Pearson correlation: 0.635
0.6 . 0.5
Pad (] -
0.4 50 *. . -t
v * & 0.0 ° o .o
0.2 1 o :- .., o ; o.‘ 6 o
[ ) L ) -
00 ¢ % ‘.*: . ...)
o 2 S-05 © ° oW
0.2 "0 g0 =
T /';.‘ I:CL o 9F
e .v ” .
-0.4 /,.‘o‘." Width o Width
o e 256 ’ /l .(.3 ° ° 256
-0.6 o /7 op
128 % 128
-0.8 Lot o 64 15 = ~ o 64
-1.0 B o @& o’ R
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Generalization gap in loss Generalization gap in loss
(a) H(L") (b) H(L"|Y)

K 3-1 2 iR Z= 5P U0 18] ) Pearson AH M43 4T

3.4.1 BAUEHE BRI A TRFRA EE

SFFE AN IATS, AN TR 4 = 3 A 4 D I AR 2 g 5 2% 5 i
ROy HLRA FRAN LR P 2% . TEAE Kawaguchi ZEHO 152G 15, AR BEE N T 216
AR, SO e T AR R AR . AU Rk . A AR R A LA 7. R
FSEAE TR0, iz 2 n] Ll 2w 1) 7 ST . JLrh, 1(G T 51X TY)Y) 1
fH vl 38 ik Monte-Carlo RAEAGTF I ATEHE, 1(w; Z) WAE N ATk i SWAG J7 ik A
(1 i 56 o A 2042051, R EE R I 4 F H(L®|Y) BRARSAE H(L™) 35 %075 ) 38 ok 1 1)
W AT T B EEA . AATH T A pR A, T AR 20 R i A S

N T SEUEVPAL AN [F) B vz AR BRI 6 07, AR /N IEAE S T L AE6-2000 Ky vk
IR 2 A MR, F04E Pearson. Spearman 5 Kendall #HOCTE R4 a0 3-1
BN, RZERS H(LY) Tl H(LY|Y) 5 B2 AR 25 2 IR AR s A M . ik 3-1 foR, i
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K 3-1 A RS 2 AR ZE R AT R AL A

i Spearman Pearson Kendall
SRR -0.0576 -0.0294 -0.0402
|| - -0.2172 -0.0871 -0.1374
1(X; 1) 0.1816 0.2878 0.1280
1(X; T|Y) 0.1749 0.3167 0.1129
1(x; 1) 0.1648 0.3712 0.1223
I(X; 1Y) 0.2293 0.3842 0.1515
1(Z; W) 0.0020 0.0211 0.0074
1(Z; W) +1(X: T) 0.0178 0.0211 0.0178
1(Z; W) +1(X; T"|Y) 0.0163 0.0211 0.0167
1(Z; W) +1(X; T) 0.0135 0.0212 0.0162
I(Z; W) +1(X; T*|Y) 0.0164 0.0211 0.0167
LZ; W) +1(X; %) 0.1104 0.1401 0.0794
1Z; W) +1(X; T"|Y) 0.2253 0.3177 0.1567
(Z; W) +1(X; ") 0.2684 0.3928 0.1912
1(Z; W) +1(X; T"|Y) 0.3015 0.4130 0.2085
H(L") 0.5767 0.5611 0.4037
H(L"|Y) 0.7088 0.6350 0.5251

R LT AR R SHOR . BRI PR (RS 10 T) R S5

AR I Z) B E RIS, 44 32 b, HE BRI T 20% bR

RS, T AR R 2 R PRSI LSRRG . BEAb, H(LY|Y) 5
H(LY) BT AR W], b s MR |V A BRAS, 5281 3.2 4 LBl 3.1 A L.

3.4.2 ESEE Bz AL AT LR

XFF RS N AR RE VAL, AN T Harutyunyan S 058(15250 10 . HL
AR AR —AE AL MINIST 5 45E (A5 50 4 F19) BlZh 4 RERRME R 4% (CNND,
H-T T 25 ResNet-50 #8471 7F CIFAR10 $di 45 Fab AT oM . 7ERF i REAS (BY
—E) WE RS, Sk A Z (Z) IR, RIEMH R 5005 45 Hh BEA LI ER 20
(n+ 1) MER. WTRAZ, (Zp), SKTHAT ky AFRIZAREIE RIS U (),
MUS AT &y X ky IRMOT IR FE . st BIR B UL IRR, LL 1.0 238 /N B U4
KAt PLTFIEFE 6 = 0.5 LUBERIAH Gz A6 B AL B M .

T AR, SRS BIS s MRz A Al 45 9ok 3T Hellstrom 2511 T
Y. o B S rp O B T 4ERE L KL BU%, % T AT, wl i re 0]
EOSCTH KL B8, WM T I(RY; U|Z). R, ZEAS BRI S mdE b HL A
i, WAESEBRHA TR ik, RN A T
SEE 3.8 YL, (L], L); Up) < I(R"; U|Zy).
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R 32 BRI N, NIA R ST AR 2E R AR G o AT
i Spearman Pearson Kendall
SRR 0.4944 0.2770 0.3985
1% 0.4944 0.2680 0.3985
(X T) 0.4799 0.6232 0.2941
1(X; T|Y) 0.4923 0.6185 0.3203
(X ) 0.1496 0.0190 0.0196
I(X: T|Y) 0.2198 0.0495 0.0980
1(Z; w) 0.6065 0.5692 0.4633
1(Z; W) +1(X: T) 0.6140 0.6417 0.4248
1(Z; W) +1(X; T"|Y) 0.6202 0.6406 0.4510
I(Z: W) +1(X; T) 0.3808 0.1378 0.2549
1(Z; W) + 1(X; T"|Y) 0.4138 0.1648 0.2810
LZ; W) +1(X; %) 0.6223 0.5692 0.4510
1Z; W) +1(X; T"|Y) 0.6223 0.5692 0.4510
(Z; W) +1(X; ") 0.5666 0.5685 0.3987
1(Z; W) +1(X; T"|Y) 0.5810 0.5707 0.4118
H(L") 0.8782 0.8679 0.7647
H(L"|Y) 0.9030 0.8915 0.7778
WEB: fREAE I, LA U, 125 (U, MRS
IR, U|Z,) = IR”: U|Z,) + I(U: Z,) = [(R”; U) + I(U; Z,|R")
> I(R"; U) = I(R"; Uy) + I(R"; Uy | Un)
=I(R"; Uy) + I(R"; Unp) — I(Uz; Uy) + 1(Uny; Uy |R”)
= I(R"; U)) + I(R"; Uy.,)) + I(Uy.p; Uy |R™)
> I(R”.U)) +IR"; U,,,) > >ZIRW
=3 LY, L) U) + IR\ ALY, L }; UL, L) Z (L, U;). m
i=1 i=1
iR ESGE RN A KL B (Binary KL) o BL R H 5@ P 3.4 FR 0T iz

b E5 (Square-Root) 5 3.6 sz b 5t (Fast-Rate) HEATXI L. AHOGZ
o EFt it S ok e kit £E . BRI S, AN AT L-BFGS-B Skiz ¢
AL A, A Nelder-Mead HiEERFRILN y 5 «, FEAITH brentq HI% KM Hellstrom
BN E SO A KL 8. EHAFE R, BIRESECA N Bz A R0
BT, RO eI B e A i %, SEBUE N ST W, Z, 3% U B3k fEseir, mf

MR ik S 2 U b i S0 SR A DASRAG BEAR K B S B0k 5

A EE A R ANE 3-2 o AT, X 4E AR AT A ROz A 1% 2 AR
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75 250 1000 4000 1000 5000 20000 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
n n Epoch
(a) MNIST, Adam (b) CIFAR10, SGD (c) MNIST, SGLD

Bl 3-2 ANRISE S350 AR Z AR ZE AL

TE=MANFERIZE g5, KRR IR BRSO R AR EEN T 1 KL Lk
TR SRR X — R RLIGAE T 2 BT oA, RUARTE R B A ReS AR TE N K 2
PR AT, A KL 0052 B 5 KA R I 5. Ak, Ssfle SR iz 4k
RAET T3R5 S 5t (41 CIFAR10 1 SGLD) ZG4AL T-F 5t EAL. X4 ik
{EL SRS AT B B AL T SEUE BRI

30

—e— Error —o— E
25 —— Weighted 2.5 — \A;;?g;hted
—A— Fast-Rate —&— FastRate
20 —— Binary KL 20 2.0 —— Binary KL
—e— Error 9
515 5 —%— Weighted 515
] 0 —4— Fast-Rate ]
10 10 —4— Binary KL 1.0
’ —_ .
0 0| ¥ ¥ 0.0 &
75 250 1000 4000 1000 5000 20000 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
n n Epoch
(a) MNIST, Adam (b) CIFAR10, SGD (c) MNIST, SGLD

3-3 Az A ESY GERE3.5) 53 AT E

Error
)
o o o o
(3 :
2583
A=
gz
g5
Error
N [N)
=) S
c >
z
!
@
Error

75 250 1000 4000 1000 5000 20000 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
n n Epoch
(a) MNIST, Adam (b) CIFAR10, SGD (c) MNIST, SGLD

3-4 Hi&i Y G 58— G HI SR L

Bt RS AS T R T A B R A R i 3-3 B, B PRE R AL
S G 3.6 MR T IAGZ A B GERE3.5) W dull T &8k . AR mE 5
2 MIPOEZZ A EROCIEEAF T KL BRI A TR 2 . 25, 1K 3-4
JEZR T RS AR ZRgii ok BTG N RE C; B, T DL, XM S £ I 25 R3]
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VU AT KA 2 i S

JENARE, WO TINGBURIRID (HASE T BUEBERN iz E5 . TP UE R
GRS, MR T, BIENIEFERE C; P ok i S AN

4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
n n Epoch

(a) MNIST, Adam (b) CIFAR10, SGD (¢) MNIST, SGLD

K 3-5 0.6 0 HT RN R Iz AR ZE EARRTEE

—e— Error 5 0.8
3 —%— Square-Root
—— Fast-Rate 4
—4— Binary KL 0.6
2 —e— Error b
S 53 — square-Root 5 ]
] i} —4— Fast-Rate I_E 0.4
2 —— Binary KL
1
’\;\ 02
.\o\.§. .\.
75 250 1000 4000 1000 5000 20000 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
n n Epoch
(a) MNIST, Adam (b) CIFAR10, SGD (¢) MNIST, SGLD

Bl 3-6 AR 2937 50N (AR AR T WU b 5o L

VARG 2R AN S T MR G5 R 52w, 18] 3-5 HRRoR T 0 A K/l 0.6 IFARIZ
W EFERT L. — BOE NIRRT R SR IR R P, (L [RIN  r BR AR
iRz Uk, i BRSSP 1) AL LR A s K IR A B 5. eAb, 1 3-6 ]
WAL T AR 22 2 50 RS ) B SR LE

4 X —e— Error

—e— Error —e— Ermor
—»— Square-Root s Square-Root >~ Square-Root
30
3 20
s 520 5
&2 5 &
10
1 10
0 0 0
75 250 1000 4000 1000 5000 20000 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40
n n Epoch
(a) MNIST, Adam (b) CIFAR10, SGD (c) MNIST, SGLD

K 3-7 ARSI T kAR 2= B H

e, B3-7 s Tk BoE PRZAC RS GEBE3.3) HEIGZAIRFE XS
boo BARIE BSOS THROKRH n A ICIAR G TINNZ AR 2 (A2 4k, (BAEAS — 3R, X
FEAE R IR BOE FIE A A TR R A B
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3.5 AREi/hgh

AFEILT R BACAES BR iz A & BURRE, SIANT —RIEBRNE SRz
MR R . BURBIMRA B 7 H s Stz b EA AT oA R 8, A S —
YeRpLA e, MO AZ A A T AR TTA S R L. fRb b, B IR
Ji€ % Kawaguchi ZEHOVTARE 1 8 GGz A0 BR, W38T TARZ A0 5 SR Sk
vt EE, IERT A /MR ZE R HE SR A A0 (R e LA . BE— 2D M, N T O AR
AR, AR SRR A HTAESE T St T A O T e RS B R E Az A
HW SR, W TR TR s R A5 2 B A v, A ) BEATL A 2 YA R
R ZER BB B SN AT RE . B, AR 2 T MR B ST 45 AR T A O HR &5
R KT R S A REZ A B SR AR SV, IR T AT P Iz AL B AT L
A ELE PV e PR ARG AR A T4 R

A2 IS TAE R R T LA I TR B HEE A 25252 R 41 International
Conference on Learning Representations, &3 H 4 “Rethinking Information-theoretic

Generalization: Loss Entropy Induced PAC Bounds”,
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4 IR 2 AR B — BUE Bz AL A HE SR

4.1 515

B IR SRR B s 1] [ A% AT M B 2 20 (10 B0 i 2 DI HE SR TV ke AT BB
2 2RO N 2 jiop 2N BESREE X I sr 0l B 6 2 i 4 R PR A, BITRE IR K%
Bty B D BIEFEARBAT VAN, M ARE S A S PR UR S REA . M, H
I T ) P 5 453 K% R KSR S AR A 0 BT BV AN PG ] 1 R 2 i oI . AW LI
2 1 S N R G AL AR R B R A 32102121 0 AUC s KAGR 3211 P SR R1S-2161 45 43
BESREE 2 Gy SAMBAE BT S5 TP A3 2 T T2 A, AR B 1R S fifh th 5 20 gt — BH0lie sk
PRI SR PN I 2000 R8T KR . AR, BT 10 2 ) S AT
G LAF TR IR R P20 5 = g2z 3y s, 36 DU BTl e 202 HE 1
R TR PH B MEAh, IXEE I 53k 1 i AR T B e e 1) B AR PR i B ise. (A
Lipschitz JESEVE . PRSI R D, A8 TR EE AR 8 P 28 IR AT 3 17 JE R AN R B
izt b5t

Y, AR BB A T TAEPS D B LIE A S FRA I AL TR e de it 1
DS m AT B Ay 5033495226 145 R HIVZ AL 70 W 5 AR T[] I R et A A 5 ik
MIBERDATNANTE L&, DIILRENS 45 5 FLARSE ) SR A FOMAT PR o, AT T A
IR IR I B2 SN R AR Itk o [RIINY, T SR AR BOAR AL TS0 A e M 55 43
BRSO BERn . iy BAT SO T R N T Ao AR B IRz A S e i) o it Je 3 i A
FI P2 FRIMEP® . FEAS R Pl d0d R 22 5 PSS AN O B B, AR EAHESE 4R (I T
SRS IZ AR ZE AN TE 45 RP2 . S B S AN H OGBS B = A e i im 45 LA
FESE B I ERR AT, ST 3E AR RO R EE R e 4, 2 fLas o2 )
B AP BB O T HERROEELA v AR, X8I0 4T H AR PR 5 e 2] s
I AT (A7 FRL R 2 2 T B A AR AT B R

R SRz W BR S R e B 2 7 ) st e 2 TPk H o, HARKREAH
RN ] o A REAS AL, i 3 O IREAS AR REAT . I AEAN R AR AR
B RGREALE, MR LM R, JLZR6 XU AN A2 L [R] 7p Af 4512k A2
RRPFE, XA AN AR B2 A B S G A O H RS,
K TR LIEACS: X R A PR RE R AT LR, AR ASHE S T HE) I T R 4%
TR PRI A b S R i e 4 S e ), OB B R I 2 R BB iR B
IREAKCRE m SAREI, AEHDN = 52 S S5 R B i R R R LR E v i, S Eut
TR AR AT EAEAE = B SR A A

AEE R BR TAE R T Rk fshG, JHRH 2 misa AR I T oA Rigz
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4 T 1) 2 R BRI — S0 B A BrE e

W ATHESE . BT &, Amild—F 3 m Er) BRSOk T R DGz A
b S T A AR [ AT B R B R BT I I, AR R
(1) ESRHE SR IG5 HES, N T REIH 2R 2 il ie et oz 4k B
G, IR HAS B R R AT N E (Superadditivity) HEAT EFUAZ, 1S E AR5 1k,
e bR B, R TR P R AAR ML P S R T, e i TR
AHEZL T AH AR RS S (R 4 FE AR NE 0 A R e B A g ) — AL Bt AL A% 1 kv A2k 1)
MURFIEST, WSRO N ) m YEREREAR R N 1 4E S m — | JE AR, JFgR
G ZE A R TS — 4R R AR Bz B 5. HL gk B AN P R R
BB IRREAR S m TS, NI SC_E FAE B 22 05024 2 3 s P AT e AR R L mT o
SR, R TIA S B R A B8 ER T ST BRI A TR,
ACFER T 1T A) 22 R0 ) R BUE BB AT AE RS, HERE SR AN RN 27 ) st R I N
Ge— AT R, REE TAFEH S S = A m s AR N I LR 2 35t ]
I, R ANE T2 A2 R E Bisz e B B a, E2 AU S
£ EIAE T B ES S5, UESE T AT H GBS Ak b S Re % HE A %1 2 AR IR
25 TS R iz AR =B 2R

BARTTS, AEMEEERERE: (D 3BH T E/MNMIN 2 A2 0E BBz b
G, HIEH TATEA R BURE S, RS — A WTHESLR 58 T A G R T U
N E IR AR A R AE Y. () RS T EAR BT IR BRI ER, )
R T ¥ AR DG b S T R A R A AT R PR, I HES T T H AT TN
AERS&MOEREERNZAIIRE R, HiE—2 o0 THPERY S BEIEEZ
YRR ZARE S . (3D MR BB AEAAR SRS R EOR, ik TR L
A B FEAZ A b S T ) AR AR I, 493 T OB — BN S 16 TAE Bz 1k
A, HHYEEEABREA S m M, i T AU AR S BB LA

4.2 ) EVE SR &
RATHH W2 5025 3 NG T A BTAE SR 2 v, IR 23 SR JL 43
BRI AL B BORE AN B ] 4 28R
(1) PSS (n=1): X, BiRzE,
(2) RS (m=2): X,
(3) =A% (m=3): —Juiik;
(4) PY&E2ES] (m=4): PUITHik;
(5) FEEMEE (n>5): N-pair #1125, NT-Xent #iK.
BWL:W x 2" RY KRS SHFaEBEwe W, nE SRR Liw) £
Bz, [0(W, Z1n)] s Fo1 Zyy o g JEBST R 3 AT RAE I — SR A o R A RS 1
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XN L =Ewg[LW)]o ¥ P A n DAFICEPEE m DICE A HES I A 8
Eh, O A NS EES. S HRIFH u = {u)r, € [1,n)",
W Z, = {Z,}r, Fonilid u RITMINGFEARTTH], WL E A Ly(w) 2
Tﬁzwwmw@oiwﬂ,%Xermﬂhmﬂ%%%%%M@o%%%XT%
PHRZEEN gen £ L — L, HEAh 7450 XK 5 E A XU (8] (1) 22 5%

