UpunHuyeeBa TaTbsiHa AHaToNbeBHa

YT0 6bINO KpaTKo:

1. CmoTpena Ha pacnpefeneHuss npeackasaHuii Ans nauueHToB, ANs  KOTOpbIX
Avcnepcusl npefckasaHuii MakcumanbHa — YBuaena criydanm ¢ HOpMarbHbIM UMK
paBHOMEpPHbIM pacnpenenexHvem (nboe pacnpedeneHne, oTnuyarolLleecs OT
cton6a B Touke O wnm 1), 3HA4MT Mogenb YyBCTBUTENbHA K CUOY U MOXHO

yCTaHOBMTb(paKTHeBOCHp0M3BQﬂMMOCTM

Y10 cpaenana:
2. Pewwumna nocMoTpeTb Ha U3MeHeHue opMbl pacnpeneneHnin B 3aBUCMMOCTU OT

konuyecTtBa utepauuii. lMocmoTpena ans Tex e caMbiX NaLMeHTOoB.

Prediction Distributions for Patient 52 at Ditferent Iterations
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Prediction Distributions for Patient 112 at Different Iterations
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Prediction Distributions for Patient 91 at Different Iterations
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BbiBoa: no naumeHty 112 Ha 100-oM uvTepaumm pacnpeperneHve wmpokoe u pasbpoc
OonblUOW, HO C POCTOM 4Ucna uTepauuin pacnpedeneHne cxumaetcss K 1 n pasdbpoc
CHWXaeTcs, NO3TOMY MOXHO CKa3aTb, YTO HEBOCMPOW3BOAMMOCTb MCHE3aeT Npu obydeHun.
OpHako Bce xe ecTb cnyyam (naumeHT 91 n 52), Ans KOTOpPbIX HEBOCNPOU3BOANMOCTL He

ncyesaeT gaxe npu 60nbLLIOM KOM-Be UTepaunin.

3. W3 atoro g noHsana, 4yto OO 3TOr0 CMOTpena Ha pacnpegeneHus, obyums MLP

classifier ¢ gedonTHbIMM NapameTpamu, To ecTb max_iter = 100. [1o aToro BHUMaHUSA



Ha 3TO He obpallana, Tak Kak accuracy y MoZenu Bce paBHO Gbin BbiCOKMiA. CTOUT
MOCMOTPETb Ha METPUKM KadyecTBa B 3aBMCUMOCTM OT uucra utepauuii. CUHUM -

cpegHee 3Ha4veHune, FOJ'IY68FI 3alrnnBKa BOKpyr KpVIBOI7I - OTKITOHEHUA MO CnaaM.

auc vs iteration (mean + std over seeds)
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logloss vs iteration (mean * std over seeds)
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BbiBoA: BMOHO, 4TO Ans aToro gataceta (breast cancer) MLP classifier gocturaet Bbicokoro
kayectBa yxe Ha 50 wutepaumm un rge-to nocne 200-om uTepaumm owubka HadmHaet
yBENNUMBATLCA, TO €CTb MOAENb HayMHaeT nepeobyyatbes. JIOrMYHO NPEeAnonoXuTb, YTO
Oynet BbIOpaHO TO KONMMYECTBO MTepauun, Kotopoe obecnevvBaeT XOpoLllee KavyecTBO U
npegoTBpawlaeT modenb OT nepeobyyeHusi, XoTss obyyeHHas C TakMM KONMYECTBOM

I/lTean,I/II7I Moaernb 6y/:|,eT MeHee Bocnpon3sogmnmMa rno npencka3aHnsam.



Mean disagreement rate
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I'Ile 3TOM €eCIiiM CMOTpETb Ha 06U.|,y}0 KapTuHY, a Heé npeacka3aHua no oTAaesibHbIM
nauneHtTam, 1o C poCTOM 4ucna I/ITepaLI,VIIZ Knaccosble npeackasaHunda B cpegHem

CTaAHOBATCA NMpaKTn4eCKn noJIHOCTbHO BOCMNPON3BOANMbIMU

mean_disagreement vs iteration
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N gucnepcuna Toxe CxoanTca K 0, HO MOTOM BbIXOAUT Ha NnaTo

mean_var vs iteration
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2 rnob6anbHbIX BbIBOAA:

BOCI'IpOI/I3BO,EI,I/1MOCTb I'Ipe,El,CKa3aHI/Il7I OEeNCTBUTENBHO MOBLILLAETCS C POCTOM 4ucna
MTepaLl,I/II7I, HO BCe Xe OcCTaeTcss MNOoAMHOXEeCTBO OOBLEeKTOB C BbICOKOM

YyBCTBUTENTIbHOCTbIO K CM1AY.

