arXiv:2205.07589v2 [cs.LG] 2 Jan 2023

Fundamental Laws of Binary Classification^∗

Denise M. Reeves^†

Abstract

Finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems is a novel geometric locus problem—which requires solving a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification— subject to deep-seated statistical laws. We show that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is the solution of a locus equation that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, wherein the discriminant function is connected to the decision boundary by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—at which point the discriminant function is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis—structured as a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components. We demonstrate that a minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the novel principal eigenaxis of the system exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located. Thereby, a minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium— so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system—at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

Key words. fundamental laws of binary classification, direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors, inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors, likelihood ratio tests, minimum risk classification systems, minimum probability of classification error, minimum expected risk, total allowed eigenenergy, critical

∗Regularization methods presented in this paper appeared in WIREs Computational Statistics, 3: 204 - 215, 2011.

†Principal Eigenloci, LLC, Burke, Virginia, (dmreeves22@verizon.net) minimum eigenenergies, statistical equilibrium, eigenaxis of symmetry, geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis, coordinate geometry, vector algebra locus equations, novel geometric locus methods, novel principal eigen-coordinate transforms, novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithms, machine learning algorithms, constrained optimization algorithms, system identification problems, ill-posed direct problems, ill-posed inverse problems, data-driven mathematical models, vector-valued cost functions, reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, supervised learning no free lunch theorems, Bayes’ decision rule, support vector machines

1 Finding Discriminant Functions

Finding discriminant functions of minimum risk classification systems is a long-standing and deep-seated problem in both machine learning and statistics—situated far beneath the surface—such that neither statistical learning theory nor the approaches of statistical decision theory, including Bayesian decision theory, have resolved the fundamental problem of how to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems that exhibit the minimum probability of classification error.

Generally, statistical learning theory recommends using machine learning algorithms called “support vector machines” (SVMs) for finding indicator functions and separating hyperplanes of binary classification systems [4, 9, 14, 17, 73], whereas Bayesian decision theory recommends using modifications of Bayes’ theorem called “Bayes’ decision rule” for selecting likelihood ratios and decision thresholds of binary classification systems [19, 26, 37, 62, 75, 76, 85].

Regardless of the method used for finding or selecting discriminant functions, the effectiveness of any given classification system is primarily evaluated by its probability of classification error—which is the lowest possible error rate of the system. Bayes’ decision rule is known for minimizing the probability of classification error, better known as “Bayes’ error,” since Bayes’ decision rule minimizes the “Bayes’ risk” of binary and multiclass classification systems [19, 26, 62, 75, 76, 85]. On the other hand, SVM classifiers are known for minimizing the mean error rate since SVM classifiers minimize the “empirical risk” of binary and multiclass classification systems for certain data samples [4, 9, 14, 17, 73].

Despite the fact that SVM classifiers are widely reported to perform well on classification tasks, SVM classifiers are largely determined by arbitrary or ill-suited hyperparameters [13, 22, 41]. For example, arbitrary regularization parameters are conflated with ill-suited slack variables [65, 67], while the selection of a nonlinear kernel and its hyperparameter for a classification task is considered a research problem [12].

Thereby, we have concluded that SVM classifiers and the empirical risk of SVM classifiers are both determined by inconsistent and arbitrary criteria.

Moreover, even though Bayes’ decision rule is considered the gold standard for classification tasks [19, 26, 37, 62, 75, 76, 85], we have determined that Bayes’ decision rule is mathematically inconsistent with the conditions of Bayes’ theorem.

Thereby, we have concluded that Bayes’ decision rule and Bayes’ risk are both determined by inconsistent and arbitrary criteria.

As of now, no statistical laws have been established that determine the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of minimum risk classification systems that exhibit the minimum probability of classification error. Since Bayes’ decision rule and Bayes’ risk are both determined by inconsistent and arbitrary criteria, it follows that the statistical structure and behavior and properties of Bayes’ minimum risk classification systems are ill-defined and ambiguous.

Furthermore, no statistical laws have been established that determine the generalization behavior of machine learning algorithms that find target functions of minimum risk classification systems—since the target functions are largely unknown [11, 12, 19, 27].

Moreover, given the supervised learning no free lunch theorems [19, 87, 88], we realize that unless one can somehow prove, from first principles, that a target function of a minimum risk classification system has a certain statistical structure—then one cannot prove that a particular machine learning algorithm will be aligned with the target function—and one cannot prove anything concerning how well that learning algorithm generalizes.

The process of using observed data to determine a mathematical model of a system is essential in science and engineering [42, 45, 46]. We realize that determining the generalization behavior of certain machine learning algorithms involves solving a system identification problem, so that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a given system are determined by transforming a collection of observations into a datadriven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system [65, 67, 68, 69].

It will be seen that data-driven mathematical models of systems are driven by data—that satisfy certain equations of mathematical laws—which determine the overall structure and behavior and properties of a given system.

Solving a system identification problem involves formulating and solving an inverse problem, so that a collection of actual observations are used to infer the values of the parameters characterizing a given system [42, 45, 46].

We realize, however, that solving a system identification problem also involves formulating and solving a direct or forward problem—which entails formulating and solving a fully specified mathematical model of a given system—whose solution is used to predict some type of system behavior [42, 43].

It is well known that an inverse problem is an ill-posed problem in the event that distinct causes for a given system account for the same effect [23, 29, 30, 31, 42, 43, 86]. Generally, a problem is well-posed when the problem has a solution that exists, is unique, and is stable. If one or more of these criteria are not satisfied, the problem is ill-posed [30, 42, 43].

We have determined that finding discriminant functions of minimum risk classification systems involves resolving two separate—but related—illposed problems, so that we need to formulate a well-posed direct problem and a well-posed inverse problem.

It is also well known that the structure and function of biological organisms are intimately intertwined [8, 44, 49, 61, 64, 77, 84]. Accordingly, we realize that the overall structure and behavior and properties of any given system are also intimately intertwined, so that solving a system identification problem generally involves finding the solution to some deep-seated statistical dilemma—situated far beneath the surface.

It has also long been recognized that biological organisms act to minimize energy, so that a biological organism satisfies a state of equilibrium known as homeostasis—at which point internal, physical and chemical conditions of the organism are stable—such that the organism is composed of resilient interconnections, so that the organism exhibits resilience [61, 64, 77].

Moreover, it has long been recognized that physical systems act to minimize energy, so that a physical system locates a “point” or “position” of equilibrium—at which point the overall structure and behavior and properties of the system are stable—such that the physical system is composed of resilient interconnections, so that the system exhibits resilience. Thereby, physical systems exhibit less risky behavior and are less likely to be subject to catastrophic system failure [25, 28, 34, 36, 78, 79].

We recognize that formulating and solving certain system identification problems involves determining how and why a particular system locates a point of equilibrium—so that the energy exhibited by the system is minimized in such a manner that the system satisfies a state of equilibrium—at which point the overall structure and behavior and properties of the system exhibit a maximum amount of stability, such that the system is composed of resilient interconnections. Thereby, the system exhibits resilience and a minimum amount of risky behavior.

So, how might we find statistical laws that determine the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of minimum risk classification systems that exhibit the minimum probability of classification error?

Equally important, how might we find statistical laws that determine the generalization behavior of machine learning algorithms that find target functions of minimum risk classification systems?

We realize that the discovery of such laws involves the discovery of a mathematical system that models fundamental aspects of a minimum risk binary classification system.

To see this, take any given binary classification system that is subject random vectors. Generally, we know that the binary classification system has two main components: (1) a discriminant function that assigns random vectors to one of two possible classes; and (2) a decision boundary that partitions the decision space of the system into two, disjoint decision regions—which may be contiguous or non-contiguous [19, 26, 75].

We realize, however, that a fundamental component is missing. Since a decision boundary is a geometric figure, we realize that a binary classification system must contain some kind of intrinsic coordinate system.

Thereby, we also realize that a decision boundary of a binary classification system is essentially a novel type of geometric locus—whose shape and fundamental properties are regulated by certain statistical laws [68, 69].

Naylor and Sell [55] noted that: “A truly amazing number of problems in science and engineering can be fruitfully treated with geometric methods in Hilbert spaces.”

Geometric methods in Hilbert spaces include a class of geometric methods known as “coordinate geometry,” wherein certain types of geometric problems are treated by a system of coordinates, such that each point of a geometric figure is uniquely specified by a set of numerical coordinates, so that any given point of the geometric figure satisfies certain conditions that are determined by an intrinsic coordinate system—which is an inherent part of an algebraic equation.

Thereby, algebraic methods are a means to the solution of certain types of geometric problems known as geometric locus problems, where a geometric locus is a certain curve or surface that is formed by specific points—each of which possesses some uniform property that is common to all points that lie on the curve or surface—and no other points [21, 32, 57, 81].

We resolve the fundamental problem of finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems by devising novel geometric locus methods in Hilbert spaces—within statistical frameworks—that fruitfully treat fundamental locus problems in binary classification, where the Hilbert spaces are reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces that have certain reproducing kernels.

In this treatise, we devise a mathematical system whose statistical structure and behavior and properties models fundamental aspects of a minimum risk binary classification system—which is subject to random vectors. The model represents a discriminant function, a decision boundary, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry—that spans the decision space—of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system connects the discriminant function to the decision boundary of the system, at which point the discriminant function, the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and the eigenaxis of symmetry are each represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis—which has the structure of a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components.

We use the model of a minimum risk binary classification system that is outlined above to explain how a discriminant function extrapolates—and thereby generalizes in a significant manner. We also use the model to explain how a minimum risk binary classification system acts to minimize its risk. Even more, we use the model to predict error rates exhibited by minimum risk binary classification systems.

Equally important, we use the model to predict behavior that we have not been aware of. We use the model to predict that a minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the dual locus of the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium—at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, so that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

Most importantly, we use the model to devise a mathematical framework for both the direct problem and the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors. Accordingly, we use the model to formulate a well-posed direct problem and a well-posed inverse problem—for the binary classification of random vectors.

We devise a theoretical model and an applied model of a minimum risk binary classification system that are both determined by a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, so that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system has a certain statistical structure and exhibits certain statistical behavior and properties.

It will be seen that the theoretical model expresses fundamental laws of binary classification, whereas the applied model explains and executes these laws.

We develop a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems that has the general form of a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium, so that certain random vectors have coordinates that are solutions of the locus equations.

Thereby, we formulate the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors according to a theoretical model—based on first principles— that expresses fundamental laws of binary classification that discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems are subject to. Accordingly, we derive the statistical structure of a target function of a minimum risk binary classification system.

It will be seen that the general locus formula for finding discriminant functions determines mathematical conditions that statistically pre-wire important generalizations within the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system—so that the discriminant function generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner.

Most surprisingly, we derive the general locus formula that resolves the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors by enlarging the complexity of a likelihood ratio test—that is based on the maximum likelihood criterion—at which point the likelihood ratio test constitutes a well-posed variant of “Bayes’ decision rule” for binary classification systems.

We also develop a constrained optimization algorithm that uses certain random vectors to infer the values of the parameters characterizing a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system. Most remarkably, the constrained optimization algorithm finds a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium—that is satisfied by certain random vectors—such that data-driven versions of the general forms of the fundamental locus equations are determined by distinctive algebraic and geometric interconnections between all of the random vectors and the components of the minimum risk binary classification system.

Equally remarkable, the constrained optimization algorithm finds discriminant functions—of minimum risk binary classification systems—by executing a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm.

Thereby, we formulate the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors according to a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm executes the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed in the direct problem—at which point the constrained optimization algorithm executes precise mathematical conditions that statistically pre-wire important generalizations within the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system— so that the discriminant function generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner.

Accordingly, we derive the process by which a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm determines the statistical structure of a target function of a minimum risk binary classification system.

Most surprisingly, we derive the general locus formula that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors by identifying novel and extremely unobvious processes—which include a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm—that are executed by a well-posed variant of the constrained optimization algorithm that is used by support vector machines to learn nonlinear decision boundaries.

As a final point, Keener [38] noted that: “For many of the problems we encounter in the sciences, there is a natural way to represent the solution that transforms the problem into a substantially easier one.”

We demonstrate that the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors executes novel and elegant processes—which include a novel principal eigencoordinate transform algorithm—that represent the solution for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, at which point the direct problem is transformed into a feasible one.

Thereby, we demonstrate that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is essentially a deep-seated locus problem in binary classification—situated far beneath the surface—at which point underlying aspects of the general problem are subtle and extremely unobvious conditions.

1.1 Outline of the Paper

We treat the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors in Sections 2 - 10 of our treatise. In Section 2, we identify inconsistencies in Bayes’ decision rule. We express these inconsistencies by Theorem 2.1 and Corollaries 2.2 - 2.6. In Section 3, we develop first principles of binary classification systems. We express these principles by Axioms 3.2 - 3.3, Theorem 3.5 and Corollaries 3.6 - 3.10. In Section 4, we identify novel geometric locus problems in binary classification. In Section 5, we begin the development of novel geometric locus methods that fruitfully treat locus problems in binary classification.

In Section 6, we continue the development of novel geometric locus methods that fruitfully treat fundamental locus problems in binary classification— in accordance with certain mathematical aspects of exclusive principal eigencoordinate systems—that are inherent parts of vector algebra locus equations. We express these mathematical aspects by Lemma 6.1 and Theorems 6.2 - 6.4.

In Sections 7 and 8, we identify how to represent the solution of a fundamental and deep-seated locus problem in binary classification—which we express by Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Theorem 8.3. In Section 8, we also consider the algebraic and geometrical significance of reproducing kernels—which are seen to be fundamental components of minimum risk binary classification systems. We use these results to develop a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm that we use to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems.

In Section 9, we outline the process by which a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm resolves what we consider to be the most difficult problem in binary classification—at which point a novel principal eigencoordinate transform algorithm is used to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems. In Section 10, we develop locus equations of binary classification. In Section 11, we present a general locus formula that resolves the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors—in terms of an existence theorem—which we express by Theorem 11.1.

We treat the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors in Sections 12 - 23 of our treatise. In Section 12, we present a detailed overview of the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors. In Section 13, we demonstrate that solutions of the constrained optimization algorithm— which are based on eigenstructure deficiencies—are generally ill-posed and ill-conditioned, so the algorithm must be constrained in a certain manner.

In Section 14, we present an overview of statistical relations—within Hilbert spaces and reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces—that determine pointwise covariance statistics, joint covariance statistics and conditional distributions for individual random vectors. In Section 15, we examine the core of the machine learning algorithm that finds discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems. In Section 16, we examine how the decision space of a minimum risk binary classification system is partitioned. In Section 17, we examine elegant statistical balancing acts—inside a certain principal eigenspace—that are coincident with a minimum risk binary classification system acting to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk.

In Section 18, we examine dual capacities of discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems. In Section 19, we examine how a discriminant function extrapolates—and thereby generalizes in a very nontrivial manner. In Section 20, we examine the action taken by a minimum risk binary classification system to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk. In Section 21, we identify critical interconnections—between the intrinsic components of a minimum risk binary classification system—that determine the statistical structure and the functionality of the discriminant function of the system. We express these critical interconnections by Theorem 21.1.

In Section 22, we present an overview of a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm executes the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed by Theorem 11.1. In Section 23, we present a general locus formula that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors—which we have obtained by a constructive proof—that we express by Theorem 23.1.

We summarize our major findings for the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors in Section 24. Lastly, in Section 25, we present new insights into fundamental issues in data-driven modeling and machine learning applications.

1.2 Preliminary Remarks

We have discovered most of the findings that are presented in this treatise throughout the past decade. Our findings are based on constructing useful combinations between known and recently discovered mathematical entities—that reveal unsuspected relations between certain elements borrowed from widely separated domains—where certain well-known elements from the widely separated domains are wrongly believed to be unrelated to each other. It is worth noting that our findings are related to one another

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

in an interdependent hierarchy, so that interdependent previous results are used to obtain successive results.

We have one last remark before we begin our treatise on the binary classification of random vectors. Given the deep cultural divide between the “data modeling” community and the “algorithmic modeling” community that is described by Leo Breiman in [11], we consider it to be markedly renewing that statistical modeling approaches of Bayesian decision theory and algorithmic modeling approaches of statistical learning theory meet on significant points of binary classification, at which point fundamental laws of binary classification—that have been determined by enlarging the complexity of a well-posed variant of Bayes’ decision rule—are effectively executed by a well-posed variant of the constrained optimization algorithm—that is used by support vector machines to learn nonlinear decision boundaries.

We begin our treatise on the binary classification of random vectors by identifying inconsistencies in Bayes’ decision rule for binary and multiclass classification systems, such that identical random vectors generated by distinct probability density functions account for the same effect exhibited by a binary classification system.

Thereby, we demonstrate that Bayes’ decision rule constitutes an illposed rule for the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors—at which point the direct problem is recognized to be an ill-posed problem.

2 Inconsistencies in Bayes’ Decision Rule

Bayes’ decision rule for binary classification systems

(2.1) Λ (x) ≜ p (x|ω_1) p (x|ω_2)

ω_1 ≷_{ω2} P (ω_2) (C_{12} − C_{22}) P (ω_1) (C_{21} − C_{11})

is widely-known for minimizing the probability of classification error for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , where ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) are prior probabilities of class ω_1 and class ω_2, the scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} denote costs for right and wrong decisions, and Λ (x) denotes the likelihood ratio^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} of the system, wherein p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) are “class-conditional” probability density functions of the two classes of random vectors [19, 26, 62, 75, 76, 85].

Any given probability density function p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2) in Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) represents a certain probability law

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

that governs how random vectors x ∈ ω_1 and x ∈ ω_2 generated by each respective probability density function x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) are distributed within certain regions R_1 and R_2 of Euclidean space R^d , such that the regions R_1 and R_2 are either overlapping with each other in some manner R_1 ∩ R_2 ≠ ∅, or the regions R_1 and R_2 are disjoint R_1 ∩ R_2 = ∅ [59, 60].

Bayes’ risk for the binary classification system in (2.1) is given by the integral

R_B (Λ (x)) ≜ P (ω_1) (C_{21} − C_{11}) ∫_η −∞ p (x|ω_1) dx

(2.2)

+P (ω_2) (C_{12} − C_{22}) ∫_∞ η p (x|ω_2) dx,

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, where the decision space Z is defined over the interval [−∞, ∞], the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 are defined over the respective intervals [η, ∞] and [−∞, η], and η is the decision threshold of the system, wherein η =^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) . The integral in (2.2)

calculates the total probability that Bayes’ decision rule chooses the wrong class—which is also known as Bayes’ error [19, 26, 62, 75, 76, 85].

Bayes’ decision rule for binary classification systems is based on modifications of Bayes’ rule—also known as Bayes’ theorem or Bayes’ formula. Bayes’ theorem uses certain laws of probability to describe probabilities of events that are possible outcomes of random experiments. Accordingly, a sample space is defined to be a set of possible outcomes of a random experiment, wherein an event is a subset of the sample space, such that any given event is a collection of outcomes in the sample space [32, 71, 72].

2.1 Bayes’ Theorem

Let the true categories ω_1 and ω_2 in Bayes’ decision rule be denoted by ω_i and ω_j respectively. The binary classification rule in (2.1) is based on modifications of Bayes’ rule—also known as Bayes’ theorem or Bayes’ formula

P (ω_i|x) =

P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) P (x)

(2.3) = P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ∑_2

j=1 P (x|ω_j ) P (ω_j) , where ω_i and ω_j are nonoverlapping sets of events that partition a sample space S in such a manner that the events ω_i and ω_j satisfy the following

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

conditions: (1) S = ω_i ∪ ω_j; (2) ω_i ∩ ω_j = ∅; and (3) P (ω_i) > 0 and P (ω_j) > 0.

Accordingly, only one of the events ω_i and ω_j in the sample space S

occurs, so that sets of the events ω_i and ω_j have no overlap^2 ⋂ i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

cover all possible outcomes in the sample space S, at which point P (ω_i) + P (ω_j) = 1.

Additionally, x is an event in the sample space S, at which point a certain amount of overlap exists between the event x and each of the individual pieces ω_i and ω_j forming the partition of the sample space S. Accordingly, let x ∩ ω_i and x ∩ ω_j denote the overlap between the event x and each of the individual events ω_i and ω_j in the sample space S.

It follows that outcomes of the event x satisfy the condition

⋂_2

j=1xω_j = ∅, at which point only one of the events ω_i and ω_j occurs, so that outcomes

x of the events ω_i and ω_j have no overlap^2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i = ∅ in the sample space S

[5, 6, 7, 32, 58, 70, 71, 72].

2.2 The Law of Total Probability

By Bayes’ theorem in (2.3), P (ω_i|x) is the conditional probability of an event ω_i in a partition of a sample space S, given an event x, such that any given event x in the sample space S satisfies the law of total probability

(2.4) P (x) =

∑_2

i=1P (x ∩ ω_i) =

∑_2 i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ,

wherein sets of the events ω_i and ω_j have no overlap^2 ⋂ i=1 ω_i = ∅, so that

exactly one—and only one—of the events ω_i and ω_j occurs, at which point the event x has a certain amount of overlap x∩ω_i and x∩ω_j with each piece ω_i and ω_j of the sample space S, such that outcomes x of the events ω_i and

ω_j have no overlap^2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i = ∅ in the sample space S [6, 58, 70, 71, 72].

We can use the law of total probability in (2.4) to determine the probability P (x) of an event x by evaluating the partition of the sample space S that the event x occurs in. Accordingly, the probability P (x) of the event x is determined by the probability of the overlap P (x ∩ ω_i) and P (x ∩ ω_j) between the event x and each of the individual pieces ω_i and ω_j forming the partition of the sample space S.

Thus, we add the amount of probabilities P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) and P (x|ω_j ) P (ω_j) of the event x that fall within each piece ω_i and ω_j of the sample space S,

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

such that the probability P (x) of the event x is given by the equation P (x) =

∑_2 i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i).

2.3 Using Bayes’ Formula

If the events ω_i and ω_j in Bayes’ theorem are regarded as “causes,” then Bayes’ formula in (2.3) can be regarded as a formula for the probability that an event x—which has occurred—is the result of a certain cause. Therefore, if the event ω_i is the cause of an event x, it follows that the event ω_j cannot be the cause of the event x [60].

Accordingly, Bayes’ formula in (2.3) has been interpreted as a formula for the probabilities of “causes” or “hypotheses.” The problem with this interpretation, however, is that in many contexts, the probabilities in Bayes’ formula are rarely known, especially the unconditional probabilities P (ω_i) of the causes, which enter into the right hand side of (2.3) [16, 60].

Even so, Bayes’ theorem has important practical uses, especially in medical applications that involve certain diagnostic tests, wherein conditional probabilities of diagnostic tests for certain diseases or causes and unconditional probabilities of the causes are both known [60, 71, 72, 76]. Bayes’ theorem, however, is difficult for clinicians to use—since the theorem is so abstract [83].

Bayes’ theorem also has important practical uses in military applications. For example, Alan Turing and other researchers used Bayes’ theorem to crack the Enigma Code—generated by a famous encryption machine—that was used by the Germans during WWII to transmit coded messages. Bayes’ theorem has also been used to find Russian submarines [50].

Bayes’ theorem has provoked much philosophical speculation—and has also been the source of much controversy [15, 16, 20]. Therefore, any given application of Bayes’ theorem must always be made with conscious knowledge of just what model of reality Bayes’ formula represents [18, 60].

We realize that Bayes’ theorem is a true theorem of mathematical probability. However, we also realize that—before we apply Bayes’ theorem—we need to adhere to what Parzen [60] called the fundamental principle of applied probability: “Before applying a theorem, one must carefully ponder whether the hypotheses of the theorem may be assumed to be satisfied.”

We have carefully considered whether the conditions of Bayes’ theorem in (2.3) are satisfied by Bayes’ decision rule in (2.1). Our findings are presented next.

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

2.4 Warning of Inconsistencies in Bayes’ Decision Rule

We realize that Bayes’ decision rule in (2.1) is inconsistent with the conditions of Bayes’ theorem in (2.3): Theorem 2.1 provides us with a warning of this inconsistency.