Steinke 252 TARE P KRR THBREABLE FIIZAI N k. B Z = {Z}, ¢
272 O WEHE YA 0 ST R 0 A R FE R RE AR 4, RN LR Z = (20, 2)
HH— X5 FEA R e, Bl SS, RAE A RN R S = {S;}, ~ Unif({0, 1}") FH L
RN SR REA: Zs = {290, MO GBARLE, Zs = {25V, WK st St
feo IS, REREACEESE T 2050 R 1 AR5 B5E X8 L, = B (L (W) 5
L=E,; Lz (M)

Y B, = {01} KN m T —GUFSIIT RISt . BT u e P 15
b€ B, X ZErtHuGbRINMEATE (203, WL = (W20 Jizkt
AT EXRNBRAE. T b € B, AR NIV RAENIESR RN L, = {L}yep, . &
Sy ={Su ", € B, A u RIIMBHATETL, HK O, ={S, ®S,}", € B, I
o AREER., S lERE b {01}, EX bR D, = (b, {D, Db} €B,o T
R, Hod, 5100, 4NHER O, 5o, 5, Lo = L% L%) %R
A, A% = L0 — L0 T A R (R O 2

4.2.1 W2 feE ) e

XFERAEFE S (LLT AR AR HE 27 20 ) M AN [RI A A ) ) SR AE X L e DL Y
sl 57 SRR K TP B o X6 EE 27 S A OoAE 106 LU A R PR BRI 20, 2
MM £ X T PR IER S T A AAR BT B HIRAC B 7 T de /M
FAFEA B (R BEE,  [R)I e KA SR PEAC TR R B . AR, I e UL SR b
d: T xT =R, MBFACKAERILIRA S B R g (RIS AMEARBUE, 275
RIFEARAL AN eI CRORARARLRE ) o DL IR AR AR R R R R IR By L R
SEAURE RS o DATR Dy — i WO LU R B, PRk B R B EE A3 2K«

Coont(Xi, Xj) = Ly—y, - d(T3, Tj) + lyzy, - max{e — d(T;, T}), 0}, (4-1)

Horb e g ANFIZEFEA 2 o) /MR I (VA bl 240 BAAIE I AL FaR 3k n] 2 )
SRR R R s, FEnTBE)E N B2 0 R AR5 32D, Schroff Z522715%
T =0 R s, ORI SN IEREAR S BRI, Se VR R LA A
)R AR S A Sk, LB 0] Bl 27 ST B AL A 1k i -
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Coi( X, X, X)) = max{d(T;, Ty) —d(T;,T_) + ¢,0}. (4-2)

FIRHUR R BRI E ORI EARR WAL Y = Yy MY, # Yo, SR I HES I H i )
BOEIFA MR . BUN, X IeiA HAs e fo i 48 DL e st 1 .

max{d(T,», j) d(T,, Tk) + & O} Y j? Y 7é Yk,

0, HiAth

gm( i jan):

X BB UG AT e e i, R ue B AR XU 2wl i oo B A HEP IS DL w € P
TH ST I 438 R AR B LB T R 7, AT AT B AR BN 2 AT o 1Rz A 4 A 4
Chen 2550 = Juti Rt — L, 193] 1 DY Ions E A5 2K o 4L

max{d(T;, T) — d(T,T)) +£,0}, Y, =Y, Y £Y, Y £V, Y # Y,

0, HoAl.

gquad()(za)g7Xka)(l)
It4h,  H1 Sohn ZERM JEMK) N-pair 451 2% pR 208 H AR E BRI SOREA, IEXS T Bl K
IS GINAIE BR AL, 152 L0 6 B 2k bR 4

log(1+ Xy exp(d(T1, T;) = d(T, To))), Y1 =Y, Yi # Y, Vi € [3,m],
0, FoAth.

gn—pair(Xlsm) =

S L2 25 31 T WL 354 2 B BB A4 NT-Xent 45122071 InfoNCE $ 22915 | i s
505K BB S T R ) TR 2 MR 5 BRE AR . 4RI, RO 2 1 32 A 43 7 45
(R BR T U = 2 S ML T, A (32 A5 B REAE T (AR I JE 56 AT KT m
i, W RbS Ee 2 S AR T A S S A T HE

YRBEBER 2 3L v T LSO R 2 TRV URE, 3 F A T 2 0 i 0 28 1
‘XHT%ﬁUﬁW%uﬁd4&7¥HW P J k2% T A SR T8 T I

SEHORBEAR X, X R ICHTRARSE Y, V) S48 bR A IR I T o 50 45 e AP AL
(nm 52 U S N RO REBLRE o R F 027 T 52 2 B B 508 L 22 =1
MR, TSRS e TAR U RER: d BORE R . 4 T3 LR S, o M3 R X
B, TR PP A2 S I o R I ARz, L A R 4 B AR B
EREA T AN BZE T % T IO L IARE, A (0032 A 5 M HE S R T T 0
REhE SISt

HERFELEE S 1 RN A SR USRI, IR T T e 012 1 (AR HESIGUT . 1t
KA R S RGP AT S LA o8 TP B T A
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HAARSEBLT R LU R =
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4-5 Prose Al O, AFEREREAR R CERL 4.19) 2RI T Bz iR 2= Al
4ilk. fEPATS, BRI A B S RENS [ S B S AR ZE AL B

(a)d=0 (b) 6 = 0.05 (€)6=0.1 ()6 =0.15

Kl 4-6 BEHLARZEME 751 iz AL SR XT b

UeAh, PG E RS S O Nz A B RERRE, BLNAE (B AL MNIST i 4k
g NBEHIARAE R R . BRI S, MRYE — €M o BENLEI AL HAbras . Wil 4-6 o,
AP A E R R R R AR AT A R, o P B Ce st
4.19) FHACTHoAl B WE B

4.6 AFE/NEE

Azl TR I E B B 22 ) A B T A 2 A 2] T T 1 22 101Kk
i, Pt T EAME BRI TR 2 AU e B, W TEH TR A A2 A
REREL HREREHRE BT B = A RS AR NI WA ) e NG 1z Ak
SITREZE . e, HAT R R ) BAE B AT 0 R I 2 R PR AR [ AT I
MIXFYETE 2 157 s WANEARAE, ik T8 — A dkik. vk, AT E 1)
LR PRz AR ZE A TR 7, kil ol BAE S R e g4 RS, A
SOl T ARMAL [ APkt . FLOR, AEREAEASHESS N HE BT b FURE e 4 R ] e
FORBE B R A YEREBE m BAE B, R T2 APk, ik, BB E
() P S B R0 LA T SRS PR R 43, b a5 o R AR A BAR A Tz AR 2=
S N sE Ik T AR BRI ERR . AT S TR T iR A E AT B
FESEEWE Al vH S LK GE HIYE B T ek, IWAs s B AL T 48— 2
RS2 AT T RESE

A2 [P ST TAE R R THLER 22 T g 25 CCF #E## A J52%2 K418 International
Conference on Machine Learning, &30 H A “Towards Generalization beyond Pointwise

Learning: A Unified Information-theoretic Perspective”,
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5 FTE Rz A e B RR o

5.1 515

T SR 2 SRR AR A B e B A AR Tl S ST [ o A 4, JF 38 T AT 2 50
7 f¢ /MY, (Empirical Risk Minimization, ERM) LL-3- et IR & . ARTT, (E& Rk
Brf ARS8, W B BN AR 5 MRS A - A A RS e, Rk R A i B
(Distribution Shift) ]l . MW # T B 7 SR 05 T U SRl 70 A (R4 2
AHSCTE , AT LE T % 434 71 (Out-of-distribution, OOD) F#is Inf, i W Sz s itk A 7= A 471
[fRE M I30-2331 0 Sy bt (6 P A0 22 3 K — 2R A A ANz AL ) R 5 0 A2 4k (Domain
Generalization) [ #: FARTM, AUz Al A [F USRS R M EdE oA, 06
K AR AR 3 A TR o, YIREER ) BY (1) SRR 4 Y535k (Source Domain),
TR s R Ky H brik (Target Domain). F T8 [R] 4538 2 R) H 52 R R AR IS 2 AH S vk
(R 1, A B ot 27 S S PAN AR A DA ARG 23 A D B 5o TR B Pk e Py s ), A6 7
R () A AR A AN 23 J 2 e SRR R, AN T BB A A 20 A A E A b Sz Ak o 1K
AR R T 2 A AT AL BT, AR ANAR R IR 27 3342351 Spf i 2 2] (2362371
%;}E %[238-239] . ﬁ}gﬁgg)}\mo-zzxz] ﬂeﬂ %%;r@m@t[%&%ﬂ /%g .

PUAT (P82 AR 43 BT 22 K 1 ) SRR Ky — NP 341 TE A6 AT Bl S 17 T 238.243)
NI R SR, AR (R P3RBT BRI T R SR T 50 KBS e MK
FLTGVEA ROR F AU 4345 02 AN 3 AT A0 B s AN 2 2% B e P L238-2981 g L A0 ASE 1Y 1)
F52 KA ) 52 2 501K M 2 Al o 500 20 AT 1 TR 1 S 2, SN P B0 R s Tl ()3 2 Y
PRSI ARTE SN T Az AR 1) 3 — o B A iy 5K, IS AR DL s s M
Zr 5 AR B RS R) (1) 22 57 R SRz AWENR A TR I, 22 ) SR N —Hr LA R
5 RE A 2 [ () A0 e A% 6 20 R v Ab it 22 5 TS 2 e PEAE A HLnT 0 S 38 oo e
SIS R AE A3 AT 5 AR

SV LA (A 56 SCHR U6 5 T 0 A R S BRI U802 A ek i AT 1T iz e,
(HLIG 2 7 200 i 2 AH N PR AR BRAR ORAIE, SR Ter e ol s s LR T 8 AN Ry
IERAOY . R i Ok 5OMPAH EY Lipschitz i 8206 BEP1AE o IR AR AR IR B 2 S B
A IR B AE . AHLLZ T, ANFEMZ A HT DU T Fh 28 b 1k — 20 ot 1) 43
BT R AR RS, fEtb . EHER T IS A TGRS S EE A B ARE
PR TR, WIS AR RN S RHIERT TR, AR KR R AU A K R K
S /AMEATIIZ iR 72 o S B E, AT RN T PR T FAME, F5 SRR SE
JEE BNCRFAE X 55 12) T2 70 HE A 1R U2 Ak ) i

AREELEAT B T4 T Az A 1) R R 2 BT HE SR, 35 A DGz iR 22
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5 HE Bz (e Bie 5 AL BT

G T 5w U2 AR RE I OCRE R 3, H b T T R ] 40 A 6k 5 1R
RUSTIRIZ AL, (82 AN FEUEDPA S LR B et vk g . BRI 35, AR T
BB IR T R A AL I R IA, LR 50 XRS fe ME S B 5T T MRz LR
ZE L RAR, NTASEE T MERAE TE T Az A it B bR . Bl s, KAz 1 iR 2=
BE—20 R 0385 BRI Bz R 22, R T Btz A T i A aE i 2 )
SRR N —f th BLAE R SRR A R R P AR A A A T R H ARz A 2 I B
WP JE— 2P, ANFEUEH T N A R T 3 6 55 AN R Y R AR TR A3 A
Se/Mb s TTREAE 25 (R B2 e Al B D) A 300 S 6] S5 3 R AR AE 20 A e /M o b, IR 23T
S5 AR T WA TR EAME AT AT AT v S S R BRI R 5 1R SRV E 3 Tk
SEREAR LI A, BE IR S g5 L, dE— D4R T 3KE] 43 A X655 (Inter-domain
Distribution Matching, IDM) $5.%, 3 3 [/] i X 55 Y5485 0] P A6k 5 5 AAE 20 A1 DA SIZ IR i A %
W2 A o AN, RTEFRH T AR Ge L TP AR UL AC (1 73 A1 0 55 7 v Tix i 4 5 52 2%
AR R R PR i, B T8 KA 55 (Per-sample Distribution Matching,
PDM) 5%, ot i 4o sl i —4E 23 AT HE P S5 055558, IDM 5 PDM A1
Y14 7E Colored MNIST 4 451281 5 DomainBed FEHEDE Al B 42250 ik 2] T H i feh
MZRE T RER I

BRI, AT oA (1D =0T Har Pk g g T sz 6 H
PRz, FIN T RERE T R ARz AR B bR, 380G 2% 21 500 L i % g5 Mk
FUIZ AR ZEHIRE ST o AHES T I A2 AL e, AR TE (v B A i T AT IRk,
HAVFBING BB IR TZ AT, () EERRMA FoildES TS B Ark
ZAGRZER R BRI SRR R BRI S R A R R . R, AR R
T EiRW R 2 MM EANC R, RT3 0k S i g5z A i) . (3) 24
TR Ak 55 (IDMD 5092, 1 UG Ik 45 -6 5 A1 55 -5 R i 6 5% 5 720 S0 BA Ry R e
MO AR ZE . ARTERE— AR T BT AU R S HE & S AR 5E (PDMD
ik, H5 IDM AHSS 578 2 AN A FE e DAl b 45 LRI T L i 2 5 Pk

5.2 FAME S @ BE

WW BN, BB w e W, EXf, 0 X Y Jobh BRI o8 4L
I L, - X o T GRS, T o Y ML b 7 B E (5 280, %
1 Eastwood 254V TAE, RBAEAEAIRZS N D LR R v, Hh8A SRk d e D
Y 06F RSN SE VB A6 1y = Prip—ao (ERFRESUIIN, 1 = Ep[u,) N EIEIIL
YA, PR D, = (D, S HERE D, = {D ), WM v FORFEBENLAE . 4
Z = {ZYr, WG, PR T4 Z, = (Z, B WEHR M g, HOROE R 4
TRRER) n AMREA . 52 UBURIZ 22150 A D W, IR D, 1 AN
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[l L R e VAT

GHMACEL Z), FHRBERE B W = A(Dy). ZEVRMRELL: Y x YV — R, B3
we W TERFE IR d € D L RPERE AR I AT I R A s A4 XU 1y

La(w) = Bz, [0(£0(X), V)] (5-1)
2D, R E SO AL ) 4 R R U -
L(w) = Epy[Lp(w)] = Bz, [€(£,(X), V). (5-2)

CESERRRI T, S4B, DRSS F BRIk L R R VP
B S RRZ A

1 1
LS(W) = E ;LDi(W)7 Lt<w) = % /;LD/{(W). (5'3)

PUR A T A o F 1 FEE 20 W7 1 32 AR 4L

B 5.1 WIAES D, Mo+ HAREE S Dy.

B 5.2 R 0(-, ) IMBUETEE R [0, M].

B 5.3 LB we W, BREE (,X),Y) 5T Z ~ w W2 o-IR S

B 5.4 BURREL 0, ) WX FRIES ZMAEL, WX TAERE vy € Vo A
U1, p2) = L2, 1) B, y2) < L,ps) + 003, 02)

B SS ST EEwe W, BURERE L, (X),Y) X THEE R ¢ /2 p-Lipschitz % 4:
P, BT 21,20 € 2, A [L(fu(x1), 1) + L(fu(x2),02)| < Belzi,22)

orp, AU (B 5.1 AR 2 ECEBR S seh AR AL o BN B A R R
RS, WA IR B B e AR AN R R A0, ) B s 7 4 BRI A7 B B o B AL EL
T 5 T8 5 5 9 A VR B e o 28R, B ARG YR U R A AR O o IR i
PE (R 5.3) 25 Bz A B WAk ez — 833318 (AT i, HTf
FRENLAR TR R s, RBe 5.2 HuR e 5.3 A% SR Lipschitz #4:ME (i
5.5) AL TARE VERZ AL B B OB e, FL[RIREA FH T4 3 0 T Wasserstein 2 2911
AL b SFOAITANTIIR0N A B R 2 pR A (I 4R 2280 0-1 1325 A 40 2K pR 2T
R 5.4 AR . SRR AT TAE 32 2k 2312530,

5.2.1 MRSz AL

BORZ AL 5 2 FRRAE T B AR XU o A, SREZ A6 1 5 2 RS AE T 8
AMEA SR AR R min,, L(w)o £ESZERMI R, 30 A RSS9 304 PRANEE R 1 SRAE
Bl D% ARG Y 2080 B /ME (ERMD : min,, Ly (w). $KTT, 38 SI0F50 R
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5 HE Bz (e Bie 5 AL BT

ERM JGi2:%7 2 AN [R5 70 A I ANAR PR G AERS2981 0 Stk 5 SERIF 08 U2 A H
R A BRI B AL 0] 8. min,, maxy Lo(w)o SR, 3XAE S PR A 7] A B U5
), JCE R UEAE 55 T B SR TR 245254 DAL i T BT A BOREAE 4 AT R A G
SR T, CLFE L2 DR SR Al %) e M A i 12382442550l 1 i 1 4 (RN AR B ] AR AIE 1296145
R AR 56 b B T AR AT ek, B0k SBR[ 73 32 PR o AR /Ny 2T B 55
RS sede th 7 LU MR H br

MR 5.6 & SUMEZ U2 A I ARAL H bR

minE[L,(W)], st P(L(W) ~ L(W)| > &) < 0. (5-4)

LA ] R A T U AL e H AR, BRI R A Y RENS B ME
PRIk Lo(W) 5 H b3 L(w) DA ] 2 AR 22 IR H 1 400 ) SR i A
(Dy 5 D) VAR 25030 (W) G Ao (EAHERIZ, TR 5.1 Vil (e
H bR Z [BAFAEAR G, il i S PR AR e {25 55 T+ Eastwood S P41 I A AL [ 50 A
ARG, HAE SR BN Sy T AL

5.3 (5 Rz LA

U7 A 2L H BR R A BN R AU d BT I (9 800 AR o A e, ASTRI SRS ) 43
A )8, DABRAR L0 T2 28 YN SR sg e, AR AT H A gt A b H 45 R
Rz ALRE T o HI 2 A e s R (W B0 AN — B0 nT i AR A AR Z 54U D R) i LA
I(Z; D) KE &, ZEAG R0 N

I(Z;D) (i) =I1(X;D) (W EmiE) +I1(Y;DIX) (& mEE) . (5-5)

7. Federici S8 LA, D M X IR MAREHE FEA 10 —(HAR &, 1o Bad
IR IX W I i A R I S (N U (], U d € D X Bl E 1Y
B AT pgo LA MR T AP AT Py (OIS AWML LLA TN 7341 Pyy
(BESiAZ ) FEA U A — 2. BUR @R, ARR A ) SR se Bl et 4
Jab S A RIS 4 52 2R D R 1) B -
B 5.7 X TAEEWM AT Oy H

D(Pyixp || Onx) = 1(Y; DIX). (5-6)