N BooOLe y MeHs BO3HMKNO Hebonblioe MPOTMBOPEYME B rofioBe: Kak Oyato mpu

nepeobyyeHMn mopenb HaobOpPOT AOMKHa CTaTb MeHee BocrpousBoaumon. U s



npuwna K TOMY, 4YTO BbICOKasaA YBEPEHHOCTb BooOLle He rapaHTupyet

BOCMNPON3BOAMMOCTb N HY>XHO NOCMOTPETbL Ha decision boundary.

- Takoe 4ucno wuTepauun, KoTopoe no3BoONUMT obecneynTb MNOYTU  MOMHYHO
BOCMNPOM3BOAMMOCTb MpeackasaHui, He Bcerga BO3MOXHO BblOpaTb, Tak Kak OHO
4YacTo NpMBOOUT K nepeobyyeHuto. MonyvaeTca Takon Tpeng-odhpd M Mbl XOTUM
NOBbICUTb BOCMPOM3BOAMMOCTb MOLENU, HEe AoBOAA ee [0 nepeobydeHns. JTormyHo

NpPeanonoXnTb, YTO 3TO CTOUT CBA3ATb C perynsipu3aumnen.

5. Hawna cratbio, koTOpas NoATBepXXAaeT Mbicnb M3 BbiBoga 1. KnioyeBble BbiBOAbI

CTaTbU Takune:

1. HecTabunbHOCTb peLUeHMiA HanpsiMyt CBA3aHbl C TEM, HACKOMNbKO Orm3sko
decision boundary nogxoguT K AaHHbIM.

2. o mepe o06y4yeHusi decision boundary npmbnmxaetrca K obyyarowum wu
TECTOBbIM O0ObeKkTaM, NMPUYEM STO NPOAOIKAETCA OaXe Ha MO3OHUX Jnoxax,
Korga accuracy yXe rnovtun He MeHsieTcs.

3. cbnmxeHne decision boundary ¢ AaHHbIMM - He Hen3BEexXHOe CBOWCTBO

apXMTEKTYpPbI, a CNeACTBME CTaHAAPTHOro 00y4YeHuUs ¢ cross-entropy.

To ecTb MOXHO cdopMynupoBaTb TaKyt ruMnotesdy: Habnogaemoe cxatve
BeposiTHOCTen K 0 n 1 N0 Mmepe obyyeHnsa oTpaxaeT pocT YBEPEHHOCTU KnaccudukaTopa, HO
He obsiI3aTenbHO COOTBETCTBYET rEOMETPUYECKON YCTOMYMBOCTU U BOCNPOU3BOANMOCTU. ITO
NPOUCXOAMUT MOTOMY 4TO Cross-entropy CTUMynupyetr pocT JOrUTOB, HO NpU  3TOM
reometpuyeckas rpaHumua peweHun (decision boundary) moxeT OOHOBPEMEHHO
NpnbNmxKaTbCs K 4aHHbIM.

lMpoBena 3aKcnepuMEHT, YToObl NPOBEPUTL YTO rpaHuLa OENCTBUTENBHO OTAansercs

OT OOBbEKTOB N0 Mepe 0by4eHus.

1. Onpegenum pacctosHue go decision boundary Takum obpasom:

rae f(x) = 0 - at0 rpaHMuLa peLLeHui (PasHOCTb SIOTUTOB) 1

Vv xf (x) - rpagmeHT 3TOrO SCOre no BXoay.

Hackonbko maneHbkoe L2-u3ameHeHne HYXHO, 4YTOObI nepeceyb rpaHunuy.


https://arxiv.org/pdf/2002.01810

YBepeHHoCTb onpegenum kak (|p—0.5|)
[na pasHoro yncna untepauun obyvyaem MLP ¢ pasHbimu seed

CuuntaeM yBepeHHOCTb 1 paccTosiHne o decision boundary

o > b

YcpenHsiem no obbektam 1 seed 1 BU3yanuanpyem 3aBUMCUMOCTb

N pencrtBuTenbHO, YBEPEHHOCTb pacTeT, Toraa kak decision boundary otgansetca ot

00BbeKkToB



Confidence increases with training
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310 nopoxgaeT HekoTopbln trade-off, u kak s y>Xe CcKasasra, BO3MOXHO CTOUT 3TO CBA3aTb C

perynsipusaumen.



