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Constructing quadrature rules with sparse nodes

by improved kernel herding methods
(D—FN—F 1 ¥ THOURK & BRBEREE b OKEAROHR)
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EORBARTH S H— 3V RMEEZ B

/Qf(w)u(dx) ~ S wif() (QCR S € Hie)

ZZTHK ERKHS T, plx Q LOMRETH 5.
Kernel Herding[1, 3, 7] (&4 — % )V REE R KX D k%
D—FETH5. 73 XLOFHEMRLRMERH TSN
5B R ROBIEA L EV R E DR EVRH 5 — 1
T, FEAR ST T 2 3R DO UUHHEE DM D 77 — F L3k
MR LU TRV E WO REDDH S, KR TIEED
BHRZRE5DD, PRVERARBTEVWEEZRDKRE
AREHDT %KD IC Kernel Herding 2R ¥ 5.

2 Kernel Herding & CG %

Kernel Herding 36 BRI O MEEALFETH 5 5%
AT E AL (CG ik [6]) DEBRGT DR 256 & %
Zob. CGIETHE L DIXIR DR E:

min f(z) (f: %, C C RY: (W2ifk).

zeC

Tzt C=conv(Vo) (Ve CC) &bk
T5. TNTYALETOM®ED

BRI 48206223 STHIE
eEye HPRER—BR EHR

o Vo ={K(z,:) |z €Q}.
o C =conv{K(z,-) |z e Q}.

ZIZT||lx BHr D/IVAT pg = [ K(z,-)p(dz).
D v, v, = Y wiK(x,) 2280, BAK
{z;}1y, BA {w;}, OBUEE S ARITHIGT 5. K
WMETIR L DNV 0 TEBEZRBERD 225
& 512 Kernel Herding 2R $ 5.

3 ABELUC & B Kernel Herding DIN&E

JeATHSE [4] @ 7V T X L% Kernel Herding (258
S5 ZETAN-AREEES L2 AT,

Algorithm SR E Ak (CG k)

Require: #J#si & € Vo
1: fort=1ton—1do
20 U1 = argmax, ey, (—VF(§) v — &)
3 ATVITRO< o <1 ZHD3B
4 Gy = (1 — ap)ée + apvpg

end for

return ¢,

Kernel Herding 3L F O EIZH BT 5:

o F(v) = llux —vl%
(BERH 3 (MMD) O 2 %).

Algorithm ARELEEUZ & 58 Kernel Herding
fort=1tot=1Tdo
for k=1to k= K; do
~Vf(&) DEBAN d = S0, (K (wi,-) —
v) (¢; > 0) 251
end for
Viv1 = Ve + apdg, (K O TERANEN)

end for

T 5. AR o RERD AT cosh; 1ITX o> TR
FBHZEeDbhhb.

Proposition 3.2.2. ¢; = ||jux —vi||% £33, a; #
1(i=1,...,n) %5

t—1

€ = € - H(l — cos? ;).

i=1
o E RN AROMETIEE LT IO LD
7% cos O & ERRITRARILT B A2 RET 5.
cos BRI RALIE

(=VF(v),di+cv) p
L e, vp 4= ATGMANLEY v [TFw, ) it evln

2. diy1 = di + cpvp

DA O EHTIELVAN dy DEDHEAD S E LT
DICRAPRFEE N 5.
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Theorem 3.2.2 (cos BMBKALIEIZ & 2 ELIAFL D
L{Xﬁ). P(dk) % —VF(I/t) @lﬁfﬁ {adk ’ o € R} D
Wi L35, cos EMEAALIEIZ & BIELUARL dy (2
LT

| = VE(w) = P(di)||% = O(1/k)

F 72, WEGE O HERS A RE {c}r, 2EEKET
XELT 2 FESIRELZ. BEXRRTREFE
DAN—ABICEAL THRELREEZT DI L 2H
&7 (Figure 1O ). 71— %)L IE Matérn 3/2,
Q=[-1,1]?, HAEE—BDTE, BoEL — MEn~3,

4 Blended Pairwise Conditional Gradients

Iz BCG ¥ [5] & PCG &% [2] & WS FExAl
A% 7z Blended Pairwise Conditional Gradients
(BPCG) W5 FiEzRETSH. ZOTFIERIFZARRT
DM bz B Kernel Herding D354 12 % 3 F Al HE.

Algorithm Blended Pairwise Conditional Gradients
(BPCG)
fort=0toT —1do
ap < argmax, g, (Vf(&),v) {away vertex}
5 +—argmin, g (Vf(&),v) {local FW}
(Sp 1 & DIMFEE 2R 5 THAES)
wy < argmin, ey (py (VF(&),v)  {global FW}
if (Vf(&), a1 —s1) 2 (Vf(&) & —wi) then
local pairwise i1l s; —a; {2 (local 7 BEHT)

else
FW Tl wy — & ICHEATERZEI: Sy
Sy U {w;} (global 725 HT)
end if
end for

return &p

BCG & PCG (34T Al Ret DM ROt D356 (i
IZ Kernel Herding D556 IZPCRBRGES LT W
7 BPCG FERRTTHIRMRIES ND. DAFDE
H D Case(B) 7% Kernel Herding D356 O PURLRGE.

Theorem 4.3.1, 4.3.2. C ZEF D O/ HlHHE%
35, £ {&EL, CcC % BPCG O T 5.

Case (A) f % L-Fig7aB% e U T p-mih M 2 i 72
U, C ARG Z R 513

f&r) = f(&) = O(exp (=cT)) (T — o)

Kernel Herding | Kernel Herding
——cosiAft | __PCG
cosBA{L+HREREL \

— (/m¥ A EEL— R)

—BPCG
- (/¥ @EL— k)

0 50 100 150 200 250 0 20 40 60 80 100

the number of nodes the nu

) & A EDER (f)

mber of nodes

Figure 1: 3 D3R (&

TERAE L 22\ ES.
FONL O MR T 5

ZITEBe>01F T
Case (B)

fen) - f€)=0 () (=)

BERRTREFEOZAN—AEICHT 2BELE
SEEEL O (Figure 104K, EERGEAMFIE 3 HD
LEDLFU.

5 EHEmEL L7 —RILKIED IR

n
Wi,...,w, = argmin MK—E wi K (4, ) (*)
wiZ0 i=1 K
wizl

3HE, 4 HETOREFIRIIBEET S (x) THAZRE
U 72 71 — 2OV KRR R O B Gm gt 2 4 A, BIEUHR & o
BfRZFH L, SRR S NED > e h—RIVIKEF DR
LUV O1/yn) DL—bEYBRWNMIUREEZRLE
(Theorem 5.2.1).
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