UKL ¢ R R, 5 H(YX,D) = 0 (RIER%E Y Wit X 5 D sl
), T O ZESU d 1A PR KUK 1T 6750 KL U D(Pycp—y || Ony)e 1% 200K
i U A A AR S, AT/ 1 2R B 2 B PO HL 88 2 ST R A R
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FERLLE PR R I o 1K — MR T ) 5.6 Hhtiid UL AL S5 2 A 22 Ta] BT
HFomi T i P sz A4 1) AR A 1k e o

5.3.1 Az i 2= 4y il

AN SR, B RLK AR R RS L(W) A E RIS H bR A R (i
28, WPRE A 5.6 LR IEE 2D o iR 0 URIR S H AR Bz AR . RIS,
TR W AW Dy EINGRIMERAT, Won] & B L AR PR A s AR XU A1
PR, B Ly(W) < L(W)e ish, i I R AR S B I Zrd e e, H
PR AR RS L, (W) AT 4 Jmd A XS L(W) 1 — AT tmdlivt, B L(W) =~ L(W).
gt LR EEE AL, WIa R L(W) < L(W) =~ L(W), R4 AR xs L(w) vIEN
HERPRIR H AR AR ) B RS . 4 e R 4 € (0,1), AlHEH]

P(ILs(W) = L(W)| = &) < P(ILy(W) — L(W)| = Ag) + P(IL(W) = L(W)| = (1 = A)e).
(5-7)
B S— AFHAESEB wREEAR DS, MR AN S R . X
SRR R T 9 R R BB R S B AR R A B, DUR BRI H bRz 1k
RZE IR HEN 2R

5.3.2 Pz AR ZE B

AN SR SR G A — R R AR I IR TR BRIz A T
SR REWSE DU I s A — th BAE S LW D) A SRS 5 AR5 o AT (AR
DL, R T YRR AR 2 B
SEH 5.8 ARV S5.2 o, A

PO = L9 2 ) < 20 I0F.D) + BrolLolW) - LV, (58

me
Hrf D~ v AL T WORFE AT

FLIM &, S SO R U AL AN X 5ARA8 Y L IRIAROCYE, fAeig sl i
HLAS 2 STR Y R Bz A e g o U W RS W53 D; v 2% 2 B AR DG HE A7 e T
ANy, AR R (W, D;) ¥ T 0o Dk 2 (A AR, U nfiE
B EEAN YT I (1) i N—r tH A5 . 1(W, D) X AUV T BAREAS B I(w; D), 1 AR
{5 BN B 7 AR I P S B S IS B B ARG € [1,m) ¥ (W, D,) = 0,
DRI SICEL T P53 Bz Al ARX AN EIRAE B A IR Dy 2 2] BT I,
RPAAR AT REH I(W; D) > 0:
BIF 5.9 % D, D, € {0, 1} #57 HARA L-Bernoulli 5345, & W=D, @D,, Xh ol
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5 HE Bz (e Bie 5 AL BT

Frolssr, AT

I(W;Dy) =0, I(W;D;)=0, I(W;,D,D,)=log2.

AR PEAPTIE AARES L (W) (8 RN e MEEREAS I(W; ;) W] 8=z 2] SidiAe
2 S IRANARAN A D[R] Iy 25 5 AR 2 (AR OG M, Wi $2 iy B AR R Uz AL P g A
F b, B A AT R S S R I S LR SRR, L5l I
BARFEARA L P EL  HORG AR R4 52 21 U7 AL TN ZRER T ANAFAE T+ DA (1 Fag A —h
REMSHERPY, Jefblith, Y Bz AR ZEok A TUREEE AL, 3 B0 R B4 1A
RAEAE H bt -p AN A7 AE8-2600,

Figse# 5.8, EAAMIKIEE I H bz ARz @ EEADS, FAE /i
AT HETT O34T

N, R R R MG AT S LW Dy) TR FE AN I ) G A A 2 AT S B
M, R ST A BN AL SENE, BInBEALESE N % (SGD). 1E% ¢ bk
AR, R 2 S50 BB R ] 2R A

i=1

I/Vz‘: VVt—l _ntzg(VVt—laB;)a g(vaD = Wszg(fw(x)vy% (5'9)
! zEBi

o Wy AV S BRI &, g, AF R, B IR D, A BEHLIEC R B R AL, H
TUHSIEARRIE . BBE A LT TARIRAL, WA
SEB 5.10 ¥ G, = —n, X0, g(Wi1, B), WA
I(WT;Di) < XT:I(Gt§Di’VVz—1)- (5-10)
=1
AR LR R T SGD B ST HNBEAT, (H B A 510 [FFEE T T & A B LA
SIS, 1T SGLD 15 AdaGrad Sk, 1S, e B — I R L
HAFE (G Di|W,—y), BIA S/ M Aiiadi A—4 it BAS S I(Wr; Dy)» AT SEBRIE I (1)
A AV R S 1A K 1(Gy D Wy) PTEES54 KL BOE D(Peyom,, | Pagws):
M L 3 0] 55 AN R R B A -
R 501 45 Epp|Lp(W) — L(W)| — 0, WA B0 55 7] e /MR IZ A0 iR 72
FUALTT S BEREA 54 3 BB A IR 365 0 A — bR AT P, AT
77 13 A0 2 AR S AR OGP, AT 8 A 20 ) Sz A i g (2412421
PUNHE— P4t — MR A 077, R T UK B 3UE Lipschitz 3 220 7 F
R, AT AR A T AR RS R S Rz AR A
B 502 FFIRRE (S, (X), Y) AT wili & B'-Lipschitz 40, WA
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ﬁéEDfWWPWm”PWﬂ. (5-11)

AET KL BUS S5, Wasserstein P B AU XS FR M, Bl 3 ) R 12 iR 2=
A BT & e B EUE &, WA LU IHZ:

1

Ep,[W(Pwp,, Pw)] = Ep [TV (Pwp,, Pw)] < ED,-\/zD(PWw,- | Pw) < \/;I(W; Dy), (5-12)

Hrp TV AR ZE . X MEUESE T A—%th A5 B 1(w; D) el HoAl Az AL
FEi (RI42A7 2280 Wasserstein BE 25D R E5. Pk, @& MUEAEE 1(W; D),
A T R 1T 5 5 A e 253201, Bl m A R AR &

5.3.3 Hbriz iz At

N AN RS H AR A R R 4. B TR I G BT T H Ak
[PERAFE ISR, DI TR w € Wo T BARBUR 00 v 1A, 252 5000E Ep, [L(w)] =
L(w). Bfifg, wIgLan NEgHbREZ Rz B
EH 513 R 53 oL, W TEEwew,

P([L(w) = L(w)| = &) <

g 21(Z; D). (5-13)

IR BRI 5 BT T TRIEAT A e, AEREALRIAE I b PR L w BT
SR JR) AR RS, TRA Ly(w) J& L(w) BIJefmfdith. ok, Liw) B vHE W F T
AR w AE AR ENAE Rz ALRE T, ST 5 g B 5.8 456 LUfE eIl @ 5.6,

7 FIRE B 5,13 i, A H bRIE ESEIZ A AR S A A% 1(Z; D) #1.
HAAFEENE, BER I(Z; D) REdRIEE W EE M, ek N eE S EEr A
FEREATARA . ik, KSRt o PO B TIAL BRI RR ) o), IRl I A 2] R RE
WARA R IE S (R A mFE A 2 AR 22 3. fE S BE 513 MR &AL, XF1E
BRI v, f:

P(IL(y) = L(y)| = &) <

AU, R AL 2 ) (R A I AZ A7 AE LR 23 fif -

g 21(T, Y. D). (5-14)
I(T,Y;D) (Aifwts) =I(T;D) (hEEMWEE) +1(Y,D|T) (M&MmWEE) . (5-15)

X WA IR R A 1 B[R] N e /N IRRAIE  18] PR B A 5 (i 2 L5 M i A2 LA S B H
brslk ERZAL. BU N3P g, W iR MU AR B RS 1(T; D), LA H
Ptz AR 2 -
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5 HE Bz (e Bie 5 AL BT

T 5.14 AW 5.2 51 5.4 o, WX TR w,

B(Liy) ~ L(y) > &) < - \JI(T:D) + -1, (5-16)

:,H;EFI L = mil’lf*:']j_)y [L(f*)] °
ke AR, BOAE H AR Bz A E AR R WA . AR
(R, B IR AL K48 £ ] DEEANRFIE IR 18] T Y ik, mIiFA SRR T
H R 28 1) IR 0 2R AR 45 M o AETCHRZBEME G IE 1, NAFAE SR 8 1, M43
Y= (1), BRI L* = 0. Bk, L* AR FCSHAR A A o PRSI 7 K T 0
FobR. AN, B MME RRES 1T: D) S0 T KL 8% D(Ppp || Pr)» MR K1
FEAN R U R R AL AT
AR 5.15 ArARENE K L BA%, U AR e 55 e /M H bRz A i 22 o
(ESEHE 5,14 (OAEIR, 7350 T 40 F 10 FARISZ 012 25 4n (T L

EwplLo(W) — L(W)| < j@/z(r; D) +2L", (5-17)

X AN E T B 5.8 TRz L B, UESE T RN & /Me (W, D) 5 I(T; D) &
SR A 1 —Fh 78 3 4 A

BAR B MR IE 2 (M B AR B R A 1(T D) fetg i Hbniiz fLfe f, (2 Ak
I(T; D) T 55 ARSI EARREA, Mo ez th e B v, H Al fe AN B )1 2R
B AT W R AR i 3 o SRR R (R S A s W T = £, (X)), Hob (X, 7) ~
pp,» WAE M I(T; D) AR s/ ME I(T, D) 7. AR E BURHIE 13X A7
LB TAT I
EH 516 RS BAET, H

Du(Prp || Prp,) = 0(,/1(W; D,-)), (5-18)

HHrDy(P)| Q) = D(P|| Q) + D(Q| P)-

LA ER W], H SRS 0 AT Prp S5 ISR R IC & 3 A Py p, TAI ) 2257
P A —R 5SS 10w, D) AE N B Tl RN e MM 1(w; ;). RIVe] A8 A
I(Ty; D) AF 95/ ME I(T; D) AREE, T SEUS AL H il LTz AL

BRI B A7 B H AR 1A ALV S, (ISR AR A S B I o
AT R BN AL, JFn] T SRz 5. BRI S, A H AR 2 S7 7] 73 A 4%
fE, WER 5.13 LBl 514 R BRI HE— DA m £
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&

5.4 JIR] o AN TR

% BRI AT E R, AT T TR A (IDMD Az AR . B
TR SRS L(W) AR A ERREIR L(W) 5 B ERIL(W) BARGEZER AR, 1)
5.6 HP A IE AR I AT S L G A i BE 5.8 S B 514 R B, A B 4k B
bro BARMIF, MTAEE A€ (0,1), H

P(L(W) — L(W)| > &) < fz\/ D) (WTD +w>

mel
(5-19)
RS G F R KT TR S B R AR A B A A . BRI T A AN
FEI AU A FE BRI TAET P O3 T 2R, (BARSCH IR T HEE 55
TEXTFF I AN R
W 5.17 B0 S SHFE AT 552 /MU 5.6 TR IT P(|L, (W) — Ly(W)| > &) [F—
T 7853 441

HARIE SB35 466 J5E 20 A1 A ade i [R] N fe /M A ARz A vk 22 (1 4
SHEIIEE GERE 5.8), 1M SEHL H ARz A6 Bt 5 YRy ik A S0 5 R I de /M g A
—H AR CERE5.16). Dk, BT DU AICHERR S BURAIEXS 55 1 TAEA L LLE
R ATIIZ A 1R o ASTE B IR 1B S R 5 1 2 2 e M AU AL 1R 22 1
—MhTEa At

54.1 BRI AT FF 5Tk

HARIIA TR AR R T 2 M At 55771, ARSI A CLAD BE ey 4E 52 %
AETE o — MM, B BE SURFAE (1) FL A o3 A 6 SE B FH A A, BRI A i i 5 4k I
HARFEARBATI T o LU EN O BRAEAE TE R 1 4 0 A0 5545 T ANl fig e 3.
SEHE 518 Won 5 b 4y BT oA S g 5. e > b+ 1, W
XA R4 8 I — s R, AR 2 A Jovk e s s S X 23 i 2. A7
n>2b+1, WAELEIGIR 240k,  H Ik X 70 AR 2 ah o 1w 4 200k g

bifs A5 RO T 20E BRI IESURIR o AEILSEEE )30 rh, Rk et P 1) 448 152
LN ZRIN R HE RN o el Badsg BEa 50, AEBESRIG I o5 48470 A B 18 I
ANEAT, I EEC) T T e A TS (Ul CORALPEL MMDED) B R34 .
X MELIRFH] T Rame SFPATAERISGUE, B SRR SE T X 55 58 BE AR L B s
ZEW AR DO FF 0 Zon s i S P ANE IR B AL I PERE R I BbAh, BUAT 70 A
X5 I TR TR SRR S BRFAE [ 7 [ (241249202 A R 2342402420 e S5 AN AL B
AR BRI ATNE DL B, BARARUEIEA S N(0,1) 5359504 U(—V/3,V/3)
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5 HE Bz (e Bie 5 AL BT

HAAMFE IR 577 2%, HEAR E5EeAFE. ik, ANEER T &m0k 554
A, e MR B FEAGTE TR KL % B3, SEBE AE 1) 43 A0 5%

W Ax 5 {2, ol MR A PS5 O HRFES BRI P — 45 ds b i
pi B bhx] MU, DL o? 77 0 i o A MR R 25 LR 25, W) PR TREA I i
BT FREAE p(x) = 2 3ipi(x) (g 05 g FBO. BUR T BIL H T B2 AN T
FZ IRl KL §U% (5% Wasserstein B 25 (1 —Fhml v & _E Sk 11
B 519 W N [1,6] < [1,b] RS, P pr & XIWERE AT (O, 5 ¢ B0, T
HD(P| Q) < 3 Zizi D(P: || Ony)» H-W(P,Q) < 5 X WP, Qo)

PRI, AT 3 e e /MU S s RO N 3 23 A1 22 [ KL i (8 Wasserstein BH ) 5K
B ARE 5, FATRE— A 6] 55 PR R AR RS DU e B Y T B AR S5
¥ f B S e
SEH 5.20 ¥ {x]}0, 5 {2 HEARFRITHE T, WM A7) =5 B S0 D(P| Ony) 5
v W(P;, Opy) BB /IME

EAIT . PDM ) SEIUD BIE K B fiU1 o A A RIYERE, R 4E o mlTH iy (8L
Bere) FERE . BEJE 55Kk B T AN RS K HE 7 28 2 PDM A] AR 8 6 T-H06 55 11 3 A
XPFEOR) — T g, Lk HE e 060 55 i SEBL v, W] RIS R 2 0 A1 1 22 B R gk
ATXE55, NIRRT A T7VEA L LI 55 522 70 A i) 1) /. [R]INF, PDM a6 2540
FE V) oy, WES T ORI R AE AT TS, SR T ) A AT S B

AR, ZMBEYEH 557 5= 5 V) v Wasserstein 2 2 i 1H 2R L203-2091
XHE— IR T PDM J5 VAR R0, 2R W TS T AN oy BT e 0 B Al o
Fo AR, T EERMIIE, VI Wasserstein BB I ANGE EL N T 100 5.6 RSk fif: 76
39 R BOANIH /2 Lipschitz EZEVERF, 3T Wasserstein #1272 A0 i 2= B S A AT
FHEEZ N, IR FET KL R 23 B el PR AN 453 2R R 500 A2 2 v 0k

5.4.2 HEwh

BT BT, TR A S At 55 (IDMD 850025, a3 ] IR ook 5 4k () 6 . 5
AL AT S B = MR Uz A o (BB e 5.6 7R B BRI IE WA B, PT3E s B Lagrange
Fe7 Ry IDM DAL H A e £

m

Ciow = L+ Lo + ALy = ’LZ[LDI.(W) + I PDM(G)) + LPDM(T))].  (5-20)

i=1
Rt H bR, Cp WG58 RS /M (ERM) FIFURTI, £G 5 L 20 50k H6 R 5%
R AE RS I eI, HonT it iR 1K) PDM 20 A0 055 VS8 B, A e AR A 43 A % 55
AR AR A w AL BRI 2S, (R 0 B RR WA S IR T AR D5 1S, LR
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IR AP A% w SRR RERT S, X — ik 7 Stk Rame P2 TAERT RGN, M4k, &
2 20 5 Ao BB R AR B B DA S M I A% IO RE FE I +%: B2k, V13 Markov
¥D— X— T, Alf3I(X;D) & I(T;D) K L5t FILAE I(X; D) = 0 B, FFiEDAC &
FARX T, T BRI S84 . BbAh, 457 1(Y; DIX) = 0, WIJGT S itish B X 5%,
DRI Ay G ISP AREAIE R 55 0 A DA MU AR 3 A A% o DRIE, Ay 55 Ay FRIERUAELRY: 23 6T 1 i
ARSI AL 1R/ o

H¥E 5-1 PDM for distribution matching

Input: Data matrices {X'}" |, moving average y.