MUccnepoBaHue BNUAHUSA perynsapusaummn Ha yBepeHHOCTb MoAeriu

M YCTOMYMBOCTb Moaenu (pacctossHue Ao decision boundary)
1. baseline - MLP (alpha = 1e-4)
2. regularized - MLP (alpha = 1e-2)

Confidence increases while decision boundary approaches data

5
r2.2©
| 40 4 g
o L2.0.2
o 0.35 - g
F18 ¢
I
30 4 f
—e— confidence (baseline) rl6 =

-@- confidence (regularized)

i —&— distance to boundary (baseline)
0.25 1 —-m- distance to boundary (regularized) | 14

0 200 400 600 800 1000
Number of iterations

MonyyeHHble  pe3ynbTaTbl  OEMOHCTPUPYIOT — pacxoXaeHue  Mexay BepOsATHOCTHOM
YBEPEHHOCTbIO W TEOMETPUYECKOM YCTOMYMBOCTLIO Modenun. Hecmotpa Ha TO u4TO
npeackasaHua craHoBATCcA Oornee yBepeHHbIMM No Mepe obydeHus, decision boundary
cMcTeMaTU4eckn NpubnimkaeTcs K JaHHbIM.

Perynspusaunst He MellaeT pocTy YBEPEHHOCTU, HO Npu 3TOM oby4yeHne ctaHoBUTCS Gonee
ycTon4mBbIM, TO ecTb boundary decision He Tak ObICTPO M He Tak GNU3KO MoaxXoauT K

AaHHbIM 1 Ha Bornee No3aHMX nTepaumnsax ocTaeTcs Ha OAHOM PACCTOSHUW.
CBAa3b BOoCnpon3BoaAMMOCTN U yCTOﬁ‘-IVIBOCTI/I

1. 3a ycTonumBOCTb OTBEYAET METPUKA paccTosdHmne ot decision boundary

2. BocnponsBoguMOCTb Mbl U3MEPSANN C MOMOLLbIO AUCTNEPCUM NPeacKasaHni
MocunTanu Koppenaumo Mexay aTMMmM MeTPUKaMu:
Spearman p =-0.975, p=7-10""3
To ecTb yem Gnmxe obbekT Kk decision boundary, Tem Bbiwe Aucrnepcus BEPOATHOCTHbIX
npegckasaHuM npy umaMmeHeHun random seed. Korga-to gaBHO Mbl BblABUranu Takyro
rmnoTesy, 1 oHa nogTBepAnnach.

XoTsa rpadmk He Takon yoeanTenbHbIi;



p(x))

Var_seed(

MLP: instability vs distance (iter=100)
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MocmoTpenn Ha 06bEKTLI, KOTOpblE HaxoaAaTca psgoM ¢ decision boundary 1 ganeko ot Hee:

Mpynna mean var_p
Bottom 10% (6nwxe Bcero kK boundary) 0.0109
Top 10% (panbLue Bcero) =0

PasHMua B 3HayeHusx Hebonbliasi, HO OHa BCe-TakM MoKasbliBaeT HEeKOTOpPYH

3aKOHOMEPHOCTb:

npeackasaHus Ons oObekToB, KoTopble pAaneko o7 decision boundary, noyTtu
MOMHOCTbI0 BOCNPOU3BOANMbI
ans  oObekToB, KoTOopble GMM3KO Haxodatcsa K decision boundary, npegckasaHum

Oonee BapuaTuBHbI

JKCcnepuMeHT Aans aHcambonen

YeM 3TOT 3IKCNEPUMEHT OTNIMYAETCA OT IKcnepumeHTa ¢ MLP?

1.

PacctosiHne go boundary decision onpegensietcs no-gpyromy. OnpeaeneHue yepes
rpagueHT Ham Oorblle He MOAXOAWT, NOTOMYy 4YTo byHKUMS He anddepeHumpyema
kak B MLP, a KyCOYHO-MOCTOSIHHA, rpaguMeHT no4vtn Besge paseH 0. Ho mHTyuuma
OCTaeTcsl Ta Xe: MWHMMarnbHasg BenuWYMHa BO3MYLLUEHMS BXoga Mpu KOTOPOW
MeHsAeTCca npegckasaHue. locmoTpena B MHTEPHETE, Kak MOXHO Onpeaenutb 3To
ANnsa nepeBbeB/aHcaMbrnen, Hawma TonbKo Takow crnocob (ana oTAenbHOro Aepesa):

PEeKypCuBHO O6XO,D,FITCF| BCe MNyTn AepesBa, ON1A KaXaoro anbTepHaTuBHOIO nyTu


https://stackoverflow.com/questions/60960692/find-distance-to-decision-boundary-in-decision-trees

2.