2.4.1 Notation and Assumptions

Let x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) denote an event that a random vector x ∈ R^d is generated by a respective class-conditional probability density function p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2), such that the output x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) of the probability density function p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2) is caused by an event ω_1 or ω_2 that occurs whenever the corresponding event x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) occurs.

Accordingly, let any given output x ∼ p (x|ω_1) of the probability density function p (x|ω_1) be caused by an event ω_1 that occurs, at which point the event ω_1 occurs whenever the event x ∼ p (x|ω_1) occurs. Correspondingly, let any given output x ∼ p (x|ω_2) of the probability density function p (x|ω_2) be caused by an event ω_2 that occurs, at which point the event ω_2 occurs whenever the event x ∼ p (x|ω_2) occurs.

Theorem 2.1 Take any given binary classification system subject to two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that the event ω_1 or ω_2 occurs whenever the corresponding event x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) occurs, that is determined by Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}_{P (ω1)(C21 −C11)} , where

p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) are class-conditional probability density functions of the two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) are prior probabilities of class ω_1 and class ω_2, and the scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} denote costs for right and wrong decisions.

Let C_{11} = C_{22} = 0 and C_{21} = C_{12} = 1, so that right decisions have a value or a cost of 0, and wrong decisions have a unit value or a cost of 1, at which point Bayes’ decision rule has the form^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} , where

P (ω_1) + P (ω_2) = 1.

Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} does not satisfy the law of total

probability

P (x) =

∑_2 i=1P (x ∩ ω_i) = ∑_2 i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i)

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

since the probability P (x) of any given event x, such that^2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, is

determined by the equation

P (x) = P

(_2 ⋃ i=1 xω_i )

= ∑_2 i=1P (x ∩ ω_i) − P (_2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i ) , at which point P (x) ≠

∑_2 i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ,

so the probability P (x) of the event x does not satisfy the law of total probability P (x) =

∑_2 i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i).

Therefore, Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} does not satisfy the con-

ditions of Bayes’ theorem P (ω_i|x) =^{P (x|ωi)P (ωi)}

∑_2 j=1 P (x|ω_j )P (ω_j ) since P (ω_i|x) ≠ P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ∑_2 j=1 P (x|ω_j ) P (ω_j) , as well as the conditions of the modification of Bayes’ theorem P (ω_i|x) = p(x|ω_i)P (ω_i) ∑_2 j=1 p(x|ω_j )P (ω_j ) since P (ω_i|x) ≠ p (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ∑_2 j=1 p (x|ω_j ) P (ω_j) .

Proof. Take Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) for any given

binary classification system that discriminates between two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , where ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) are prior probabilities of class ω_1 and class ω_2, the scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} denote costs for right and wrong decisions, and^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} denotes the likelihood ratio of the system, wherein p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) are class-conditional probability density functions of the random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Let C_{11} = C_{22} = 0 and C_{21} = C_{12} = 1, so that right decisions have a value or a cost of 0, and wrong decisions have a unit value or a cost of 1, at which point Bayes’ decision rule has the form^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} , where

P (ω_1) + P (ω_2) = 1.

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

Now let the event that a random vector x is generated by p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2) be expressed by x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) respectively, at which point any given output x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) of each respective probability density function p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2) is caused by an event ω_1 or ω_2 that occurs whenever the corresponding event x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) occurs.

Accordingly, let ω_1 and ω_2 be sets of events within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the binary classification system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} , where the decision

space Z is defined over the interval [−∞, ∞], and the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 are defined over the respective intervals [η, ∞] and [−∞, η], wherein η =^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} .

Next, let p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) determine overlapping distributions of random points x ∈ R^d , such that x ∩ ω_1 = x ∩ ω_2 in the event that x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) in Euclidean space R^d , at which point both of the events ω_1 and ω_2 are causes of an identical event x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) that occurs.

It follows that both of the events ω_1 and ω_2 occur in such a manner

that sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 are overlapping^2 ⋂ i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ within the

decision space Z = Z_1∪Z_2 of the binary classification system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} ,

at which point sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 have overlapping outcomes 2⋂ i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅ within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2.

Since sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 are not mutually exclusive^2 ⋂ i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅, it follows that P (_2 ⋃ i=1 ω_i ) = ∑_2 i=1 P (ω_i) − P (_2 ⋂ i=1 ω_i ) , at which point P (_2 ⋃ i=1 ω_i ) ≠ ∑_2

i=1 P (ω_i) .

Therefore, sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 do not form a partition of the decision space Z = Z_1∪Z_2 of the binary classification system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} ,

such that sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 have no overlap within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_{2 2} ⋂ i=1 ω_i = ∅,

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

and sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 collectively cover all possible outcomes within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 2⋃ i=1 ω_i = ω_1 ∪ ω_2,

since sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 have overlap within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_{2 2} ⋂ i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅, and sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 do not collectively cover all possible outcomes within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 2⋃ i=1 ω_i ≠ ω_1 ∪ ω_2.

Moreover, since sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 have overlapping outcomes 2⋂ i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅ within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification

system^{p(x|ω1)}

p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} , it follows that the probability P (x) of any given

event x, such that^2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, is determined by the equation

P (x) = P

(_2 ⋃ i=1 xω_i )

= ∑_2

i=1 P (x ∩ ω_i) − P

(_2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i ) , at which point the probability P (x) of the event x does not satisfy the law of total probability P (x) =

∑_2 i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i).

Therefore, Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} does not satisfy the law of total probability

P (x) =

∑_2

i=1 P (x ∩ ω_i) =

∑_2

i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i)

since for any given event x, such that^2 ⋂ i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, it follows that

P (_2 ⋃ i=1 xω_i ) ≠ ∑_2 i=1 P (x ∩ ω_i) ,

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

at which point

P (x) ≠

∑_2 i=1 P (x ∩ ω_i) ≠ ∑_2

i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ,

so the probability P (x) of the event x does not satisfy the law of total probability P (x) =

∑_2

i=1P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i).

Therefore, the conditions of Bayes’ theorem P (ω_i|x) =^{P (x|ωi)P (ωi)}∑_{2j=1 P (x|ωj )P (ωj )} are not satisfied since P (ω_i|x) ≠ P (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ∑_2

j=1 P (x|ω_j ) P (ω_j) . Moreover, the conditions of the modification of Bayes’ theorem P (ω_i|x) = p(x|ω_i)P (ω_i) ∑_2 j=1 p(x|ω_j )P (ω_j ) are not satisfied either since P (ω_i|x) ≠ p (x|ω_i) P (ω_i) ∑_2

j=1 p (x|ω_j) P (ω_j) .

Thereby, it is concluded that Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} does

not satisfy the conditions of Bayes’ theorem, as well as the conditions of the modification of Bayes’ theorem.

Figure 1 illustrates the basis of the inconsistencies expressed by Theorem 2.1, such that the events ω_1 and ω_2 in Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)}

are both causes of identical events x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) that occur,

at which point sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 are overlapping^2 ⋂ i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ in such

a manner that the events ω_1 and ω_2 have overlapping outcomes

⋂_2 i=1xω_i ≠ ∅ in the event that x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2).

Figure 1 also illustrates how Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} is an

ill-posed rule of binary classification, wherein identical random vectors x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) generated or caused by distinct probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) account for the same effect exhibited by a binary classification system that is subject to two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

Figure 1: Take any given overlapping distributions of random points x ∈ R^d , such that the events ω_1 and ω_2 in Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)}

are both causes of identical events x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) that occur. It follows that sets of the events ω_1 and ω_2 are overlapping with each other 2⋂ i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ , at which point the events ω_1 and ω_2 have overlapping outcomes ⋂_2

i=1xω_i ≠ ∅ whenever x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2).

2.5 An Ill-posed Rule of Binary Classification

By Theorem 2.1, we have demonstrated that Bayes’ decision rule constitutes an ill-posed rule for the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Thereby, we conclude that the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors x ∈ R^d is essentially an ill-posed problem, such that identical random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) generated or caused by distinct probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) account for the same effect exhibited by a binary classification system.

2.6 Generalization of Results to Multiclass Systems

Corollary 2.2 generalizes the results presented in Theorem 2.1 to multiclass classification systems.

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

Corollary 2.2 Take any given M-class classification system, subject to M categories of random vectors x ∈ R^d generated by M classes of probability density functions x ∼ p (x|ω_i) : i = 1, . . . , M, that is determined by M ensembles of M − 1 Bayes’ decision rules^{p(x|ωi)}_{p(x|ωj )}^{ωi}≷_{ωj}^{P (ωj )}_{P (ωi)} , such that Bayes’

decision rule has the form

Λ (x) ≜ M∑ i=1 M−1∑ j=1 p (x|ω_i) p (x|ω_j ) ω_i ≷_{ωj} P (ω_j) P (ω_i) ,

wherein one class is compared with all of the other M − 1 classes in each ensemble of M − 1 binary classifiers.

The M ensembles of the M − 1 Bayes’ decision rules^M ∑ i=1 M−1∑ j=1 p(x|ω_i) p(x|ω_j ) ω_i ≷_{ωj} P (ω_j ) P (ω_i) do not satisfy the law of total probability since none of the M −1 Bayes’

decision rules^{p(x|ωi)}_{p(x|ωj )}^{ωi}≷_{ωj}^{P (ωj )}_{P (ωi)} in each and every one of the M ensembles

satisfies the law of total probability.

Thereby, Bayes’ decision rule for M-class classification systems does not satisfy the law of total probability.

Therefore, Bayes’ decision rule for M-class classification systems does not satisfy the conditions of Bayes’ theorem, as well as the conditions of the modification of Bayes’ theorem.

Proof. Corollary 2.2 is proved by using conditions expressed by Theorem 2.1, along with the superposition principle [39].

2.7 Warning of Ill-suited and Irrelevant Parameters

Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.2 demonstrate that Bayes’ decision rule is illdefined. Corollary 2.3 provides us with a warning that Bayes’ decision rule for binary classification systems is determined by ill-suited and irrelevant parameters.

Corollary 2.3 Take any given binary classification system, subject to two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , that is determined by Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) , where p (x|ω1) and p (x|ω2) are class-

conditional probability density functions of the two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) are

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

prior probabilities of class ω_1 and class ω_2, and the scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} denote costs for right and wrong decisions.

The decision threshold^{P (ω2)(C12−C22 )}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11} ) of the binary classification system p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) is ill-defined since the prior probabilities P (ω1) and

P (ω_2) and the scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} are ill-suited and irrelevant.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, it follows that the prior probabilities P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) in Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)}_{P (ω1)} are ill-suited and irrelevant.

Moreover, there is no statistical basis to choose numerical values for four scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} that determine costs associated with all of the right and wrong decisions for any given binary classification system

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} η, such that η =^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) .

It follows that the four scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} that appear in the decision threshold^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) of Bayes’ decision rule p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1 ≷_{ω2} P (ω_2)(C_{12}−C_{22}) P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) are ill-suited and irrelevant.

Therefore, it is concluded that the decision threshold η of any given binary classification system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η that has the form η =^{P (ω2)(C12−C22 )}_{P (ω1)(C21−C11 )}

is ill-defined.

Corollary 2.3 is readily generalized to multiclass classification systems. Corollary 2.4 provides us with a warning that Bayes’ decision rule for multiclass classification systems is determined by ill-suited and irrelevant parameters.

Corollary 2.4 Take any given multiclass classification system, subject to M categories of random vectors x ∈ R^d generated by M classes of probability density functions x ∼ p (x|ω_i), that is determined by Bayes’ decision rule

Λ (x) ≜ M∑ i=1 M−1∑ j=1 p (x|ω_i) p (x|ω_j) ω_i ≷_{ωj} P (ω_j) (C_{ij} − C_{jj}) P (ω_i) (C_{ji} − C_{ii}) ,

such that one class is compared with all of the other M − 1 classes in each ensemble of M − 1 binary classifiers.

The decision threshold^{P (ωj )(Cij −Cjj )}

P (ω_i)(C_{ji}−C_{ii}) of any given binary classification

2 INCONSISTENCIES IN BAYES’ DECISION RULE

system^{p(x|ωi)}_{p(x|ωj )}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ωj )(Cij −Cjj )} P (ω_i)(C_{ji}−C_{ii}) in any given ensemble M−1∑ j=1 p (x|ω_i) p (x|ω_j) ω_i ≷_{ωj} P (ω_j) (C_{ij} − C_{jj}) P (ω_i) (C_{ji} − C_{ii}) of M − 1 Bayes’ decision rules is ill-defined since the prior probabilities P (ω_i) and P (ω_j) and the scalars C_{ij}, C_{jj}, C_{ji}, and C_{ii} are ill-suited and irrelevant.

Proof. Corollary 2.4 is proved by using conditions expressed by Corollary 2.3, along with the superposition principle [39].

2.8 Warning of Inconsistent and Arbitrary Measures

Theorem 2.1 and Corollaries 2.2 - 2.4 demonstrate that Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error are ill-defined measures of the expected risk and the probability of classification error. Corollary 2.5 provides us with a warning that Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error are inconsistent and arbitrary measures of the expected risk and the probability of classification error exhibited by Bayes’ decision rule for binary classification systems, subject to two categories of random vectors.

Corollary 2.5 Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error are inconsistent and arbitrary measures of the expected risk and the probability of classification error exhibited by Bayes’ decision rule for any given binary classification system

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) , subject to two categories ω1 and ω2 of random vec-

tors x ∈ R^d generated by two classes of probability density functions x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2), such that the integral

R_B (Λ (x)) ≜ P (ω_1) (C_{21} − C_{11}) ∫_η −∞ p (x|ω_1) dx

+P (ω_2) (C_{12} − C_{22}) ∫_∞ η p (x|ω_2) dx,

where η =^{P (ω2)(C12−C22 )}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11} ) , is inconsistent and arbitrary, at which point the

prior probabilities P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) and the scalars C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, and C_{11} are ill-suited and irrelevant, and the decision threshold^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}_{P (ω1)(C21−C11)} is ill-defined, such that η ≠^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) .

Proof. Corollary 2.5 is proved by generalizing conditions expressed by Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.3.

Corollary 2.5 is readily generalized to multiclass classification systems. Corollary 2.6 provides us with a warning that Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error are inconsistent and arbitrary measures of the expected risk and the probability of classification error exhibited by Bayes’ decision rule for multiclass classification systems, subject to M categories of random vectors.

Corollary 2.6 Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error are inconsistent and arbitrary measures of the expected risk and the probability of classification error exhibited by Bayes’ decision rule for any given multiclass classification system, subject to M categories of random vectors x ∈ R^d generated by M classes of probability density functions x ∼ p (x|ω_i), wherein Bayes’ decision rule has the form

Λ (x) ≜ M∑ i=1 M−1∑ j=1 p (x|ω_i) p (x|ω_j) ω_i ≷_{ωj} P (ω_j) (C_{ij} − C_{jj}) P (ω_i) (C_{ji} − C_{ii}) , such that any given integral that contributes to Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error P (ω_i) (C_{ji} − C_{ii}) ∫_η −∞ p (x|ω_i) dx +P (ω_j) (C_{ij} − C_{jj}) ∫_∞ η p (x|ω_j ) dx,

where η =^{P (ωj )(Cij −Cjj )} P (ω_i)(C_{ji}−C_{ii}) , is inconsistent and arbitrary, at which point the

prior probabilities P (ω_i) and P (ω_j ) and the scalars C_{ij}, C_{jj}, C_{ji}, and C_{ii} are ill-suited and irrelevant, and the decision threshold^{P (ωj )(Cij −Cjj )}_{P (ωi)(Cji−Cii)} is ill-

defined, such that η ≠^{P (ωj )(Cij −Cjj )} P (ω_i)(C_{ji}−C_{ii}) . Proof. Corollary 2.6 is proved by using conditions expressed by Corollaries 2.2 and 2.4.

In conclusion, by Theorem 2.1 and Corollaries 2.2 - 2.4, we have demonstrated that Bayes’ decision rule is ill-defined for any given binary or multiclass classification system that is subject to random vectors.

Furthermore, by Corollaries 2.5 - 2.6, we have demonstrated that Bayes’ risk and Bayes’ error are ill-defined measures of the expected risk and the probability of classification error exhibited by Bayes’ decision rule for any given binary or multiclass classification system that is subject to random vectors.

2.9 Formulation of a Well-posed Direct Problem

We recognize that the inconsistencies expressed by Theorem 2.1 and Corollaries 2.2 - 2.6 are representative of an ill-posed problem, such that identical random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) ≡ x ∼ p (x|ω_2) generated by distinct probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) account for the same effect exhibited by a binary classification system.

Thereby, we conclude that the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors is an ill-posed problem. We also conclude that Bayes’ decision rule constitutes an ill-posed rule for the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors. Accordingly, we are motivated to derive a minimum risk decision rule—from first principles—for the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

In the next section, we begin deriving a minimum risk decision rule from first principles.

3 First Principles of Minimum Risk Classifiers

We now develop first principles—that provide the basis of a minimum risk decision rule—for the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors. We express these first principles by Definition 3.1, Axioms 3.2 - 3.3, Theorem 3.5 and Corollaries 3.6 - 3.10.

We begin by considering the idea of a likelihood ratio test—which is the fundamental basis of a decision rule [51, 62, 75, 76, 85].

3.1 Likelihood Ratio Tests

Bayes’ decision rule Λ (x) ≜^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) is considered a likeli-

hood ratio test, such that the likelihood ratio

Λ (x) ≜ p (x|ω_1) p (x|ω_2)

and the decision threshold η ≜ P (ω_2) (C_{12} − C_{22}) P (ω_1) (C_{21} − C_{11})

determine a decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

that divides an observation space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 into two regions Z_1 and Z_2—by assigning each point x in region Z_1 to hypothesis ω_1 and each point x in region Z_2 to hypothesis ω_2 [35, 51, 62, 75, 76, 85].

3.2 Fragmented Components of Likelihood Ratio Tests

Take any given likelihood ratio test that has the form of Bayes’ decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}

p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) . We realize that the likelihood ratio Λ (x) =

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) —which determines likelihood values and likely locations of random

observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of Bayes’ decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) —is not connected

to the boundary η ≜^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) of Bayes’ decision system p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} η.

We recognize that the likelihood ratio is not connected to the boundary of Bayes’ decision system because the processing involved in computing the likelihood ratio^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} is not related to computing the cost assignments C_{12}, C_{22}, C_{21}, C_{11} and the prior probabilities P (ω_1) and P (ω_2) that appear in the decision threshold^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) of Bayes’ decision system p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1 ≷_{ω2} P (ω_2)(C_{12}−C_{22}) P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) [75, 85].

Indeed, the decision threshold η =^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) of Bayes’ decision sys-

tem^{p(x|ω1)}

p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2}^{P (ω2)(C12−C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21}−C_{11}) is considered a variable quantity that accom-

modates changes in cost assignments and prior probabilities—at which point values for cost assignments and prior probabilities are frequently “educated guesses” [75, 85].

Since prior probabilities and cost assignments are difficult to determine, the decision threshold η =^{P (ω2)(C12 −C22)}

P (ω_1)(C_{21} −C_{11}) can simply be assigned the value

of 1, wherein C_{11} = C_{22} = 0, C_{21} = C_{12} = 1, and P (ω_1) = P (ω_2) = 0.5.

Now, take any given criterion—i.e., the Bayes’ criterion, the Neyman- Pearson criterion, the minimum probability of error criterion, the min-max criterion, or the maximum likelihood criterion—that is used to determine a value for the threshold η of a decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η.

For all of the criterion listed above, we realize that the likelihood ratio Λ (x) =^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} of the decision system Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is not connected to the

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

boundary η of the decision system Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η because the processing involved

in computing the likelihood ratio^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} is not related to computing the

variables that appear in the decision threshold η of the decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η. 3.3 The Maximum Likelihood Criterion

Suppose that we let the decision threshold η of a decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η

be assigned the value of 1. If the decision threshold η ≜ 1, then the likelihood ratio test p (x|ω_1) p (x|ω_2)

ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1

is based on the maximum likelihood criterion. The basic idea behind the maximum likelihood criterion is to select the class ω_1 or ω_2 that a random vector x likely belongs to [35, 51]. Thereby, if we know the probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , then, given a particular observation x_0, we can compute the likelihood values p (x_0|ω_1) and p (x_0|ω_2), and select the most likely cause of the observation.

The maximum likelihood criterion is considered to be the simplest of all of the techniques that have been used to determine decision rules, which include (1) the Bayes’ criterion—where a decision threshold η ≜^{P (ω2)(C12−C22 )}_{P (ω1)(C21−C11 )} is selected to minimize the cost and risk; (2) the Neyman-Pearson criterion— where a decision threshold λ is selected to maximize the probability of detection (the power) for a given level of significance; (3) the minimum probability of error criterion—where decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 are selected to minimize the total probability of error; (4) the maximum a posteriori (MAP) criterion—which is identical to the minimum probability of error criterion; (5) the min-max criterion—which is based on a version of Bayes’ decision rule, where the average cost is maximum for certain decisions; and (6) the maximum likelihood criterion, where the decision threshold η ≜ 1 [35, 51].

Now—consider whether a decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is determined by the

Bayes’ criterion, the Neyman-Pearson criterion, the minimum probability of error criterion, the MAP criterion, the min-max criterion, or the maximum likelihood criterion.

We realize that any given decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is determined by the

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

same likelihood ratio Λ (x) ≜^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} since each criterion simply determines the value of the decision threshold η of the decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η.

Moreover, for any given criterion, we realize that the value of the decision threshold η of any given decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is largely determined by ad hoc methods. Indeed, we are unaware of any established principle that can be used to determine the decision threshold η of a decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η.

Equally important, we realize that the criterion for any given technique— that is used to determine the decision threshold η of a decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η—cannot be used to determine the likelihood ratio Λ (x) ≜^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} of a decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η. Indeed, the likelihood ratio is usually unknown and must be estimated in some manner [19, 26, 35, 51, 62, 75, 76, 85].

We regard the likelihood ratio to be an essential component of any given decision rule Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η since the likelihood ratio is determined by probability laws that govern how random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) are distributed within certain regions R_1 and R_2 of Euclidean space R^d , such that R_1 ∩ R_2 = ∅ or R_1 ∩ R_2 ≠ ∅.

3.4 Probability Laws of Distributions Each probability density function p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) in the likelihood ratio

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) of any given decision system p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} η constitutes a “probability law” for a respective class ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d [59, 60].

Thereby, we realize that any given probability density function p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2) represents a certain probability law that determines how random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) or x ∼ p (x|ω_2) generated by the respective probability density function p (x|ω_1) or p (x|ω_2) are distributed within certain regions R_1 and R_2 of Euclidean space R^d , such that the regions R_1 and R_2 are either overlapping with each other in some manner R_1 ∩ R_2 ≠ ∅, or the regions R_1 and R_2 are disjoint R_1 ∩ R_2 = ∅.

We also recognize that the error rate of any given decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is a function of both likelihood values and likely locations of random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

of the system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η.

3.5 Regulating the Locus of a Decision Boundary

Since the error rate of any given decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is a function

of both likelihood values and likely locations of random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the system

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} η, we realize that the decision threshold η of any given decision

system^{p(x|ω1)}

p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} η must somehow account for likelihood values and likely

locations of the random observations x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) generated by the respective probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) of the system.

Indeed, Corollary 3.6 demonstrates that the locus of the boundary η of any given decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is regulated by its relationship with

the likelihood ratio Λ (x) ≜^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)} of the decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η.

We now turn our attention to essential criteria of a minimum risk decision system.

3.6 Essential Criteria of a Minimum Risk Decision System

The simplicity of the maximum likelihood criterion is considered its weakness—since the maximum likelihood criterion is too simple to adequately represent realistic problems [51].