Output: Penalty of distribution matching.

fori < 1tomdo
Sort the elements of X in each column in ascending order;
Calculate moving average X, = yX',  + (1 — )X’

end

Calculate the mean of data points across domains: X,,, = ~ >0, X, ;

return Leom = 5.0 S0 [ X — X, [17-

A N AW N =

LR H T PDM (553% 5-1) 5 IDM (B9k 5-2) Sk ORI szil . F T 4041t
TR ANEE )5 R o X e R%4, S b HEKOKN, d B e, B X A —
ITRE—AN B AN T Rame P2V SEIH 15, 0¥ 80 7 ¥ A E o i
B LAV ROHERR B, LT IR T ORI e o, W E T X, Wl ME
WA 0o (HFHERIMIE, EHE 518 Tt a RUMRA % BRI S, it
WA N (640) 3R S22 /N THFIE (2048) BUFAREE (>2048) HILERE, MM
d>2b+ 1,

5.5 SEgorth

AATLE Colored MNIST 4 £4E2381 5 DomainBed JEvE PEAL Fen 421250 Bt 7 A 25
Frit %) IDM 853, DB UE AR TR AN R 40 A B 1 T B 19 20 A1 AMZ AL RE

5.5.1 Colored MNIST %i#it4:

Colored MNIST 4l % 2 HH Arjovsky 585 N[ 40 2R4155, H 554 MNIST
AR EZXONAE T T39I T Ar% 5 BRI ] K 9 A M. Colored MNIST 18
ok LR i B A

(1) WRIEEF SR KRT 4T FEARYILAIREE (BT 0-4 45258 0, 25 5-9 br28 1.
(2> LL0.25 [Pt BEATLER A AR, DAL S T8 e 5= e o ) B P 000 88 5 v T ik 75%
HER
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#3 5-2 IDM for high-probability domain generalization

Input: Model W, training dataset Z, hyper-parameters A;, 42, t1, t2, ¥;, ¥,
1 for ¢t < 1 to #steps do
2 for i <— 1 tom do

3 Randomly sample a batch B! = (X!, Y') from Z,; of size b,

4 Compute individual representations: (7}); = fq>((X§) j), forj € [1,b];
5 Compute individual risks: (L}); = E(f\y((ﬂ)j), (Y;)j>, forj € [1,0];
6 Compute individual gradients: (G}); = Vy(L});, forj € [1,b];

7 end

8 Compute total empirical risk: Lipy = ﬁ " J’-’:l(Lf)j;

9 if t > ¢, then

Compute gradient alignment risk: £ = PDM({G}™,,7,);
i Lipm = Lipm + 41La;

12 end

13 if t > ¢, then

14 Compute representation alignment risk: L1 = PDM({T*}™,,7,);

15 EIDM = E[DM + }LZLT;

16 end
17 Back-propagate gradients V. Lipy and update the model W;
18 end

(3)  RTAREAIER, 7EMEE P, VE AR S S A DG E: X THR%EN 0 IFEAR,
DINEZE P, i G208, B RSk 0 TARER 1 IFEA, WL P, ¥
HYOh g, HNGhLt,

1, Colored MNIST 4l 426 & IR Dy = {P = 90%, P, = 80%}, — > H AR

D, = {P; = 10%}o IXALARN TUIREARN 5, AURHE BGRB8 0 e LU AR 4

A HE A kB ST S HER 2, T AE HARIED, AR S A (R A SRR A S e . AT

g R iRz /MG (ERMD J7iER & 2 EHUE B, BRI B bR Bz 4

RERLZE o DAL, Colored MINIST s £ 2 VPAS A2 A 50025 e 417 18 i A [R5 st 27 )

HAARRFAE I — P BAR T %

W Arjovsky ZEBSR SRR, DUT RS T ReLU BTG BRALK 3 )2 MLP %%
BTN, I ARCUOBE S N B3 T 500 YOER. T, ESECKET 50 ko
RIGPENIL R . A/NTR I B ZR07v, BT 20 A 6 R B R BAR VT 4h R 4L 2,
HAEZ G gt ferp g bt m . T IDM lgein 2z thds, DLUR AL 7 A 40
ZATIERURI CBLEE IRM. V-Rex. IGA Fl Fishr) [8hZ& 0L, T B LA
SRAEEAT T H— A #AE, Wl 5-1 From. X — WS4 JU0UF T w3 5.8 4R,
RV AFs 06T 55 AT g /NP AN [ JESONT I DX 149 22 S A Y00 8 A T gl o £ e S e
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1.0F Accuracy
ol [H TS --- Train 80% - 0-8
. ____________'_______‘:_'_‘_‘_‘_‘_‘_‘_‘. —== Train 90%
206 - Test10% - 0.6 5
© c
E 0.4 - Regularization loa §
------ IRM IGA — IDM <
02 o T TG e V-Rex Fishr
-0.2
00 - | | | oo ‘I‘ i i
0 100 200 300 400 500

Epoch

| 5-1 Colored MNIST 4l E 4, A& XS 55 AN [A] 451 2 T0L ) m] A4k 45

M, MR BRI vz A . bAh, A %3] IDM BEAL IR MG AL 22 Rl Aiisayz A 3 %, 13
— IR T I EE 0 o
2 5-1 Colored MNIST %4k 45 AN [R]4ek iz Ak S92 (K ME BEXT E

CR7S ISRV % DR A LI % YRS ES
ERM 86.4 +0.2 14.0 £ 0.7 71.0 £0.7
IRM 71.0 £ 0.5 65.6 +1.8 66.1 0.2
V-REx 71.7 £15 672 +15 68.6 £2.2
IGA 68.9 £3.0 67.7 £29 67.5+27
Fishr 69.6 £09 712 £1.1 70.2 £0.7
IDM 70.2 £ 1.4 70.6 +£0.9 70.5 0.7

% 5-1 1 JEIR T Colored MNIST i £E I 10 YNZ I 5 1) M ARYEREXS L. W
Arjovsky BRI BOE, HET max,, min(Ly(w), L(w)) AEMEFERACETY . ol W, A
) IDM SRR H ARk e 18] SEBL T SR (70.2%), A8 2K EIG ik
BT IEARIRE I PERERIL (70.5%), AIKT Oracle Tl #s (71.0%, ik ERM J7ik7E
IR IE UG E N3 2 A D

5.5.2 DomainBed JEHEVEAL H R4

DomainBed JEAETFALEARE 420 2 MU S B SEHdR A A i, T H T PP AT
# (Domain Adaptation) BSIUEZ A0 FIE N 25 G PERER I . AHATR AP ., DomainBed
HLE TR MBS ERAESR, N — S anvoe THEEH, i8S
DR 3 h 20 Ik, B85 AN 3 M SEEe 3 5 77 25 . Ak, DomainBed W 1E
PEAG A7 A 1 —Fh AT B A% IS e . 7E 0K IDM 5 20 M A 7 AT
XF EE LA DR PEAS (1) A i, AR &l BT W3R 5-2,

IR 7R, IDM B35/ CMNIST i HIAR] T Ak (72.0%), 1 Ham
Wi UE (75.0%), # T HH7PTA 5 7% 5577 11 (AND-mask SAND-mask . Fish) 8%
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% 5-2 DomainBed $4fi 4 EAN R U2 AL S PERE X LE . DU R AsHE T BeAR, A 5 A

L ER M R 45 R

ik HERIE (1) 4 (1)

CMNIST RMNIST VLCS PACS OffHome Terralnc DomNet Avg ¥fH %y %
ERM 57.8+02 97.8+01 77.6+03 86.7+03 664+05 53.0+03 41.3+01 68.7 123 11 20
IRM 67.7+12 975402 769+06 845411 63.0+£27 505407 280451 669 183 20 22
GroupDRO 61.1 £09 979+01 774+05 87.1+01 0662406 524401 334+03 679 11.7 10 19
Mixup 584 +02 98.0+01 781+03 86.8+03 680+02 S44+03 396+01 69.0 7.3 6 15
MLDG 582404 97.8+01 775+01 86.8+04 66.6+03 52.0+01 41.6+01 687 12.6 13 18
CORAL 58.6+05 980400 77.7+02 87.1+05 684+02 528+02 41.8+01 692 64 5 14
MMD 63.3+13 98.0+£01 779401 872401 662403 52.0+04 235+94 0669 10.0 10 22
DANN 570 +10 979401 79.7+05 852+02 653+08 50.64+04 383+01 67.7 150 18 22
CDANN 59.5+20 97.9+00 799402 858408 653+05 50.8+06 385+02 0682 124 14 18
MTL 576403 97.9+01 777405 86.7+02 66.5+04 522+04 40.8+01 685 11.7 10 21
SagNet 582+03 979+00 77.6+01 864+04 675402 525404 408+02 68.7 113 9 17
ARM 63.2+07 98.1+01 778403 858402 648+04 51.2+05 36.0+£02 68.1 13.0 16 21
VREx 67.0+13 979+01 781+02 872406 657+03 51.4+05 30.1+37 682 10.6 8 20
RSC 585405 97.6+01 77.8+06 862405 665+06 52.1+02 389406 0682 134 13 19
AND-mask 58.6+04 975400 764+04 864404 66.1+02 498+04 379406 675 170 16 22
SAND-mask 623 +10 974401 762+05 859404 659+05 502401 322406 672 179 19 22
Fish 61.8+08 97.9+01 778406 858406 606.0+29 50.8+04 43.4+03 69.1 11.3 11 18
Fishr 688 +14 978 +01 782402 86.9+02 682+02 53.6+04 41.8+02 70.8 54 3 16
SelfReg 580+07 981+07 782+01 87.7+01 681+03 528+09 43.1+01 694 50 3 19
CausIRLCORAL 584 +03 98.0+01 782+01 87.6+01 67.7+02 534404 42.1+01 694 5.0 3 15
CausIRLMMD 63.7+08 97.9+01 781401 86.6+07 652406 522+03 40.6+02 692 104 10 20
IDM 72.0+10 98.0+01 781+04 87.6+03 683+02 528+05 41.8+02 71.2 3.3 3 6

B (Fishr) (R34 5 U2 AL o X IIE T PDM 29047 X6 55 7 ¥ AR e LR
JE SRR F 2 I HANRR . HZAHRIAZ, SOMFFRHAE 7 A A S (CORAL,
MMD. DANN. CDANN) JCiEfif gt & mf inldl, [Kfi7E CMNIST £k FR IR
Ze. LA, IDM $yA7E RMNIST 5 PACS #0dide Bk B T FrAa & T 0 An h 5 ik
S 2 I B HER R, #F RMNIST (98.0% Xf 98.1%) . PACS (87.6% X} 87.7%) «
OfficeHome (68.3% %} 68.4%) itk FINAG T Sl UAEA MM ke LI, JFAEi
Bl tE EBS T BAL K F R (71.2%) SEEHE2 488 (. il
LI/ 4D . AL, IDM @ME——NET A B SE FI AT M (22 ML
AT 6 440, T HRPT 758 2 /e — Bt Lk s T 2805 IDM [T 5
BOR R RT5, AT Hb 2R 1) ERM 5 VE7E S KU 4 DomainNet b I 25 X
BT 5%, ER/NERSE BB TS 0] 2R, Wik 5-3 P

EAR IDM HIE R HERR I3 F5, {21E Terralncognita F4 45 I ¥ BE L vk
Joo IXWREHZ R R IR S 1L, IDM AR T HAWVE R T ZE S, W
DomainBed fiPE e T M S EOMLREL, PIx IDM 5L HaAR]. E—15 it
SRR, 15 A NARYE L & 5SS 0 H AR FE AT W . 1 &3] CMNIST
FE I TE S m S, 1R 2 4L Th i B A2 A ) b 4 3 Sy, X i
SEERE R T AN TLak, FRAEAS 0 1 A 55 MR S 8O T H
PRECRFERIBENLTE, AIREAAAE L(w) < L(w)o XEERIZEILH BT AL RER I
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AR 5-3 IDM SILKIESN P9 A7 5 N TR) T4

HjAe WIZRISTE] (h) W7 75K (GB)

ERM IDM A T4 ERM IDM A T4
ColoredMNIST  0.076 0.088 14.6% 0.138 0.139 0.2%
RotatedMNIST 0.101 0.110 9.3% 0.338 0.342 1.0%
VLCS 0.730 0.744 2.0% 8.189 8.199 0.1%
PACS 0.584 0.593 1.5% 8.189 8.201 0.1%
OfficeHome 0.690 0.710 2.9% 8.191 8.506 3.8%
Terralncognita 0.829 0.840 1.3% 8.189 8.208 0.2%
DomainNet 2.805 2.947 5.0% 13.406 16.497 23.1%

5.5.3 VHEISEZE

A/NATRT IDM B3 B AS [F) 2L R0 20 A T3 Rl S 56 DASGAIE FESEBR AR, 22X B
FEXTFE (GAD. FFIEXTFE (RA). FHGELFE (WU, 3P (MA) 5 PDM 4345 X}
FEETT RESELG

% 5-4 ColoredMNIST a5 - AV Rl 51256

B GA RA WU MA 90% 80% 10% SRR
ERM - 718404 729401 287405 57.8

X v X X 719404  7254+00  288+0.7 57.7

v X v v 731402 727403 674416 71.1
IDM v v X v 729402  7274+01  60.8+2.1 68.8

v v v X 720401  7154+03  487+7.1 64.0

v v v/ v 742 +06 735402 683425 72.0

% 5-5 OfficeHome #4545 [ 1197 il sz 56

B GA RA WU MA A C P R SERHER R
ERM - 61.7+07 534+03 7414+04 762+06 66.4

X v X X 647+05 54.6+03 762+04 781+0.5 68.4

v/ X v v/ 619+04 530+03 7554+02 77.9+02 67.1
IDM v v X vV 625+01 530+07 750+04 772407 66.9

v/ v/ v X 642403 535406 76.1+04 781+04 68.0

v/ v/ v/ /  644+03 544+06 765+03 78.0+04 68.3

FR PG R BRSBTS S5 A s o0 A AL 5 MRS A2 I T (2 Bz Ak .
% 5-4 B, BEIRBE REXT 551 IDM 503% (57.7%) T RE WA S AN 5 1 ERM )71 (57.8%),
JCVEA AN RIS A AR P o Ak, BREEXT 5 W EH T T VLCS (77.4% %) 78.1%)
5 PACS (86.8% | 87.6%) £iintE LIPERERIN, Wik 5-6 53K 5-7 ion. R, X+
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M2 8 3 AN S 35 B AE,, 9l OfficeHome, 6 B 0T 55 K 1) Pk B T ) FEAS 0 35,
Wk 5-5 Fimss
2 5-6 VLCS A b Ir0h B of 5630 il s ity

& GA A C P S SRR
ERM - 97.6 + 0.3 67.9 + 0.7 70.9 + 0.2 74.0 + 0.6 77.6
IDM X 97.1 + 0.7 67.2 + 0.4 69.9 + 0.4 75.6 + 0.8 77.4
IDM v 97.6 + 0.3 66.9 + 0.3 71.8 + 0.5 76.0 + 1.3 78.1

% 5-7 PACS e £E 0B B A 55 il sz 56

H¥E:  GA A C P S SPEMERR
ERM - 86.5+ 1.0 81.3 +0.6 96.2 + 0.3 82.7+ 1.1 86.7
IDM X 87.8 £ 0.6 81.6 0.3 974+ 0.2 80.6 £ 1.3 86.8
IDM v 88.0 + 0.3 82.6 - 0.6 97.6 - 04 823+ 0.6 87.6

SRS F5 B e MURFAE X (R R P AR B A%, AR E H AR iz 4. Wik 5-4
53¢ 5-5 fion, FRAEX F5AE ColoredMNIST (71.1% % 72.0%) 5 OfficeHome (67.1% %
68.3%) HdhiE LIYRENS W Sz A MR . XIAE T LIRS LR, BVRRAEXS 54N 2
TRREEXT S, AU R SR A R S tE 2 —

G Arjovsky SEBS22AM 06 W E, AR NGB — @ B E G A MG At 5%
AHOGHI RT3 T e I 25 SR B o s 2 2 > AR Pk v] e BELAS HAZ A 25 B
WIS IS TRAGE RS, w45 00 #8525 U R ) AR B B 27 20 S AN —HhR A8 1] (1) 4> A
N, IAE G R B D B A A, W15k 5-4 53 5-5 PR, X3
W&AT B T35 ColoredMNIST (68.8% 1| 72.0%) & OfficeHome (66.9% 1| 68.3%) ik
4R LA ERES

W H Rame SERA22N RIS 4 T, A0 AR SFIN G I T8 Tk, X —SRE
Wy T AR AR R /N AN R IS S AR 1t 20w s KR IR 0 AT e 3R 5-4 53K 5-5 o, W
B s A R T IDM LA ColoredMNIST (64.0% % 72.0%) L OfficeHome
(68.0% 2| 68.3%) HHatE IMVERER .

5 Ja ¥ 7R PDM 23 A1 0 55 7 VAR T JE THRBY R (9 40 A R SF R AR etk . R
WimE, LURATE T IGA SFER Cof 5B EEIEE ), Fishr 50K G 55 ARIE 7 22D,
IGA + Fishr 414 (RIS SFIIEE S T 2, DLRCARTER) PDM 8k, fed& 4 Rk 5-8
fizne AT, EEL IGA + Fishr 4145 (70.7%) AL, PDM 4 IH 25 32 = 1 W fg
(72.0%), XUESE T PDM J7 ik BEME AT AN 0t i 4E 52 2% 0 A I AH DR 1 8
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& 5-8 Colored MNIST %4 4= - 1¥) PDM Vi il 52 56

gy 90% 80% 10% SEEERRER
ERM 718404 72.9 4+ 0.1 28.740.5 57.8
IGA 72.6+£03 729402 50.0 = 1.2 65.2
Fishr 74.1 + 0.6 733 40.1 58.9 4+ 3.7 68.8
IGA + Fishr 73.34+0.0 72.6 +0.5 66.3 +2.9 70.7
IDM 74.2 + 0.6 735402 68.3 +2.5 72.0

5.6 AF/NE

AT BRI AT BE s 7 8] 23 An Al B IR A 2 A HE 2R HE LU e 22 0 A Az A 3
SR, SR T AT Uz A B AR AL H AR 20y T ) R BRI, R TR R
WALA T MR Az A PSR o AL T P 3 sl s T2 T I e, AHESE A
& R PZ AL R, R IR AA AR G TR R, HE— Pt T aE Y S AT R
PEo BJE, PREE T Sz A4 Jm) AR XSS IR 20 il K LR A s 5 H AR Il iz
)@, FEo AL TS B A T Rz AR 22 B 5. T XA v g5 R, RN
FEAN RIS P R B 5 R AR 20 AT RE RS A1 AR A RS S H el Bz AR 22, R
TR ) A A6 SR A YR IDM. B2, ot T H RIS TR A A AT
X5, el TRT U R 5HEF I PDM A0 5550k . Am et 5L AE Colored
MNIST 5 DomainBed FEAEPEfl Z i 4 A T A0 2k GE .

ARE W TAE KR T AL 5 S B T T CCF 47 A 8% AT IEEE
Transactions on Information Theory, #&:3C# H & “How Does Distribution Matching Help

Domain Generalization: An Information-theoretic Analysis”.
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6 ZiigHREH

6.1 W TAEL S,

AR SRS BRI A T BENL ) FE M Z RS, P IA S B ikiz b
PR TARLE AT vH S . BBk DA A& FH VS 25 7 T R JR PR, IR AR RWTIT T 4547
B 2] L A AN AL JE BN B ) SR A S g N IR A ERE . ARSI
FERFS R AT RS LA DY

(D) XA I T4648 Shannon {5 B & 5 Bz A iR 22 b AR SEBR N o xfE
LA THE R R, $E TPl 245 B EAEN), FRODIZA Renyi i, SRR HEGE
AT B s i B A A ST AN S BE AL AR B () 4E B s, FLIR] IS S A AT 2 1A%
2% Shannon 2 AL ATHESS . fEdb b, sehdfE) 7 B Th ) BEMLIEAQ % 2 Sk 1)
FRIZ AR, B3 7R R AR ERE T, l iR I NS B T
ZJE, M TEX SGLD 5 SGD HkM SR LA THE . b — D Hh, E R
Rényi fii b 2= BIETHREACRACT 1)) 8, e TRt v 5 2 B A BoR /e i 1 A
P A S P i AL %, A DG A B Sl T R A D SR B . AT
TAERFFT N TGS CCF #i1E A 2222 K41 International Joint Conference
on Artificial Intelligence, 12 3@ H & “Understanding the Generalization Ability of Deep
Learning Algorithms: A Kernelized Rényi’s Entropy Perspective” ; 5 H1#%2% > #18 Ti 2k
HATH). CCF #E#E A 2522 KT IEEE Transactions on Information Theory, & 3@ H Jy
“Optimal Randomized Approximations for Matrix-based Rényi’s Entropy .

