
Supplementaries

1 Proof Theorem 2
Proof. First note that we can use results using V C dimension as pseudo dimen-
sion can always be formulated as the V C dimension of an appropriate set,

[Mohri et al.(2012)Mohri, Rostamizadeh, and Talwalkar, Eq. (10.4)]. First
we show that an unlabeled sample size is big enough to guarantee that with prob-
ability at least 1− δ

4
it holds that R̂(f ∗τ ) ≤ τ + ε. For h = Pdim(F , φ) and m > h

Theorem 5.1 from [Vapnik(1998)] states together with Sauer’s Lemma that
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and rewriting this gives us that
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is sufficient to ensure that R̂(f)−R(f) < ε for all f ∈ F with probability at least
δ
4
. Using the inequality lnx ≤ αx − lnα − 1 with x = m and α = ε2
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we can

conclude that a sample of size

m ≥ 1

ε2

[
ln

16

δ
+ h(

ε2

2h
m+ ln

2h

ε2
− 1) + h ln

2e

h
+ 2

]
=
m

2
+

1

ε2

[
ln

16

δ
+ h ln

4

ε2
+ 2

]
⇐⇒

m ≥ 2

ε2

[
ln

16

δ
+ h ln

4

ε2
+ 2

]
(1)

1



is sufficient to guarantee R̂(f)− R(f) < ε for all f ∈ F with probability at least
δ
4
. In particular choosing f = f ∗τ and noting that by definition R(f ∗τ ) ≤ τ we

conclude that with the same probability

R̂(f ∗τ ) ≤ τ + ε. (2)

For the second part we use the classical Hoeffding inequality with a labeled
sample size of n
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lets us conclude that with probability at least δ
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it holds
that
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For the third part we use again Theorem 5.1 from [Vapnik(1998)], which lets us
conclude that
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and solving for n we conclude that a labeled sample size of
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is sufficient to guarantee with probability at least δ

2
that

Q(f)− Q̂(f) ≤ ε for all f ∈ Fψτ+ε. (4)

Putting everything together we get that with probability 1− δ the classifier g that
minimizes Q̂(·, X, Y ) subject to R̂(·, U) ≤ τ + ε satisfies

Q(g) ≤ Q̂(g) + ε ≤ Q̂(f ∗τ ) + ε ≤ Q(f ∗τ ) + ε+B
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The first inequality follows from Inequality 4. The second inequality follows
because f is the empirical minimizer. Note that we also need Inequality 2, i.e.
that R̂(f ∗τ ) ≤ τ + ε, to make sure that f ∗τ was in the search space. The third
inequality follows from Inequality 3. To obtain the final inequality we use the
labeled sample size to show that
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The first inequality holds by assumption of the labeled sample size, while the
second inequality is shown by reducing it to

Pdim(F , φ) + 2 ≥ ln(
δ

16
)

which trivially holds.
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