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Some Remarks on Hypercircle Inequality for
Inaccurate Data and Its Application

K. Khompurngson, B. Novaprateep and Y. Lenbury

Abstract—In a recent paper, we extended the hypercircle inequal-
ity for data error and applied our results to the problem of learning
the value of a function from inaccurate data in the reproducing kernel
Hilbert space. In the present paper we continue to present some other
recent results on this subject within this approach.
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I. INTRODUCTION

OST of the previous studies on learning problem has

focused on finding the best function representation
from data. There are several methods that can be used to
determine a learned function which best describes given data
[2], [5], [6], [12]. Specifically, the well-known hypercircle
inequality has been applied to kernel- based learning when
data is known exactly [3], [4], [11]. Therefore, our previous
work has extended it to the circumstance for which data is
known within error [9]. In this paper, we continue to present
some other recent results on this subject. The first objective is
to consider the case that data error is measured with different
error tolerance. Specifically, we consider the case that data
error is measured with square loss. Moreover, we provide
two importance cases of the existence of the minimum of the
convex function which is used to obtain the best predictor.
The second objective is to report on further computational
experiment of learning the value of a function from partial
corruption data in the reproducing kernel Hilbert space .

Specifically, the theory of reproducing kernel Hilbert space
(RKHS) has recently emerged as a powerful framework for
the learning problem. A reproducing kernel Hilbert space is a
Hilbert space of functions with special properties [1]. It plays
an important role in approximation and regularization theory
as it allows us to write in a simple way the solution of learning
from empirical data problem. However, the choice of kernel
is critical to the success of many learning algorithms but it is
typically left to the user.

Given an input set 7, we assume H to be a reproducing
kernel Hilbert space over the real numbers (RKHS). We recall
that an RKHS is a Hilbert space of real-valued functions
everywhere defined on 7. Corresponding to Hilbert space H
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is a reproducing kernel K : 7 x 7 — R such that for all
teTandte H

f() = (K(-), f)

The Aronszajn’s theory of reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces
states that a function K : 7 x 7 — R is a reproducing
kernel if it is symmetric, that is K (s,t) = K(t, s), and positive
definite:

Z ajaiK(tj,ti) Z 0

ij=1
for any n € N and the choice of inputs T'= {¢; : j € N, } C
T and a = (ay,...,an) € R™ where we use the notation
N,, = {1,2,...,n}. This useful theorem allows us to specify
a hypothesis space by choosing K.

Letd = (d; : j € N,,) € R™ be an inaccurate representation
of f(t;) where f : 7 — R is a functional representation in
H. Given ty € T, we want to estimate f(ty) knowing that

Ifllx <1

and the data error e := I f — d is measured with some norm
on R™. where we define

As we state earlier, there are several methods that can be
used to determine a function which best describes given data.
Specifically, hypercircle inequality (Hi) has been applied to
kernel-based machine leaning. Unfortunately, Hi has only
applied to circumstances for which data is known exactly.
Recently, Kannika Khompurngson and Charles A. Micchelli
have extended it to inaccurate data and constructed a new
learning method [8] [9] [13] . In fact, the method is described
with a abstract Hilbert space setting. This framework is also
specific to the practically important case of reproducing kernel
Hilbert space.

According to the midpoint algorithm in our previous work,
the best estimator to learn f(to) is the midpoint of the
uncertainty interval as follows

I(to, d) = {f(to) : [fllx < L[ILf —d|| <e}.

In addition, we showed that the best estimator still has the
form of a linear combination of the functions K (t;,-),t; € T.
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That is, we have that

f&) =Y ¢jK(t;,t), teT

JEN,

for some real vector ¢ = (¢; : j € N,,).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II, we restrict
our attention to the study of hypercircle inequality for data
error when it has different empirical data error. Specifically,
we consider the case that data error is measured with square
loss and it has different empirical data error. Moreover, we
provide two importance cases of the existence of the minimum
of the convex function which is used to obtain the right
hand endpoint of the uncertainty interval and provide possible
iteration method to solve for such function. In Section III,
we briefly review the recent result on hypercircle inequality
for partial corruption data and we discuss some numerical
experiment on learning the value of a function from partial
corruption data in the reproducing kernel Hilbert space which
will appear in Section IV.