() EXNIA R TS B B RNZ R ZE B EATH R STE A RS
), PR T AR Rz AR BURN, AR S — YRR AR i, WOnT il
WIEAGTE RS B ENER, MARA gk T ARG AL B S AN AT o B
TEMZ by D A O B 45 R4 e 2 B ez A 5, W3 ook 1 TS RO
FE sz A B R BB S TR, R R d /MR ZE R R A Re dR A T 4
B ER WA . BE— 2, N THARHOBIZ (b5t el A SRR A ITHESE T
Sk T AR S R, W T IR T ORI R R B R EAAIE
HE MG Bz B, HAEARZ QM 2 5o P A T I B 2 R
AT TAE R K TSR o il EHEHESE A 28R <51 International Conference
on Learning Representations, 1 3/ H 24 “Rethinking Information-theoretic Generalization:
Loss Entropy Induced PAC Bounds”.

(3) X BAT T ) A% G AT W B 5 iy 20 I IR R 2 A b AN 3 T T 0 Bl 2 2 45
Z i 2E s, SN T R I B 45 ST I 1 2 D E KPR, PR T E A
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RIS T2 R AR g R, HEH TR A2 i kmsl, Haewk
BFRER R X = iU s T AR A ) L2 SJ e SRR R 48— Rz Ak 3 A A 48
e B, BN B AU I A B T O B R ST R 3 AT SR A AE 2 R S RS
PR TR R, R AR R R AT I A T I I A R ZE R AR O LA S R T R,
SOk T ARBSL R A Ptk . LU BB AEASHEZE T HE) I F S DT e P 4 S AR
YRR, RS AT MR 2, Y bR B E Tz iRz A,
W9 TAE R R T AL 22 gk =1 CCF #E#E A 2822 K41 International Conference
on Machine Learning, 3@ H A “Towards Generalization beyond Pointwise Learning: A
Unified Information-theoretic Perspective”s

(4) E XS EAT I T AR Geph a7 [m) o3 A Al B IR A0 BRI 45 BEAS i3 T80z 4 45 oy
ANz A S ) 8, SR T IR A A B e TAELEALAL H AR Zw 1 ) Jm R, 44
AT EAME BRI T A A BT RESE . o, T R R AR RS A A T, KR
PRS2 AR 22 2 i RS H bR Bz AR 22, BEim, e TR BRI R
VR H bRz A 22 E A, BT RN o7 > SR AUz A0 1 e 1R OC B BLAS R £
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fifsx A A E HEUE W

Al FRIBREMEN 55|38

5B X MEFE AL (AR AR SR X SRR p € R B2 Elexp(p(X — E[X]))] <
exp(p?a?/2), JIFRILIH L o- IRt
B X M A2 (KL #0%) % P 0 b XAEMRI A X B0, W P AT O
i) KL HUS5E X D(P | Q) £ [y p(x) log(p(x)/g(x)) dxe
X MR A3 (AER) WX Y) AXEXE X x Y BRI S, HBREG0AmA
Pyy» UGG 00A Py 5 Py, WX 5 Y REASEE XN I(X;Y) = D(Pyy || PxPy)o
EX B A4 (Wasserstein #12)) @B EE (), W PS5 Q ANEXAEX LI
Eofi. W T(P,0) N PYH QIMAMGIKESHES (WX x X B fils iAol
NP5 QO MEESAD , W PS5 QNP p B Wasserstein P 25 X W, (P, Q) £
(infyer(n0) Sl XY dy(x))

BRAE SIS, DR BRI W (-, -) 7" —F Wasserstein 5
BX MFAS (A7) WA P O M4 72 58 b TV(P, Q) £ supg|P(E)—
O(E)|, Hro KMEBCT Pl E.
SEX MEF A6 (AH KL HU¥) 45E p,g € [0,1), W dlg|p) RBEN q 5 p HH
> Bernoulli FEALAZ R KL i§%: d(g|lp) = qlog(?) + (1 - q) log(i:—g)o HEy €
R, 8 KL #ER—Fa ity e oh d,(q ]l p) = yg — log(1 — p + pe’). 25 %iiE,
sup, d,(q || p) = d(q || p)-
53 B A7 ([58], S1EE 1) W (X, Y) A—XBEAEKEG A0 Pyy FIBHLE R, 2 YA Y
) — AN JRAZHE DL 278 fx,y) FTIN, Ex y[AX, V)] A7AE HAX, Y) W2 o-IR i, W

By X, V)] — Eys A%, D)]| < 202(x; 7). (W% A-1)
UbAh, R TAERE x, flx, Y) B o-IRmdive B UM IS AA e, W4
Exy| (U1, 1) ~ X D)))°| < 40106 ) + log3), (3% A-2)
HX T e >0, H
Pr{lﬂX, y) E?ij)]‘ > g} < 46*(1(X; Y) + log3)
513 MR A8 ([58], 512 2) WXL o-X itk HLELX] = 0, X TAER 2 € [0,1/407),

. (Fff=% A-3)

g2
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Ex|e] <1+ 810 (M5 A-4)

5|H I A.9 (Donsker-Varadhan 42 4) ¥ P 5 O by XAEAHIE AT 2% [0] X b MR
oA, e P AN O daxfiES:, WX FAEEAE AT EE - X — R, H

MH@%wy@@WMLJ%meWL (W3 A-5)

Horp X AEEAE X W2 O-nIRWE H Ep[X] FAAE M BENLAL & .
5[# Ptk A.10 (Kantorovich-Rubinstein X[ # ) % P 5 O Jye AEAH IR Al =5 (q] x I
(R A1, W

W(P,0) = sup { / fdp — / fdQ} (37 A-6)

JfELip,
o Lip, AfEE ¢ AL 1-Lipschitz LI REEE A, BIX TEE f € Lip, H x,x' €
X, 1 flx) = )] < elx,x)e
53 B3R A1 (Pinsker A% % P 5 Q e XAEAHR ] E R EE 504, ]

V(P,0) < /300 P). (Hf 3 A7)

BIE PR A2 ([51], 513 2) W X A JLTARLTE [0, 1] yaE N BN AR = H E[X] =
M=y e R, A
E[edv“”ﬂ)} <1. (3% A-8)

A2 F2EFEE4FTIER
TR GEHL 2.3): W {w, % O H — A 5e 4 1EAc . WARYE L'Hopital L0, A

9 t1(G%,)
. 0\ _ 1iqy _ Oa X
lim 1, logr(G3) = lim tr(G%)

= —tr(Gylog Gy)
Ny
= - Z(GXWiv log Gxy;)

i=1

- i /XPX(X)(V/,-, ¢(x))(p(x), log Gyy,) dx

= —/XpX(x)ﬂog G)((D(X),Z<l//ia¢(x)>l//i>dx

i=1

— — [ pxlx) (10 Grp(x), () dv

= — [ Px()( [ logpr(x)p ) (o). p()) ¥, p(x) i
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== //szX<x) IngX(xl) <(0(x/), (p(x)><¢)(x’), (0()6)) dx dx’

=— //szX(x) log px(x')x? (x,x) dx dx’. [ ]

B GEFL 2.5): WA 5w, 000 Gy 55 Gy HIFFEAE . S [185] FH s BE 6.2 (RIEW] )y
5, R (x) = |x|, WLER 1 -6,

m 2
D= < C\/zlzfé, (3% A-9)
i=1

Hrf C = maxex x(x,x) = 1o X TAERE s >0,

‘tr Gylog Gy) — tr(a’Xlog GX)‘

Zi log ; —Zﬂ,logul

< ZM log ; — p1; log ;|

<> max (= |4 — | logldi — ], —(1 = |4 — ) log(1 = |4 — ) (B A-10)

" 2log 2 \/210g2 \/210g2 m3
< _ J o _ J
- Z \/ m3 log m3 m log 2log 2

—_

2log?( m? \* Eu| 2 5
<s m (2log§) < sm> 210g5’ (Ff =% A-11)
Fo sl (B2 A-10) 76 (A —py| = - = A —p,| = 21"“ 328 B e KA, 5K (P % A-11)

AP PLU RS SEfGH: SHMERE 1> 0, f logx < x’/l‘0 éﬁﬂ s=9, f
5,00 — S100] = Coltr(Gylog Gy) — tr(KTogK)

N - 9C,/2log 2
UEBH (22 2.8): XMTEE XAE X FIIHEZ 2 B s 4 p ()

llmE}‘((p —th // logpx( ) — logpx(x')}lcz(x,x’)dxdx'

= lim Cy // long long(qux’)}Kz(O,x’) dx dx’

c—0

=C, / {hm/lx x/H<C ){logpx(x) - logpx(x+x’)] dx} dx’ = CK/Xde’ =0.1

c—0

YEBH CEHE 2.9, PR 1):
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$100 — HX) = [ pa(x) logpa(x) dv = i [[ pu() logpal)o (x, ) de dv

—/PX ) log px(x) /pX ( /long (x")xe? (x, ") dx’>dx
= / px(x) log px(x) / px(x <logC / px(x )dx
(F3% A-12)
px(x)

= Jpion g e e & = P00 20

Hop s (B3 A-12) AT Jensen ANZEAAFH, H Oy W H AWK

) = C, /X Pl )2 (x, ') d¥, (M A-13)
a7 S T AR
Si(X) = —C, / / Px(x) log px(x')re® (x, x') dx dx’ = / pxl(x ( p /X log px(x')x? (x, x') dx’>dx
— — [ px(x)log pa() / px(x) |G [ (1ogpx&') — logp(x) K2 (x. ') | dx
< H(X) + EY'. n

BB (GERE 2.9, M 2): Wp 5 q il X5 X MERERERE. ZIELLT g(x) A
N8
=G Jfpte

b ny 4 Lagrange 361, HHICABIIR q(x) WA 2% 5. B8 Dy(P || Q) 7ELL R
FECH 0 I I8 B B KA :

aJ p(x) 2 ' )
— = —-C, k(x,x)dx —ny = — — 1y =0,
0q v gy BF) q(x') o

KR AME g(x) AL §(F) o Cp [ ()2 (x,x) dxo G587 [ g(x)dx' =1, 4T
() :c/ (0)i3(x, x') dx.
Di(P|| O) >C// ogA ') dx dy’
:/){( K/prx x,x)dx>1oggg§dx’
> — [ 4()(Cx [ (logp(x) — logp(x) K*(x, ) dv ) dv' = —E,
A G20 AT B Jensen AAEAAT H . [

xx)dxdx’—no(/ gy de— 1),

106



Brisk A AHORE BEIEW]

IERH GEFE 2.9, MR 3): SR B HIRE X GEX 2.6 H5E X 2.7 1Hi.
L(XY) W IEA AT £E [185], v 4.1 'HE n — oo £33, [ |
B (GEPE 2.9, PR 4): EET

§i1(X) = _Ckx/szX(X) log px(x' )k (x,x") dx d’
Cor [ porte) ogps(d) e ¥) e ay

= —CoCy [[[[,. o3 logp@) e X i) de e dydy

KB, 47 S1(Y) = —Co,Cay [f[ 3202 Py (3, ) log pr(y )i (x, X' )13 (v, ) dx dx’ dy dy' o 45
A LA AR AT 58 AR [ ]
IEBH CEPL 2.9, YEJF 5): MRIEAZA Rényi HAZ B K€ X, Aldk—25 € XAk Rényi 514
E{%/%\:

pxyz(x, Y |Z)
(X Y‘Z CKYCKZ //ZZ //J;Z // pXYZ XY,z logp)qz(xl|2')py|z(y'|2')
’ Kg((xax )KY(yay )KZ<sz ) ddel dydy dZdZ/ (Bﬁ‘% A'14)

APl Bl Bk XA u
EBH CGEHL 2.9, MR 6): WS, B

L(X Y, Z2) = h(X; Y|Z) + [(X, Z) = L(X Z]Y) + [ (X ).

RYE Markov 551F, X5 ZAE45 € Y INSAFAASE, B py 7v(x, z]y) _p)qy( V)pzv(zly)e
P HAZ RBIWE SN, H L(X;Z]Y) = 0. WA F E MAE T 1 (X Y)2) E’HF
SOPEAFHY o AL, PR BACPE B 2 A AR [ |

FIH MR A3 ¥ P O € AEMFZE R ERBER A, Sorb P ARXS T O Wl 4 Xt
B
Di(P || Q)+ E; > EplX] — logEQ[eX].
Horh X AERAL & 2 O-n TR H Ep[X] AF7ERIBENLA &
WER: € S QY il At LU T AR 20 A«

eX
)= /9 Eole*] 10

W Q ARSI OF XSS, Mg

Dy(P | )+ ES = Di(P|| OF +E"+C// Pr() log = 1, ) dr e
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> C, //szx(x) logex/xz(x,x') dxdx’ — C, //szx(x) log]EQ[eX]Kz(x,x’) dx dx’

= | px() | Ce [ ¥'k*(x,2)d ) dx —logEole"] | px(x)( Ce | #*(x,x)dx" ) dx
fomo(e [t ECICI R

= /pr(x)xdx—logEQ[eX]/pr(X)dx:EP[XT —log Egle"]. L

53 PR A4 ([58], SI1EE3) W X5 ¥ MR, 0] R L £ A TR
x € X, flx,Y) Bl -ttt B Ey[flx, V)] = 0, W AX,Y) [FFE L o-2m ik
ERH GEPE 2.10): BEflw,z) = L(w) — L(w), W 5 Z' 535308 w5 Z iS85 0L, W
TAEE 2 €(0,00),

L(W,Z) + Eyy = Di(Pwz || Pw @ Pz) + Ejy
2 EWZM‘](W7 Z)] — log ]EW/,Z’ {e;”f(wl’zl)}
= Ewz[ AW, Z)] — log By 2 || (W% A-15)

AT G B s A3 LU W, W2 (ST TR R A, Z) N TAEE w e W
B2 o/ /n-IREE: Ly(w) J& n NS R o-IR i BEN AR & 3. BeAt,
XTAER w A Ez[f(w, Z)] = 0. NHGIBE sk A.14, WHIAW, Z) i /2 o //n-UK s
Kk, A

log By 7 {emwm—mw,zfan’)}} < Lo
’ ~ 2n’
2 2
IOg ]EW,Z’ [elf(W’Zl)} S 12101-
RN (s A-15) h, w153

x Mo’
L(W:Z) + Eyyy > ABy g [(W,Z)] — - 25 2JEiVZ[f(W 7)].

A ARIE . X T M, B flwz) = (Lw) — L(w)*s B i€ 0,3%), it
L(W.Z) + By, > Ewz MW, Z)] — log Eyr z {eﬂﬂW’vZ’q
> iz | ML) = La(W))’] — log(1 + 820°)
1
> 4 5Ewa|(LOP) — La(1))?] ~ log3,

AR S B sk A3 LRSI Bk A8 I A = L 3], BB T E. W
513 BF A1S BOELRBENIALE X ~ N(0,X) 'amﬁEE[ | =05 Covlx] =2, W
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Si(X) < S1(X) + Ef o Ti4b, Bk RSN o ML R, NS (X) = £ log(2me) +
Llog|Z| + Ztr[z ).

WEBH: Wop(-) 5 q() 2l X 5 X IR Z R HED pe = Ck?(0,-) B A 1,
DRI TR D e B pR B, O N 5 2 R Lol I
q(x)

5100 -5 =, [ P

:C,(//Xz[q(x) p(x)] logp(x')&? (x,x") dx dx’ + C, // log
—c. [ lat - pto) (—d log(27) — 5 log/z| — /5" ) <x,x>dxdx'+Dl<Q | P

2
~(§10stm) + 310121 [ a0~ pt0] (6 [ w0 o
- ;tr{ VX [9(x) = p(x)] (Cx/Xx/x’TKZ(x,x’) dx’> dX]Z_]} — B
= —(glog(Zn) + ;10g|2|> /X [q(x) — p(x)] dx

_ ;tr{ [/X [q(x) — p(x)] (xxT + ;ﬁl) dx] 2_1} —EY
= —Ju [( [ lat) o] a )z

H 8 1 N E LR BN I, B0 (x, ) = exp(—|lx — ¥[3/02) H. C, = (zo2)~%, W4y

d 1 1
= —log(2 ~log|Z ——x"Z7x )t Ty _g2r)z!
S1(X) 5 og(2x) + > og|X| + o d|2|/ ( x x) r (xx + 2%) dx

S+ Lo2r)zt _ 4 (2 )+11 |2|+”itr[2*1] n
ZO'K =3 og(2me 2og 1 .

q(x) (10gp( ) + log > —p(x) 10gp(X’)] w2 (x,x") dv v’

) dx dy’

1
—E, = —Etr[(E - 2)2*‘} — ES = —E%,.

d 1 1
=3 log(27) + 3 log|Z| + St

5IH F A6 KX, YA E~ N0, o) AWML &, e R WX 2 - W
I Q) = Ex[f(-, X)], W

1 K
LAY+ AX) +&X]Y) < *log —Cov[g(Y, A, X)] +1‘ + Efviax)—a(rea)+ev,a-

ﬁElﬁ: if‘Lg(Y’Avf‘Q :ﬂY_I_Av/Y) - Q(Y+ A)’ JUIES)

LAY+ A X) + & XY =y, A=0) (Fff3% A-16)
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=S51(g(Y;A,X) +<[Y =y, A =0) = 5i(¢)

d 2y doy
= S$1(g(Y, A, X) +¢|Y =y, A = 6) — - log(2meo”) —

402
d 1 2 d 2 K
< 3 log(2me) + 3 log’Cov[g(Y, AX)N|Y=y,A=0|+0o I’ —3 log(2meo”) + Egy o x)+2iva
% e[ (Covlg(Y, A, X)|Y =y A — 8] + 021) '] — 9 B A-17
+4I'|:( OV[g( ) 7X)| =»A= ]—'_0- ) ] _40_2 ( - )
1|1 )
< E lOg ;COV[g(Y, A7X)|Y:y7 A= 5] +I‘ +Eg(Y,A,X)+§\Y,A (IKH;T& A-18)

Horp 5 (B A-17) nlaE 513 B =% A15 f A3 20

Cov[g(Y, A, X) +{[Y =y, A = 6] = Cov[g(Y, A, X)|Y =y, A = 6] + Covl[{]
= Cov[g(Y,A, X)|Y = y,A = 6] + oI,

2 (=% A-18) all i F X155
tr[(COV[g(Y, AX)Y =y, A =0 + 021)_1} < tr[(azl>_1}
el e EAS B B

LAY+ A,X) + & X]Y)
< LAY+ AX)+ & A X]Y)
=L(AAY+A,X) +¢& A XY) — L(A; X]Y) (3% A-19)
= LAY+ A, X) + &X|Y, A)
=EyA[Ll(AY+A,X) + &EX|Y =y, A =0)]

1 1
< Eya B log ?COV[g(K AX)|Y =y, A= ‘f']‘ +E§(Y,A,X)+§\Y,A (F=x A-20)
1 1
< 5 log| —Eya[Covig(Y, A, X)|Y =y, A = 9] + I‘ + Egvax+eva (P> A-21)
1|1 )
= log ;Cov[g(Y, A, X)] + [‘ T Egvax ey (% A-22)

Hrp s (s A-19) AT i A 5 X a7 e 210, X (s A-20) 7T (B A-18) 7321,
10 (B3 A-21) AT HH Jensen NG SO0 BT H1 AR £y I vE4 321, 20 (s A-22) mla
kAT 2= A AR B n
YRR GEH 2.13): RS Z — (By,--- ,Br) — (Wy,---, Wr) f Markov %%, W4T
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L(WrZ) <Li(Wr;By,--- ,Br) < L[(Wo, Wy, ,Wr;By,--- ,Br)
=1 (Wo; By, ,Br) + L(Wy; By, -+, Br|Wy) + 1,(Wa; By, - - -, Br| Wy, W)
ot LL(Wr By, Bo Wo, -+, Wy).