We agree that the maximum likelihood criterion is too simple—and thereby is an insufficient criterion to determine a minimum risk decision rule. However, we also consider the Bayes’ criterion, the Neyman-Pearson criterion, the minimum probability of error criterion, the MAP criterion, and the min-max criterion to be insufficient criterion that are too simple—since none of the above-mentioned criterion embody essential criteria that can be used to determine the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of the likelihood ratio of a minimum risk binary classification system that exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

We use Occam’s razor to motivate starting from the simplest decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}

p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1—which provides the simplest possible explanation—of a

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

minimum risk decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η that is subject to random vec-

tors x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) are generated by the respective probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) of the system.

Then, given the principle of parsimony—that is expressed by Occam’s razor—we enlarge the complexity of the decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 in such

a manner that the increased capacity of the minimum risk decision system

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1 reveals fundamental laws of binary classification—that are exhib-

ited by discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems

p(x|ω_1) p(x|ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1 that are subject to random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that random

vectors x ∼ p (x|ω_1) and x ∼ p (x|ω_2) are generated by the respective probability density functions p (x|ω_1) and p (x|ω_2) of the system.

3.7 Application of Occam’s Razor

Occam’s razor, also known as the principle of parsimony or the law of parsimony, is a problem-solving principle which states that “entities should not be multiplied beyond necessity” [10, 19, 53]. According to Occam’s razor, we should not make unnecessary assumptions. Correspondingly, we should remove any aspect of a theory that cannot be objectively observed or measured or whose case cannot be argued on logical grounds.

3.8 The Essence of Occam’s Razor

Braithwaite [10] has sized up the essence of Occam’s razor: “The essence of the point, in its proper context, is to start from the simplest possible explanation and make it more complex only if, and when, absolutely necessary.”

In like manner, Isaac Newton [56] stated that: “We are to admit no more causes of natural things, than such as are both true and sufficient to explain their appearances.” Thus, according to Newton’s first rule of philosophical reasoning, theories and hypotheses should be as simple as they can be while still accounting for the observed facts.

3.9 Irrelevant Entities of Minimum Risk Decision Systems

Given the law of parsimony and Newton’s first rule of philosophical reasoning, we regard cost assignments, prior probabilities, and significance levels associated with detection probabilities and false alarm probabilities—each

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

of which has been used to determine the value of the threshold η of a minimum risk decision system Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η—to be irrelevant entities of a minimum risk decision system that is subject to random vectors x ∈ R^d .

3.10 Regulating the Structure of a Decision System In this section of our treatise, we demonstrate that the structure of the locus of the boundary η of any given minimum risk decision system Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η— that is subject to random vectors x ∈ R^d —is determined by its relationship with the likelihood ratio Λ (x) of the system Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η. Correspondingly, in Sections 7 and 8, we demonstrate that the structure of the locus of the likelihood ratio Λ (x) of any given minimum risk decision system Λ (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} η is determined by its relationship with the locus of the boundary η of the system.

We reconsider the simple decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 that was initially motivated by the maximum likelihood criterion. Consequently, we enlarge the complexity of the decision rule^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 in such a manner that the

increased capacity of the minimum risk decision system^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 reveals fundamental laws of binary classification—that are exhibited by discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems^{p(x|ω1)}_{p(x|ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 that are subject to random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Thereby, we derive essential criteria—from first principles—for the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors. We use these first principles to develop fundamental statistical laws that determine the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of minimum risk classification systems that exhibit the minimum probability of classification error. Consequently, we use these statistical laws to develop a data-driven theoretical blueprint that provides fundamental statistical laws that determine the generalization behavior of machine learning algorithms that find target functions of minimum risk classification systems.

We begin by defining the notion of a minimum risk binary classification system. Let probability density functions of random vectors x ∈ R^d that belong to class ω_1 or ω_2 be denoted by p (x; ω_1) or p (x; ω_2) respectively.

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

Definition 3.1 Any given binary classification system, subject to two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where distributions of the random vectors x are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), is said to be a minimum risk binary classification system if and only if the binary classification system exhibits the lowest possible error rate for any given random vectors x such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

3.11 Likelihood Values of Random Vectors

We recognize that a probability density function p (x) of a random vector x ∈ R^d is essentially a curve or surface that is formed by a distribution of likelihood values of random vectors x—such that likelihood values of the random vectors x are determined by distributions of the random vectors x—that are conditional on statistical distributions of random vectors x determined by the probability density function p (x). Accordingly, we realize that each point on the curve or surface of a probability density function p (x) represents a likelihood that a corresponding random vector x will be observed, such that the point determines a likelihood value for the random vector x. Axiom 3.2 expresses these conditions.

Axiom 3.2 Any given probability density function of a random vector is essentially a curve or surface that is formed by a distribution of likelihood values of random vectors, such that each point on the curve or surface represents a likelihood value of a corresponding random vector, wherein each likelihood value on the curve or surface is determined by a distribution of a random vector that is conditional on statistical distributions of random vectors determined by the probability density function.

Thereby, every point on the curve or surface of a probability density function represents a likelihood that a corresponding random vector will be observed, such that the point determines a likelihood value for the random vector.

As a concrete example of Axiom 3.2, take any given normally distributed random vector x such that x ∼ p (x; μ, Σ), where the density function p (x; μ, Σ) for the general normal distribution is represented by the vector algebra expression

p (x; μ, Σ) = x^T Σ^{−1}x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}μ + μ^T Σ^{−1}μ − ln (|Σ|) ,

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

where x is a d-component normal random vector, μ is a d-component mean vector, Σ is a d-by-d covariance matrix, and Σ^{−1} and |Σ| denote the inverse and the determinant of the covariance matrix.

By Axiom 3.2, it follows that the likelihood value of the random vector x is determined by a distribution of the random vector x that is conditional on statistical distributions of normal random vectors x ∼ p (x; μ, Σ) determined by the statistical expressions Σ^{−1} and −2Σ^{−1}μ, such that the likelihood value of the random vector x is determined by the value of the expression x^T Σ^{−1}x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}μ, along with the value of the statistical expression μ^T Σ^{−1}μ − ln (|Σ|).

By Axiom 3.2, we recognize that a minimum risk decision rule for the binary classification problem is based on conditional likelihood values of random vectors.

3.12 Conditional Likelihood Values

We realize that a conditional likelihood value of a random vector is determined by an output value of a probability density function, given the input value of the random vector. Axiom 3.3 expresses how conditional likelihood values of random vectors are the basis of a minimum risk binary classification rule.

Axiom 3.3 Let p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) be any given probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

Now take any given random vector x such that either x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

Next, let p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) be output values of p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), given the input value of the random vector x.

It follows that the output values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), given the input value of the random vector x, determine conditional likelihood values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of the random vector x that indicate which class ω_1 or ω_2 the random vector x likely belongs to.

Thereby, if p (x; ω_1|x) > p (x; ω_2|x), then x likely belongs to class ω_1, whereas if p (x; ω_1|x) < p (x; ω_2|x), then x likely belongs to class ω_2.

3.13 Conditional Probability Values

It is important to note that conditional likelihood values of random vectors are not equivalent to conditional probability values of the random vectors.

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

Remark 3.4 Take any given random vector x such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d . Conditional likelihood values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of the random vector x are not equivalent to conditional probability values P (x; ω_1|x) and P (x; ω_2|x) of the random vector x.

Rather, the conditional probability of observing any given random vector x ∼ p (x; ω_i), where either i = 1 or i = 2, is determined by an integral P (x; ω_i|x) =

∫_{x+△x}

x−△x p (x; ωi|x) dx over a region R of Euclidean space R d , where the size of the region R accounts for an expected value and a variability of the random vector x that is conditional on the distributions of the random vectors x determined by the probability density function p (x; ω_i).

3.14 General Form of Binary Classification Systems

Theorem 3.5 expresses the general form of a minimum risk binary classification system—that will be seen to provide the basis of a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems that are subject to random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Theorem 3.5 Let d (x) ≜^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} be the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

The discriminant function d (x) =^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of the minimum risk binary classification system satisfies the inequality relation

p (x; ω_1) p (x; ω_2)

ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1

(3.1)

= p (x; ω_1)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} p (x; ω_2) ,

where ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, at which point the discriminant function is the solution of the equation p (x; ω_1) = p (x; ω_2) at the decision threshold of the system.

Proof. Take any given random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) determine distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

Now take any given random vector x such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

By Axiom 3.3, it follows that the output values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), given the input value of the random vector x, determine conditional likelihood values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of the random vector x that indicate which class the random vector x likely belongs to.

Therefore, if p (x; ω_1|x) > p (x; ω_2|x), then x likely belongs to class ω_1, whereas if p (x; ω_1|x) < p (x; ω_2|x), then x likely belongs to class ω_2.

Thereby, if p (x; ω_1|x) ≥ p (x; ω_2|x) , then x is assigned to class ω_1; otherwise, x is assigned to class ω_2.

Thus, it is concluded that the discriminant function d (x) ≜^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random vectors x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) satisfies the inequality relation

p(x;ω_1) p(x;ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1, at which point the discriminant function is the solution of the

equation p (x; ω_1) = p (x; ω_2) at the decision threshold of the system.

Figure 2 illustrates how a discriminant function d (x) =^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of a

minimum risk binary classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 operates, such that the

conditional likelihood values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of any given random vector x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2) being classified are compared with each other relative to the decision threshold of the system, at which point the discriminant function is the solution of the equation p (x; ω_1) = p (x; ω_2).

3.15 General Form of Decision Boundaries

Corollary 3.6 expresses the general form of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Corollary 3.6 Let^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 be any given minimum risk binary classifica-

tion system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

The decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system

p(x;ω_1) p(x;ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1 is determined by the equation

(3.2) p (x; ω_1) p (x; ω_2)

= 1,

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

Figure 2: Conditional likelihood values p (x; ω_1|x) and p (x; ω_2|x) of any given random vectors x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2) being classified are compared with each other relative to the decision threshold of a minimum risk binary classification system p (x; ω_1)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} p (x; ω_2), at which point the discrim-

inant function is the solution of the equation p (x; ω_1) = p (x; ω_2).

at which point the discriminant function^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of the minimum risk binary

classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 is the solution of the equation^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} = 1

that represents the decision boundary of the system.

Proof. Corollary 3.6 is proved by generalizing conditions expressed by Theorem 3.5.

By Corollary 3.6, we realize that the structure and the locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system is regulated by its relationship with the discriminant function of the system.

3.16 Equilibrium Requirement

Corollary 3.7 expresses an equilibrium requirement for the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system that is satisfied at the decision boundary of the system.

Corollary 3.7 Let^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 be any given minimum risk binary classifica-

tion system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

The discriminant function d (x) ≜^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of the minimum risk binary

classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 is the solution of the equation

(3.3) p (x; ω_1) = p (x; ω_2)

at the decision boundary^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} = 1 of the system, so that points on the curves or surfaces of the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) that represent likelihood values of corresponding random vectors x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) are symmetrically balanced with each other, at which point the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium at the decision boundary of the system.

Proof. Corollary 3.7 is proved by generalizing conditions expressed by Axiom 3.2, Theorem 3.5 and Corollary 3.6.

3.17 Regulation of Expected Risk

Corollary 3.8 expresses the requirement that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is the solution of an integral equation over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, so that the expected risk exhibited by the system is regulated by the equilibrium requirement in (3.3)—on the discriminant function at the decision boundary of the system—expressed by Corollary 3.7, at which point counter risks and risks exhibited by the system are symmetrically balanced with each other throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system.

Counter Risks and Risks We realize that minimum risk binary classification systems have properties that we have named “counter risks” and “risks,” such that right decisions made by a minimum risk binary classification system are associated with a property of the system that we have named counter risks, whereas wrong decisions made by a minimum risk binary classification system are associated with a property of the system that we have named risks.

Corollary 3.8 Let^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 be any given minimum risk binary classifica-

tion system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

3 FIRST PRINCIPLES OF MINIMUM RISK CLASSIFIERS

The discriminant function d (x) ≜^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of the minimum risk binary

classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 is the solution of the integral equation

f_1 (d (x)) : ∫ Z_1

p (x; ω_1) dx + ∫ Z_2

p (x; ω_1) dx + C_1

(3.4) = ∫ Z_1

p (x; ω_2) dx + ∫ Z_2

p (x; ω_2) dx + C_2,

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, where C_1 and C_2 are certain integration constants, so that the expected risk exhibited by the system is regulated by the equilibrium requirement p (x; ω_1) = p (x; ω_2) on the discriminant function at the decision boundary^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} = 1 of the system, at which point counter risks exhibited by the system—determined by integrated likelihood values of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) located throughout the decision region Z_1, along with risks exhibited by the system—determined by integrated likelihood values of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) located throughout the decision region Z_2, are symmetrically balanced with risks exhibited by the system—determined by integrated likelihood values of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_2) located throughout the decision region Z_1, along with counter risks exhibited by the system—determined by integrated likelihood values of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_2) located throughout the decision region Z_2.

Proof. Corollary 3.8 is proved by generalizing conditions expressed by Corollary 3.7.

3.18 Symmetrical Partitioning of Decision Spaces

Corollary 3.9 expresses how the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system symmetrically partitions the decision space of the system.

Corollary 3.9 Take the decision boundary^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} = 1 of any given mini-

mum risk binary classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 that is subject to random

inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

The decision boundary^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} = 1 divides the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2

of the minimum risk binary classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 into symmetri-

cal decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 that cover the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 in a symmetrically balanced manner, such that if p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) determine overlapping distributions of random points x ∈ R^d , wherein

⋂_2 i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and ⋂_2

i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, then locations of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) are symmetrically distributed throughout both decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2, whereas if p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) determine non-overlapping distributions of random points x ∈ R^d , wherein ⋂_2

i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

⋂_2

i=1 xω_i = ∅, then locations of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) within the decision region Z_1 along with locations of random points x ∼ p (x; ω_2) within the decision region Z_2 are positioned at symmetrical distances from the decision boundary^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} = 1.

Thereby, the expected risk of the minimum risk binary classification system^{p(x;ω1)}

p(x;ω_2) ω_1

≷_{ω2} 1 is minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the

system in such a manner that likely locations of random points—associated with right and wrong decisions made by the system—are symmetrically balanced with each other throughout both decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2.

Proof. Corollary 3.9 is proved by generalizing certain conditions expressed by Corollary 3.8.

3.19 State of Statistical Equilibrium

Corollary 3.10 expresses the requirement that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system minimize an integral equation over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, so that the expected risk exhibited by the system is minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system in such a manner that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium, at which point counter risks exhibited by the system are symmetrically balanced with risks exhibited by the system. The integral equation expressed by Corollary 3.10 is derived from the integral equation in (3.4) expressed by Corollary 3.8.

Corollary 3.10 Let^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 be any given minimum risk binary classifi-

cation system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

The discriminant function d (x) ≜^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)} of the minimum risk binary classification system^{p(x;ω1)}_{p(x;ω2)}^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 1 minimizes the integral equation

f_2 (d (x)) : ∫ Z_1

p (x; ω_1) dx− ∫ Z_1

p (x; ω_2) dx + C_1

(3.5) = ∫ Z_2

p (x; ω_2) dx− ∫ Z_2

p (x; ω_1) dx + C_2,

over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, where C_1 and C_2 are certain integration constants, so that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium such that the expected risk exhibited by the system is minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point counter risks and risks exhibited by the system—located throughout the decision region Z_1, are symmetrically balanced with counter risks and risks exhibited by the system—located throughout the decision region Z_2.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error for any given random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

Proof. Corollary 3.10 is proved by generalizing conditions expressed by Corollaries 3.7 and 3.8.

In conclusion, Theorem 3.5 and Corollaries 3.6 - 3.10 express fundamental statistical laws of binary classification—for the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors. Thereby, we are now in a position to consider novel geometrical and statistical problems—related to unconventional algebraic problems—in binary classification.

We now turn our attention to novel geometric locus problems in binary classification.

4 Novel Locus Problems in Binary Classification

Take the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system that satisfies the inequality relation in (3.1) expressed by Theorem 3.5. Corollary 3.6 reveals that the discriminant function of the system is the solution of the equation in (3.2) that represents the decision boundary of the system.

This relationship raises an underlying dilemma in binary classification: How is the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system connected to the decision boundary of the system? We realize that this dilemma is a novel geometrical and statistical problem—that is related to an unconventional algebraic problem—in binary classification.

4 NOVEL LOCUS PROBLEMS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

4.1 Prediction of a Critical Statistical Bond

The conditions expressed by Corollaries 3.7, 3.8 and 3.10 reveal conditions of statistical equilibrium that are satisfied by a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system at the decision boundary of the system. Indeed, the equilibrium equation in (3.3) expressed by Corollary 3.7 and the integral equation in (3.4) expressed by Corollary 3.8 both reveal that the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is in statistical equilibrium at the decision boundary of the system, whereas the integral equation in (3.5) expressed by Corollary 3.10 reveals that the discriminant function minimizes an integral equation in such a manner that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium—at which point the expected risk exhibited by the system is minimized within the decision space of the system.

We realize that Corollaries 3.6 - 3.10 predict the existence of a critical statistical bond—between the discriminant function and the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system—which enables surprising statistical balancing acts that raise fundamental dilemmas in binary classification.

4.2 Underlying Dilemmas in Binary Classification

Corollaries 3.7 - 3.10 express surprising statistical balancing acts—exhibited by discriminant functions and decision boundaries of minimum risk binary classification systems—that raise the following dilemmas in binary classification:

1. How is the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system connected to the decision boundary of the system?

2. How does the decision boundary account for likelihood values of the random vectors generated by the respective probability density functions of the system?

3. How does the decision boundary account for likely locations of the random vectors generated by the respective probability density functions of the system?

4. How is the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium at the decision boundary of the system?

4 NOVEL LOCUS PROBLEMS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

5. What are the counteracting and opposing forces and influences of a minimum risk binary classification system?

6. How are the forces and influences of a minimum risk binary classification system related to each other?

7. How are the forces and influences of a minimum risk binary classification system related to the discriminant function of the system?

8. How are the forces and influences of a minimum risk binary classification system related to the decision boundary of the system?

9. How are the counteracting and opposing forces and influences of a minimum risk binary classification system symmetrically balanced with each other?

10. How does a minimum risk binary classification system satisfy a state of statistical equilibrium?

We realize that all of the above dilemmas are novel geometrical and statistical problems—which are related to unconventional algebraic problems— in binary classification. Moreover, we have determined that each dilemma is a novel geometric locus problem in binary classification.

In this treatise, we demonstrate that each novel geometric locus problem in binary classification that is outlined above is fruitfully treated by novel geometric locus methods in Hilbert spaces—within statistical frameworks— where the Hilbert spaces are reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces that have certain reproducing kernels.

By way of motivation, we first consider how classic locus problems are solved.

4.3 Solving Classic Locus Problems

The general idea of a curve or surface which at any point of it exhibits some uniform property is expressed in geometry by the term “locus.” Generally speaking, a locus is a curve or surface formed by specific points—each of which possesses some uniform property that is common to all points on the locus—and no other points [21, 57, 81].

Classic locus problems are solved by finding algebraic equations of conic sections or quadratic surfaces, so that the uniform property exhibited by any given locus of points is identified—relative to an intrinsic coordinate system—that is an inherent part of an algebraic equation, at which point

4 NOVEL LOCUS PROBLEMS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

the graph of the algebraic equation determines all of the points that lie on the locus of the algebraic equation.

We can choose whatever coordinate system we prefer to describe a locus of points—since any given locus of points is independent of the coordinate system that is used to describe it. Therefore, for any given locus of points, we can choose the most natural coordinate system—for the given locus—so that each axis of a Cartesian coordinate system is rotated in an appropriate manner [21, 32, 57, 81].

Since we can choose the most suitable coordinate system for any given locus of points, it follows that conic sections and quadratic surfaces are both subject to distinctive geometric conditions—with respect to and in relation to—coordinate axes of various intrinsic coordinate systems. Accordingly, since the form of an algebraic equation of a geometric locus is determined by the form of the intrinsic coordinate system of the locus, it follows that the positions of the axes of coordinates—to which a given locus of points is referenced—are arbitrary [21, 57, 81].

Finding the form of an algebraic equation for a locus of points can be a difficult problem. The primary locus problem involves identifying the uniform property exhibited by a locus of points relative to the mathematical structure of an intrinsic coordinate system—that is an inherent part of an algebraic equation—such that the form of the algebraic equation is determined by the mathematical structure of the intrinsic coordinate system.

The inverse locus problem involves determining the form of an algebraic equation—of a locus of points that has been described geometrically—whose graph determines the coordinates of each and every point on the given locus, at which point no other points, other than points on the given locus, have coordinates that satisfy the graph of the algebraic equation. Inverse locus problems are usually more complex [21, 57, 81].

Finally, the determination of the form of the algebraic equation of a locus of points, along with the identification of the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus, can be greatly simplified by changing the positions of the coordinate axes to which the locus of points is referenced:

Since changing the positions of the coordinate axes transforms both the form of the algebraic equation of the locus and the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the locus [21, 57, 81].

In order to devise novel locus methods for binary classification—within statistical frameworks—we need a clear definition of a geometric locus.

4.4 General Idea of a Geometric Locus

Definition 4.1 A definite curve or surface that contains specific points is said to be a geometric locus if and only if each point on the curve or surface possesses a certain uniform property relative to an intrinsic coordinate system that is an inherent part of an algebraic equation, so that all of the points that lie on the curve or surface have coordinates that are solutions of the graph of the algebraic equation, at which point no other points than those on the curve or surface have coordinates that satisfy the graph of the algebraic equation.

Usually, a geometric locus is referred to as a locus of points. In this treatise, when we consider the geometric aspects of a given locus of points to be prominent, we refer to the locus as a geometric locus.

4.5 Equation of a Locus

Any given locus of points is determined by an equation, such that an equation of a locus is the location of all of the points—and only those points— whose coordinates are solutions of the graph of the equation [21, 57, 81]. The following definition expresses the general notion of an equation of a locus.

Definition 4.2 An algebraic equation is said to be an equation of a locus if and only if the equation has an algebraic form that determines the shape of a curve or surface, along with the conditions that are satisfied by the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the curve or surface—relative to an intrinsic coordinate system that is an inherent part of the algebraic equation—so that the algebraic equation relates certain uniform geometric conditions satisfied by coordinates of points that are solutions of the algebraic equation to certain uniform geometric conditions satisfied by points that lie on the curve or surface of the algebraic equation, at which point no other points than those that lie on the curve or surface have coordinates that satisfy the graph of the algebraic equation.

4.6 Representation of a Geometric Locus of Points

It is important to distinguish between the coordinates of the points that lie on the geometric locus of a certain curve or surface and the coordinates of the points that are solutions of the algebraic equation of the graph of the curve or surface. Indeed, the points that lie on the geometric locus of a certain curve or surface are not the same points that are solutions of the locus equation of the curve or surface. The following definition expresses the idea of the representation of a locus of points.

Definition 4.3 An algebraic equation represents a locus of points if and only if all of the points that lie on the locus have coordinates that satisfy the graph of the algebraic equation, where no other points than those on the locus have coordinates that satisfy the graph of the algebraic equation, whereas all of the points that are solutions of the algebraic equation have coordinates that satisfy a certain intrinsic coordinate system—which is an inherent part of the algebraic equation.

By Definitions 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3, we recognize that the positions of the coordinate axes of any given intrinsic coordinate system—to which a certain locus of points is referenced—determines the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the geometric locus, along with the form of the algebraic equation of the locus. Thereby, we recognize that the shape of any given geometric locus is independent of the coordinate system that is used to describe it. This essential relationship is expressed by Axiom 4.4.

4.7 Changing the Form of a Locus Equation

Axiom 4.4 expresses how the form of an algebraic equation of a locus can be changed, along with the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the locus.

Axiom 4.4 Let an algebraic equation be an equation of a locus, so that the form of the algebraic equation is determined by the mathematical structure of an intrinsic coordinate system of the locus, at which point the positions of the coordinate axes of the intrinsic coordinate system determines the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the locus.

Changing the positions of the coordinate axes of the intrinsic coordinate system of the locus changes the form of the algebraic equation of the locus, along with the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the locus.