II. HYPERCIRCLE INEQUALITY FOR DATA ERROR WITH
DIFFERENT ERROR TOLERANCE

Let H be a Hilbert space over the real numbers with inner
product (-, -). We choose a finite set of linearly independent
elements X = {z; : j € N,} in H. Consequently, let M be
the n—dimensional subspace of H spanned by the vectors in
X'. That is, we have that

M = {Z a;x; ca € R"}.
ieN,
Let @ : H — R"™ be a linear operator H onto R™ which is
defined for any x € H as
Q(z) = ((w,2;) : j € Ny)

Since {z; : j € N,} is linearly independent, we obtain that
@ is onto R™. That is, for all d € R™ there is an z(d) € H
such that

Qxz(d)) = d.
Consequently, the adjoint map Q7 : R® — H is given by
QT(G) = Z aixq
JEN,

Therefore, the Gram matrix of the vector in X’ is given by

G = (<!L‘j,$l> NS Nn)
(r1,21) (71, 22) (z1,2n)
_ <x27$1> <$27l'2> <$27J)n>
<xn;$1> <J3n;$2> <xn7xn>
= QQT

We remark that G is symmetric and positive definite and then
we obtain the vector x(d) as

z(d) == Q" (G™'d).
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Before we review the results of Hypercircle inequality for
data error with different error tolerance, let us introduce the
following notations. We start with / C N,, which contains
m elements (m < n). We define |- |3 : R™ — Ry and
Il - [|l2 : R"~™ — R, as Euclidean norms on R™ and
R™™™ respectively.

For each e = (eq,...,e,) € R™, we use the notations
e,=(e;:ie€l)ande, = (e;:i € J).
where we denote J = N,,\ /. We assume that
Eo ={e:ecR" |e|]xc <1}

where we use | - |, as following

1 1
elow = max { e, 2, S lle, 2}

where ¢,¢’ > 0. In this case, we define the hyperellipse in
the following way.

H(d|Ex) ={x:2z € B,|Q(z) — d| <1} (D
where B is a unite ball in H. That is, for each x € H(d|E)
[(Qz) — d), |2 < e and [[[(Q(z) — d),|ll2 < €.

In the special case that € = 0, we know that the hyperellipse
becomes to hypercircle [3] as shown below

H(d) ={z:z € B,Qx =d}.

First, we point out that H(d|E,) # 0 if
|z(d)]]* = (d,G71d) < 1.

Before we add some relations, let us introduce the notations
for the linear operators:

Q,(z) = ((zj,z): jeI) eR™

and

Q,(z) = ((zj,x): jeJ) e R*"™
According to (1), we observe that

H(d[Ex) = H(d,|E,) NH(d,|E,) 2
where we denote

H(d,|E,) ={z:2€B,|Q,(x)—d,|2 <&}

and

H(dJ|EJ) = {Qf cx e B, |||QJ(‘2:) _dJ|||2 < 5/}'

Alternatively, we consider here the following point of view.
Given zp € H , we want to estimate (z,zo) when it is
known that x € H(d|Fw). We point out that H(d|E,) is
a convex subset of H which is sequentially compact in the
weak topology on H [14].
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Consequently, we obtain that the uncertainty interval
I(wo,d|Ewc) = {{z,20) : # € H(d|Enc)}
is a bounded and closed interval in R. Consequently, we define
m4 (2o, d|Ex) = sup{{z,z0) : © € H(d|Fo)}
and
m_(zo,d|Es) = inf{{x,x0) : v € H(d|Fw)}

respectively. Clearly, the best estimator is the midpoint of
the uncertainty interval and we use the following notation
m(zg,d|Eso).

Before we provide the duality formula for the right hand
endpoint, let us recall the conjugate norm of | - | which is
defined for all ¢ € R™ as

lc]« = max (¢, w).
weR™
lw]<1
These facts can be found in [7].
Moreover, if ¢ # 0 then there is a ¢ € R™ such that |¢| = 1

and |c|« = (¢, ¢). Therefore, the conjugate norm |- |, is given,
for each e € R"”, by

lely = ele; 2+ €'llle, []]2-

Theorem 1: If H(d|Ew) contains more than one point then
my (zo,d|Ex) = min Va(c)
ceR™
where the function
Va(e) := llwo — QT el +ele, 2+ €'llle, [[]2 + (d, )
for all c € R"™.
Proof. see [9]

In additional, we provide the necessary and sufficient
condition on H(d|E.) which provide that V5 achieves its
minimum at ¢* with ¢ # 0 and ¢’ # 0. Let us recall a useful
theorem [9] before providing the proof of the following facts.