W AR te 1,1, A

]l(Wt;BIJ"' 7Bt’W07"' 7VVt—l> :S1<VVI|W07 7VVZ—1) _Sl(VVt|B17 7Bl‘7 W07“' 7VVt—l)
= S\(Wi\Wi—r) = Si(Wi|Bi, Wi—y)
211(Wt§Bz|Wz—1)-

E%E’ YZEEJIIIE Mﬂ‘i“ A.16 EPERXI Bt’ Y = VVFl, A = 0, f — é:z u&f(VVt—l,Bt) _
_ﬂtg(Wl‘—laBt)’ CIEE:

LW B\Wi—y) = Li(W, = Wi—i; BAW,—1) = Li(—n,g(Wi—1, B,) + 5 B W)
1 2
< 3 log %Cov[g(Wt_l,B,)] + 1)+ Eyyw, s [ |
t
Sl B A7 W VN nox on XFRIEE AR, FFrTRI0 N

A CT

V= ,
C B

Hr Ay BRI ny x ny 5 ny x ng BINFRFRE, WA V] < |4||B
WEBE: VA

o

A 0 I, 0
V=D D', Hvp= !

0 B—ca'cT| a1,

Y

WA |V] = |D||A||B — CA~'CT||IDT| = |4||B — CA~'CT
BEKEN n ] x:

o B D' 4 DI, WX TAE

A 0
x' x=(x"DHYV(x"DNT >0,
0 B—cA~'CT

Pl B— CA™'CT IR E R o SR, PIHER] CA™'CT IR E R . B v 1 19 i
ie{l, -, m} HNHEB—CA7'CT B Y CA™'CT WREVNEFIRIRFAEAE, Wi

Weyl Zi/—%—éit, Xﬁﬂ:'ﬁ‘:%ﬁlé {1, ,l’lz}a ﬁiz S ,Ul'_vnz S ,ui’ ﬁ% |B_CA_1CT’ S ‘B
LRerbA LA, TEEMHIE: |V = |4||B - CA7'CT| < |4]|B]. u

o
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ERH (GEBE 2.14): WERE V, = u[V]. t T 2R SRR A AR IEE N, SR 3
BEHEFERN Ay - s dg > 0o TERES
L]
og d;( = + 1)

2 d
Z;V,H‘ _1og{H<"’ ’ )
t t

log

un Vi
=dl Y i+ 1| =dl 1,
og [daz + ogLiat2 + 1

B AR AT LT B AU 2 /T AR B AR s £ =tr[V], A
SRR, SRR e {1, ) AT

0.(V;) < 0.(V)),

W Jensen NS,

.V, M
1| <dl Vit 1
T ] og[d%Z +

i=1

ZQ <Z€ Zdlog[

i=1

T Vt+1] —0,(V).

:dlog[d 5

LI Y 513 sk A17, PTuER
1 1
0:(Vi) = 5 log < Elogll;[1

X g A — AR, d R

2 r
My Sy i
é%+4=2@m>

t

n; n s 1<
RV Tiyiv g =-31
2T 02’+’ 7 210

t

V= By llg(0¥ic 1. B) — B le(Wor, BB = Enlle(Wi1, B3] — B [2(¥ic 1, B
< Bl B < mmax_[lg(w,2)[3 =L

I log AR HRME, EHASIE. [ ]
518 R A8 HASR L (W Z) < S0 Li(—ngWi1,B) + &; BW,_1).
HEBH:

L(WrZ) = I(Wr—y — n;g(Wr_1,Br) + &3 Z)
< L(Wr_1, —n8(Wr_1,Br) + E Z) (fif>% A-23)
= L(Wr_; Z) + L (—n78(Wr_y, Br) + Ep Z) W) (=% A-24)

<1 (Wr—z; Z) + L(—np &g Wr_a,Bry) + &1y Z|Wr_s)
+ 11 (—ng(Wr_1,Br) + & Z| W)
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< IL(Wy,Z +le —n,g(Wi, B)) + & ZIW,-y) (K35 A-25)
r ~ ~

=N " L(~ng(We1,B) + EZIW,y) (B 5% A-26)
=1

T

< L(—ngWer, Be) + & B Wiy) (B A-27)
th1 ) ~ ) ) ) )

=> L(W,—W_i;B|W. 1) =>_ L(W;B|W,_y),

1 =1

Hr, X (s A-23) ATiE Markov % Z — (X, Y) — AIX, Y) KEBE 2.9 PR 6 13
2, =0 (Fsx A-24) npdd v 5 4320, =0 (s A-25) Alidid # 2 50 (Mﬁ% A-24) UL E
LR, X (% A-26) /[ Wy 5 Z s i 2], X (% A-27) AT i Markov
% Z — B, — —n,g(w,B,) + & |w = W,_, 155, n
R GEBE 2.16): N GIEE Bk ALL8, 1

~
Il

L(Wr Z Z ( log

Z’ Cov(g(W,-1, B;)] +1‘ +E’;V|W; 1)

LEDIFE W3 A6 P X = B, Y = Wy, A = —Ays &= & 5 AAW_,,B) =
—n,g(Wi1,B,), I, -
B3 BT A9 B u,v € [0, 1] 2RISR IE A /NS i KRR, AL

l—un , wvn—1
SV
V—u V—u

o= -u”, (Ffox A-28)

ES)
llogu| = Q(Ja —1|), |logu| = O(la — 1]logn). (Ffi=x A-29)

WEB: HJu=00, Fu=v"Hve(1/n1), ERGRERBT. BN, Kr=v/u
AR 4 RIS, WA

o __ 0 -1 ocfl_l 1 —
,u:u“’c k“un + kKun :ua1<}c(x )(1 — un) N 1>.
KU —u Kk—1

BWSANEGIE =1, WX TAEREWL € > y+ 1 FIER Sy, A
Kl < K(Ll_l) < <1 + 1>(Ka—1 —1).

- k-1 y
Bk, o TAEE k€ (1,00),

113



[l L R e VAT

log | — @(

Mue (1/2n,1/n) B, H1—un=0(1) H

(@ —1) logu+log((1c“’1 —1)(1 —un) + 1)‘)

log | = Q(|(ec — 1) logu|) = Q(|(« — 1) logn]),
[log | :O(](a—l)(logu—i—logk ) (] (a—1) 10gv|)

BMH u <=1/2n 1, 17 [logu| = O(|(a — 1) logv]). &ittve (1/n,1), W
logu| = Q(la — 1)), [logu| = O(ja — 1|logn). -

SIH PR A20 X TAEE & € (0,1) FRW KM n, FHBEHUEE ABRIELL 1 — 5 R
W s AWML H tr(d) BI—A (1 £ g) ITRME, W A GEEAERISELAE A H S,(4) B
(1+e) TME, e =1—min(g, 1/p)’s K2, MT ey = max(n®! n'=%)* — 1 [AFf
%L

WERR: 1R

1-a /1 1
tr(4%) € S , (35 A-30)
=% u), FHa>1
b tr(4%) = p RN T HARAEE IS u 588 v TSI, tr(4%) = n'—* WX AR (4 5B X
LIS . ¥ Z AEE AR w(4) T RME, WRMRE 1 -6, A

—go - tr(4%) < Z —tr(4%) < gy - tr(4%).
Yoo < LI, PR (% A-30) H 1 < u < tr(4%), %
1 —¢go=pu*>tr%(4%), l+¢& < 7 !

(tr#(4%) — Dtr(4*) < Z —tr(4%) < (r*(4%) — 1)tr(4%),

N

trlfs( a) S ZS 1+£(Aa) trfa( a) S

fE BB AZE ML log R A1

1
log Z — log tr(4%)| <
— |logZ —logtr(4")] < {

&
log tr(4*
£ llogtr(4)|,

Hr §,(4) = 1L logZ A S, (4) WBEMIEER . K, T o> L EBAHALE. K
Z, WZNEIE AT S (A) FEME, WLE 1 -5, f \Z — Sa(A)\ <&-S,(4)o
oo < LI, W RE TP
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(tr(4”) — Dr(4") < tr(4”) — tr(4”) < (r°(4%) — Dtr(4),
Hrr tr(4%) = exp((1 — a)Z) A tr(4%) BATAALE F . X (B3 A-30) H1 n'—* > tr(4%), H

1
>1—g.
1+80_ &0

tr'(4%) < n®0% =1 4¢y,  tr¢(4%) >n 0% =

Lity FIRANGER TG —eo - tr(4”) < tr(4%) — tr(4%) < eo - tr(4%) e KT o > 1 AFHAHRISS
Wo EHAFIE. u
B3 T A21 ([188], EHE 1) FLEHEE2-1 hllts =0 (1\/@+1 (;)) IROSR

FERCEIEE M f4), Hbfid Z LU 1 — 6 il 2 p wr(fl4))| < & te(fl4)).
W GRS 2.17): 401 B A20 15 R A2L, s — O (,mg9+mg;>

WIST I 2-2 FTLMBSE 1 — 0 BRAE A S, (4) WAL [Sa(4) — Su(4)] < & - Su(4), Holy
go=1—min(u, 1/p)*s M55 5 A19 AI1FLL NS
s = O<g|al1 log(é) - log@)).

WTF 45 0 > 2 85, 4 Ja— 1] = 0(1). u
SH PR A22 ([268], EHE2) W T(x) K gamma B4, H R(x,y) = T(x +y)/T(x),
R(x,y) > x(x + )~ 0<y<1,

R(x,y) > X 1 <y<2,

R(x,y) > x(x+ 17" y>2.

I B3R A.23 ([188], SEFL 5) F5 T4 2-1 Bl s = 0(; log(}) + 1og(;)> , JUxF

FEREANE A4), St Z DB 1 — 0 WAL |Z— ()| < e WA 6o 1,
512 PR A24 ([269], s 2.1) R fAE SN T £1 HKEMKEZ T8
K > 1 BIMGIE DX 3 i i 22 [Az)] < Mo % p,, JEREL £ 1Y m Y Chebyshev 2% 2%
HF, WFEEmeZ,

aM
p )| < .
max A2) = pn(2)] < (K — DK™

BIE MR A25 W g MERMEBT [—1,1] = [wv], f2) = 2% pu(A) NEREL fog I
= O(ﬂlog(%)) [t Chebyshev 2R # & T, WA
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max 170 8)(¥) = pulx)] = max|fi2) — gu(4)| < eu’,

—1,1] A€(u,v]

L gn =puog's

EBR: ATEGUE R R flz) = 2% FEXIK C/{—00,0} WRNT. Z5ELMEM ¢, MElfog
TERIR C/{—o00, —1 — 2L} PfidT. DL, WIIEHRRMIRI I B, ARG 14 22 =
1+ 4, FERKER JB+1)2—1 = +2p, HELMT 1. A5 5% A24 F
WK=1+p+\/F+28 HM=(1+p)" HIEZZF logK:®(\/F), AAFLUR B

log(logK ) _ of /i1os(2)). -

PERH CEBE 2.18): fE5|BE I A25 HHL m = o(ﬂlog(ugl)), Hr e, = e0/2, g =
1 —min(u, 1/u)*, W4T

| \/

max V(’l) CIm(/l)’ < gluav

AE[u,v]

tr(gn(4)) — tr(47)

< ZW — gn(A)| < neu® < %0 tr(4%).

Hsh, R

€0
A) > R A" — g >y — —u* > 0.
Jmin gn(2) 2 min A% = max |2 = gn(4)] 2 u" = Ju" >

I, 15 m SHKRT, q,(4) oV IE S
EG|HE il A21 Pl s = 0<é1/10g<;) - log(;)>, Hrre, =2, 43
1Z — t(gu(A)] < Ftrlgu(4)).
trgn(4)) < (%) + w(4%) < Jw(4°),
Horp Z 9 Hutch++ ST tr(g,,(4) I THE. 256 DL g 113

1Z = (d")| < |Z = tr(g(A)| + [tr(qn(4)) — u(4")

< St ) < ) 3 <),

LTI B r A20 51 B Bk AL19, AITE

s:0<6|a 1 log( )—l—log(é)), sz(ﬁlog(da"_”>>. [ |
TEBH GEPE 2.19): 24 u = 0I5}, Chebyshev 2850+ ) R 2L T, A LU R b &m
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q—zf@mmmmwmmw—

T Jo

20T (o + 3) ()
VL (a+ 1) (o + k)

o (@) KA TE: (@) = o oo (o — K+ 1)o TR TACHIBE A MOFE 45 GEME 2, 4

o0

> ¢

i=m+1
& [(o+ DT (a+1)
N \/Ei*%-:i-l TFla+i+ 1) (a—i+1)
- I(a+3)T(a+1)
\/_, %1 I(i—oa)l(a—i+1)(i—a)Xt!
T+ yle+D) | 1
(,'_ a)Za—H

= 7r3/2 >
<2vaF( a+ )F(a—i—l)/ : 1

i=m+1

= 3/2 X — q)2t]

2T (a+ 3)(a+1) 1 ~vT(a+ 3)T(a)

B 73/? 20(m — a)?*  13/2(m— a)?
Hor, 30 (st A-3D) WL RSBl S ER x € [0,v], H Tu(x) € [-1,1]; =
(B3% A-32) WIEIEEXT R(i — @, 2a + 1) N SIEE Bk A22 155 X (% A-33) nlid it
Euler R AAXFFH ;s 20 (B3¢ A-34) W UL RSt : Rk m > o, WX FATE 7 > 1
Hk>1, AinF <" xFdx.

Weo=1—min(u, 1/u)" He =2 B FREFE m:

[e.o]

< Y lel= Y

i=m+1 i=m+1

2v'T (o + 3)(a);
Val(a+1)(a + i)

1A% — gm(A)| = (ffH 3% A-31)

(F3% A-32)

(=% A-33)

(=% A-34)

m*T (o + 3)T(a) < &0 2mvT (a + 1) (a)

— - tr(4* > A .
7[3/2<m — a)za =9 ( )7 mZ> o+ \J 8071'3/2 min(va—l’nl—a)

&MwnnﬁﬁﬁﬁA%%ﬁﬁ,Mﬁh@mm—npnsg-() TETBE B

A23 FlLs = O(;,/log(;) +10g((15>> UES)

2 wlan )] < lanta)l. = § Slant)] < ;(imiw—qmum)

gg(mmw+2nu%>g?-mmy

1Z — te(4")| < |Z — te(pu(4))| + [tr(pn(4)) — tr(4%)

tr(4%) = g - tr(4%).
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RIS B o% A20 M| BE Sk AL19, e n]fe

7 of 1
s = 0<g|a‘_1| log(%) +10g<(15>>, I O(W%/gm—l) o<1 | .
o(vmifzE) a>1

SIE MR A.26 ([188], s EE 7) X T AT & G ik 1 B ) 5 3V Ary, -+, Ary, VIR
ERHHE A B, L ry e r S0 35 PR RO M ) B, FLERAE 90
b . M, E s — Q<(Mg(/))> R M ) e A6 Y LA 7, A
UL 2 MR, B (1—e)tr(d) < Z< (1+e)tr(d).

UEH GEH 2.20): Z55 513 Bifok A26 551 BE [k A20, AIANLIER 2 7H5F S,(4) [
| o ERABT BRI SR D 5 — Q(W o gy = el 1 <

ell — allogn. {EATHORSETHSERIR T, b mRU ML, 7

1
s=Q . [ |

ela — 1| lognlog(m>

513 My A.27 ([270], [271]) ¥ ||| A ERELR) Lo V0L, E,(f) = minyep, ||f — p|| FRAE
A BRI IA] [—1, 1] _EXFT25 58 R £ fx) sl —BoEITiRZE. WX m — oo N,

m
—1 (y—\/yQ—l)
1+

Em((y_x)_t> ~ |r1ri(t)| (m)

HpryeRHy> 1,

B3 MR A28 AL IFEBERE ¢ : RT — RY, AW TAEE O <u<v< 1M
¢ € (0.aulv/u), FEHEIA gu() FHH2 m = 0 /Tog(2) ) BrLASHA T(E
B A € bbb+ ) EEUFE A, A € (V] B X (AA) — gn(d)] < &
b>v k.

WER: 7EAHFMRBAAE T, ZUHH LR ) 2 T AU 2R 5 e @il e DL Rk W LA AN )
FOLI) B2 24 JE 251 T MG YA 21 1R — A [

OB B A29 £ 715 g, SETILL 46 P 10 NS S FAEREI AL S0, € [y bt
V) IRFH0 Ao dn € [uv], B[S0 (A4) — gu(A)| < o

R R A30 20 g, SLLLT ST S DY 0 TAR RS S A =b )
JPAU 2, 2 € [u V] 3 S A04) — gu(Ai)] < &0

M % A31 2000 g, SCLCLF &R s/ S MR A € [u,v], WA
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f2) = an(D)|p(2) < &5 JeH o(2) = [min(5=2, 524) |
R MR A32 2 g, SEILLT KA N X TAERE 4 € [uv], B
f(2) = gu(A)| < €
B M A33 2K g, TILL N R BN N TR 2 € [u,u+2], 3
HIAA) — qu(A)| < &0

XFF i e A33, BT LU RO T y BAOFRPE, B EL (o g)(x) = (x +
u+ D) ENTFIEB (y—x) Py =ut+1.t=—a. Be=E,(fog), 3T LLT gamma

A D(—a)| = et B REHSIE B AT, S m A, 4
. (1 +u—\/u2+2u)m ¢l (~a) _@( . )
m—00 motl1 o (\/m)a—l o (\/ﬂ)a—1|sin7ta\ .