We use Axiom 4.4 to motivate how we devise a general locus formula for the binary classification of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

5 Novel Locus Methods in Binary Classification

Given the minimum risk decision rule in (3.1) expressed by Theorem 3.5, along with properties of the natural logarithm, it follows that the natural

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

logarithm of the minimum risk decision rule in (3.1) determines an inequality relation

(5.1) ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

that is satisfied by the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , wherein the discriminant function of the system is represented by the statistical expression d (x) = ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2).

Given the general equation of a decision boundary in (3.2) expressed by Corollary 3.6, it follows that the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system in (5.1) is determined by the equation

(5.2) ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2) = 0,

at which point the discriminant function ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2) of the system is the solution of the equation ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2) = 0 that represents the decision boundary of the system, such that the graph of (5.2) constitutes a decision boundary that is a data-driven locus of points.

5.1 Tractable Classification Systems

We now consider concrete examples of both (5.1) and (5.2), such that tractable minimum risk binary classification systems are subject to multivariate normal data, so that any given system is determined by a closed-form solution.

Substitution of the statistical expressions for the probability density functions p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) for the general normal distribution into (5.1) produces an inequality relation that is satisfied by the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to multivariate normal data

d (x) ≜ x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|)

(5.3)

− x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

where x is a d-component normal random vector such that x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) or x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), μ_1 and μ_2 are d-component mean vectors, Σ_1 and Σ_2 are d-by-d covariance matrices, Σ^{−1} and |Σ| denote the inverse and

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

the determinant of a covariance matrix, and ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category [19, 85].

Set the statistical expression that represents the discriminant function in (5.3) equal to zero in accordance with (5.2). It follows that the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to multivariate normal inputs x ∈ R^d is represented by a vector algebra locus equation

d (x) : x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|)

(5.4) − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) = 0,

wherein the graph of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) constitutes the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, at which point the discriminant function of the system

d (x) = x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) − ln (|Σ_1|)

is the solution of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), such that normal random vectors x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) have coordinates that are solutions of (5.4), so that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation (5.4) determines the geometric locus of a decision boundary that is either a data-driven quadratic surface that is a hyperplane, hypersphere, hyperellipsoid, hyperparaboloid or hyperhyperboloid, or a data-driven conic section that is a line, circle, ellipse, parabola or hyperbola [19, 85].

5.2 The Importance of the Normal Probability Law

The probability density functions p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) for the general normal distribution in (5.3) and (5.4) represent probability laws that have played a significant role in probability theory since the early eighteenth century. This significance derives from random phenomena that obey a normal probability law p (x; μ, σ) =^1_2 exp − ( x − μ^2 ) /2σ^2, where μ is the mean and σ^2 is the variance of the normal probability law. One example of such a phenomenon is a molecule, with mass M, in a gas at absolute temp T that—according to Maxwell’s law of velocities—obeys a normal probability law with parameters μ = 0 and σ^2 = M/kT , where μ is the mean and σ^2 is the variance of the normal probability law, and k is the physical constant called Boltzmann’s constant [60].

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Only certain random phenomena obey a normal probability law precisely. Instead, normal probability laws derive their importance from the fact that under various conditions, they closely approximate other probability laws. For example normal probability laws have been used to approximate height, IQ, birth weight and income distribution [60].

Thus, we examine tractable minimum risk binary classification systems that are subject to normal random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) or x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), that obey certain normal probability laws precisely.

We now turn our attention to the locus equation in (5.4).

5.3 Locus Equation of a Decision Boundary

We recognize (5.4) as an equation of a locus that is subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium—at the decision boundary of the system—relative to an intrinsic coordinate system, such that the form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) is determined by the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, at which point the positions of the coordinate axes of the intrinsic coordinate system determines the coordinates of the random points that satisfy the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), along with the coordinates of the points that lie on the graph of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—namely the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system.

We now identify the statistical nexus of a minimum risk binary classification system—at which point the discriminant function of the system is connected to the decision boundary of the system.

5.4 Statistical Nexus of a Binary Classification System

Take the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to multivariate normal inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), where p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) are certain probability density functions.

Since the discriminant function is the solution of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system—by Definitions 4.1 and 4.2, we have determined that the discriminant function of the system is connected to the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system by the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

boundary, such that the mathematical structure of the intrinsic coordinate system is an inherent part of the form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4).

It follows that any given normal random points x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) that are solutions of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—satisfy both the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system.

Thereby, we recognize that the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary are dual components of the minimum risk binary classification system—that have different functions and properties.

5.5 Dual Components of Decision Systems

We have determined that the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system are dual components of the system, at which point the mathematical structure of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system are determined by identical vector algebra locus equations in such a manner that the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system have different functions and properties. This insight will enable us to develop a mathematical model of a minimum risk binary classification that is both inherently complex and surprisingly elegant.

We now turn out attention to the idea of the locus of a point—which we originally defined in our working papers [68] and [69].

5.6 The Locus of a Point

The most elemental and ubiquitous component of a minimum risk binary classification system is the locus of a point. Definition 5.1 and Axiom 5.2 express the idea of the locus of a point.

Definition 5.1 A directed line segment that is formed by two points P_0 ≜ P_0 ( 0, · · · , 0 ) and P_x ≜ P_x ( x_1, · · · , x_d ) is said to be the locus of a point x = ( x_1, · · · , x_d )_T if and only if the distance between P_0 and P_x is determined by the relation ‖x‖ = ( x^2_1 + · · · + x^2_d )_{1/2} , where ‖x‖ is the length of the vector x, so that each point coordinate x_i on the locus of x is located at a signed distance ‖x‖ cos α_{ij} from the origin P_0, along the direction of

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

an orthonormal coordinate axis e_j , where e_j is a standard basis vector that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) , . . . , e_d = (0, 0, . . . , 1)}, and α_{ij} is the angle between x and e_j.

Axiom 5.2 The locus x = ( x_1, · · · , x_d )_T of any given point x ∈ R^d and corresponding vector x ∈ R^d is formed by d point coordinates {x_i}^d_{i=1} in such a manner that each point coordinate x_i on the locus of x is determined by an inner product relation between the locus of x and an orthonormal coordinate axis e_j x^T e_j = ‖x‖ ‖e_j ‖ cos α_{ej x} = ‖x‖ cos α_{ej x},

where e_j belongs to the basis {e_1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) , . . . , e_d = (0, 0, . . . , 1)}, and α_{ij} is the angle between x and e_j , at which point the d point coordinates and the d vector components on the locus of x are both determined by an ordered collection of d components x = ( ‖x‖ cos α_{e1x}, ‖x‖ cos α_{e2x}, · · · , ‖x‖ cos α_{edx} )_T . By Definition 5.1 and Axiom 5.2, points and vectors will both be denoted by x, and the terms point and vector will be used according to context.

5.7 Data Sources of Expected Risk

It is well known that any given minimum risk binary classification system

ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , is subject to an inherent amount of uncertainty, such that the expected risk exhibited by the system is equivalent to the probability of classification error exhibited by the system.

We realize, however, that not all of the random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) generated by the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) contribute to the expected risk exhibited by the system.

To see this, take any given probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d such that the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) determine either overlapping distributions of random points x, wherein

⋂_2 i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and ⋂_2

i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, or non-overlapping distributions of random points x, wherein ⋂_2

i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

⋂_2 i=1 xω_i = ∅.

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

We realize that all of the random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) that contribute to the expected risk exhibited by the minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are located within either

overlapping regions or near tail regions of distributions determined by the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2).

We have named those random points that contribute to the expected risk exhibited by a minimum risk binary classification system “extreme points” since the vector components of any given extreme vector determine directions and locations for which a collection of random points is most variable or spread out. We originally defined extreme points in our working papers [68] and [69].

5.8 Extreme Points

Let p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) be probability density functions of random vectors x ∈ R^d that determine either overlapping distributions of random points x, such that

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and

⋂_2

i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, or non-overlapping distributions of random points x, such that

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

⋂_2

i=1 xω_i = ∅, where any given random point x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2) is generated by either p (x; ω_1) or p (x; ω_2) and thereby belongs to either class ω_1 or class ω_2.

Now let those random points x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) that are located within either overlapping regions or near tail regions of distributions determined by p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) contribute to the expected risk exhibited by a minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1)−ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0. By Definition 5.1 and Axiom 5.2, we can define certain geometrical and statistical properties exhibited by a distinct random point x that is located within either an overlapping region or near a tail region of distributions determined by the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2). Definition 5.3 expresses the notion of an extreme point.

Definition 5.3 Any given random point x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) determine overlapping distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random points x, so that

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and

⋂_2

i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, is said to be an extreme point if and only if the random point x is located within an overlapping region of the distributions determined by p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), at which point the vector components of the random vector x ( ‖x‖ cos α_{e1x}, ‖x‖ cos α_{e2x}, · · · , ‖x‖ cos α_{edx} )_T

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

determine directions and locations for which a collection of random points such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) is most variable or spread out.

Correspondingly, any given random point x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) determine non-overlapping distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random points x, so that

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

⋂_2 i=1 xω_i = ∅, is said to be an extreme point if and only if the random point x is located near a tail region of the distributions determined by p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), at which point the vector components of the random vector x ( ‖x‖ cos α_{e1x}, ‖x‖ cos α_{e2x}, · · · , ‖x‖ cos α_{edx} )_T determine directions and locations for which a collection of random points such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) is most variable or spread out.

In this treatise, we express an extreme vector by x_{i∗}, such that the locus of an extreme vector x_{i∗} or a corresponding extreme point x_{i∗} is formally written as

x_{i∗}= ( ‖x_{i∗}‖ cos α_{e1xi∗} , ‖x_{i∗}‖ cos α_{e2xi∗} , · · · , ‖x_{i∗}‖ cos α_{edxi∗} )_T . 5.9 Distribution Constraints on Decision Spaces

We realize that the shape of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is

a function of likely locations of extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), such that locations of the extreme points x_{1∗} ∈ R^d and x_{2∗} ∈ R^d are distributed throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system in such a manner that the extreme points x_{1∗} and x_{2∗} are located in either overlapping distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random points x ∈ R^d , wherein

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and

⋂_2 i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, or non-overlapping distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random points x ∈ R^d , wherein

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i = ∅ and ⋂_2

i=1 xω_i = ∅.

Axioms 5.4 and 5.5 express these conditions.

Axiom 5.4 Take any given probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) that determine overlapping distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random points x ∈ R^d , such that

⋂_2 i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and

⋂_2 i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, so that all of the extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are located within the regions of distribution overlap.

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

The decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is composed of two finite decision

regions Z_1 and Z_2—which may be contiguous or non-contiguous—that span the regions of distribution overlap.

Thereby, locations of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are distributed throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1)−ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in a symmetrically balanced

manner, at which point right decisions made by the system are related to likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} in the decision region Z_1 and likely locations of extreme points x_{2i∗} in the decision region Z_2, whereas wrong decisions made by the system are related to likely locations of extreme points x_{2i∗} in the decision region Z_1 and likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} in the decision region Z_2.

Figure 3 illustrates how all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} of overlapping distributions of random points x—that are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2)—are located within regions of distribution overlap, wherein locations of the extreme points are depicted by the solid indigo bar along the horizontal axis.

Axiom 5.5 Take any given probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) that determine non-overlapping distributions of two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random points x ∈ R^d , such that

⋂_2 i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

⋂_2 i=1 xω_i = ∅, so that all of the extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are located near the tail regions of the non-overlapping distributions.

The decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2) is composed of two finite decision regions Z_1 and Z_2—which are contiguous—that span the tail regions located between the distributions.

Thereby, locations of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are distributed throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1)−ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in a symmetrically balanced

manner, at which point likely locations of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are only related to right decisions made by the system, such that right decisions made by the system are related to likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} in the decision region Z_1 and likely locations of extreme points x_{2i∗} in the decision region Z_2.

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Figure 3: Given overlapping distributions of random points x that are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), all of the extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are located within regions of distribution overlap, wherein locations of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are depicted by the solid indigo bar along the horizontal axis.

Figure 4 illustrates how all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} of nonoverlapping distributions of random points x—that are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2)—are located within the tail regions of the non-overlapping distributions, wherein locations of the extreme points are depicted by the solid indigo bar along the horizontal axis.

5.10 Development of a General Statistical Model

The conditions expressed by Axioms 5.4 and 5.5, along with the conditions expressed by Axiom 4.4, which demonstrates that we can find an equivalent form of a locus equation by changing the positions of the coordinate axes of the intrinsic coordinate system of the locus, motivate us to devise an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) − ln (|Σ_1|) = 0

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Figure 4: Given non-overlapping distributions of random points x that are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), all of the extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are located within the tail regions of the non-overlapping distributions, wherein locations of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are depicted by the solid indigo bar along the horizontal axis.

that is determined by the mathematical structure of—an equivalent representation of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary—of any given minimum risk binary classification system, which is subject to random vectors x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2) that are generated by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), so that:

An equivalent representation of the discriminant function

d (x) ≜ ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)

of an equivalent representation of any given minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

determines likelihood values and likely locations of extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system—with respect to and in relation to—an equivalent representation of the intrinsic coordinate system

ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

that is an inherent part of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the geometric locus of the decision boundary

ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2) = 0

of the system.

We use the reasoning about the formulae and the vector algebra locus equation that are outlined above to develop a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classifications systems, so that the general locus formula provides a general statistical model for a minimum risk binary classification system.

5.11 Development of a General Locus Formula

The conditions expressed by Theorem 3.5, Corollaries 3.6 - 3.10, Axioms 5.4 - 5.5, and Axiom 4.4 motivate us to develop a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classifications systems—that has the general form of a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium—that is satisfied by extreme points whose coordinates are solutions of the locus equations.

5.12 A Data-driven Theoretical Blueprint

It will be seen that the general locus formula outlined above provides a “data-driven theoretical blueprint” for resolving the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors, so that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a minimum risk binary classification system are determined by transforming a collection of observations into a data-driven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system.

By way of motivation, we now identify how the discriminant function in (5.3) determines conditional likelihood values and likely locations of normal random vectors that are being classified. By way of demonstration, formulae of random vectors that determine vector projections and signed magnitudes are defined in Axiom 14.1.

5 NOVEL LOCUS METHODS IN BINARY CLASSIFICATION

5.13 Likelihood Values and Likely Locations

Take any given normal random vector x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) or x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) that is being classified by the discriminant function in (5.3)

d (x) = x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) − ln (|Σ_1|)

such that the normal random vector x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) belongs to class ω_1, and the normal random vector x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) belongs to class ω_2.

The discriminant function d (x) in (5.3) determines the conditional likelihood value of the normal random vector x by projecting the normal random vector x onto the intrinsic vectors s_1 ≜ ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) and s_2 ≜ 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) , and thereby recognizes the category ω_1 or ω_2 of the normal random vector x from the sign of the statistical expression

d (x) = ‖s_1‖ [‖x‖ cos θ_{s1x}] − ‖s_2‖ [‖x‖ cos θ_{s2x}]

(5.5) + ( μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) + (ln (|Σ_2|) − ln (|Σ_1|)) ,

so that the value of sign (d (x)) indicates the decision region Z_1 or Z_2 that the normal random vector x is located within, at which point the signed magnitudes of the vector projections of the normal random vector x onto the intrinsic vectors s_1 and s_2

‖s_1‖ [‖x‖ cos θ_{s1x}] − ‖s_2‖ [‖x‖ cos θ_{s2x}]

constitute an implicit random vector that determines the likely location of the normal random vector x within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system d (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

By the expression in (5.5), it follows the vector projection of the normal random vector x onto the intrinsic vectors s_1 ≜ ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) and s_2 ≜ 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) determines a conditional likelihood value and a likely location for the normal random vector x—based on the vector difference between implicit random vectors determined by ‖s_1‖ [‖x‖ cos θ_{s1x}] and ‖s_2‖ [‖x‖ cos θ_{s2x}], at which point the magnitudes and the directions of the implicit random vectors are determined by signed magnitudes along the geometric loci of the intrinsic vectors s_1 and s_2.

5.13.1 Determination of Conditional Likelihood Values

By the expression in (5.5), we realize that the conditional likelihood value of any given normal random vector x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) or x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) is determined by distributions of the normal random vector x that are conditional on distributions described by the intrinsic vectors s_1 ≜ ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) and s_2 ≜ 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) , at which point the intrinsic vectors ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) and 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) map covariance and distribution information for both categories ω_1 and ω_2 of normal random vectors x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) onto the normal random vector x, where the intrinsic vector 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) determines a locus of average risk—that is located on or near the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system d (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

5.13.2 Determination of Likely Locations

On the other hand, we realize that the likely location of any given normal random vector x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) or x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) is determined by the signed magnitudes of the normal random vector x along the geometric loci of the intrinsic vectors s_1 ≜ ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) and s_2 ≜ 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) , at which point the statistical expression 2x^T ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) determines the distance that the normal random vector x is located from a locus of average risk, and the statistical expression x^T ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) determines a likely location of the normal random vector x that is conditional on how the locus of the normal random vector x is distributed along the locus of the intrinsic vector s_1 ≜ ( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) . Thereby, we realize that the likely location of any given normal random vector x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) or x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2)—within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system—is gauged relative to its position from the locus of the decision boundary of the system.

5.13.3 Interdependence of Likelihoods and Likely Locations

Since the discriminant function d (x) in (5.3) uses the coordinates {x_i}^d_{i=1} of a normal random vector x in the statistical expression

x^T [( Σ^{−1}_1 x − Σ^{−1}_2 x ) − 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 )] to determine the position of the normal random vector x within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system

d (x) ≜ x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|)

− x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, it follows that the conditional likelihood value d (x) of the normal random vector x is determined by its likely location within a decision region Z_1 or Z_2 of the system d (x)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

Given the above analysis—wherein we identified how the discriminant function in (5.3) determines conditional likelihood values and likely locations of normal random vectors that are being classified—we realize that the algebraic vector expression

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x

determines the mathematical structure of both the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system—of the geometric locus of the decision boundary—of any given minimum risk binary classification that is subject to multivariate normal data.

We are now in a position to lay the groundwork for identifying the geometrical and statistical essence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4).

6 Exclusive Principal Eigen-coordinate Systems

Most surprisingly, the graph of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)

d (x) : x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|) − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) = 0

always represents a distinctive conic section or quadratic surface—that constitutes the geometric locus of a decision boundary—that divides the decision space of the minimum risk binary classification system in (5.3) into symmetrical decision regions—so that the discriminant function of the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

We have discovered that the shape and the fundamental properties exhibited by the geometric locus of any given decision boundary—that is represented by the graph of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—are regulated in the following manner.

6.1 Shape and Property Regulation of Decision Boundaries

We have discovered that the shape and the fundamental properties exhibited by the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

binary classification system, subject to multivariate normal vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), are regulated by the structure and the fundamental properties exhibited by a mixture of geometrical and statistical components—produced by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform of the algebraic vector expressions x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x—that jointly determine the mathematical structure of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system.

Thereby, we have discovered that principal components of the transformed algebraic vector expression x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) are blended together in such a manner that the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system in (5.3) are dual components of a minimum risk binary classification system—that have different functions and properties.

We have also discovered that a pair of signed random quadratic forms jointly provide dual representation of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system—of the geometric locus of the decision boundary— of any given minimum risk binary classification system in (5.3).

6.2 Random Quadratic Forms of Decision Systems

We realize that the algebraic vector expression in (5.3) and (5.4)

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x

constitutes a pair of signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and −x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x that jointly provide dual representation of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system—of the geometric locus of the decision boundary— of any given minimum risk binary classification system, subject to multivariate normal data, at which point the signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and −x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x and corresponding normal random vectors x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) are solutions of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)

d (x) : x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|)

− x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) = 0.

Thereby, given the conditions expressed by Axioms 5.4 and 5.5, which demonstrate that the shape of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system ln p (x; ω_1) − ln p (x; ω_2)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

a function of likely locations of extreme points x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), along with the conditions expressed by Axiom 4.4, which demonstrates that we can find an equivalent form of a locus equation by changing the positions of the coordinate axes of the intrinsic coordinate system of the locus, we are motivated to determine how we can find an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—so that extreme points x_{1∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) have coordinates that are solutions of the equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation—by discovering how we can transform the positions of the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x,

such that random points x are generated according to x ∼ p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼ p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), so that likelihood values and likely locations of extreme points x_{1∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) determine the positions of the basis of the transformed intrinsic coordinate system.

6.3 Finding a Suitable Change of Coordinate System

Lemma 6.1 is an important result that clearly defines the algebraic and geometric essence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system that is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4).

Lemma 6.1 Let the locus of an algebraic equation be any given conic section or quadratic surface. Then an equivalent form of the algebraic equation exists that is determined by the mathematical structure of the major intrinsic axis of the locus—which coincides as the principal eigenaxis of the locus—so that the principal eigenaxis is the exclusive coordinate axis of the locus; the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus in terms of its eigenenergy; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the locus.

Proof. Lemma 6.1 is a generalization of conditions expressed by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, whose proofs can be found in our working paper [69].

Theorems 6.2 - 6.4 are presented below. Each theorem expresses the form of a general vector algebra locus equation of a class of conic sections and quadratic surfaces.

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

6.4 An Exclusive and Distinctive Coordinate Axis

Conic sections and quadratic surfaces are represented by algebraic equations, such that any given conic section or quadratic surface is the graph of an algebraic equation, so that the intrinsic coordinate system of any given locus of points is either a Cartesian coordinate system in standard position or a transformed Cartesian coordinate system—at which point each axis of a Cartesian coordinate system is rotated in a consistent manner [21, 32, 40, 57, 81].

We have devised general vector algebra locus equations for each class of conic sections and quadratic surfaces, including lines, planes, and hyperplanes, such that the form of each vector algebra locus equation is determined by the principal eigenaxis of a locus, so that the principal eigenaxis is the exclusive coordinate axis of the locus; the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus in terms of its eigenenergy; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the locus.

Theorem 6.2 expresses the form of a general vector algebra locus equation of lines, planes and hyperplanes in d-dimensional Hilbert space.

Theorem 6.2 Let a general vector algebra locus equation of any given line, plane or hyperplane in d-dimensional Hilbert space be given by

(6.1) x^T ν = ‖ν‖^2 ,

where x ∈ R^d is a point on the locus, ν ∈ R^d is the principal eigenaxis of the locus, and ‖ν‖^2 is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν, at which point the principal eigenaxis ν is an exclusive principal eigencoordinate system of the locus.

Thereby, the geometric locus of any given line, plane or hyperplane in d-dimensional Hilbert space is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

x^T ν = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that the principal eigenaxis ν is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus; the principal eigenaxis ν satisfies the geometric locus in terms of its eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points x that lie on the geometric locus is the eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus.

Theorem 6.2 is proved in our working paper [69].

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

Theorem 6.3 expresses the form of a general vector algebra locus equation of ellipses, hyperbolas and parabolas in d-dimensional Hilbert space.

Theorem 6.3 Let a general vector algebra locus equation of any given ellipse, hyperbola or parabola in d-dimensional Hilbert space be given by

(6.2) 2x^T ν − ‖x‖^2 + ( e^2 cos^2 θ ) ‖x‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

where x ∈ R^d is a point on the locus, ν ∈ R^d is the principal eigenaxis of the locus, θ is the angle between x and ν , e is the eccentricity of the locus, ‖x‖^2 is the squared length of the vector x, and ‖ν‖^2 is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν, at which point the principal eigenaxis ν is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the locus.

Thereby, the geometric locus of any given ellipse, hyperbola or parabola in d-dimensional Hilbert space is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

2x^T ν − ‖x‖^2 + ( e^2 cos^2 θ ) ‖x‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that the principal eigenaxis ν is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus; the principal eigenaxis ν satisfies the geometric locus in terms of its eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points x that lie on the geometric locus is the eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus.

Theorem 6.3 is proved in our working paper [69].

Theorem 6.4 expresses the form of a general vector algebra locus equation of circles and spheres in d-dimensional Hilbert space.

Theorem 6.4 Let a general vector algebra locus equation of any given circle or sphere in d-dimensional Hilbert space be given by

(6.3) 2x^T ν − ‖x‖^2 + ‖r‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

where x ∈ R^d is a point on the locus, ν ∈ R^d is the principal eigenaxis of the locus, ‖x‖^2 is the squared length of the vector x, r is the radius of the locus, ‖r‖^2 is the squared length of the radius r, and ‖ν‖^2 is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν, at which point the principal eigenaxis ν is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the locus.