Theorem 2: If H(d,|E,) contains more than one point and

zo ¢ M, :={Q"(a): a e R™}

then
m+($0, d} |E1) =

min{||zo — QT a|| + ¢lal> + (a,d,) : a € R™}.
where we use the notation

my(xo,d,|E,) = max{{x,z¢) : x € H(d,|E,)}.
Moreover, the minimum a* € R™ is unique and
zg — QT (a*)

x+(d1|E1) = on o Q’}"(a*)H

satisfies
x4 (d,|E,) = argmin{{z,z¢) : x € H(d,|E,)}.
Issue 10, Volume 7, 2013

Proof. see [9]

The following theorem shows the necessary and sufficient
condition on H(d|Ew) which provides that V, achieves its
minimum at ¢* with ¢* = 0.

Theorem 3: If xo ¢ M, and H(d,|E,) contains more than
one point then
c* =arg min{Vs(c) : c € R"} with ¢* =0
if and only if

zo — QT (a¥)
— I e H(d|Fx
oo — Qr (e = PIP)
. . w0 —QT(a")
Proof. We begin by proving ——————-- € H(d|Ew).
llzo — QT (a*)]|

First, we observe that
c* =arg min{Vs(c) : c € R"} with ¢* =0
if and only if for all ¢ € R"
oo — QT (@")l| + +ela’l. + (a”,d,)
min{||zo — Q7 (a)|| + ¢lal« + (a,d,) : a € R™}
Va(c).

Since the function V is a convex this inequality holds if and
only if for all c € R™ with ¢, = a™ we obtain that

IN

_E/HICJH'* - (Cde) <

e {lr0= @ 0) =X, = o = 0] )]
A
which means for all ¢, € R"™" that
Q] (l'() - Q?(a*))
Q@) .
|lzo — QT (a*)]

:/\>0}

—/llle, Nl = (e, d,) < =(

That is , we have that
(QJ (J:O - Q?(G/*))
l[zo — QT (a*)||
Therefore, we have that
Ty — Q}F(a*)
llzo — QF (a*)]]

Conversely, for each © € H(d|Ex) = H(d,|E,) NH(d,|E,)
we observe that

—dyre,) < €lle, Il

€ H(d|Ew).

(x,20) < my(zo,d,|E,).
This means we have that
m(2o,d|Es) < my(zg,d,|E,).
— Q7 (a])
|z — Q7 (a})]
me(o,d,|B,) = ||zo — QF (a¥)[| + ela*]s + (a*,d,),

Since € H(d|E) and

we obtain that

e (20, d| Ewc) = |lvo — Q7 ()| + ela*]z + (a*, d,)
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which completes the proof. (]

Similarly, we also have the following theorem which
provides the different hypothesis which ensures that V5
achieves its minimum at ¢* with ¢; = 0.

Theorem 4: If H(d,|E,) contains more than one point and
w0 ¢ M, = {Q7(b) ;b e R}
then
¢ =arg min{Vz(c) : c € R"} with ¢f =0
if and only if
To — Q?(b*)
|z — Q7 (0*)]]

where the vector b* € R™~" is the unique minimum of the
following function

€ H(d|Ex)

b= [lzo — Q7 ()l +elllbll]2 + (b,d,)

and

 m— QT
B ) = T =T

satisfies x4 (d,|E,) := argmin{{z,z¢) : © € H(d,|E,)}.

Proof. This follows by the same method as in the proof of
Theorem 3.

The following theorem is the main result of this section.

Theorem 5: If H(d|F+) contains more than one point,
xo ¢ M and

zo — QT (a¥) zo — QT (b¥)
L , J H(d|Es
Too = Q@] Tao =@ @) © T E=)
then
m4(zg,d) = min{Va(c) : ¢ € R"}. 3)

Moreover, the minimum c* € R” is the unique solution of the
nonlinear equation

xo—QTc*
||z — QT c*||

where the vector w € R™ and

—Q( )+w+d=0 4)

£3
W ifiel
112

ec

't
[ex 12

ifieJ

Proof. Let ¢* be the unique minimum of V5. Our hypothesis
guarantees that ¢; # 0 and ¢’ # 0 and zg # Q7 c*. Hence,
computing the gradient of V5 gives equation (4). (]
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In summary, to obtain the best predictor in hyperellipse
H(d|Ew) for the (x, x0) requires the solution of two nonlinear
optimization problems in (3). That is, we obtain that

M (w0, d|Esx) — my (20, —d|Ex)
5 .