Pl XA ERE ue (0,1), fF1Ee € (0,1), e <eg iy, H

el

Yo ¢ NI, f [sinzal =0(1),

UL S A32 — B A33: AT Sy (A) FDEREERL (“2) frm  (252) S,
ﬁwﬁw@ﬁﬁmﬂm%mﬁMﬁTﬁﬁm:QQﬂ%@DoH%«%ﬁ RN
UTARRI L fr0y: m = (flog(fg))

I o A31 — Bffok A32: AWt w < 2= Hov> 2=, BIAT min; 4; > u 5
max; 4; < v, W] HE— ARk [u, v] 5 U\{Vﬁﬂlﬂﬂﬁxm )JJX]L?E%E\ A€ v, H

(1) = |min nv—>b b—nu min nv—>b b—nu
v = v—A4 A—u v—u'  v—u

WS A0 — BiSk A31: XFAERE A4 € [u,v], MIERH: Ay, A, Hi
Ayroe s Ay = Do Doy 1y Py = — by g me(m:fv bv n)u)J m”ﬁt}?ﬁj{wjﬂz (A = b,

n—n,

> 1.

>

Zw <o mlfid) —anB) <o, o) - gud)] <.

) PSR A29 — Btk A30: 15 g, A IR0 B S AL29 IR, SEIRT &/2 I RURSFE .
BTN, S TATE 2 € [uv] AL < qu(d) WAL > gu(A)s WS AA) — gu(h)] =
S (i) — qm(4:)) |

A0, TR AL) 5 gn(A) PELNE, AP p € (u,v) 115 flp) = qu(p). 4iE
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B Ay Ay AR TR0 4 EHS B — RG> n,, X TAER (€ [1,n,], 1
AA) < gm(A ) BX AR i € n, + 1,n], £ f4) > gu(Li)e

im-qmw Z(fu g,

S ) — gn)l = | S0 () — gu(2))]

i=n,+1 i=np+1

WO AL 2L 52 2, Ho

A i<nm n
A= p, n=n,+ Z i,-/pw
p i>n, i=ny+1
Aixn, 1<n—n "p
12 = ! " m=n—n,+ Zli/pw
p i>n—n, =1

Wb=S" 2 WM A €bb+v) AR, 22 €[bb+v). Hitk

S — gu0) = S0 — aulz + 3 )~ (i)

i=n,+1
— >0t - DINVCAEPHER)
= [SU) = gulal)| + [ S U8) = auld)| < 5 5 =

Gt L L ST IR, T W A29 BSAE T S m = 0 Tog(2)).
EH (%iﬁ 221): & Z = tr(gn(d)), WH |Z—t(4%)] = | (gn(di) — A7)

peloll 1, JURLEIEE W A28, A[fEm = Q(ﬁlog( . )) NI |Z — t(47)] < e 1]
=S f??? Hrh b =1, 455512 sk A.20, WRURREZ IS 20~ Aok

m:Q(\/zlog<vZ0>) :Q<\/Zlog<v8‘a_u1“0gn>). m

53 B A34 ([272], [273]) M4 m — o i, H E,(x*) ~ 5(a)ym™2*, HH a e RT, §(a)
BT o NERL A a ¢ NIEE 6(a) > 0
B3 T A35 TR v > 0 BUEHE NG &, (TEZIAR gu(h) EOTHE m = g( x )

&802
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B LLSEIIAT TAL AL S0, A € [b, b +v) KISEEUFH Ay, -+ A, € [0,0], b >v

HHL A S () — gu(A)| < €.
HEBA: A5 BEAT @ 55 B sk A28 AL VA2 il FEAE R ]
WEBH CGEHE 2.22): W Z = tr(gn(A)) AT UEREL TR 12, g = néle!l — *E?E%IJ‘EE

W%A%ﬁ%mﬁd%@g)ﬁi%B—MMHS%WE%ET?,A$b—1

518 Wk A20, TR m = YT) =0 g ) .

A3 F 3 EEEL NI

SIE PR A36 ([274], 1B 3) WIEX = (X1, -+, X)) IRINSHCAm S5p = (p1,-- ,pa)
2040, ar, - a, > 0 9L XL api # 0 EEL WX IR e >0, A

(;a, (pl — i) > 8) < exp(—mﬁg>,
b g =231, aipi

I Z = (0(Y, 1), ) & SRR, Horh Y R BERL RIS, 0 Wi
WLV = {7}, € V C R WS R AREE R, WTERy ey, w3, b
BURAS T b it 7, s

¢ = sup

Ly A
Vi sVisVis e yVm

)(Wﬁy(vl,--- R ,vm),y)
—log(pio £)(w. O, (vi, -+ Bi, - vw).y)].

o py(1) = P(L* = 1) FL 0,(v) = 00y, v). 4T SR v 1% AU N

wo__ w wo_ w
cy = sup ¢, and c"=Ey[cy].

i€[1,m]

Bt w e W, M £ AREHR KRBT AT B (145
£ ={tw,0,(v),y) :veV,y e V}.
WEATRE y > 0, FRUE X T BRI £ (1 I T4

. mlogwy)}
S

Ly =<S1eL”: —logp(l)—H(L") < c (Pt A-35)

VEREIEAD £ MM S I w € W TS A
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SIZE B A37 4UEMERy >0, AP(L ¢ L)) < 2 A
’E;”‘ <exp|H(L")+c" mlog(\/ﬁ/y)>

WERH: LA T pREL:
S,v) = =logpi(hy(v)),  hy(v) = €(w, 6,(v)).
Bp ) =P(Y=y): p(v) =P(V=v) R () ={veV:hv) =1, WF

Eyy Y, V)] == p(») > po(v)logpi(hy(v))

yey vey
= Zpy Z Z pv logpl h ( ))
yey leLv vehy 0

Ly (zpy@ > pv<v>) logpi(!)

e\ yedy vehy (1)

=—> pi(l)logpi(l) = HL").
leL

Rk, X AV) = —logp, (L") N McDiarmid A28, w15

2
P(—logp/(L") — H(L") > &) < exp <_m?cgw)2> (Fft % A-36)

A 0 TR (% A36) A, WA & = v/l g A (s A-35), TTiEH
§=y/Vn BP(L"¢ L}) < 6=

AR I AR W THER L e £ AR —logpi(l) — H(L”) < &
W AF exp(—H(L") — &) < pi(1), BEMTH

L= P(2" e L)) = 3 pill) = 3 exp(—H(L") =) = [ L] exp(=H(L") ).
leLy ecy

y‘ < exp(H(LW) oV /mlog(\f/V ) ke, [

R, &= 0] £ = fan - a} WIVRTHP TS, B

T={ic[ln:Ly¢Ly}, Ti={icln:L=a}

R 75 7 hBENAS B, IERERLYERIE T AR 4 Z.
B3 PSR A38 AR ZE MR A gen(w, Z) = A(w, Z) + B(w,Z) + C(w,Z), H+
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i€l

Aw,Z) =P(L" ¢ L) (ELW L ¢ o] - T ZLW)

B(w,Z) = I;I < (L ¢ Ly) - |I|> Ly

i€l
! | Zi|

Cw,Z) = Z(IP’(LW =) — )ak.

k=1 n

PEB: HEBIZUL U UL = n, WLEARNES ]2 fE ok
Epo[L") = P(L" ¢ L)) B [LV|L" ¢ £3] + ;]P’(LW = a)Ep [L*|L" = a]
=P(L" ¢ L})Ep [LVIL" ¢ L] + ;P(LW = a;)a. (M 8% A-37)
T, IR R I XS 2 i A

lz"jL;f - (ZLW+ZZLW> = ZLW+Z > ap= ZLWJFZMak
ni=4 icT k=1i€T, nier =1 " ez, ner
(Ilﬁi A-38)
Bl (3 A-37) 520 (B A-38) AR gen(w, Z), NI

gen(w,Z) = L(w) — Lz(w) = Ev[L"] — ’lqzn;LlW

=P(L" ¢ LB [LV|L" ¢ L£}] - P(L" ¢ £W) 72 Z r
+P(LW¢,CW) |I’ ZLW ZLW+ZP ak)ak—i‘ik’ak

i€l IGI k=1

=P(L" ¢ L)) (ELW L ¢ o] - 5 ZLW)

i€l

%( (L ¢ Ly) - z ’>§LW+Z( 'i"‘>ak. n

B3 BSR A39 AETEy >0, AW, Z)
EB: MU bk A37, 4 P(Ly ¢ L))

<
<

J’T
Jie BT LY >0, [gs]

Aw,Z) =P(L" ¢ L) (ELW L ¢ o] - 5 ZLW>

i€l

<P(LY ¢ LB [LL” ¢ L] < %Em L ¢ Ly] <

BIH F AL LEMEy>056>0, MUEFEL1-0,

E
Bk
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\/ LW%E 2ierLi /210g2/5
B(w,Z)
IZ|

2(H(L") + CY) + 21og(2/5)
c(w,z)gzbw\/H s n” °8(2/9),
;H\:EPCY:CW\/WO
EW: Bq =P =a).q=P(L" ¢ £}) HCw,Z) = i (¢ — Z)ai— (g — &) ase

N5 s A36, Hor

n:t+17 X:(|1-1’77|Il‘7|1’-’)7 p:<q17”'7thQ)7

m=n, a =0, ay, =0, and a; = a; forany i # k.

At i€ [L g\ k13 qua; > 0, W Y0 aiqi + arg # 0 HG1BE sk A36 HIHTE S
PHAF LA AL . M TR e>05ke[1,4, A

ne?
P(Cy(w, Z < — T3¢ A-39
(Ce(w,Z) > ¢) < exr>< 5 (211 w? qka]%)), (= )
%fuﬁ{_j" -& C_lt+1 =1 E_ C_li =0, m‘?%l“
IP’(q _ > 8) < exp(—ngz) (3% A-40)
n 2q
o34 6 T (M A-39) 5l (5% A-40) A5 00, WX TATE ke (1,4, A
2log(1/5)
P| Ci(w,Z) Zq,a — ” <9, (B % A-41)
IP’(q — E' > 26’10%1(1/5)) <. (F3% A-42)

NS TATE i # k3H qa; =08 g =0, WH C(w,Z) =08 g —|Z|/n=0, #\
(% A-41) 53X (s A-42) AR Rk, EXSHER (quay, - quar, q) BIEOT.
Bl (% A-42) RN B(w, Z), WX TAERE 6 >0, LLEFE1 -6,

)= (p(er e ) - I)zn@ ekt ]

‘I’ i€l
(B % A-43)
Fefplh, AR (% A-41), HFAERI>05ke[l,4, EGHE1-60H
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21log(1/9)

ak)

< bw S B(L* = a)) — P(L

_ \/IF’(LWELWHLW ) 2logr(ll/5) < /2log’§1/5).

XF ke [1, 6 A BA, WREFFATE 6 >0, LLEGE 1 -6, FAIAZER A AT
Ci(w, Z) < b 21°gn(f/5), ., CwZ) < bww/mogn(f/é). (3 A-44)
B EXARAN Cw, Z2), WX TATER 6 >0, LEEE1-66H

Cw,Z) = Z(P(LW =aq) — |ik|)ak— tlz_:Ck (w,Z)

t
< 1 S |2 1og(t/0) _ g /210g(t/5).
t—1:7 n t—1

BT EF N T EE 0 >0, LIEEE1-0FH

S

m

X =1 KRR,

2log(1/6) 2log(t/9)
C(w,Z) = <IP’(L @ < an /P — a) og( / og( /

Rk, ST > 1, 1 C(w,Z) < 2b"/22W0 | HE—35 N 5 5 fiisk A.37, W

w w, [ mlog( \[/)’
21 2 loa(1 ( (Lv) + ¢ )+210g 1/5
Gl < 20280 208(1/3 <2bWJ v

(K% A-45)
Bl (B A-43) 530 (s A-45) BEE AL, U5 HA5HE. |
HEBA (B 3.1): MRS IHE Bk A39 551 BE Mk A3T, X THER y > 0 4(w,Z) < %
HP(Lr ¢ Ly) < Zoo BUUGIE i A40, KHER ) >01506>0, UBEREI -0 4

\/ LW%E 2ierLi /210g2/5
B(w,Z)
IZ|

o zlog<z/5> w2 /7 [210g(2/0) \
Cw,Z) < 2bw\/ 2(H(L") + Q‘Q +2l0g(2/9) _ Cy H(LWLJ“ < (= A-47)
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[T S i NS i =22 AT E

e BN GIBE Ik A38, w13

. " /210g (2/9) / +
gen(w,Z) < ——l—B Zn\l//; /9)

/ HL")+Cy 1
=CY 21+Z \/ﬁ<ybw + B \{;\/2log(2/5)>
H(L*)+ Cy LG
— ; ﬁ ]
UEBH (G 3.2): 1Zow Bl S ow B 3.1 AR Uk B g FEAS 2 [
Y EHANLAE R R e R, Wp(r) =PR=r) XTAEEL>0, EXC, =
o Srer DL () e WAL e > 0, 58 XA A
R.={reR:—logp(r) — HR) < ¢}.
5IH B A4l X TAEE 1 >0, Hle=llog(C;/0), MHPR¢R,) <o H
1 1
R,| < exp (Huae) . 1og(5)) |
TEBH: MR DL AR e X, WA Markov AN, A
P(R ¢ R.) = P(—logp,(R) > H(R) + &) = P(—Alogp,(R) > ZH(R) + &)
=P(p,*(R) > exp(AH(R) + Je))
Eg|p*(R - ,
R{ r ( )} _ ZreRP} A(r) _ Q (Bﬁ% A-48)

~ exp(AH(R) + ) exp(AH(R) + Jg)  e*

WA —logp,(R) — H(R) < &, 17 oxp(—H(R) — &) < p,(R). W24y

I1>PRER,) =Y p(r) > exp(—H(R) — &) = [R.| exp(—H(R) — ¢).

reR: reR:

e (B8 A-48) L C; /e = 6, Bl ¢ = Llog(C,/0), WA

AN 1. /1
IR < exp(H(R) + 1 10g(5)> = exp (H(R) + 7 log((S) + - 1 10g< T ;217 (r ))

:exp(H(R)—f—/lllog(;) —leH )+ = logzp l”) ICXP<H1—A(R)+/1110g<;>>..

reR

WEBH (EFE 3.3): B RY =r={}H e R, WH
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n+1
ﬁ(W7zla ) lU_ Zl_lU_lzl njl_llU n—i_lZ n+1<
z;éU

ly—1),

H = n+1 Sl L. BERAE Ey gen(W 7, U)} — 0, By = bVl = SUP;er ) i HXT

FAERL i # U 1 = 0, W gon (W, Z,, U) BUK A BV R, TTUEW] gen(W,2,U) >
—b" P, Wgen(W,Z,, U) WL B PR E . B RY = r Bt gen(W,Z,, U) # T U
WL o, -UERTE, Hoh g, € (0,675, WX TAER >0,

]P’U<g;cn(W, Z;, U) > t) < exp (_2(2)2)

WX TR 6 > 055 r € RY, ¥RV = r, WULELRSE 1 — 6 4 gen(W,2,U) <
o,\/2log(1/6). X re RY WUKS LA, WX RY e RV, f1

gen(W, 2, U) < Zpry[210g(|RY/0). (M7 A-49)

PRSI P A4, XFATE S >0

P(R" ¢ RY) <0,

B (o A-49) 52U (B % A-50) IBES BAY, M FATE 6 >0, LERFE 1 -60f

_ 2 (1 2
gen(W,2,,U) < zRMz log(2[RY|/0) < 214 2H, 4 (R) + 5 log<5> + 210g<5>. |

EBY GEFL 3.4): B RV =r={AL}_, e RV, WA

gen(W,Z,,U) = Ly(W) — Ly(W) = 1f:LW oLl = lf:(—l)?fwi.

ni=

el ]E&[(—l)a'] =0, WX AU) = gsﬁ(W, Z,, 17) J% ] McDiarmid ANZE 58, X1
fFRt>0, i

- 2£
P~<en wW.Z,, U Zz‘>§e _ .
ol een( ) Xp( :-’1<2Azi/n>2)

WX AT 0> 05 reRY,, # R =r, MUEGE1-01

gen(,Z,,U) < izn:(Az,.)z,/legnU/&).

1
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%fre RY, WG EA, WM RY e RY, 0, #

o n 2log ﬁWg /o
gen (W, Z,,U) < ;Z(AL,W)ZJ (‘ nA ) . (FH3 A-51)
YT 1B Bk A4L, M TATES>01

P(RY ¢ RY,) <o,  |RX,|<exp (Hl—/ldézj) + ilog(g). (B 3% A-52)

B (o A-51) B30 (o A-52) BB B0, X TAER 6 > 0, DLERE1-0H
210g(2‘7§2’78 /5)
n

2H,;(RY) + 2log(}) + 2 log(2)
d .

gen(,2,,0) < li(m)

1 & A\ 2
< n;(ALz’)
53 R AL HETE>0, Ac(0,1)55>0, MUEHFEEL -6, A

Hi_(R"*) + Y1og(1/6) + log(4/6
*ZLI - +C)LVI/~K< li( )"i_gog(/)_"og(/)7
; ! i n77

Horpr R = {11 LY AXFAER i€ [1,n], X

log(2 — & )
log?2 ( SWx Wi Wi
0, — C=— = -1, L= L L")
- ( T ) 2Tl max (L5 1)

1

TEB: B R =r={l;0,0; Y, € R™™, W Cii € [1,n] iTRNHH r B H 2

( Zz 5 1+ Gy )

= (Z<l >( a—z,,g,,,)—i"zi,l;,i—?zi,;,izr)

i=1

1 < 1 < T
— .. —(— i N — C]: >
P (211 ( Y2+ C)l; C,l,,l) + o ,E 1 ( (=1D)¥ 2+ C)lio C,l,,o) > t)

i= =

1 n 1 n -
U+ c,-)zi, + — <— —1Uf2+c,-—c,->li, >t
(16{01}{ 2 - ) — I 2n; (=1)™( ) 1-1
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1 & ~ 1 -
<P| sup { — (—1 V(24 —C,-)li, + sup ¢ — (— V%2 +cq —C,»)l,», Iy >t
({}{22 (-n¥e+c) TR R ErB QDR -
1 & =
< inf P| sup { — -2+ —C,-)li > 9t
}76(0,1) (16{01,)1}{ 2]’[ p <( ) ( ) ,[} y)
1 & ~
+P| sup { — (— -D%2+¢G —C,-)l,-, > (1—p)t|.
(16{0,1}{211 ; ( ) ( ) - ( )

0 B B i A MR 2R A A A R b oA, e
. 1< 7
( Zl 1+ Gl > t) < yel%%a)P(,es{‘fﬁ}{zn ;((—I)U‘(Z +C) - c,~>l,~,1} > yt)
+P (,ESK)R}{;% g((—l)a(z +C)— Ci)li,l} >(1- V)f) .