Thereby, the geometric locus of any given circle or sphere in d-dimensional Hilbert space is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form 2x^T ν − ‖x‖^2 + ‖r‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

so that the principal eigenaxis ν is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus; the principal eigenaxis ν satisfies the geometric locus in terms of its eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points x that lie on the geometric locus is the eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus.

Theorem 6.4 is proved in our working paper [69].

6.5 Generatrices of Quadratic Curves and Surfaces

Geometric figures can be defined in two ways: (1) as a figure with certain known properties; and (2) as the path of a point which moves under known conditions [57, 81]. The path of a point which moves under known conditions is called a generatrix. Well-known generatrices include quadratic curves and surfaces [33, 82]. We used the definition of a generatrix of a quadratic curve or surface contained in (6.2) to devise the general vector algebra locus equations and (6.3) [69].

A generatrix is a point P_x which moves along a given path such that the path generates a curve or surface. Three of the quadratic curves and surfaces are traced by a point P_x which moves so that its distance from a fixed point P_f always bears a constant ratio to its distance from a fixed line, plane, or hyperplane D. Quadratic curves and surfaces that are generated in this manner include d-dimensional parabolas, hyperbolas and ellipses [82, 89]. The geometric nature of this generatrix in 2-dimensional Hilbert space can be described as follows.

Take a fixed point P_f in 2-dimensional Hilbert space, a line D not going through P_f , and a positive real number e. The set of points P_x such that the distance from P_x to P_f is e times the shortest distance from P_x to D, where distance is measured along a perpendicular, is a locus of points termed a conic section. For any given conic section, the point P_f is called the focus, the line D is called the directrix, and the term e is called the eccentricity. If e < 1, the conic is an ellipse; if e = 1, the conic is a parabola; if e > 1, the conic is an hyperbola. The definition of a conic section is readily generalized to quadratic surfaces by taking a fixed point P_f in R^d , a (d − 1)-dimensional hyperplane not going through P_f , and a positive real number e [82, 89].

Accordingly, quantities that determine the size and shape of any given quadratic curve or surface are its eccentricity e and the distance of the focus P_f from the directrix D.

We realize that the focus P_f of any given quadratic curve or surface can be represented by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

quadratic curve or surface. Thereby, given Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, we recognize that the distance of the focus P_f from the directrix D of any given quadratic curve or surface is determined by the length ‖ν‖ of the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve or surface.

The eccentricity of a quadratic curve or surface is a non-negative real number that uniquely characterizes the shape and describes the general proportions of the quadratic curve or surface [82]. Thus, two quadratic curves or surfaces are similar if and only if they have the same eccentricity. We have devised vector algebra locus equations that determine the eccentricity for each class of conic sections and quadratic surfaces, including lines, planes, and hyperplanes.

6.6 Eccentricity of Ellipses, Hyperbolas and Parabolas

We have demonstrated that the geometric locus of any given ellipse, hyperbola or parabola in d-dimensional Hilbert space satisfies the vector algebra locus equation ‖x−ν‖ = e × ‖x‖ cos θ, so that the scaled e signed magnitude ‖x‖ cos θ determined by the vector projection of any given point x that lies on the locus—onto the principal eigenaxis ν of the locus—determines the distance between the point x and the directrix D of the locus, where e is the eccentricity of the locus [69].

6.7 The Law of Cosines for Vectors

The relationship x^T y = ‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ between two vectors x and y in ddimensional Hilbert space can be derived by using the law of cosines [40]

‖x − y‖^2 = ‖x‖^2 + ‖y‖^2 − 2 ‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ

which reduces to

‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ = x_1y_1 + x_2y_2 + · · · + x_dy_d = x^T y = y^T x,

at which point the distance ‖x−y‖ between the vectors x and y is correlated with the inner product relationship x^T y = y^T x.

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

6.8 Eccentricity of Lines, Planes, and Hyperplanes

Let e denote the eccentricity of any given quadratic curve or surface in d-dimensional Hilbert space. Now take the general vector algebra locus equation of any given line, plane or hyperplane in d-dimensional Hilbert space x^T ν = ‖ν‖^2 ,

where x is a point on the locus and ν is the principal eigenaxis of the locus, at which point the vector x and the principal eigenaxis ν satisfy the relation

x^T ν = ‖x‖ ‖ν‖ cos θ,

where θ is the acute angle between ν and x.

It follows that all of the points x that lie on the locus of any given line, plane or hyperplane—including the principal eigenaxis ν of the locus— satisfy the relation ‖x − ν‖ = ‖x‖ ‖ν‖ cos θ, such that the distance between any given point x on the locus and the principal eigenaxis ν of the locus satisfies the inner product relation ‖x‖ ‖ν‖ cos θ.

Thereby, the eccentricity e of any given line, plane or hyperplane in d-dimensional Hilbert space is determined by the relation ‖x−ν‖ = e × ‖x‖ cos θ = ‖ν‖ ‖x‖ cos θ, so that the eccentricity e of the geometric locus of the line, plane or hyperplane is determined by the length ‖ν‖ of the principal eigenaxis ν of the locus.

6.9 Eccentricity of Circles and Spheres

A circle or d-dimensional sphere is considered a special case of a d-dimensional ellipse, where the eccentricity e ≈ 0 in the limit e → 0 [89].

However, we realize that the eccentricity e of any given circle or sphere cannot be zero. Indeed, if e ≈ 0, it follows that ‖x−ν‖ = e × ‖x‖ cos θ ≈ 0,

at which point the radius r of a circle or sphere is zero r ≈ 0, since if ‖x−ν‖ ≈ 0, it follows that ‖r‖ ≈ 0.

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

Instead, we realize that the eccentricity e for any given circle or sphere varies with ‖x‖ and arccos θ e = ‖r‖ ‖x‖ arccos θ,

since the length ‖r‖ of the radius r of the circle or sphere is fixed.

We now turn our attention to the fundamental property exhibited by the locus of any given quadratic curve or surface.

6.10 The Fundamental Property of Eigenenergy

Each and every one of the general vector algebra locus equations of (6.1) - (6.3) demonstrate that the fundamental property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus—of any given quadratic curve or surface in d-dimensional Hilbert space—is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the locus, such that: (1) the principal eigenaxis of the locus of a quadratic curve or surface provides an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system for the locus of the quadratic curve or surface, so that all of the points that lie on the locus of the quadratic curve or surface exclusively reference the principal eigenaxis and also satisfy the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis; (2) the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus of a quadratic curve or surface in terms of its eigenenergy; and (3) the vector components of the principal eigenaxis determine the algebraic and geometric structure and the fundamental property exhibited by the locus of a quadratic curve or surface.

6.11 Characteristic Locus of a Quadratic Curve or Surface

Given the conditions expressed by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, we realize that the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve or surface in d-dimensional Hilbert space—including the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system—is the characteristic locus of the curve or surface. Thereby, we realize that any given characteristic locus belongs to and pre-wires important generalizations that determine the overall mathematical structure and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface. We previously coined the term “eigenlocus” to express this relationship.

6 EXCLUSIVE PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE SYSTEMS

6.12 Eigenlocus of a Decision Boundary

In previous working papers [68] and [69], we used the term “eigenlocus” to refer to the characteristic locus of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, such that an eigenlocus of a minimum risk binary classification system belongs to and pre-wires important generalizations that determine the overall statistical structure and behavior and fundamental properties of the system. In this treatise, we refer to an eigenlocus as a “geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.”

By Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, we recognize that the structure and the fundamental property exhibited by the characteristic locus—namely the principal eigenaxis—of the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve or surface regulates the structure and the fundamental property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus of the quadratic curve or surface, where the fundamental property is a certain amount of eigenenergy exhibited by the locus of the principal eigenaxis.

Moreover, by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, we recognize that the structure and the fundamental properties exhibited by the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis of the decision boundary—of any given minimum risk binary classification system—regulates the structure and the fundamental properties exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, where the fundamental properties are certain amounts of eigenenergies and probabilities of risk exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis—which is structured as a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components.

So, how do we find the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis— of a minimum risk binary classification system?

6.13 Suitable Transformations of Coordinate Systems

A large number of problems in science and engineering have been resolved by a suitable change of coordinate system, at which point a given problem has a natural solution. For example, the Fourier transform takes a signal and represents the signal in terms of frequencies of waveforms—so that sine and cosine components make up the signal—which makes it easy to examine or process certain frequencies of the signal [1].

For certain problems in machine learning and statistics, we consider the bias and variance dilemma to be a matter of finding a suitable statistical representation of a given system—which requires finding a suitable statistical representation for the transformed basis of an intrinsic coordinate system of the system.

It will be seen that the bias and variance dilemma—for the fundamental problem of finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, subject to certain random vectors—is resolved by finding a natural solution that determines a suitable statistical representation for the transformed basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), so that the natural solution transforms the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) by a suitable transformation of the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x.

Thereby, it will be seen that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is a statistical coordinate transform problem, so that the general problem is resolved by a suitable change of the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x.

It will also be seen that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is a system identification problem, so that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a minimum risk binary classification system are determined by transforming a collection of observations into a data-driven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system.

Returning now to Axiom 4.4, recall that the form of an algebraic equation of a locus can be changed, along with the coordinates of all of the points that lie on the locus—by changing the positions of the coordinate axes of the intrinsic coordinate system of the locus—which is an inherent part of the algebraic equation of the locus. Indeed, any given locus of a quadratic curve or surface is independent of the coordinate system that is used to describe it—including the locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system.

We show that we can transform the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)

d (x) : x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|) − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) = 0

by a suitable change of the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x,

so that likelihood values and likely locations of extreme points x_{1∗} and x_{2∗} determine the positions of the coordinates axes of the transformed basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, at which point the transformed basis has the form of a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors x_{1∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

First and foremost, however, we need to demonstrate how to represent the solution of the transformed basis, so that the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) is transformed by a suitable change of the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x.

In the next two sections of our treatise, we consider how we might represent the solution of the transformed basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, so that the transformed basis is formed by a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors x_{1∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

7 Novel Principal Eigen-coordinate Transforms

In this section of our treatise, we demonstrate that a geometric locus of a principal eigenaxis is the principal part of an equivalent representation of any given quadratic form, such that the principal eigenaxis is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface—that satisfies the locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy—so that the equivalent representation of the quadratic form determines the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by all of the components of the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic curve or surface.

We use these results to develop a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm that we use to find the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—of any given minimum risk binary classification system.

7.1 Equivalent Representations of Random Quadratic Forms

Returning again to the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), recall that a pair of signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and −x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x jointly provide dual representation of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system—of the geometric locus of the decision boundary—of any given minimum risk binary classification system, subject to multivariate normal data.

It will be seen that quadratic forms are inherent parts of vector algebra locus equations of quadratic curves and surfaces.

It will be also seen that any given quadratic form that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation, wherein the graph of the vector algebra locus equation represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, has an equivalent representation that is related to the principal eigenvector of the symmetric matrix of the quadratic form, such that the principal eigenvector is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

curve or surface—so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

7.2 Eigendecompositions of Random Quadratic Forms

Take any given inverted covariance matrices Σ^{−1}_1 and Σ^{−1}_2 that are correlated with the covariance matrices Σ_1 and Σ_2 in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), where all of the matrices Σ^{−1}_1 , Σ^{−1}_2 , Σ_1 and Σ_2 are symmetric matrices.

We recognize that the inverted covariance matrices Σ^{−1}_1 and Σ^{−1}_2 in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) are symmetric matrices of random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x.

We also recognize that the symmetric eigenvalue decomposition theorem guarantees us that any given covariance matrices Σ_1 and Σ_2—as well as the inverted covariance matrices Σ^{−1}_1 and Σ^{−1}_2 in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—have an equivalent representation that is determined by a similarity transformation. Accordingly, the symmetric eigenvalue decomposition theorem guarantees us that for any given covariance matrix Σ—we can find a basis of eigenvectors that are real and orthogonal—that are part of an equivalent representation of the covariance matrix Σ. Correspondingly, for any given inverted covariance matrix Σ^{−1}—we can find a basis of eigenvectors that are real and orthogonal—that are part of an equivalent representation of the inverted covariance matrix Σ^{−1}.

We now consider practical uses of the symmetric eigenvalue decomposition theorem—also known as the spectral theorem.

7.3 Practical Uses of the Spectral Theorem

The spectral theorem states that for any given symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} , there are exactly N (possibly not distinct) eigenvalues, such that all of the eigenvalues are real. Furthermore, the associated eigenvectors can be chosen so as to form an orthonormal basis [78].

Thereby, an equivalent representation of any given symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} is determined by the similarity transformation

Q = VΛV^{−1},

where V is a square N × N matrix whose ith column is a unit orthogonal eigenvector ^v_i of Q, and Λ is diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the corresponding eigenvalues Λ_{ii} = λ_i of Q [78].

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

Correspondingly, an equivalent representation of any given inverted symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} is determined by the similarity transformation

Q^{−1}= VΛV^{−1},

where V is a square N × N matrix whose ith column is a unit orthogonal eigenvector ^v_i of Q^{−1}, and Λ is diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the corresponding eigenvalues Λ_{ii} = λ^{−1}_i of Q^{−1}.

What is more, any given quadratic form x^T Qx or x^T Q^{−1}x has an equivalent representation that is guaranteed by the principal axes theorem—which uses the spectral theorem to determine the equivalent representation of the quadratic form [32, 40].

By way of discovery, we examine how quadratic forms are inherent parts of vector algebra locus equations of quadratic curves and surfaces.

Moreover, for any given quadratic form that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation, wherein the graph of the vector algebra locus equation represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, we use the principal axes theorem to show that the quadratic form can be transformed into an equivalent representation that is related to the principal eigenvector of the symmetric matrix of the quadratic form, such that the principal eigenvector of the symmetric matrix of the quadratic form is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy, at which point the equivalent representation of the quadratic form determines the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by all of the components of the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic curve or surface.

We now consider how quadratic forms are inherent parts of vector algebra locus equations of quadratic curves and surfaces.

7.4 Quadratic Forms in Locus Equations

It is well known that graphs of the general algebraic locus equation

ax^2 + bx + cy^2 + dy + exy = f

represent conic sections or quadratic curves, such that—for any given conic section or quadratic curve—the real variables a, b, c, d, e, and f satisfy certain fixed values, where x is a scale factor for the standard basis vector e_1 = (1, 0), and y is a scale factor for the standard basis vector e_2 = (0, 1) [21, 32, 57, 81].

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

It has also been shown that graphs of equations that have the form

x^T Qx = c

represent conic sections or quadratic curves, such that x^T Qx is a quadratic form, Q is a 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2}, c is a constant, and x is a vector x ∈ R^2 that is written as x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0) , e_2 = (0, 1)} [32, 40].

Thereby, we recognize that any given equation x^T Qx = c, such that Q is a symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of a certain quadratic form x^T Qx, x is a vector x ∈ R^2 , and c is a certain constant, is a vector algebra locus equation that represents the graph of a certain quadratic curve.

Correspondingly, it has been shown that graphs of equations that have the form x^T Qx = c

represent quadratic surfaces, such that x^T Qx is a quadratic form, Q is an N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} , c is a constant, and x is a vector x ∈ R^N that is written as x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) , . . . , e_N = (0, 0, . . . , 1)} [32, 40].

Thereby, we recognize that any given equation x^T Qx = c, such that Q is a symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a certain quadratic form x^T Qx, x is a vector x ∈ R^N , and c is a certain constant, is a vector algebra locus equation that represents the graph of a certain quadratic surface.

7.5 New Significance of the Principal Axes Theorem

We have discovered that the eigenvalues and the orthonormal eigenvectors of any given symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a corresponding quadratic form x^T Qx—that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c—have algebraic and geometric significance in relation to an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Qx.

We have determined that the set of orthonormal eigenvectors of any given symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a quadratic form x^T Qx are an eigenvector basis of the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a quadratic form v^T Qv, so that the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv modulate the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of a principal eigenaxis ν —of a certain quadratic curve or surface—that is symmetrically

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

We use the principal axes theorem to show that any given quadratic form x^T Qx that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, can be transformed into an equivalent representation—that is related to a symmetrical and equivalent representation of the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q of a quadratic form v^T Qv—so that the equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Qx is determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve or surface, such that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve or surface is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

7.6 Similar Systems of Principal Eigen-coordinates

We now show that the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of any given quadratic form x^T Qx that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the equivalent representation of the quadratic form determines the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic curve or surface.

Thereby, we show that the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of any given constrained quadratic form x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} or Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} and the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve or surface are similar systems of principal eigen-coordinates related to equivalent representations of quadratic curves or surfaces.

We first devise similar systems of principal eigen-coordinates that are related to equivalent representations of quadratic curves.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

7.7 Equivalent Representations of Quadratic Curves

Take any given quadratic form x^T Qx that satisfies an equation that has the form x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic curve, where x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i is a vector x ∈ R^2 , Q is a symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2}, and c is a certain constant.

Let T represent the transformation of a mathematical object. Using conditions expressed by the principal axes theorem [32, 40], the constrained quadratic form x^T Qx = c can be transformed into an equivalent representation that is given by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform T [ x^T Qx = c ] , so that T [ x^T Qx = c ] = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_2 j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T (∑_2 j=1λ_j x_{j∗}^v_j ) = λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + λ_2x^2_∗ ^v^2 = ∑_2

i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = c,

where λ_i is an eigenvalue of the matrix Q, and ^v_i is a corresponding unit eigenvector of the matrix Q, wherein the vector x =

∑_2

i=1x_ie_i is transformed into an eigenvector v =

∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2}, such that each component x_{i∗}^v_i of the eigenvector v is a principal axis of the eigenvector v, and the eigenenergy ‖v‖^2 exhibited by the eigenvector v is given by ‖v‖^2 =

∑_2

i=1 ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2.

We realize that the eigenvector v = x_{1∗}^v_1 + x_{2∗}^v_2 is the principal eigenvector of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

Moreover, given conditions expressed by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, we also realize that the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve—originally represented by the graph of x^T Qx = c, such that the eigenvalues λ_2 ≤ λ_1 of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv determine scale factors √ λ_i for the components √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve, so that the principal eigenaxis ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗}^v_2 of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

eigenenergy

‖ν‖^2 = λ_1x^2_{1∗}^v^2_1 + λ_2x^2_∗ ^v^2

= λ_1 ‖x_{1∗} ^v_1‖^2 + λ_2 ‖x_{2∗} ^v_2‖^2 = ∑_2

i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 .

Thereby, we realize that an equivalent representation of any given constrained quadratic form x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic curve, is given by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform T [ x^T Qx = c ]

T [ x^T Qx = c ] = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_2 j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (∑_2 j=1λ_jx_{j∗}^v_j ) = λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + λ_2x^2_∗^v^2 = λ_1 ‖x_{1∗} ^v_1‖^2 + λ_2 ‖x_{2∗} ^v_2‖^2 = ∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 = c,

wherein the vector x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_2

i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv, so that the transform T [ x^T Qx = c ] determines the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 that is exhibited by all of the components √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗}^v_2

of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve, at which point the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + λ_2x^2_∗ ^v^2 = ‖ν‖^2 λ_1 ‖x_{1∗}^v_1‖^2 + λ_2 ‖x_{2∗} ^v_2‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

Thus, we have discovered that the shape and the fundamental property—exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve that is represented by a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + λ_2x^2_∗ ^v^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗}^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗}^v_2 of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve, such that the eigenvalues λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv modulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve.

Next, we devise similar systems of principal eigen-coordinates that are related to equivalent representations of quadratic surfaces.

7.8 Equivalent Representations of Quadratic Surfaces

Take any given quadratic form x^T Qx that satisfies an equation that has the form x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic surface, where x = ∑_N i=1x_i ^v_i is a vector x ∈ R^N , Q is a symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} , and c is a certain constant.

Using conditions expressed by the principal axes theorem [32, 40], the constrained quadratic form x^T Qx = c can be transformed into an equivalent representation that is given by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform T [ x^T Qx = c ] , so that T [ x^T Qx = c ] = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (∑_N j=1λ_jx_{j∗}^v_j ) = λ_1x^2_{1∗}^v^2_1 + . . . + λ_N x^2_{N∗}^v^2_N = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = c,

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

where λ_i is an eigenvalue of the matrix Q, and ^v_i is a corresponding unit eigenvector of the matrix Q, wherein the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into an eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} , such that each component x_{i∗} ^v_i of the eigenvector v is a principal axis of the eigenvector v, and the eigenenergy ‖v‖^2 exhibited by the eigenvector v is given by ‖v‖^2 = ∑_N i=1 ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2.

We realize that the eigenvector v = x_{1∗}^v_1 + . . . +x_{N∗} ^v_N is the principal eigenvector of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

Moreover, given conditions expressed by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, we also realize that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface—originally represented by the graph of x^T Qx = c, such that the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv determine scale factors √ λ_i for the components √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, so that the principal eigenaxis ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗} ^v_N of the quadratic surface satisfies the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

‖ν‖^2 = λ_1x^2_{1∗}^v^2_1 + . . . +λ_N x^2_{N∗}^v^2_N = λ_1 ‖x_{1∗} ^v_1‖^2 + . . . + λ_N ‖x_{N∗}^v_N ‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 .

Thereby, we realize that an equivalent representation of any given constrained quadratic form x^T Qx = c, such that the graph of the equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic surface, is given by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform T [ x^T Qx = c ]

T [ x^T Qx = c ] = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T Q (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T (∑_N j=1λ_j x_{j∗}^v_j ) = λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . + λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = λ_1 ‖x_{1∗}^v_1‖^2 + . . . + λ_N ‖x_{N∗} ^v_N ‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 = c,

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

wherein the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv, so that the transform T [ x^T Qx = c ] determines the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 that is exhibited by all of the components √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗}^v_N of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, so that the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . + λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = ‖ν‖^2 λ_1 ‖x_{1∗} ^v_1‖^2 + . . . + λ_N ‖x_{N∗} ^v_N ‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

Thus, we have discovered that the shape and the fundamental property—exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic surface that is represented by a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . + λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗}^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗}^v_N of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, such that the eigenvalues λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv modulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

These discoveries lead us to express an existence theorem which guarantees the existence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a certain quadratic form—such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface—so that the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

7.9 A General Vector Algebra Locus Equation

We have devised a general vector algebra locus equation for each class of conic sections and quadratic surfaces, including lines, planes, and hyperplanes, such that the form of the locus equation is determined by the principal eigenaxis of the locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface, so that (1) the principal eigenaxis is the exclusive coordinate axis of the locus of the quadratic curve or surface; (2) the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy; and (3) the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus of the quadratic curve or surface is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the locus of the quadratic curve or surface.

7.10 Equivalent Representations of Quadratic Forms

The general vector algebra locus equation that is outlined above is determined by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method, wherein an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of a vector algebra locus equation that is satisfied by a correlated quadratic form, at which point the graph of the vector algebra locus equation represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form in such a manner that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal eigenaxis of the locus of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

We express the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method as an existence theorem which guarantees the existence of the principal eigenaxis of a certain quadratic curve or surface—so that the principal eigenaxis is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the quadratic curve or surface, such that the original vector algebra locus equation is satisfied by a certain quadratic form.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

7.11 Existence Theorem of a Principal Eigenaxis

Theorem 7.1 is a significant result regarding certain mathematical aspects of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of a certain quadratic curve or surface, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of a vector algebra locus equation of the quadratic curve or surface, such that a certain quadratic form is the solution of the original vector algebra locus equation of the quadratic curve or surface.

Theorem 7.1 is motivated by conditions expressed by Lemma 6.1 and Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, along with conditions expressed by the spectral theorem and the principal axes theorem.

Most importantly, Theorem 7.1 is an existence theorem that guarantees the existence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a correlated quadratic form—such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface—so that the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Theorem 7.1 Take any given vector algebra locus equation of a quadratic curve that has the form x^T Qx = c,

such that Q is a 2×2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of a certain quadratic form x^T Qx, c is a certain constant, and the vector x is written as x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0) , e_2 = (0, 1)}.