A possible iterative method to solve equation (4) proceeds
in the following manner. We introduce the matrix D which is
an n x n diagonal matrix and we define the elements on the
diagonal by

m(xg,d|Ex) =

S fier
Pr
dii = (6)
6./
S ifiel
J
where p, := |c¥|2 and p, := [[|c*]||2 and rewrite the equation

(4) in the equivalent form
¢ = (G+7D) " HQzo — 7d).
where T = ||zg — QT c*||.
We choose an initial vector ¢” # 0 and then successively
define c*, k € N, by the formula
= (G + DN (Qxo — TFd) @)

where 7F := ||zg — QTc¥|| and the matrix D¥ is an n x n
diagonal matrix and we define the elements on the diagonal
by

o el
di=14 (3)
E’ if i€ J.
where p" := |c¥|5 and p* = [[|c¥]|],.

III. HYPERCIRCLE INEQUALITY FOR PARTIAL
CORRUPTION DATA WITH SQUARE LOSS

As we have described above, Hide has only applied to
circumstance for which all data are inaccurate data. In the
real situation, there are several types of data and an example
of this is the partial corruption data. Therefore, we have
extended the hypercircle inequality for partial corruption data
in a recent work [10].

In this section, we briefly review hypercircle inequality for
partial corruption data when data error is measured with square
loss and it has different error tolerance. We start with Jy, Jo C
J which contains my, mo elements (mq,mg < n —m) and
my + mg = n —m. We define |- | : R™ — R, and
Il - ||l : R™ — R, as Euclidean norms on R™! and
R™2, respectively. For each e = (ey,...,e,) € R™ we use
the notations
e, =(e;:i€Ji)ande, = (e :i€ Ja).

Ji

We assume that

Ew={e:ec€R" e, =0,|e|le <1}
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where we define | - |o : R"™™ — R as follows.

1 1
leloo = max {~le,, |2, S llles, lll2}-

where €,¢’ > 0.

Similarly, let us introduce the notations for the linear

operators.

Q, (x):= ((zj,2):j€J1) eER™
and

Q,, () = ((zj,2) : j € Jo) e R™.

For each d € R", we define the partial hyperellipse as
follows.

H(d|Ex) :={z: z € H, ||z]| <1, Q(z) —d€Ex} (9

That is, for each © € H(d|Es) we have the following
information from data

(Qz) = d)), =0
(Q(z) —d),, |2 < e and [[[(Q(z) —d),,[|l2 <&

Clearly, our data set contains both accurate and inaccurate
data and there is known different error tolerance of data error.

According to the definition of hyperellipses and
hypercircles, we observe that
H(d[Eo) = H(d,) N H(d,|Ex) (10)

where we denote the hypercircle with the constant d, as

H(d,) ={z: ||z £1,Q,(x) =d,}
and the hyperellipse with the constant d, as

H(d,|Ex) = {z: ||z £1,Q,(2) —d, € Ex}
where Eoo = {e:e € R" ™, |elo < 1} and we use | - |oo :
R*~™ — R* as following
1 1
eloo = max {Zle,, 2, S lles, 2}
Indeed, we obtain that
H(d|EOO) = H(dl) N H(dI |EJ1) N H(dJ |EJ2)

where we denote the the hyperellipse with the constant d
and d, as

H(d,, |E, ) ={z:|lz|| < 1,]Q, (x) —d, | <e}.
and
H(d,,|E, )= {z:|lz|l <L [l|Q,,(x) -

respectively.

d,,ll| <€}

Next, let us add some remarks when H(d|E.) # 0.
According to Qx(d) = d, we obtain that if

(@] = (d,G™d) <1
then H(d|Ew) # 0.

Issue 10, Volume 7, 2013

Given 2o € H , we want to estimate (x,z() when it is
known that = € H(d|Es ). That is, our data set contains both
accurate and inaccurate data. Again, we point out that the
partial hyperellipse is convex subset of H which is se-
quentially compact in the weak topology on H. Consequently,
we obtain that the uncertainty interval

I(z0,d/Es) := {{z,x0) : € H(d|Eo)}

is a bounded and closed interval on R. Therefore, we use the
following the notation for the right and left hand endpoints

m4 (2o, d|Es) = sup{{z, o) : © € H(d|Exo)}
and
m_(xg,d|Es) = inf{(z,z0) : * € H(d|Ex)},

respectively. According to the midpoint algorithm again, the
midpoint, m(z, d|Es ), of the uncertainty interval is the best
estimator.