(=% A-53)

T C AT R, WO UBeT., ST 1€ {0,1}, ¢ > 0 5 5 > 0, W Markov
AEE AT 13

P(;i((—l)a(2+ci) )l,1>t) ]P’(exp(nz:( (2—|—C)— ,) 11) >e2;1m)
< e ME {exp (77 Zn: <(—1)D"(2 +G) — C,-) li,l) |

— o2t ﬁ Ey, lexp (77 ((—1)5" 2+G) - Cf) liJ)_

i=1

n =2l (14C) | G2l

_ e
e 2nnt | I
2

i=1

WG AIEN n 5 CAE, A e 26D 2l <2 X AT i € [1,n] 5 1€ {0,1}

IR . FERE] e <2 BAET 20l < log2 < 1. BhAk, e 2mhu(+G) 4 o2nlis [y C; #4K

IR SRR C > —log(2 — &) /25l — 1o B KAEM T A 1,

BRI g . DG, s

log(2 — eX1max(liod))
2nmax(lio, 1)

C>—

_17

WIATARUEXT FAEE 1 € [1,n], B e 2u(+C) 4 o2l <2, AR LA
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P(l z”:<(_1)l~,,. (2+6)- C") b 2 t) <e . (W33 A-54)
i=1
B L) 1e {0, 1} BUeA LA, wfe
1 - — f]i N — (.. —2nnt AN _
P([:{l(l)pl}{h Z<( )72+ G) Cl)ll,z} > t) < 2e MM, (3% A-55)
¥ BN (5% A-53), A%
’ (1 Z Ly g, — (L+C)lig, = t) < inf 2e72M 4 221NN = 4o (IS A-56)
ni=so i ye(0,1)
L0 ST BN, WX ER 6 >0, EGRE1-6f

log(4/9)
np

1 n
" Zli,l—?/i —(1+ Ci)li,?/,— <
i—1

YRGB M A4l, M TAEE S >0H

P(iéW:'f ¢ ﬁW) <4, R7*| < exp (H”(ieW:“) + ilog(é)). (% A-57)

VERBEIMT U RAEAE, RV (KUbr A AT FRIE, B {40, Ly Y, € R, M
G {ly, Loy, € RV, BT (=t A-55) R AT 1 e {0,1} RN AL, RP 1
SERONATBREL 20 X r € RPx BUBS EFL, WX AR 6 >0, LUEREE 1 -0 H

2RI

log /o
ZL,I_ ;— 1+ CLE < < ) . (5% A-58)

nn

B (% A-57) 52 (s A-58) IBES EAL, WX R >0, LERFE1-0f

1og( RV ) + log(4/9)
’ZL,l % +C)L

ni
< H, i (R"*) + §log(1/6) + log(4/9) -

ni
TEB GEFE 3.5): [EREY k> BYD, XTATE i€ L) 51e {0, 1} L =LY, ik
%8 A HEa I G B AL42 193 u

UEBH (G2 BE 3.6): MRARIAERZ I S, AR RZED -
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1 W,k W,k 1 /83 1 W,—k W,—x
g ; ;Li,l—f[}i - (1 + Ci)Li,’[?j + ; Zl CILI,Z}I + ; ;Ll‘,l—f[}i - Ll,a .

(3% A-59)

ﬁ(W, Z, (7)

NGB Bfok A42, WX FAER 6 >0, EFKE 1 -0

1 ZL - C) H1—zl (R + %1 log(1/5) + log(4/6)

nn

By = 1082 < g2 jujap

1 2k (Hi_;, (R"*) + L1og(1/6) + log(4/6
LSS e < (H1- (R"*) + 5, 1og(1/9) + log(4/9))

ni-

nylog2 (=% A-60)

Wt e F 3.4 (RUE S RN T R, A9 TAFE >0, UIEEE1-0fH

J 5 - )ZJ Hi_n(RY) + 1 log(1/0) + log(2/9)

=3 (AL

n

7ZL11U_ IU S

n n

i=1

(M=% A-61)
=L (2% A-60) 530 (B % A-61) MBS _EAFARA S (% A-59), n1F

2ic(Hy_y, (R"™) + L log(2/9) + log(8/5) )
nylog?2

@quiﬂgigqqg+

X J i S (6 ) $ Hin (RY ) + £ log(2/0) +log(4/0)

i=1 n

A4 54 BT I

Sl F A43 X, X, ABOLRENIAS R, WX TR SRR Y, A
(X5 Y) 4+ 11X Y) <I(X,- -, X 7).

EH: KA X, - X, BAST, 8I0G, X X)) =0 H

I(Xy, - X Y) = 1% Y) +1(X, -, X YIXG)
=1(X1;;Y) +1(Xa, -+ Xy V) + 1(Xa, -+ X X[ Y) — 1(Xa, -+, X0 X))
=I1(X;Y) +1(Xp, -+, X ¥) + 1(Xa, -, X X1 |Y)
> I(X;Y) + (X, X Y).

WEE PR, TR RS IR FEAEH T BE A EEE. W
§EW§AA4WX~N&Z)YﬁE Gl A2 CovylY] = X HIEEN 0 (IR HLI &, N
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H(Y) < H(X).
WEB: MRIEHAT Covy[Y] =2, WX 5 VI 4 Yidei, W

/py(x)xTZ_lxdx = /py(x)tr(xxTZ_l) de =tr(Zx ) =d = /pX(x)xTZ_lx dx.

B,

0 < D(Py|| Px) = / pr(x) log Zgi dx

= —H(Y) ~ [ py(x) logpy(x) dx

1 1
H(Y) + /py ( log(27) + 510g|2| + 2xT21x> dx

2 2
— _H(Y) - H(X). n

UEB CEH 4.2): MRAEMIHZ RN E XL, 4@ AL R AR 2, ~ w7y W

1 1
H(Y) + /pX < log(27) + = log|Z| + xT21x> dx

gen| = [Ew2[L(W) —LZW\

= EW,Z{:,,,[K(Wv Z/ Z EWZ )]
|P ‘ uePy
m| > Bz, (67, Z,,)] - Ewz, [0, Z,))| (Hff 5% A-62)
nl yeP
BT 0(,-) €[0,1], w43 E(W Zl.,) WA R A M TR w e P, T Z, W

FEHASL R o3 A FEARY 18, Z,,, FTAME Z, () — N BhAZ4E DL Sl /R 5120 Bt sk A7 I
j(pV;Za) ::€< 9 u)’ ‘AIfﬁ

' 1
Bz, [V, Z3,)] = Bz [0, 2)| <[ 5100 Z,).

R ERATEXACA S (% A-62), NI

jgen| < |P 3 [z [0V, 20,)] = Ewa (V. 2,)

uePy!

uePy

1
j{: 71(pV;2;)'
ueCly 2

¥ 1w Z,) WHES Z, PR JEOC, Al A

1 1 1
gen| < fI(W;Zu) =
P2 V2 o
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WA FERS ke [1,2],

1 1
fgen| < e 2 F 120 = 1 PORIE(UACAN
’ ’ uGCm |C | ECkm | km’ vepPn 2
| Ckm ’ GC" Ve Pm VEP

1 1 1
= e ;W ; \/%(I(W;((Zu)v)lzm) o LW (Z)) ety i)
(% A-63)
1 1 1
= S — (W (Z,) Z) = AL64
— G Zk P Zk 2! (Zu)y) ,Ckm Zk 1 (Fff=% A-64)
ueCy €plm ueck

Horp s (5% A-63) RTE XV 7 M B 2N Jensen ANZEX 152, X (3% A-64) n]il
G Bk A43 193], e BEASIE. [ |
WEB B 4.3): HT R4, (| ) WA, N Jensen A% ] 15

d(Ln ”L) = Sl;lpdy(l’n ”L) = Supd (|P | Z EWZ )]

uePy

EW[L(W)])

i 2 Bna d,((w,Z,) | LOW))|. (M A-65)

uEP

MR AREAR Z,,, ~ "o W FATE u € Pr, JBIILET 2L Hf % A9 HHLP = Py 4,
0= PWPZQ:m 5= d,» nif3

W 2,) > By, [dy (€W, Z) || LOV))] — log By 1 [‘W(Wzlm I >]. (I3 A-66)

X TAERE w € W, W48 By (0w, Zi,)] = L(w)e FEREE) €, ) € [0, 1], MmEsI9 b
AL, WTIEy e R Ey [W AliN] < 10w WA 2,

RN (B3 A-66), T3 Bz, [d, (W, Z,) | LOW))] < I(W; Z,) o RN (s A-65), H
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dL,||L) < sup

ZEM[ (w.z)||ILov)] <

" MGPZ’ ucPy

Kltty, dF (W 2,) 5 Z, TRERNF TS, 0 FATE k e [1,%} H

d(L,||L) < ’nZIWZ |C|ZIWZ |qu 21

n uEPm ueCy Ckm VGP”’

1 l 1

n Eckm VGPm k VGPm

xk
k|ckm| > | T UUA ARSI (A ARSI
ueChm km VEP/‘”’
< — I(W;(Z,),) (w7, (B3¢ A-67)

k\C"’"! EXC: P" EXP: kkamy EZC:

HoA sl (B A-67) Al 5 BE % A43 155, #t—D %L L, =0 KK, &
d(L,||L) = d(0]|L) = 1og<1 1L> > L. n

WER (GEH 4.4): W TAER w e P, WHTHAS BRIl w1

k+1

ZI ; (i—=1)m+1: lml( )1(1 )m)

k+1
- Zl Z, zm+1 (k+1)m> (Zu)(ifl)m+1:im|(Zu)lt(ifl)m)

- I((Zu)(i—l)m+1:im; (Zu>im+l:(k+l)m‘(Zu)l:(i—l)ma W)
k+1
S Z[(W, (Zu)im+1:(k+l)m; (Zu)(ifl)m+1:im’(Zu)ls(ifl)m)

- ZI(W (Z )(1 1)m+1: lml( )1 (i—1)m> (Zu)im+1:(k+l)m)

+I((Zu)([—1)m+1:[m; (Zu)tm—i-l (k+1 ml( )1 (i— )m)
k+1

- ZI(Wv (Zu)(l Dm+1: lml( )] (i—1)m> (Zu)im—i—]:(k—i—l)m)-
i=1

KA, X TALRS u € O, 7 LRSI Z, = (Z),0 H

1(W;2,) = DN (U ANVARES ((VAVANVANVAN

m
vePy m

m
‘ Pkm+m
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1 k+1
= 1w, (z,) I o2,
km+m v€P2m+m
1
= Tokm Z 1(W;(Z,)y)
Pkm+m VGP]]\CZ+m
1 k+1
+ m+m Z Z[ u v (i— )m+1:im|Zu \ ((Zu)v>(i—l)m+l:im)
‘Pllzmim’ Pk’"i:: k +1
| 1 1
L Pl
G P TIE S | 1
k+ 1 KChn | e,

R, XFER %L @ NV Jensen A&, w4

1
(s ) 2 e X ol s X i
’ e§+m ( +1) Ckm-&-m‘ eg;m 2k‘C§% o ve(%%_m
1
> 0
= Cﬁm—‘,—m §+"7 Ckm+m v€§+mq)(2k )))
1
- 1o X o geimiz) .
Ckm ueChn 2k
UEBH GEH 4.6): MR WIEZ A RZE R X, v
jen) = EW,ZS[LZS<VV>—LZS<W>] <E, WSlZ[ 9~ 1,0
B[ —L5] (% A6)
uePy

WS S AT, 15 S UL WZ =2, W TAEE ue Pr, 7E513E [ A9
WP =Py O=PyPs, 5fW,S,) = LS — L5, W43

exp <t(Lffu - LS>>] } (Bt A-69)

(=1, 1] H By s, S,)] = 0, WL 1-Umfith. HyaE S W
5 - 15) ) < . fRAS (M A69), I EWM;{LE“—L%}

c
2E(W;S,) e KIHACRAS (s A-68), AT

teR

f(W; Su) > SUP{EW,Su[Zlf(Li“ —Li")] —logEy

<
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< |P1m| 3" Ex\2E(W;S,).

m
nl ucPy

|gen| <

] 2 BaE

uePy

[LSM Liu:|

W,Su|Z

5 42 ABLEI L B, WA TR ke [1,2], £

o lZ]E~\/ZIZ(WS = Z]Ezi (W:S,). n

uePy ” MEC"’"

|gen| <

WEBH (B 4.7): @it Jensen AEERLLL d, (- | <) WIBEA ™, Al

d(L,, Ly +L> = supdy<L,,
2 y

<sup]E d(]EWSZ[L (W)}

2

L,,+L>

E

w,S|Z

Lz (W) +LzS(W)]
2

L0 4 Lo
Su u u
:SUPEZ, (p m| Z WSu\ZCDu[ } Z W|Z,®, B
’ uepy P ueP’" L
Lo 4+ 1%
Su u u
< sup Z E7 0. |9 | Bws.z.0. {L } Eyiz o, 3
’ n uEP’"
o || 1O 4 L%
< S‘jp | Z B3 0.Bws.zo, |4 | L % : (% A-70)
n ueP’”

WS H S — AL, WL S UL WZ =2, X TAER ue P?, fE51H i A9

+ —
WP =Pygz, O=Pyz, P, TAW.S) =d|L3| 5550 ), w15
y ul Py | »Pu ‘(ou 2
+ —
~ Lo 4 [9u
Fr(W:;S,) > IEWS”W‘ T)) '

Lot 1 [ox .
4 (Li“ ”;“)]logEW,S{l;’% exp (dy (Liu
L (b A-71)
VERF By, [L5] = S550 € [0,1)0 2By, RiFHSIE RS A2, W TAEE

/ g"u+ oy
y 6 Ry ﬁ EW’S;E’(/JM |:eXp (d}’ (Lgﬂ Lu;l‘u>)

Lo 4 Lov
Eys.zo, {dy (Li 5 )

R BN (= A-70), /45

< 1o FHAANI (% A-71), W15

< Fo(W;S,).
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L, +L> o |29 + Lo
d| L, E; o, E d, | LS| 2=
(] 55 < s 2 BaoBrsio, ( 2
1 ~ 1 ~ ~
<y E; [[z,mu(W; Su)] T (I(W; SJZ,®,) + (W, (DM\Z))
‘P | ucpPm ‘Pn‘ ucP?
N 1 -
S I(W:S,, @,|Z) = I(W;S,|Z).
| n| uePy |an‘ ucpPm

JAL SRR 4.3 MAGUEDTL SR, WA AER ke [1,2]

4@
ueClm

L, = 0, W d(L | 252) = d(04) = C
E%GE@M)@EEMﬁ%ﬁ&%m@44MH AT K UE ) ok e () A R
1(W; Z,) B R TLAS B F(W; S,) RIEHIE . u
UEBA (& B 4.10): HREEINBGZ AR ZEI)E S, AT

L,+L
*_> P|ZIWSM)|U|ZIWSM)

2 uePy!

L—(1+C)L, EWZSP,JWO——U—+CQL%(Wﬂ

“:)ml ZP: W,Su,Z, Dy [LS" —(1+ CI)L;S:M] (M=% A-72)
ue m

1 Su QD Sy, D,
~ 1P| > Bz 0. Ewszo |Ld' — 1+ C)LS

nl ycP?

&S%S%@ﬁ%moﬂ$ﬁguewz‘\EﬁﬁW%A9¢mP:PMﬁW
Q= Pyg, Ps, 5 fW,8,) = S @0, O L g

- _ C, (L , —(14Cy)L 1 )
[Zy("u(W; Sm) > sup {EW,S,,I |Z~7¢u |:C2 (Li“ — (1 + C )L‘E"):| — log]EW,S,"l|z~,¢u e }

>0

= sup {EW,Su,|Z’V,¢u {Cz (LE” — (1 + C])Li”):l

>0

Wz,

(b % A-73)

— log

+ - - +
E ~ lechﬁ“ —GIHCOLY | oLy —Ca(1+Cr)Ly" ]
2 }

WIS EERE C, 5 G E, TRE XA M N 0. S F (OrLLF —Ca(1+CL
ﬁ%Mu%MumEﬁA&@ jB=e mﬁ@rmﬁ%MuMu[mu%%ﬁoﬁwu=
Lo =0, WAEKE (LY —CUECI _ (Gl e FLee=Lo =1, [FAFF
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4 echfﬂcQ(Hcl)Lﬁ; — echZ;*C2(1+C1)LZ];r = e Q0 <1, BFNY Lg; =0H Lo =1 (5
Lg =1 H Ly =0, WHFLEKMN O HUFIR e O + e < 20 KARILA S
WG > 0 H G <log2. {EMLATET, WS

EW,SMI ‘Z'V’(pu lcz (L;ju — (1 + Cl)Li“) S ﬁ’¢u(W; Sul)'

¥ BN (5% A-72), W]1S

gen=L—(1+C))L,+ CL, < CiL, +’P ol > E;

Ji% (WS, )]

uePy &
I(w; Su 7,0, W S, Z
uEP’" ’ uEP’"
5P 4.6 HLLKIENI2BER, WA TERE ke [1, 2] f
W S,|Z W S Z
|P | uePy | ueckm
ML, =0, M C,— %2 5 C = 0o, WH L < oy Suecr s - u

‘EEHE (/_\'_E’EE 4, 12)' Xﬂ‘ﬂ:'f{‘% te [1 T] Xﬂ-a: Markov ‘[fﬁ Z — (WT—lu ntGT+NT) — W +
n,Gr+ Nr Y. N B b FEAZEL, w15

[(Wr; Z) = I(Wr_y + n,Gr + N; Z) < I(Wy_y,n,Gr + Ny; Z)
=I(Wr_1;Z) + I(n,Gr + Nr; Z|Wr_y) XT: I(n,G,+ Ni; Z\W,_y).
W+ N, 5 Z# B T, W
Covzg, v, {WIG, + Nt} = Covygg, [’%Gt} + Covy,[N,] = ﬂth + 0?1,
FEGIH B Ad4 HELE = 22, + 62y, FIAY

I"'(n,G; + Ny, Z) = H(n,G, + N|Wi_y = w) — Hn,G, + N|Z, W,y = w)
< H(”th +N1‘VVI—1 = W) - H(nth +Nt’Z7Bt7 Wi = W)
= H(n, G, + N,|W—1 = w) — H(N;)

IN

d 1 d 1
> log(2me) + 3 log‘an, + o,zld‘ ~5 log(2mea;) = 3 log

p)
n
—;Zt + 1.
oy

138



Brisk A AHORE BEIEW]

1 t=1

r 1 |n? "1 |n?
:z;]EWt 1 Elog U—IZZt—i—[d <z;§log a%EW’ A2+ L],
1= =
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