Let an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c be generated by transforming the positions of the coordinate axes of the quadratic curve into the axes of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Thereby, let the principal eigenaxis of any given quadratic curve be generated by the following principal eigen-coordinate transform method.

Take any given 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of a quadratic form x^T Qx that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, such that c is a certain constant, and x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i is a vector x ∈ R^2 , so that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic curve.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

Write the vector x =

∑_2

i=1x_ie_i in terms of a basis of unit eigenvectors {^v_1, ^v_2} of the matrix Q, so that x = ∑_2

i=1x_ie_i ≡ ∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i, at which point the vector x =

∑_2

i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q.

Take the eigenvalues λ_2 ≤ λ_1 of the 2×2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} and let the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv be symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve, so that the eigenvalues λ_2 ≤ λ_1 of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv determine scale factors √ λ_i for the components √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗}^v_2 = ∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the quadratic curve.

It follows that the eigenvalues λ_2 ≤ λ_1 of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv are interconnected with the eigenenergies λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the components √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic curve, such that the principal eigenaxis ν is the solution of the vector algebra locus equation

∑_2 i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v^T_i ) (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i ) = λ_1x^2_{1∗} ‖^v_1‖^2 + λ_2x^2_∗ ‖^v_2‖^2 = ∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ≡ c, wherein the constant c in the locus equation x^T Qx = c, where x ≡

∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i, is determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν, so that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{1∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

Thereby, each component x_ie_i of the vector x is transformed by an eigenvalue λ_i and a unit eigenvector ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv, such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗} ^v_2 is the solution of the equivalent form

λ_1 ‖x_{1∗} ^v_1‖^2 + λ_2 ‖x_{2∗} ^v_2‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, where x ≡

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i, so that the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 ,

such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_2

i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve.

It follows that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Qx in the following manner (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_2 j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T (∑_2 j=1λ_j x_{j∗}^v_j )

= ∑_2 i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v^T_i ) (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i ) = ∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x =

∑_2

i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv, such that the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic curve, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2

i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗}^v_2 of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is modulated by an

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i, wherein the 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} has the simple diagonal form

Q_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ_i if i = j . Thereby, the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve that is represented by a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + λ_2x^2_∗ ^v^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_ix^2_{i∗} ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗}^v_2 = ∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve, such that the eigenvalues λ_i of a 2×2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of a quadratic form v^T Qv regulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve.

Correspondingly, take any given vector algebra locus equation of a quadratic surface that has the form x^T Qx = c,

such that Q is an N ×N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a certain quadratic form x^T Qx, c is a certain constant, and the vector x is written as x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) , . . . , e_N = (0, 0, . . . , 1)} .

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

Let an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c be generated by transforming the positions of the coordinate axes of the quadratic surface into the axes of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Thereby, let the principal eigenaxis of any given quadratic surface be generated by the following principal eigen-coordinate transform method.

Take any given N ×N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a quadratic form x^T Qx that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, such that c is a certain constant, and x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is a vector x ∈ R^N , so that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c represents a certain quadratic surface.

Write the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i in terms of a basis of unit eigenvectors {^v_1, . . . ^v_N } of the matrix Q, so that x= ∑_N i=1x_ie_i ≡ ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i,

at which point the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q.

Take the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} and let the principal eigenvector v of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv be symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic surface, so that the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv determine scale factors √ λ_i for the components √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗}^v_N = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surface.

It follows that the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv are interconnected with the eigenenergies λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the components √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν of the quadratic surface, such that the principal eigenaxis ν is the solution

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

of the vector algebra locus equation ∑_N i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v^T_i ) (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i ) = λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . +λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ≡ c, wherein the constant c in the locus equation x^T Qx = c, where x ≡ ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i, is determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν, so that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv.

Thereby, each component x_ie_i of the vector x is transformed by an eigenvalue λ_i and a unit eigenvector ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv, such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗}^v_N is the solution of the equivalent form

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . +λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = ‖ν‖^2

of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, where x ≡ ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i, so that the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{1∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 ,

such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{1∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

It follows that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

x^T Qx in the following manner (∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T Q (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (∑_N j=1λ_jx_{j∗}^v_j )

= ∑_N i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i )_T (√ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i ) = ∑_N i=1λ_ix^2_{i∗} ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv, such that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of a certain quadratic surface, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗} ^v_N of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i, wherein the N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} has the simple diagonal form

Q_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ_i if i = j . Thereby, the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic surface that is represented by a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . +λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = ∑_N i=1x^2_{i∗}λ_i ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗}^v_N = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, such that the eigenvalues λ_i of an N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a quadratic form v^T Qv regulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

Proof. Take any given vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c of a quadratic surface that is satisfied by a quadratic form x^T Qx, such that an N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} is defined through the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, wherein c is a certain constant, and the vector x is written as x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i, at which point x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set

{e_1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) , . . . , e_N = (0, 0, . . . , 1)} .

Write the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i in terms of a basis of unit eigenvectors {^v_1, . . . ^v_N } of the matrix Q, so that x= ∑_N i=1x_ie_i ≡ ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i,

at which point the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q.

Take the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} and let the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv be symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surface, so that substitution of the expression x ≜ ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i into the quadratic

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

form x^T Qx in the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c produces the equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c T [ x^T Qx = c ] = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = ∑_N i=1 ∑_N j=1x_{i∗}x_{j∗} ( ^v^T_i Q^v_j ) = ∑_N i=1 ∑_N j=1x_{i∗}x_{j∗}λ_j ( ^v^T_i ^v_j ) = ∑_N i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v^T_i ) (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i ) = ∑_N i=1λ_ix^2_{i∗}^v^T_i ^v_i = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 = c,

such that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the N × N symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surface, so that the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_∗ ^v_i of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_∗^v_i‖^2 ,

such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_∗^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_∗^v_i of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus of the quadratic surface is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

Thereby, the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

x^T Qx in the following manner (∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T Q (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (∑_N j=1λ_jx_{j∗}^v_j )

= ∑_N i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i )_T (√ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i ) = ∑_N i=1λ_ix^2_{i∗} ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the N ×N symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of a correlated quadratic surface, so that the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_∗ ^v_i of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy

‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_∗^v_i‖^2 ,

such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗} ^v_N of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the N × N symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i, wherein the N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} has the simple diagonal form

Q_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ_i if i = j . Thereby, the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic surface that is represented by a vector algebra locus equation that has the form

λ_1x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . +λ_N x^2_{N∗} ^v^2_N = ∑_N i=1λ_ix^2_{i∗} ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ_N x_{N∗}^v_N = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, at which point the eigenvalues λ_i of an N ×N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a quadratic form v^T Qv regulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

Therefore, it is concluded the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic surface are both determined by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, such that the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix of a correlated quadratic form modulate the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form—at which point the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

The above proof clearly applies to any given vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c that is satisfied by a quadratic form x^T Qx, such that a 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} is defined through the vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c, wherein c is a certain constant, and the vector x is written as x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0) , e_2 = (0, 1)}.

Thereby, it is concluded the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve are both determined by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the locus of the quadratic curve, such that the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix of a correlated quadratic form modulate the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form—at which point the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve.

It is important that Theorem 7.1 is readily generalized in the manner expressed by Corollary 7.2 since the algebraic vector expression

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x

determines the mathematical structure of both the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system—of the geometric locus of the decision boundary—of any given minimum risk binary classification that is subject to multivariate normal data.

7.12 Existence Corollary of a Principal Eigenaxis

Corollary 7.2 guarantees the existence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a correlated quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x—such that the exclusive principal eigencoordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface—so that the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Corollary 7.2 Take any given vector algebra locus equation of a quadratic curve that has the form x^T Q^{−1}x = c,

such that Q^{−1} is a 2×2 symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} of a certain quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x, c is a certain constant, and the vector x is written as x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set {e_1 = (1, 0) , e_2 = (0, 1)}.

Let an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Q^{−1}x = c be generated by transforming the positions of the coordinate axes of the quadratic curve into the axes of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

It follows that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x in the following manner (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T Q^{−1} (∑_2 j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Q^{−1}v = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (∑_2 j=1λ^{−1}_j x_{j∗}^v_j )

= ∑_2 i=1 (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v^T_i ) (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i )

= ∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x =

∑_2

i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic curve, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eige-

naxis ν = √ λ^{−1}_1 x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ^{−1}_2 x_{2∗} ^v_2 of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is modulated by an eigenvalue λ^{−1}_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2

i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i, wherein the 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} has the simple diagonal form

Q^{−1}_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ^{−1}_i if i = j . Thereby, the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve that is represented by a vector

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

algebra locus equation that has the form

λ^{−1}_1 x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + λ^{−1}_2 x^2_∗ ^v^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i x^2_{i∗} ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ^{−1}_1 x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ^{−1}_2 x_{2∗} ^v_2 = ∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2

i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve, such that the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_i of a 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} of a quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v regulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve.

Correspondingly, take any given vector algebra locus equation of a quadratic surface that has the form x^T Q^{−1}x = c,

such that Q^{−1} is an N × N symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a certain quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x, c is a certain constant, and the vector x is written as x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i, where x_i is a scale factor for a standard basis vector e_i that belongs to the set{e_1 = (1, 0, . . . , 0) , . . . , e_N = (0, 0, . . . , 1)}.

Let an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation x^T Q^{−1}x = c be generated by transforming the positions of the coordinate axes of the quadratic surface into the axes of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the principal eigenaxis of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

It follows that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x in the following manner (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q^{−1} (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Q^{−1}v = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (∑_N j=1λ^{−1}_j x_{j∗}^v_j )

= ∑_N i=1 (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i )_T (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i )

= ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i x^2_{i∗} ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic surface, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eige-

naxis ν = √ λ^{−1}_1 x_{1∗}^v_1 + . . . + √ λ^{−1}_N x_{N∗} ^v_N of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ^{−1}_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i, wherein the N × N symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} has the simple diagonal form

Q^{−1}_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ^{−1}_i if i = j . Thereby, the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic surface that is represented by a vector

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

algebra locus equation that has the form

λ^{−1}_1 x^2_{1∗} ^v^2_1 + . . . +λ^{−1}_N x^2_{N∗}^v^2_N = ∑_N i=1x^2_{i∗}λ^{−1}_i ‖^v_i‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν‖^2 ,

so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν = √ λ^{−1}_1 x_{1∗} ^v_1 + . . . + √ λ^{−1}_N x_{N∗}^v_N = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2, are both determined by the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface, such that the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_i of an N × N symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} of a quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v regulate the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ν of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface.

Proof. Corollary 7.2 is proved by using Theorem 7.1, wherein the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v satisfies the relation

v^T Q^{−1}v = (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T (∑_2 j=1λ^{−1}_j x_{j∗}^v_j )

and the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v satisfies the relation

v^T Q^{−1}v = (∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T (∑_N j=1λ^{−1}_j x_{j∗}^v_j ) .

In previous working papers [68] and [69], we noted that the shape of any given quadratic surface is completely determined by the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix associated with a quadratic form.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

However, the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 reveals that the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of any given quadratic curve or surface are both determined by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, such that the eigenvalues of a symmetric matrix of a transformed quadratic form modulate the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form—at which point the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface.

Most importantly, the conditions expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 guarantee us that any given quadratic form that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation, such that the graph of the vector algebra locus equation represents a certain quadratic curve or surface, can be represented by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the quadratic curve or surface, such that the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system are modulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix of the transformed quadratic form, so that the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Equally important, the conditions expressed by Corollary 7.3 guarantee us of the existence of a pair of exclusive principal eigen-coordinate systems that are symmetrically and equivalently related to each other—such that a pair of principal eigenaxes are principal parts of equivalent representations of correlated quadratic forms—so that the pair of principal eigenaxes exhibit symmetrical and equivalent total allowed eigenenergies.

7.13 Symmetrical and Equivalent Principal Eigenaxes

Corollary 7.3 guarantees the existence of a pair of exclusive principal eigencoordinate systems that are symmetrically and equivalently related to each other—each of which is the principal part of an equivalent representation

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

of a correlated quadratic form x^T Qx or x^T Q^{−1}x—such that each principal eigenaxis of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the quadratic curve or surface—so that the pair of principal eigenaxes exhibit symmetrical and equivalent total allowed eigenenergies.

Corollary 7.3 Take any given pair of quadratic forms x^T Qx and x^T Q^{−1}x, such that the matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} is the inverse of the matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2}, so that the elements of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} contain similar information.

Let the quadratic form x^T Qx be the solution of a vector algebra locus equation of a certain quadratic curve that has the form

x^T Qx = c_1,

where c_1 is a certain constant.

In addition, let the quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x be the solution of a vector algebra locus equation of a similar quadratic curve that has the form

x^T Q^{−1}x = c_2,

where c_2 is a certain constant.

Now, let an equivalent form of each vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c_1 and x^T Q^{−1}x = c_2 be generated by transforming the positions of the coordinate axes of each quadratic curve into the axes of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the principal eigenaxis of each quadratic curve satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

It follows that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system

ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Qx in the following manner (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_2 j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = ∑_2 i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v^T_i ) (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i ) = ∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν_1‖^2 ,

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

wherein the vector x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Qv, such that the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic curve, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν_1 = √ λ_1x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ_2x_{2∗} ^v_2 of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2 = ∑_2

i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i, wherein the 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} has the simple diagonal form

Q_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ_i if i = j . It also follows that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system

ν_2 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x in the following manner (∑_2 i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T Q^{−1} (∑_2 j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Q^{−1}v = ∑_2 i=1 (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v^T_i ) (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i )

= ∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν_2‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x =

∑_2 i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2

i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν_2 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic curve, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2, such that the eigenenergy

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the principal eige-

naxis ν_2 = √ λ^{−1}_1 x_{1∗} ^v_1 + √ λ^{−1}_2 x_{2∗} ^v_2 of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve is modulated by an eigenvalue λ^{−1}_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_2‖^2 =

∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_2 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i, wherein the 2 × 2 symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} has the simple diagonal form

Q^{−1}_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ^{−1}_i if i = j . Thereby, the principal eigenaxis ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic curve is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν_2 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of a similar quadratic curve, at which point both of

the principal eigenaxes ν_1 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i and ν_2 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic curves are symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v =

∑_2 i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrices Q ∈ ℜ^{2×2} and Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{2×2} of the quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2 =

∑_2

i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_1 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_2‖^2 =

∑_2

i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_2, wherein ∑_2 i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 ≡

∑_2 i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 since ‖ν_1‖^2 ≡ ‖ν_2‖^2 .

Corresponding, take any given quadratic forms x^T Qx and x^T Q^{−1}x, such that the matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} is the inverse of the matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} , so that the elements of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} contain similar information.

Let the quadratic form x^T Qx be the solution of a vector algebra locus equation of a certain quadratic surface that has the form

x^T Qx = c_1,

where c_1 is a certain constant.

7 NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORMS

In addition, let the quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x be the solution of a vector algebra locus equation of a similar quadratic surface that has the form

x^T Q^{−1}x = c_2,

where c_2 is a certain constant.

Now, let an equivalent form of each vector algebra locus equation x^T Qx = c_1 and x^T Q^{−1}x = c_2 be generated by transforming the positions of the coordinate axes of each quadratic surface into the axes of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, so that the principal eigenaxis of each quadratic surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

It follows that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system

ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Qx in the following manner (∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i )_T Q (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Qv = ∑_N i=1 (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v^T_i ) (√ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i ) = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν_1‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Qv, such that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic surface, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the principal eigenaxis ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ_i of the symmetric matrix Q of the quadratic form v^T Qv in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i, wherein the N × N symmetric matrix Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} has the simple diagonal form

Q_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ_i if i = j . It also follows that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system

ν_2 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the quadratic form x^T Q^{−1}x in the following manner (∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i )_T Q^{−1} (∑_N j=1x_{j∗}^v_j ) = v^T Q^{−1}v = ∑_N i=1 (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v^T_i ) (√ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i )

= ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 = ‖ν_2‖^2 ,

wherein the vector x = ∑_N i=1x_ie_i is transformed into the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗} ^v_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν_2 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic surface, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ν_2 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_2‖^2, such that the eigenenergy λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by each component √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i of the principal

eigenaxis ν_2 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i of the geometric locus of the quadratic surface is modulated by an eigenvalue λ^{−1}_i of the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v in a manner that regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_2‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_2 =

∑_2 i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i, wherein the N ×N symmetric matrix Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} has the simple diagonal form

Q^{−1}_{ij} = { 0 if i ≠ j λ^{−1}_i if i = j . Thereby, the principal eigenaxis ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗} ^v_i of a certain quadratic surface is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ν_2 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗}^v_i of a similar quadratic surface, such that both of the

principal eigenaxes ν_1 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ_ix_{i∗}^v_i and ν_2 = ∑_N i=1 √ λ^{−1}_i x_{i∗} ^v_i of the quadratic surfaces are symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = ∑_N i=1x_{i∗}^v_i of the symmetric matrices Q ∈ ℜ^{N×N} and Q^{−1}∈ ℜ^{N×N} of the quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_1‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_1 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ν_2‖^2 = ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis ν_2, wherein ∑_N i=1λ_i ‖x_{i∗} ^v_i‖^2 ≡ ∑_N i=1λ^{−1}_i ‖x_{i∗}^v_i‖^2 since ‖ν_1‖^2 ≡ ‖ν_2‖^2 .

Proof. Corollary 7.3 is proved by using conditions expressed in Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2.

It will be seen that the guarantees provided by Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3 have far reaching consequences for resolving the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

Thereby, it will be seen that finding the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is a novel geometric locus problem— that involves finding the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system—which is structured as a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components.

We now consider the algebraic and geometrical significance of reproducing kernels—which are seen to be fundamental components of minimum risk binary classification systems.

8 Significance of Reproducing Kernels

It is widely believed that reproducing kernels map any given collection of feature vectors into a higher dimensional feature space, so that distances— between all of the feature vectors—are increased in some manner.

Transforming a collection of feature vectors in this manner is said to make the collection of feature vectors “linearly separable,” such that overlapping distributions of feature vectors are transformed into nonoverlapping distributions of feature vectors. The outcome of such mappings is known as the “kernel trick.” For example, support vector learning machines use the

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

kernel trick to map training data into higher dimensional feature spaces, where separating hyperplanes can be found [4, 9, 14, 17, 73].

We realize that reproducing kernels for points map coordinates of vectors into higher dimensional coordinate spaces, so that the algebraic and geometric structures of the point coordinates of the vectors are enlarged. Distances between the vectors, however, are not increased. So, why are reproducing kernels important? We now consider the significance of reproducing kernels.

Let a Hilbert space H be a reproducing kernel Hilbert space (RKHS) that is defined on vectors x ∈ R^d, so that the Hilbert space H has a certain reproducing kernel k_x (s). Given H, take any given vector x ∈ R^d. Then there exists a unique vector k_x ∈ H that is called the reproducing kernel for the point x, where the 2-variable function k_x (s) = K (s, x) is called the reproducing kernel for H [2].

We recognize any given reproducing kernel K (s, x) for a Hilbert space H determines the algebraic structure of an inner product relationship between any given vectors k_x ∈ H and k_s ∈ H

K (s, x) = k_x (s) = ⟨k_x (s) , k_s (x)⟩ = ⟨K (., x) , K (., s)⟩ = ⟨K (., s) , K (., x)⟩ in the RKHS H, where k_x ∈ H, k_s ∈ H, x ∈ R^d, s ∈ R^d and K (x, s) = K (s, x) [74].

8.1 Customized Inner Product Relationships

We realize that reproducing kernels k_x ∈ H for points x determine enhanced vectors k_x that are the basis of customized inner product relationships for machine learning and data-driven modeling applications, such that any given inner product relationship

K (s, x) = k_x (s) = ⟨k_x (s) , k_s (x)⟩

between vectors k_x ∈ H and k_s ∈ H in any given RKHS H enlarges the algebraic and geometric structures of point coordinates of vectors s ∈ R^d and x ∈ R^d in Hilbert space H.

8.2 Utility of Reproducing Kernels

Practically speaking, reproducing kernels k_x (s) = K (s, x) replace straight line segments of vectors x with curves, such that vectors x and corresponding points x contain first degree components x_i, second degree components x^2_i ,

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

third degree components x^3_i , and up to d degree components x^d_i , where the highest degree d exhibited by the components in any given vector k_x ∈ H is a function of the reproducing kernel K (s, x).

Moreover, we have determined that certain types of reproducing kernels replace vectors with second-order curves—which are formed by first and second degree vector components—that are more or less sinuous and thereby preserve topological properties of vectors in Hilbert space H [63, 69].

Accordingly, given the conditions expressed by Theorems 6.3 - 6.4, Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, we realize that reproducing kernels—that replace straight line segments of vectors with second-order curves—are fundamental components of vector algebra locus equations of quadratic curves and surfaces.

8.3 Reproducing Kernels for Extreme Points

Recall that the Gaussian discriminant function in (5.3) contains a pair of signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and −x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x that jointly provide dual representation of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, such that the dual component x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x is the solution of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) that represents the decision boundary of the system, so that any given decision boundary is a certain quadratic curve or surface.

Given the geometrical and statistical structure of the dual component x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, along with the conditions expressed by Theorems 6.3 - 6.4, it follows that the form of the general vector algebra locus equation— of any given circle, ellipse, parabola, hyperbola, hypersphere, hyperellipsoid, hyperparaboloid or hyperhyperboloid—is determined by first degree and second degree vector components of vectors.

On the other hand, given conditions expressed by Theorem 6.2, it follows that the form of the vector algebra locus equation of any given line, plane or hyperplane is determined by first degree vector components of vectors.

We also realize that the pair of signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x and −x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) determines the geometrical and statistical structure of an intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x of a nonlinear decision boundary—of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to multivariate normal data, so that the geometric locus of the nonlinear decision boundary has the form of a d-dimensional circle, ellipse, parabola, hyperbola, hypersphere, hyperellipsoid, hyperparaboloid or hyperhyperboloid.

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

Then again, we don’t always know whether the geometric locus of a decision boundary of minimum risk binary classification system has the form of a line, plane or hyperplane.

Even so, the conditions expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2 guarantee us that any given quadratic form that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation, wherein the graph of the vector algebra locus equation represents a certain line, plane or hyperplane, can be represented by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the line, plane or hyperplane in such a manner that the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system are modulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix of the transformed quadratic form, at which point the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the line, plane or hyperplane satisfies the geometric locus of the line, plane or hyperplane in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Thereby, we realize that all of the components {x_{1i∗}}^d_{i=1} and {x_{2i∗}}^d_{i=1} of any given extreme vectors x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} that are solutions of an equivalent form of the locus equation of (5.4) need to contain both first degree components x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} and second degree components x^2_{1i∗} and x^2_{i∗}.

We have demonstrated that second-degree polynomial reproducing kernels k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 and Gaussian reproducing kernels that have the form k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , where 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1, provide this essential algebraic and geometric structure since: (1) both types of reproducing kernels replace vectors x ∈ R^d in Hilbert space H with second-order curves— formed by first x_i and second x^2_i degree vector components—that are more or less sinuous and thereby preserve topological properties of vectors in Hilbert space H [63]; and (2) both types of reproducing kernels implement inner products of vectors in a Hilbert space H that is a reproducing kernel Hilbert space.

Moreover, we have demonstrated that geometric loci of both linear and quadratic decision boundaries are well-approximated by such second-order curves in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces [69].

8.4 Decision Boundaries in a RKHS

Geometric loci of linear and quadratic decision boundaries are both wellapproximated by second-order curves in reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces, where the reproducing kernel is a second-degree polynomial reproducing

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

kernel k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 or a Gaussian reproducing kernel that has the form k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , where 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1.

By way of demonstration, we now present examples of geometric loci of quadratic and linear decision boundaries that have been approximated by a second-order curve in a RKHS, where the reproducing kernel is a seconddegree polynomial reproducing kernel.