According to the previous section, we only need to evaluate
the two numbers m (zo,d|Es) and compute the midpoint
m(zg, d|Es). Therefore, let us provide the following facts
before we show the duality formula for the right hand end-
point. We found that the conjugate norm |- : R*™™ — R
is also given for each e € R"™™ by

lely =cle,, [2 +€'llle,, [l]2-

Theorem 6: If H(d|Eo ) contains more than one point then
m4(zo, d|Es) = min Va(c)
ceR™
where the function
Va(e) := [lwo = QTcll +ele,, |2+ €'llle,, [[]2 + (d, 0)

for all ¢ € R™.
Proof. see [9].

In this section, we also provide the necessary and sufficient
condition on H(d|E.,) which provides that Vo achieves its
minimum at ¢* with ¢% # 0 and ¢’ # 0.

1 J2

To this end, let us introduce the following vectors

o — Qfl (a*)

x+(dJ|EJ1) = l[zo — Qi (a*)]]
and
o — QZ (b*)
x+(dJ|EJ ) =

) e — QT G
These vectors satisfies
ry(d, |E, )= argmin{(z,xo) : v € H(d, |E, )}
and
ry(d,, |E, ) = argmin{{z, o) : v € H(d, |E,,)}.

Now we are ready to state the theorem.
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Theorem 7: If H(d|E~) contains more than one point,
xo ¢ M and

zo — Q7 (a*) @9 — QT (bY)
llzo — QT (@) llwo — Q7 (%)l

¢ H(d[Ec)

then

m4 (zg,d) = min{Va(c) : c € R"}. (11)

Moreover, the minimum c* € R"™ is the unique solution of the
nonlinear equation

z0— QT c*
—Q(+———)+w+d=0 (12)
Teo = @7l
where the vector w € R™ and
0, ifeel
ec’
" L if i € Jp
w = |C.,1\2 (13)
e'ct
ez, Iz

Proof. This follows by the same method as in the proof of
Theorem 5. (]

A possible iterative method to solve equation (12) proceeds
in the following manner. We introduce the matrix D which
is an n X n diagonal matrix and we define the elements on
diagonal by
0, ifiel

€ e
—, ifie J;

dii =14 Pn (14)
!/
£ ifiedy
P,
where p, = |} |2 and p,, := [[|c] |[|2 and rewrite the

equation (12) in the equivalent form
= (G+ TD)_l(Q:Eo —7d).
where 7 = ||zg — QT ¢*||.
We choose an initial vector ¢ # 0 and then successively
define c*, k € N, by the formula
& = (G + DR Y Qg — TFd) (15)

where 7% := ||zg — QTc¥|| and the matrix D¥ is an n x n
diagonal matrix and we define the elements on the diagonal
by

IV. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS
In this Section, we shall report some results from a
numerical experiment on learning the value of a function
in RKHS from partial corruption data by the midpoint
algorithm.

The computation below is organized in the following way.
Let H be the RKHS which contains the real-valued function
on some input space 7. Given to € 7 and {(¢;,d;) : j €
N,} €7 xR, we want to estimate f(ty) knowing that

|fllx <6 and f € H(d|Ex).

Therefore, the vectors {x; : j € N,,} appearing in Section
2 are identified with the functions

{Ktj : ] € Nn}
where Ky (t) := K(t,1;);t € T and the vector x with the

function K.

Therefore, the linear operator () : H — R"™ becomes for
any f € H,

QUf) = (f(t;):j €Ny)
Consequently, the adjoint map QT : R® — H is given by
Q" (a) = aiK(t,t;)
JEN,
The Gram matrix of the function {K, : j € N,,} is given as

G = (K(ti,t;):j,l€N,)

K(tlatl) K(tlatQ) K(tlatn)
K(to,t1) K(ta,t2) K(ta,t,)
K(tn7t1) K(tnatQ) K(tn7tn)

We choose a exact function g € H and randomly choose a
vector e representing the “noise” and define

d=yg(t;)+e.

Next, we choose the I which is the subset of N,,. Conse-
quently, we get that J = N,, \ I. We then choose J;,Js C J
which contains m, mo elements (m;,me < n — m) and
my + me = n — m. Therefore, we obtain the partial
hyperellipse as in the following

H(dOE) = {f+ f € H, ||fllx <6, Q(f) —d € Exo)

where  is any positive number. That is, for each f €
H(d|Es) we have the following information from data

0, ifiel
f(t;) —d, =0forall j €I

€

—, ifieJ; t:) —d < ¢ and ti) —d <¢.