MUHUMAnbHO U3MEHSEM NpU3HaK, YTobbl NepenpbIrHyTb NOPOr, 4AOXOAUM A0 NUCTa, U
ecnu knacc gpyronm — kaHgmpatr. OgHako gns aHcambnen nepeBbeB rpaHvua
pelweHnn opMmpyeTca KOMOMHAUMEN peLlleHun MHOXEeCTBa [OEepeBLEB, W
onvxanwasn rpaHvua aHcambnsi He obsizaHa coBnagaTb C rpaHuMUEn Kakoro-rnvbo
oTAenbHoro aepesa. B cBaA3n ¢ aTuM gns aHcambnen ucnonb3yetcs NpubnmkeHHas
OLeHKa paccTosiHMS, Mbl MPOCTO OepeM MMHMMYM MO KaHAugaTam U roBOpUM, YTO
pacctosiHme o decision boundary gns aHcambng - MMHUMYM no KaHaugatam. B GB
s1 He CMOrfa noka nepeHecTn aToT noaxog notomy 4To B Gradient Boosting Classifier
6a3oBble mogenu DecisionTreeRegressor, a He knaccudukaTopsl.

[lo atoro s paccmatpusana Tpengodd Mexay yBEepeHHOCTbIO M PacCTOAHMEM A0
rpaHvubl peweHun. B crnydaHoOM necy ke HEeMHOro Herorm4yHo CMOTPETb Ha
YBEPEHHOCTb, MOTOMY YTO YMCINO AEPEBLEB MOYTU HE BIUSIET HA YBEPEHHOCTb, a
BINAET Ha QUCMEPCUIo Npeacka3aHnin (OHa yMeHbLUaEeTCs1), MO3ToMy Oyaem CMOTPETb
Ha 3Ty meTpuky. COOTBETCTBEHHO, rpaduku Ans OByX METPUK S pasHecna B [ABa,
NMOTOMY YTO TPEeHA Y 3TUX METPUK OOMHAKOBbLIA C POCTOM YMCia JEPEBLEB, HA OOHOM

rpagomke OHW CrnBatoTH.

Kako# BbIBOA MO 3TOMYy 3KCNEPUMEHTY?
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Random Forest: decision boundary distance vs ensemble size
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Pagyert, uyto pesynbrathl Kak 6yaTo 661 MOBTOPAOTCS M ANA 3TON MOLENMW:
- [ucnepcus nagaeT ¢ poCcTOM 4ucra OepeBbeB — Moenb CTaHoBuTcs Oonee
BOCMPOM3BOAMMOW MO NpeacKasaHnsam
- T[lpn atoM rpaHvMua nogxoauT K AdaHHbIM (HO He CWUMbHO, MaclTab 3HayYeHun
CINULLIKOM KPYMHLIN 1 MOTOM OHa cTabunmaupyetcs). OgHako CTOUT MOMHUTL, YTO Mbl
HEe COBCEM TOYHO OMpedenunn paccTosiHME OO0 rpaHuLbl pelleHun, noatomy bonee
TOYHast WHTepnpeTauus OydeT BbIMSAAETb Tak: Npyu OONbLUEM 4UCHEe OepeBbEB
BO3pacCTaeT LaHC, YTO XOTa Obl OOAHO OEepeBO MMEET MOpor psgoM C TOYKOM —
MUHUMYM MO AEPEBbAM YMEHbLLAETCSH
- C perynapusaumern n gucnepcusa npeackasaHMi MeHblue, U rpaHuua K aHHbIM He
Tak OnM3Ko noaxoawT, HO OMATb ke MacwTabd KPymnHbIN, pasHULA He Takas yx u
GonbLuas.
Bonpochbi:
1. MoxHO nn Takum obpasom onpefensaTb paccTosHMe A0 rpaHuubl? Umeer nu
pesynbraT ¢ Takon annpokcumMaumen BoodbLue LeHHOCTb?
2. Kak MOXXHO 1 HY>KHO N1 BooOGLLe onpeaennTb pacctodHne Ao rpaHuusl y GB?
Cnepylowmn war:
MOHATb, KaK BCE MOW 3KCMEPUMEHTbI CBA3aTb C MOCTABMEHHOW 3adadvelrt Mo MOCTPOEHUIO

YCTOMYMBON MOOESNIM MUHMMATTBHOW CIIOXHOCTU AN OaHHbIX.