8.4.1 Linear Decision Boundaries in a RKHS

Take any two classes of random vectors that have similar covariance matrices. By (5.4), the discriminant function of the minimum risk binary classification system is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation that represents the geometric locus of a linear decision boundary.

Figure 5 illustrates the geometric locus of a linear decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system that has been estimated in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space that has a second-degree polynomial reproducing kernel, where the geometric locus of the linear decision boundary of the system is bounded by the geometric loci of a pair of symmetrically positioned linear decision borders. The linear decision boundary is black, the pair of symmetrically positioned linear decision borders are blue and red, and each extreme point is enclosed in a black circle.

Figure 5: Illustration of geometric loci of a linear decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned linear decision borders of a minimum risk binary classification system, all of which have been estimated in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space that has a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel.

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

8.4.2 Quadratic Decision Boundaries in a RKHS

Take two classes of random vectors that have dissimilar covariance matrices, such that the covariance matrices for class ω_1 and class ω_2 are given by

Σ_1 = [ 1.5 0.75 0.75 2 ] , Σ_2 = [ 2 0.5 0.5 1.2 ] , the mean vector for class ω_1 is given by M_1 = ( 3, 2 )_T , and the mean vector for class ω_2 is given by M_2 = ( 2, 2 )_T . By (5.4), the discriminant function of the minimum risk binary classification system is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation that represents the geometric locus of a hyperbolic decision boundary. Figure 6 illustrates the geometric locus of the hyperbolic decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system—that has been estimated in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space that has a second-degree polynomial reproducing kernel, where the geometric locus of the hyperbolic decision boundary of the system is bounded by the geometric loci of a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders. The hyperbolic decision boundary is black, the pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders are blue and red, and each extreme point is enclosed in a black circle.

Figure 6: Illustration of geometric loci of a hyperbolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders of a minimum risk binary classification system, all of which have been estimated in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space that has a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel.

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

8.5 Principal Eigenvectors of Joint Covariance Matrices

In this part of our treatise, we turn our attention to principal eigenvectors of joint covariance matrices, so that the elements of any given joint covariance matrix describe differences between joint variabilities of normal random vectors x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) that belong to a collection of two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of normal random vectors x, at which point the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenvector—of the joint covariance matrix—are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of normal extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

We begin by considering how we might use conditions stated in Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Corollary 7.3 to transform the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)

d (x) : x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|) − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) = 0

by a suitable change of the basis of the coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, so that likelihood values and likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} determine the positions of the basis of the transformed intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, at which point the transformed basis has the form of a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors x_{1∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

We start by examining principal eigenvectors of covariance matrices.

8.5.1 Principal Eigenvectors of Covariance Matrices

Let v_1 be the principal eigenvector of the inverted covariance matrix Σ^{−1}_1 and the covariance matrix Σ_1 in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), so that the principal eigenvector v_1 exhibits a magnitude and a direction for which a class ω_1 of normal extreme random vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) varies the most.

By Corollary 7.2, it follows that a principal eigenaxis ~v_1 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 v_1, such that the principal eigenaxis ~v_1 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v_1 of the symmetric matrix Σ^{−1}_1 of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 v_1, so that the principal eigenaxis ~v_1 satisfies the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖~v_1‖^2, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖~v_1‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ~v_1 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix Σ^{−1}_1 of the random quadratic

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

form v^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 v_1, wherein the principal eigenaxis ~v_1 exhibits a magnitude and a direction for which the class ω_1 of normal extreme random vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) varies the most.

By Corollary 7.3, it also follows that a principal eigenaxis −→v_1 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ_1v_1, such that the principal eigenaxis −→v_1 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v_1

of the symmetric matrix Σ_1 of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ_1v_1 and is also symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ~v_1 of a similar quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis −→v_1 satisfies the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖−→ v_1 ‖_2 , at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖−→ v_1 ‖_2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis −→v_1 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix Σ_1 of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ_1v_1, wherein the principal eigenaxis −→v_1 exhibits a magnitude and a direction for which the class ω_1 of normal extreme random vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) varies the most.

Correspondingly, let v_2 be the principal eigenvector of the inverted covariance matrix Σ^{−1}_2 and the covariance matrix Σ_2 in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4), so that the principal eigenvector v_2 exhibits a magnitude and a direction for which a class ω_2 of normal extreme random vectors x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) varies the most.

By Corollary 7.2, it follows that a principal eigenaxis ~v_2 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the random quadratic form v^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 v_2, such that the principal eigenaxis ~v_2 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v_2 of the symmetric matrix Σ^{−1}_2 of the random quadratic form v^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 v_2, so that the principal eigenaxis ~v_2 satisfies the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy‖~v_2‖^2, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖~v_2‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ~v_2 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix Σ^{−1}_2 of the random quadratic form v^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 v_2, wherein the principal eigenaxis ~v_2 exhibits a magnitude and a direction for which the class ω_2 of normal random vectors x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) varies the most.

By Corollary 7.3, it also follows that a principal eigenaxis −→v_2 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ_2v_1, such that the principal eigenaxis −→v_2 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v_2

of the symmetric matrix Σ_2 of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ_2v_1 and is also symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis ~v_2 of a similar quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis −→v_2 sat-

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

isfies the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖−→ v_2 ‖_2 , at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖−→ v_2 ‖_2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis −→v_2 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix Σ_2 of the random quadratic form v^T_1 Σ_2v_1, wherein the principal eigenaxis −→v_2 exhibits a magnitude and a direction for which the class ω_2 of normal random vectors x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) varies the most.

We realize that we need to determine an equivalent representation—for random quadratic forms—that joins both pairs of random quadratic forms: v^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 v_1 and v^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 v_2; and v^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 v_2 and v^T_1 Σ_2v_1 in (5.4). We now turn our attention to principal eigenvectors of joint covariance matrices. We begin with the notion of joint covariance matrices.

8.6 Joint Covariance Matrices

Let Q denote a joint covariance matrix, and let Q^{−1} denote the inverted joint covariance matrix, so that the elements of Q and Q^{−1} both describe differences between joint variabilities of normal random vectors x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) that belong to a collection of two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of normal random vectors x.

Accordingly, let Q denote an N × N joint covariance matrix that is formed by N labeled ±1 reproducing kernels k_{xi} for N feature vectors x ∈ R^d Q = ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kx1} · · · − ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kxN} . . ... . . − ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kx1} · · · ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kxN} ,

so that Q is composed of N × N elements y_i ‖k_{xi} ‖ y_j ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} , such

that each element y_i ‖k_{xi} ‖ y_j ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of Q where y_iy_j = −1 describes differences between joint variabilities of feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} that belong to different pattern classes ω_1 and ω_2, at which point each element ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the joint covariance matrix Q is correlated with the distance ‖ ‖k_{xi} − k_{xj} ‖ ‖ between the loci of certain feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} .

8.6.1 Principal Eigenvectors of Joint Covariance Matrices

Take any given joint covariance matrix Q that is described above. Let v = v_1 + v_2 denote the principal eigenvector of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of Q and Q^{−1} exhibits a magnitude and a direction for

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

which both classes ω_1 and ω_2 of normal random vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) vary the most.

Let v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v be random quadratic forms that are solutions of vector algebra locus equations, such that v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of both Q and Q^{−1}, so that the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of Q and Q^{−1} are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of normal extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

Given Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Corollary 7.3, it follows that a principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1 +v_2 of the symmetric matrix Q of the random quadratic form v^T Qv and the symmetric matrix Q^{−1} of the correlated random quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, coupled with the principal eigenaxis −→v = −→v_1 − −→v_2 of a similar quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 satisfies the certain quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖~v_1 − ~v_2‖^2, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of normal extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

Given the above assumptions and notation, along with the guarantees provided by Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Corollary 7.3, we have discovered that the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x

in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) has an equivalent representation that is determined by an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of a certain quadratic curve or surface—that is structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2,

where ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} are scale factors, and k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} are reproducing kernels for extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} , such that the locus of signed and

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

scaled extreme points ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v

v^T Qv ≡ v^T Q^{−1}v ≡ x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x,

where v = v_1 +v_2 is the principal eigenvector of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, wherein the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 of the quadratic curve or surface is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1+v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2, such that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) located within either overlapping regions or near tail regions of distributions determined by the probability density functions p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

The above discoveries are readily generalized in the following manner.

8.7 Generalization of Discoveries

The novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Corollary 7.3 substantiates the following discoveries.

Let Q denote a joint covariance matrix and let Q^{−1} denote the inverted joint covariance matrix, so that the elements of Q and Q^{−1} both describe differences between joint variabilities of random vectors x ∼p (x; ω_1) and x ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to two classes ω_1 and ω_2, where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Now let v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v be correlated random quadratic forms, such that v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of both Q and Q^{−1}, so that the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenvector v = v_1 − v_2 of

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

Q and Q^{−1} are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to the classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Next, let the correlated random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v be solutions of a system of well-posed vector algebra locus equations, so that the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v have an equivalent representation, such that the principal part of the equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface—structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2,

where ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} are scale factors for reproducing kernels k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} of extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} , at which point the locus of signed and scaled extreme points ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} is a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 that is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that (1) the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2, wherein the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v; and (2) the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary is the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2 exhibited by the principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) located within either overlapping regions or near tail regions of distributions determined by the probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2).

We have named the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 a “geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.”

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

Thereby, given the conditions expressed by Axiom 4.4, Axioms 5.4 - 5.5, Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, along with the argument and assumptions presented above, we are motivated to determine how we might find an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system that is structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme points ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2

is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v associated with a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, where v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of Q and Q^{−1}, where v^T Qv ≡ v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1 +v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that (1) the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, at which point (2) the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2, wherein the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v; and (3) the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary is the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2 exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) located within either overlapping regions or near tail regions of distributions determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2).

8.8 An Eigenaxis of Symmetry that Spans Decision Spaces

Figure 5 and Figure 6 both illustrate that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, at

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

which point the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system is bounded by the geometric loci of a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders.

It will be seen that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system completely determines the shape of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the system, wherein the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 −ρ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

We have determined that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function, an exclusive and distinctive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space—of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to two categories of random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where distributions of the random vectors x are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2).

Moreover, in the next part of our treatise, we reveal a constrained optimization algorithm that finds the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of any given minimum risk binary classification system.

We now define a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.

8.9 Geometric Locus of a Novel Principal Eigenaxis

Let k_{x1i∗} ∈ R^d and k_{x2i∗} ∈ R^d be reproducing kernels for extreme points x_{1i∗} ∈ R^d and x_{2i∗} ∈ R^d located within either overlapping regions or near tail regions of distributions determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), such that x_{1∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), where a reproducing kernel k_x (s) is recognized as a vector that has the form of either k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2

or k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , wherein 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1.

Also, let ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} be scale factors for k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} respectively, and let l_1 and l_2 be finite numbers.

The following definition expresses the idea of a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.

Definition 8.1 The expression ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2

8 SIGNIFICANCE OF REPRODUCING KERNELS

is said to be a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis, structured as a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , if and only if the expression ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents (1) a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where distributions of the random vectors x are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2); (2) an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, so that all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2; and (3) an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system; at which point the discriminant function and the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and the eigenaxis of symmetry are jointly determined by a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , wherein each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} has a value that determines a scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , such that every scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents a principal eigenaxis component on the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 that determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , along with a likelihood component that determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} .

8.10 Dual Locus of a Binary Classification System

A geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis of a minimum risk binary classification system is said to be the dual locus of the system—which we define next.

Definition 8.2 A geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis of a minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where distributions of the random vectors x are determined by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), is said to be the dual locus of the system if and only if the discriminant function of the system and the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system and the eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system are jointly represented by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis, at which point the discriminant function and the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and the eigenaxis of symmetry are dual components that exhibit distinctive properties and functionality.

Theorem 8.3 expresses the statistical structure and the functionality of a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.

Theorem 8.3 Take the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

The discriminant function is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} (8.1)

= ρ_1 − ρ_2

structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , so that a dual locus ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 of likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} and principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, such that all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2, and also represents an eigenaxis of symmetry ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 that spans the decision space of the system, at which point each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} determines a scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that represents a principal eigenaxis component that determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), along with a likelihood component that determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , where the reproducing kernel for each extreme point k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} has the preferred form of either k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2

or k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , wherein 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1.

Proof. We prove Theorem 8.3 by a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm finds a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.

8.11 A Deep-rooted Locus Problem in Binary Classification

We have discovered that the general locus formula that resolves the direct problem—of the binary classification of random vectors—is the source of deep-seated locus problems in binary classification that can only be resolved by a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm that finds and thereby determines the parameters of the general locus formula.

We have also discovered that the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors executes novel and elegant processes—that include a novel principal eigencoordinate transform algorithm—which represent the solution for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems—at which point the direct problem is transformed into a feasible one.

We now outline the process by which a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm resolves what we consider to be a deep-rooted locus problem in binary classification—that must be resolved to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classifications systems. We begin by motivating the theoretical and empirical basis behind the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm—which we use to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classifications systems.

9 A Novel Eigen-coordinate Transform Algorithm

We have previously demonstrated that a pair of signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x

jointly provide dual representation of the discriminant function and the intrinsic coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to two categories of multivariate normal vectors x ∈ R^d , such that x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

We have also demonstrated that the pair of signed random quadratic forms x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x can be represented by a pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, such that

v^T Qv ≡ v^T Q^{−1}v ≡ x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x,

so that the elements of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} both describe differences between joint variabilities

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

of normal random vectors x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) that belong to a collection of two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of normal random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenvector v = v_1+v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of normal extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

Moreover, given the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, we are guaranteed the existence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a certain quadratic form—that is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface, such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy, and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface.

Furthermore, conditions expressed by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4 substantiate Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2—since Theorems 6.2 - 6.4 guarantee the existence of the general vector algebra locus equations of (6.1) - (6.3), wherein the principal eigenaxis of the locus of any given quadratic curve or surface provides an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system for the locus of the quadratic curve or surface, such that all of the points that lie on the locus of the quadratic curve or surface explicitly and exclusively reference the principal eigenaxis and also satisfy the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis, at which point the principal eigenaxis satisfies the locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its eigenenergy, and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the locus of the quadratic curve or surface is the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis.

Therefore, let the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v that jointly represent the pair of signed random quadratic forms

x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x

be solutions of a system of well-posed vector algebra locus equations.

By Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, it follows that a principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 of the quadratic curve or surface is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form v^T Qv and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, so that the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 satisfies the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖~v_1 − ~v_2‖^2—which is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of normal extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2).

We have generalized these findings by letting the elements of Q and Q^{−1} both describe differences between joint variabilities of random vectors x ∼p (x; ω_1) and x ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to a collection of two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x. Thereby, the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenvector v = v_1+v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to the classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Accordingly, let the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v be solutions of a system of well-posed vector algebra locus equations, such that v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of both Q and Q^{−1}, so that the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of Q and Q^{−1} are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to the classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

By Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, it follows that a principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 of a certain quadratic curve or surface is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, such that the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 of the quadratic curve or surface is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form v^T Qv and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form v^T Q^{−1}v, so that the principal eigenaxis ~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 satisfies the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy ‖~v_1 − ~v_2‖^2—which is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the principal eigenaxis

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

~v = ~v_1 − ~v_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to the classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Even more, Theorem 8.3 promises us that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2

provides dual representation of the discriminant function and an exclusive principal coordinate eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system, along with an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the given system, such that the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system is the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface.

Moreover, we have conducted numerous simulation studies and corresponding analysis that substantiate Theorem 8.3, wherein a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm finds the geometrical and statistical components of a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis [69].

Finally, conditions expressed by Axiom 4.4, Lemma 6.1, Theorem 7.1, Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3 and Theorem 8.3 provide us with a collective guarantee that we can determine an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)

d (x) : x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − 2x^T Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 + μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − ln (|Σ_1|) − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x + 2x^T Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2−μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 + ln (|Σ_2|) = 0

if we can determine how to transform the basis of the intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, such that x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), into a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2,

so that likelihood values and likely locations of a collection of extreme points x_{1∗} ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x_{2∗} ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2) determine the positions of the basis of the transformed intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^TΣ^{−1}_2 x, such that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the solution of the equivalent form of (5.4), at which point the geometric locus

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v associated with a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, such that v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}.

Even so, how do we implement an algorithm that is subject to essential criterion in the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3?

9.1 A System of Well-posed Vector Algebra Locus Equations

Given the guarantees expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, take any given random quadratic form v^T Qv, such that (1) v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of Q and Q^{−1}; and (2) the elements of Q and Q^{−1} both describe differences between joint variabilities of random vectors x ∼p (x; ω_1) and x ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to two classes ω_1 and ω_2, where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

We have discovered a system of well-posed vector algebra locus equations that are satisfied by the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v—wherein the principal eigenvector v = v_1 + v_2 of Q and Q^{−1} is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal part of an equivalent representation of the random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v, such that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2

is the solution of the system of well-posed vector algebra locus equations, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 −ρ_2 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector v = v_1+v_2 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2, such that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 −ρ_2 is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v.

Accordingly, we have discovered that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is subject to essential criterion in the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, along with conditions expressed by Theorem 8.3, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigencoordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the minimum risk binary classification system.

Even so, we realize that we cannot expect to change the positions of the basis of any given intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x, such that x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2), in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) by simply rotating the coordinates axes of a Cartesian coordinate system.

So, how do we change the positions of the basis of any given intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^TΣ^{−1}_2 x, such that x ∼p (x; μ_1, Σ_1) and x ∼p (x; μ_2, Σ_2)—to which geometric loci of decision boundaries of minimum risk binary classification systems in (5.3) are referenced—such that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v associated with a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, where v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of Q and Q^{−1}, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space—of any given minimum risk binary classification system?

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

9.2 A Principal Eigen-coordinate Transform Algorithm

We have discovered that changing the positions of the basis of any given intrinsic coordinate system x^T Σ^{−1}_1 x − x^T Σ^{−1}_2 x in the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4)—is accomplished by a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm that executes a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform, wherein a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis

ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of correlated random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v associated with a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, such that v = v_1 + v_2 is the principal eigenvector of Q and Q^{−1}, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigencoordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space—of any given minimum risk binary classification system, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , such that the total allowed

eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) ex- hibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms v^T Qv and v^T Q^{−1}v.

We have determined that the algorithm finds the solution for a wellposed inequality constrained optimization problem, known as the primal problem, such that the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} is subject to certain constraints, by using Lagrange multipliers ψ_i ≥ 0 and a Lagrangian function, wherein the objective function of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 and its constraints are combined with each other.

Thereby, we have determined that the algorithm introduces a geometric locus of a Wolfe dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ = ψ_1 + ψ_2

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

that is symmetrically and equivalently related to the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2

inside a vector space that we have named the “Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace,” and finds extrema for the restriction of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 to the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace, such that the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} of the vector components of the novel principal eigenaxes ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 and ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are the fundamental unknown parameters associated with the algorithm.

We have also determined that the algorithm finds the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} by solving the Wolfe dual problem

max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ 2 , where Q is a joint covariance matrix of a collection of two categories ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), such that the Wolfe dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is subject to the constraints ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_i ≥ 0, wherein the inequalities ψ_i > 0 only hold for certain values of ψ_i, so that the Wolfe dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, and is also symmetrically and equivalently related to the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ.

In addition, we have determined that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} determines a likelihood value and a likely location—both of which are normalized relative to length—for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} , so that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} determines the magnitude ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖ and ‖ ‖ψ2_{i∗} kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖ of a correlated scaled extreme vector ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} and ψ2_{i∗} kx_{2i∗} that lies on the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, as well as a likelihood value and a likely location for the correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} .

Moreover, we have determined that the solution of the Wolfe dual problem is implemented by a Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional of a minimum risk binary classification system

max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2,

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_i ≥ 0, such that the objective of the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional is to find the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the geometric locus of the Wolfe dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q associated with the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, and is also symmetrically and equivalently related to the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

Thereby, the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 −ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 −ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , such that the total allowed

eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) ex- hibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

9.3 Minimization of a Vector-Valued Cost Function

We have discovered that the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional of a minimum risk binary classification system

max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2,

wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_i ≥ 0, uses a vector-valued cost function to find the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, such that the eigenenergy exhibited by both

9 A NOVEL EIGEN-COORDINATE TRANSFORM ALGORITHM

ψ_{max} and ρ is minimized in accordance with the eigenenergy condition

λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} = ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} ≡ ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} ,

at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} is equivalently related to the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ, so that the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max}, plus the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel eigenaxis ρ jointly reach their minimum values.

We have also discovered that the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional

max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2,

wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, is maximized by the largest eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q

Qψ_{max} = λ_1ψ_{max},

at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} reaches its minimum value, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are jointly minimized.

Thereby, we have discovered a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm—that minimizes a vector-valued cost function—so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the correlated expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by a minimum risk binary classification system are jointly minimized.

We have also discovered that the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm finds scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖

and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of a joint covariance ma-

trix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} is symmetrically and equivalently related to the geometric locus of the Wolfe dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of a minimum risk binary classification system, and is also symmetrically and equivalently related to the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the system, such that the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} determine critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c and ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lie on the sides ρ_1 and ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2,

so that eigenenergies ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} and ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖^2_{minc} related to likely locations of corresponding extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} determine costs for expected counter risks of making right decisions or costs for expected risks of making wrong decisions.

Accordingly, we have determined that the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm finds the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} and the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} that determine the geometrical and statistical structure of the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, at which point the random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 each reach their minimum value.

Correspondingly, we have determined that any given geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space—of a certain minimum risk binary classification system—such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric loci of the decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , such that the total allowed eigenenergy

‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrices Q and Q^{−1} of a pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, wherein the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

We are now in a position to define fundamental locus equations of binary classification.

10 Locus Equations of Binary Classification

In this section, we develop vector algebra locus equations of binary classification that express fundamental laws of binary classification—that discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems are subject to. We begin by defining the remaining terms in the equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4).

10.1 Locus of Average Risk

Let any given random vector that has the form 1 l (∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} )

= 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ,

wherein l reproducing kernels k_{xi∗} of extreme points x_{i∗} belong to class ω_1 and class ω_2, provide an equivalent representation of the random vector 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) , so that the locus of each random vector^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} and 2 ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) represents a locus of average risk within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system, such that the locus of average risk is located near the locus of the decision boundary of the system.

Thereby, we realize that an equivalent representation of the vector

2x^T ( Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) is represented by a vector that determines the position of a random vector k_s relative to a locus of average risk^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} (10.1) k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ,

such that the locus of average risk^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} is located on or near the locus of a linear decision boundary or is centrally located and bounded by quadratic loci of a quadratic decision boundary.

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

10.2 Expected Likelihood of Observing Extreme Vectors

An equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of (5.4) contains an equivalent representation of the statistical expression ( μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) + (ln (|Σ_2|) − ln (|Σ_1|)) ,

where the expression ( μ^T_1 Σ^{−1}_1 μ_1 − μ^T_2 Σ^{−1}_2 μ_2 ) represents the difference between expected likelihoods of observing normal random vectors that belong to two classes, and the expression ln (|Σ_2|) − ln (|Σ_1|) represents the difference between expected distributions of normal random vectors that belong to the two classes—which are related to expected likelihoods of observing the normal random vectors.

Since we are going to use a constrained optimization algorithm to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, we realize that the statistic^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i is a simple and effective way to represent the difference between expected likelihoods of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1} that belong to two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2)

(10.2) 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i,

where l is the number of extreme vectors k_{xi∗} that belong to the two classes ω_1 and ω_2, wherein y_i = +1 if an extreme vector k_{xi∗} belongs to class ω_1 and y_i = −1 if an extreme vector k_{xi∗} belongs to class ω_2.

10.3 Locus Equation of a Decision Boundary

We are now in a position to define a vector algebra locus equation that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to two categories of random vectors x ∈ R^d . Corollary 10.1 expresses an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation in (5.4) that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that the discriminant function of the system and the exclusive intrinsic eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system are both represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis.