T 16) [(f(t5) —d), |2 < [(f(t) = D), [l]2 <

/ ) First, we need to evaluate the value of § such that

— ifie Js. H(d|6Ew) # 0. We then consider the norm of the vector
& z(d)

E .|k koo (|| .k _
where pk := |ck |3 and gt :=[[|ct [l ()] = (d.G~"d)
Issue 10, Volume 7, 2013 885
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where the vector
n
t)=> aK(tt
i=1

and ¢ = G~'d. Therefore we obtain that if we choose the

value of § > +/||z(d)|| then H(d|Eo.) # 0

With no effort at all, the observations we made so far
extend to the case that the unit ball B is replaced by §B.
Consequently, the duality formula becomes

and the exact function

_ (t—17.5)2 _(t—2.5)2
g(t) = 4de” 10 42 10
(t+2.5)2

—0.5e” 10

(t47.5)2
- 10

VQ(C) = 5\/ tg,to -2 Z Cj to,

JEN,,
+e Zc +é

IILEDICT
JEJ

JjEJ2 JEN,

4,J€NR

According to the previous section, we only need to evaluate
the two numbers m (xo, £d|0E.) and compute the midpoint

m4 (2o, d|0Es) — my (20, —d|0Eo)

2
For the computation of V3 we use the program fminunc in
the optimization toolbox of Matlab 7.3.0.

m(zo,d|0Es) =

The algorithm use to find the value of a function by using
the the midpoint estimator has shown below.

The Algorithm

Stepl : Set d = g(t;) + e and choose ¢

Step1 : Calcuate ||f4||* = (d,G71d)
Choose § > ||fal| = /(d,G~1d).

Step4 : Find m (¢, £d|0E ), we use the

program fminunc in the optimization
toolbox of MATLAB 7.3.0.
m4(to, £d|0Es) =

. T
crg]ﬁ%‘sHKto — Q" cl| +¢le, |2

+e'llle,, 12 & (¢, d).
Step5 : Calculate m(tg, d|dE) by the formula
1
m(to, d|dE) = 5(m+(zeo,d|51Em) — m (to, —d\ano))

Example We choose the gaussian kernel on R.
That is,

(t—5)2
10

K(t,s):=e"

where t,s € R.
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+ Y oKt ty)

Exact function
® Given data
- Approximation point

6 L L L L L L L
-20 -15 -10 -5 ] 5 10 15 20

Fig. 1. Graph of the exact function for Gaussian kernel on R and given
points which is known within different error tolerance.

We choose ty = 0 and generate a training set of twenty
points {(¢;,d;) : 7 € N,} € R x R obtained by sampling g
with noise. That is, we define

d=g(t;) +e.

We want to estimate the value of f(0) when we know
information from data as following

f(t;) —d, =0 forall j€{6,7,..,15}
(F(t5) = ), 1o < 0.3 and [[[(£(t5) — )., Il < 0.5.
where J; = {1,2,...,5} and J, = {16,17, ..., 20}.

First, we need to evaluate the value of § such that
H(d|Es) # 0. We then consider the norm of the vector z(d)

- C—tp?
= E a;e 10
i—1

and a = G~1d. Therefore we obtain that if we choose the
value of § > 7.6408 then H(d|0E) # 0.

Consequently, the duality formula to obtain the right and
left hand endpoinst become

Vg(c)za\/1—2 Z cje”

J€N2g

(t; )2 (t;—t;)2

J
10 + E clcj 10

1,j€N2¢

+03\/Zc +05\/Zc £ > ejd;.

je€1 jEJ2 j€N2g

886
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That is, we compute
vy = min{V5(c) : c € R"}

and then our midpoint estimator is given by “*5*=. The
results of the computation is indicated in Figure 2 while the
exact value ¢g(0) = 0.7993.

Method of hide
0.8 T T

++ midtpoint algorithm

0.7993°

midpoint Value
IS
by
>
I

0.74 Tl i

0.72 I I I I I
10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
detla Value

Fig. 2. Midpoint estimator from Gaussian kernel on R

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we continue our study on Hide. Specifically,
we considered the case that data error is measured with
square loss and has different empirical data error. Moreover,
we provided two importance cases of the existence of the
minimum of the convex functions and also provided possible
iteration method to solve for function in equation (4) which
is useful for practical. In Section III, we also provided the
importance case of the existence of the minimum of the convex
functions which is used to obtain the right hand endpoint for
the case of partial corruption data. In addition, we reported
some numerical experiment on learning the value of a function
from partial corruption data in the reproducing kernel Hilbert
space.
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