Corollary 10.1 Let ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

be any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the discriminant function of the system is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

The geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = 0,

so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system is the solution of the locus equation, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function of the system and an exclusive principal eigencoordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, such that all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary exclusively reference the principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, where the statistic^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i : y_i = ±1 is an expected likelihood of observing l = l_1 + l_2 extreme vectors k_{xi∗} , and the vector difference of k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} determines the distance between the locus of a random vector s and a locus of average risk^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

Proof. We prove Corollary 10.1 by a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

Returning now to the conditions expressed by Corollary 3.9 and Axioms 5.4 - 5.5, along with the conditions expressed by Corollaries 3.8 - 3.10, recall that likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are spread throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system in such a manner that likely locations of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} determine right and wrong decisions made by the system. Properties of a minimum risk binary classification system to make right and wrong decisions are defined by the notions of counter and risk—which we originally defined in our working paper [69].

10.4 Counter Risks of Making Right Decisions

Definition 10.2 The probability of finding an extreme point x_{1i∗} inside the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system is

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

said to determine a region of counter risk—where counter risk is the property of the system to make right decisions—if and only if likely locations of the extreme point x_{1i∗} are inside the decision region Z_1 of the system, at which

point the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on the side ρ_1 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system contributes to both the counter risk R_{min} (Z_1|ρ_1) and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖Z_1|ρ_1‖^2_{minc} that is given by the integral

(10.3) R_{min} (Z_1|ρ_1) = ∫ Z_1

ρ_1dρ_1 ≡ ‖Z_1|ρ_1‖^2_{minc} ≡ P (Z_1|ρ_1) ,

over the decision region Z_1 of the system, where P (Z_1|ρ_1) is the conditional probability that extreme points x_{1i∗} are located inside the decision region Z_1, and ‖Z_1|ρ_1‖^2_{minc} is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on the side ρ_1 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Correspondingly, the probability of finding an extreme point x_{2i∗} inside the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system is said to determine a region of counter risk if and only if likely locations of the extreme point x_{2i∗} are inside the decision region Z_2 of the

system, at which point the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on the side ρ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system contributes to both the counter risk R_{min} (Z_2|ρ_2) and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖Z_2|ρ_2‖^2_{minc} that is given by the integral

(10.4) R_{min} (Z_2|ρ_2) = ∫ Z_2

ρ_2dρ_2 ≡ ‖Z_2|ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ≡ P (Z_2|ρ_2) ,

over the decision region Z_2 of the system, where P (Z_2|ρ_2) is the conditional probability that extreme points x_{2i∗} are located inside the decision region Z_2, and ‖Z_2|ρ_2‖^2_{minc} is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on the side ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

10.5 Risks of Making Wrong Decisions

Definition 10.3 The probability of finding an extreme point x_{1i∗} inside the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

is said to determine a region of risk—where risk is the property of the system to make wrong decisions—if and only if likely locations of the extreme point x_{1i∗} are inside the decision region Z_2 of the system, at which point

the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on the side ρ_1 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system contributes to both the risk R_{min} (Z_2|ρ_1) and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖Z_2|ρ_1‖^2_{minc} that is given by the integral

(10.5) R_{min} (Z_2|ρ_1) = ∫ Z_2

ρ_1dρ_1 ≡ ‖Z_2|ρ_1‖^2_{minc} ≡ P (Z_2|ρ_1) ,

over the decision region Z_2 of the system, where P (Z_2|ρ_1) is the conditional probability that extreme points x_{1i∗} are located inside the decision region Z_2, and ‖Z_2|ρ_1‖^2_{minc} is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on the side ρ_1 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Correspondingly, the probability of finding an extreme point x_{2i∗} inside the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system is said to determine a region of risk if and only if likely locations of the extreme point x_{2i∗} are inside the decision region Z_1 of the system, at

which point the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ ‖ ‖ψ2_{i∗} kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on the side ρ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system contributes to both the risk R_{min} (Z_1|ρ_2) and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖Z_1|ρ_2‖^2_{minc} that is given by the integral

(10.6) R_{min} (Z_1|ρ_2) = ∫ Z_1

ρ_2dρ_2 ≡ ‖Z_1|ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ≡ P (Z_1|ρ_2) ,

over the decision region Z_1 of the system, where P (Z_1|ρ_2) is the conditional probability that extreme points x_{2i∗} are located inside the decision region Z_1, and ‖Z_1|ρ_2‖^2_{minc} is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on the side ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

10.6 Vector Algebra Locus Equations of Decision Spaces

Given the conditions expressed by Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Theorem 8.3, we realize that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION ( k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) +^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 completely determines the

shape of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

Thereby, given the properties of any given minimum risk binary classification system to make right and wrong decisions—expressed by the notions of counter and risk in Definitions 10.2 and 10.3, along with Theorem 7.1, Corollary 7.2 and Theorem 8.3, we realize that any given geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the solution of each and every one of the vector algebra locus equations expressed by Corollary 10.4.

Corollary 10.4 Let ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

be any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the discriminant function of the system is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Also, let d (s) = 0 denote the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, let d (s) = +1 denote the geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_1 of the system, and let d (s) = −1 denote the geometric locus of decision border of the decision region Z_2 of the system, so that the geometric loci of the decision boundary d (s) = 0 and the symmetrically positioned decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1 partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system in a symmetrically balanced manner.

The geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = 0,

wherein the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system is the solution of the locus equation, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 provides dual representation of the discriminant function of the system and an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

of the system, at which point all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, and the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) +^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the shape of the de-

cision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 is completely determined by the exclusive intrinsic eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 in the following manner.

The geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_1 of the minimum risk binary classification system is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = +1,

wherein the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system is the solution of the locus equation, so that all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision border d (s) = +1 exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, at which point the shape of the decision region Z_1 of the minimum risk binary classification system is completely determined by the exclusive intrinsic eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, such that the shape of the decision region Z_1 is determined by the shapes of the geometric loci of the decision border d (s) = +1 and the decision boundary d (s) = 0 of the system.

The geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system is represented by the graph of a vector algebra locus equation that has the form ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = −1,

wherein the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system is the solution of the locus equation, so that all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision border d (s) = −1 exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, at which point the shape of the decision region Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system is completely determined by the exclusive intrinsic eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, such that the shape of the decision region Z_2 is determined by the shapes of the geometric loci of the decision border d (s) = −1 and the decision boundary d (s) = 0 of the system.

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Proof. Corollary 10.4 is substantiated by conditions expressed by Corollaries 3.8 - 3.10, Axioms 5.4 - 5.5, Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, and Theorem 8.3.

We prove Corollary 10.4 by a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

Returning now to the integral equation in (3.4) expressed by Corollary 3.8, along with the integral equation in (3.5) expressed by Corollary 3.10, we realize that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system—including the situation of completely overlapping distributions of random points—such that 100% of the training data are extreme points and the error rate of the system is 50%—which is the lowest possible error rate of the system.

Figure 7 illustrates how a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system minimizes the expected risk of the system within the decision space of the system—for completely overlapping distributions of random points x ∈ R^2 —such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system is the solution of each and every one of the vector algebra locus equations expressed by Corollary 10.4.

Thereby, the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the minimum risk binary classification system, so that the geometric loci of a hyperbolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders symmetrically partition the decision space of the system. The decision boundary is black, the decision borders are blue and red, and each extreme point is enclosed in a black circle.

10.7 Joint Minimization of Eigenenergy and Risk

Recall that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis provides dual representation of the discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigencoordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space—of any given minimum risk binary classification system.

Given the conditions expressed by Corollaries 3.8 and 3.10, along with the conditions expressed by Theorems 6.2 - 6.4, Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, we realize that any given geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis exhibits a critical minimum eigenenergy and a minimum expected

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Figure 7: The constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors finds discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems—for completely overlapping distributions of random points—such that 100% of the training data are extreme points, and the error rate of any given system is 50%— which is the lowest possible error rate of the system.

risk in the manner that is expressed by Corollary 10.5.

Corollary 10.5 Let ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 be the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of any given minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the discriminant function

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i of the system is represented by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

The geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 exhibits a total allowed eigenenergy and an expected risk in such a manner that the

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

dual locus ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the discriminant function of the minimum risk binary classification system is in statistical equilibrium at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is an eigenaxis of symmetry that satisfies the law of cosines in the symmetrically balanced manner 1 2 ‖ρ‖^2_{min} = ‖ρ_1‖^2_{min} − ‖ρ_1‖ ‖ρ_2‖ cos θ_{ρ1ρ2}

(10.7)

= ‖ρ_2‖^2_{min} − ‖ρ_2‖ ‖ρ_1‖ cos θ_{ρ2ρ1} ,

so that the dual locus ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the discriminant function satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy and a minimum expected risk, such that critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) determine conditional probabilities that the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} will be observed within localized areas of counter risk and risk throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, such that the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) that belong to the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

Proof. We prove Corollary 10.5 by a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

Returning again to the integral equations expressed by Corollaries 3.8 and 3.10, it follows that the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a pair of fundamental integral equations of binary classification.

10.8 Integral Equations of Binary Classification

Corollary 10.6 expresses the requirement that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is the solution of an integral equation—corresponding to the integral equation in (3.4), over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are regulated by the equilibrium requirement on the dual locus of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system expressed by Corollary 10.5, at which point counter risks and risks exhibited by the system are symmetrically balanced with each other throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system.

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Corollary 10.6 Take the discriminant function

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i of any given minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the discriminant function of the system is represented by the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Given the integral equation in (3.4) expressed by Corollary 3.8 and the conditions expressed by (10.7) in Corollary 10.5, it follows that the discriminant function is the solution of the integral equation

f_1 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

ρ_1dρ_1 + ∫ Z_2

ρ_1dρ_1 + C_1

(10.8) = ∫ Z_1

ρ_2dρ_2 + ∫ Z_2

ρ_2dρ_2 + C_2,

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, where C_1 and C_2 are certain integration constants, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly regulated by the equilibrium requirement on the dual locus ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system

d (s) : ‖ρ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖ρ_1‖ ‖ρ_2‖ cos θ_{ρ1ρ2} = ‖ρ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖ρ_2‖ ‖ρ_1‖ cos θ_{ρ2ρ1} = 1 2 ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

at which point the dual locus ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the discriminant function satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} ) in such a manner that regions of counter risks of the system are symmetrically balanced with regions of risks of the system.

10 LOCUS EQUATIONS OF BINARY CLASSIFICATION

Thereby, critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on side ρ_1 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 −ρ_2—that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{1i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, are

symmetrically balanced with critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2—that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{2i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

Proof. We prove Corollary 10.6 by a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

Corollary 10.7 expresses the requirement that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system minimize an integral equation over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system in such a manner that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium, at which point regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_1 of the system—are symmetrically balanced with regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_2 of the system. Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

The integral equation expressed by Corollary 10.7 is derived from the integral equation in (10.8) expressed by Corollary 10.6.

Corollary 10.7 Take the discriminant function

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i of any given minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the discriminant function of the system is represented by the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Given the integral equation in (3.5) expressed by Corollary 3.10 and the integral equation in (10.8) expressed by Corollary 10.6, it follows that the discriminant function minimizes the integral equation

f_2 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

ρ_1dρ_1 − ∫ Z_1

ρ_2dρ_2 + C_1

(10.9) = ∫ Z_2

ρ_2dρ_2 − ∫ Z_2

ρ_1dρ_1 + C_2,

over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, where C_1 and C_2 are certain integration constants, so that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium such that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system in such a manner that critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c and ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c ex- hibited by corresponding principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lie on side ρ_1 and side ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1−ρ_2 are minimized throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, at which point regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_1 of the system—are symmetrically balanced with regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_2 of the system.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error for any given random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

Proof. We prove Corollary 10.7 by a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

We are now in a position to express the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors—according to the theoretical model that we have developed. Theorem 11.1 is an existence theorem that expresses fundamental laws of binary classification—that discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems are subject to—in terms of a general locus formula.

11 The Direct Problem

Theorem 11.1 Let

(11.1) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

be any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , where y_i = ±1 and ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, satisfying the following geometrical and statistical criteria:

1. The discriminant function

(11.2) d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} (11.3)

= ρ_1 − ρ_2

structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , so that a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, and also represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, such that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} determines a scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that represents a principal eigenaxis component that determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), along with a likelihood component that determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , where the reproducing kernel for each extreme point k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} has the preferred form of either k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 or k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , wherein 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1;

11 THE DIRECT PROBLEM

2. The geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is the solution of the vector algebra locus equation

(11.4) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = 0

that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, where the expression^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} represents a locus of average risk in the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, and the statistic^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i : y_i = ±1 represents an expected likelihood of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2, so that all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2, as well as the vector algebra locus equations

(11.5) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = +1 and (11.6) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i = −1

that represent the geometric loci of the decision borders of the corresponding decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, so that all of the points s that lie on the geometric loci of the decision borders exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2.

Thereby, the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

at which point the shape of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 is completely determined by the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2;

3. The discriminant function is the solution of the integral equation

f_1 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

ρ_1dρ_1 + ∫ Z_2

ρ_1dρ_1 + C_1

(11.7) = ∫ Z_1

ρ_2dρ_2 + ∫ Z_2

ρ_2dρ_2 + C_2,

11 THE DIRECT PROBLEM

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system (

k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

where C_1 and C_2 are certain integration constants, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) ex- hibited by the system are jointly regulated by the equilibrium requirement on the dual locus ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system

d (s) : ‖ρ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖ρ_1‖ ‖ρ_2‖ cos θ_{ρ1ρ2}

= ‖ρ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖ρ_2‖ ‖ρ_1‖ cos θ_{ρ2ρ1} = 1 2 ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

at which point the dual locus ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the discriminant function satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} ) in such a manner that regions of counter risks of the system are symmetrically balanced with regions of risks of the system, so that critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on side ρ_1 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2— that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{1i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, are symmetrically balanced with critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ2_{i∗} kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2—that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{2i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system;

4. The discriminant function minimizes the integral equation

f_2 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

ρ_1dρ_1 − ∫ Z_1

ρ_2dρ_2 + C_1

(11.8) = ∫ Z_2

ρ_2dρ_2 − ∫ Z_2

ρ_1dρ_1 + C_2,

over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) +^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, where C_1 and C_2 are

certain integration constants, so that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium such that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} and the

11 THE DIRECT PROBLEM

expected risk R_{min} ( ‖ρ_1 − ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c and ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by corresponding principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side ρ_1 and side ρ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are minimized throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, so that regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_1 of the system—are symmetrically balanced with regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_2 of the system.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error for any given random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2);

5. The geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 satisfies the law of cosines in the symmetrically balanced manner 1 2 ‖ρ‖^2_{minc} = ‖ρ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖ρ_1‖ ‖ρ_2‖ cos θ_{ρ1ρ2}

(11.9)

= ‖ρ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖ρ_2‖ ‖ρ_1‖ cos θ_{ρ2ρ1} ,

where θ is the angle between ρ_1 and ρ_2, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, such that the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} that belong to the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_1‖^2_{minc} exhibited by side ρ_1 is symmetrically balanced with the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ρ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by side ρ_2 ‖ρ_1‖^2_{minc} = ‖ρ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

the length of side ρ_1 equals the length of side ρ_2

‖ρ_1‖ = ‖ρ_2‖ ,

11 THE DIRECT PROBLEM

and counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

are symmetrically balanced with each other about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 ‖ρ_1‖ (∑_{l1} i=1 comp−→_{ρ1} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ) − ∑_{l2} i=1 comp−→_{ρ1} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ))

= ‖ρ_2‖ (∑_{l2} i=1 comp−→_{ρ2} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ) − ∑_{l1} i=1 comp−→_{ρ2} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} )) , whereon the statistical fulcrum of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is located.

Thereby, counteracting and opposing components of critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points from class ω_1 and class ω_2 that determine regions of counter risks and risks of the system— along the dual locus of side ρ_1—are symmetrically balanced with counteracting and opposing components of critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points from class ω_2 and class ω_1 that determine regions of counter risks and risks of the system—along the dual locus of side ρ_2;

6. The center of total allowed eigenenergy and expected risk of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

is located at the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 of the system, whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located;

Then the minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system is an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that the dual locus of the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, such that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with

11 THE DIRECT PROBLEM

each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

The general locus formula that resolves the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors—that is expressed by Theorem 11.1—is readily generalized to minimum risk multiclass classification systems.

11.1 Minimum Risk Multiclass Classification Systems

Corollary 11.2 generalizes the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed by Theorem 11.1 to minimum risk multiclass classification systems.

Corollary 11.2 Any given minimum risk multiclass classification system that is subject to M sources of random vectors x ∈ R^d is determined by M ensembles of M − 1 minimum risk binary classification systems, such that each ensemble is determined by an architecture wherein one class is compared with all of the other M − 1 classes, so that every one of the M − 1 minimum risk binary classification systems in each and every one of the M ensembles satisfies the geometrical and statistical criteria expressed by Theorem 11.1.

Thereby, the minimum risk multiclass classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

Proof. Corollary 11.2 is proved by Theorem 11.1 and the superposition principle [39]—since any given minimum risk multiclass classification system is based on a “one versus all” architecture.

11.2 Fundamental Laws of Binary Classification

Theorem 11.1 expresses fundamental laws of binary classification that discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems are subject to. These laws are summarized below.

11.2.1 The Law of Total Allowed Eigenenergy

We have named the locus formula in (11.7) “the law of total allowed energy for minimum risk binary classification systems.” The law of total allowed energy demonstrates that the total allowed energy and the expected risk exhibited by any given minimum risk binary classification system are jointly regulated by an equilibrium requirement—on the dual locus of the discriminant function of the system at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system—at which point the dual locus of the discriminant function is an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, so that the dual locus of the discriminant function satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy and a minimum expected risk.

11.2.2 The Law of Statistical Equilibrium

We have named the locus formula in (11.8) “the law of statistical equilibrium for minimum risk binary classification systems.” The law of statistical equilibrium demonstrates that any given minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, such that critical minimum eigenenergies are minimized throughout the decision space of the system, so that regions of counter risks and risks of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system—so that the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

11.2.3 The Law of Symmetry

We have named the locus formula in (11.9) “the law of symmetry for minimum risk binary classification systems.” The law of symmetry demonstrates that the cost of finding any given minimum risk binary classification system under uncertainty is the critical minimum eigenenergy that is necessary for the system to achieve a state of statistical equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

In the next part of our treatise, we will prove the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed by Theorem 11.1 by means of a constructive proof that demonstrates how a certain constrained optimization algorithm executes each and every one of the fundamental laws.

We now turn our attention to the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

12 Finding a Novel Principal Eigenaxis

In this part of our treatise, we use a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm and a collection of labeled feature vectors to produce an example of a minimum risk binary classification system that satisfies the geometrical and statistical criteria expressed by Theorem 11.1. We define a class of discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems—by an objective function of an inequality constrained optimization problem—so that a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis, such that the constrained objective function of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis is subject to the geometrical and statistical criteria expressed by Theorem 11.1.

12.1 Objective Function of a Novel Principal Eigenaxis

Take any given collection of labeled feature vectors

(x_1,y_1) , . . . , (x_N ,y_N ) ∈ R^d × Y, Y = {±1} ,

where N feature vectors x ∈ R^d are generated by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) that determine either overlapping distributions, such that

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i ≠ ∅ and

⋂_2 i=1 xω_i ≠ ∅, or non-overlapping distributions, such that

⋂_2

i=1 ω_i = ∅ and

⋂_2

i=1 xω_i = 0, of d-dimensional numerical features x ∈ R^d .

We produce an example of a minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (ρ_1 − ρ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

that satisfies the geometrical and statistical criteria expressed by Theorem 11.1, so that the discriminant function of the system is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = ρ_1 − ρ_2

that satisfies the conditions of Theorem 11.1, by using the collection of labeled feature vectors and a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm to determine the solution for the inequality constrained optimization problem— known as the primal problem

min Ψ (κ) = ‖κ‖^2 /2 + C/2 ∑_N i=1 ξ^2_i ,

(12.1)

s.t. y_i (k_{xi} κ + κ_0) ≥ 1 − ξ_i, i = 1, ..., N,

where κ ≜ κ_1−κ_2 is a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis, k_{xi} is a reproducing kernel for the feature vector x_i, where the reproducing kernel k_x (s) is either a Gaussian reproducing kernel k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) : 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1, or a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 , ‖κ‖^2 is the eigenenergy exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ, κ_0 is a functional of κ, C and ξ_i are regularization parameters for a joint covariance matrix, and y_i are class membership statistics, where y_i = +1 if x_i ∈ ω_1, and y_i = −1 if x_i ∈ ω_2.

12.2 Objective of the Constrained Optimization Algorithm

The objective of the constrained optimization algorithm that solves the primal optimization problem in (12.1) is to find the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ that minimizes the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the minimum risk binary

classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2

of the system—at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ is subject to a critical minimum eigenenergy constraint

γ (κ) = ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ,

so that the system of N inequalities

y_i (k_{xi} κ + κ_0) ≥ 1 − ξ_i, i = 1, ..., N

is satisfied in the most suitable manner.

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

12.3 The Primal Eigenenergy Functional The solution for the primal optimization problem in (12.1) is found by using Lagrange multipliers ψ_i ≥ 0 and the primal eigenenergy functional

Ξ_κ (κ,κ_0, ψ_i) = ‖κ‖^2 /2 + C/2 ∑_N i=1 ξ^2_i

(12.2) − ∑_N i=1 ψ_i {y_i (k_{xi} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i}

of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the objective function and its constraints in (12.1) are combined with each other, at which point the primal eigenenergy functional in (12.2) is minimized with respect to the primal variables κ and κ_0 and is maximized with respect to the dual variables ψ_i.

12.4 The Wolfe-dual Principal Eigenspace The constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem— of the binary classification of random vectors—introduces a dual eigenenergy functional of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 inside a vector space that we have named the “Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace,” so that the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, and finds extrema for the restriction of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ to the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace.

We determine the dual eigenenergy functional and the extrema by evaluating the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (KKT) conditions on the primal eigenenergy functional in (12.2).

12.5 The Karush-Kuhn-Tucker Conditions We use the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker theorem [80] and the KKT conditions [17, 73] on the primal eigenenergy functional in (12.2) to determine geometrical and statistical conditions that the constrained objective function of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ is subject to—at which point the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 satisfies the geometrical and statistical criteria expressed by Theorem 11.1.

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

Accordingly, we use the KKT conditions

(12.3) κ − ∑_N i=1 ψ_iy_ik_{xi} = 0, i = 1, ...N,

(12.4) ∑_N i=1 ψ_iy_i = 0, i = 1, ..., N,

(12.5) C ∑_N i=1 ξ_i − ∑_N i=1 ψ_i = 0,

(12.6) ψ_i ≥ 0, i = 1, ..., N,

(12.7) ψ_i [y_i (k_{xi} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i] ≥ 0, i = 1, ..., N,

and the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker theorem to demonstrate that the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ and the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ jointly satisfy an equivalent system of the fundamental locus equations of binary classification—expressed by Theorem 11.1.

Correspondingly, we demonstrate that the KKT conditions in (12.3) - (12.7) ensure that the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 is the solution of an equivalent system of the fundamental locus equations of binary classification expressed by Theorem 11.1, so that the discriminant function satisfies the fundamental statistical laws—expressed by Theorem 11.1—that the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is subject to.

12.6 The Fundamental Unknowns

The fundamental unknowns associated with the primal optimization problem in (12.1) are the scale factors ψ_i for N scaled unit feature vectors^{kxi}‖_{kxi} ‖ : { ψ_i^{kxi}‖_{kxi} ‖ }_N i=1 that determine the structure of the geometric locus of the

Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ, so that the magnitude of each Wolfedual principal eigenaxis component ψ_i^{kxi}‖_{kxi} ‖ that lies on ψ has a certain positive value ψ_i > 0, and the direction of the principal eigenaxis component is the direction of the feature vector k_{xi} .

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

It will be seen that the value of each active scale factor ψ_i > 0 determines a likelihood value and a likely location—both of which are normalized relative to length—for a correlated extreme point that is located within either an overlapping region or near a tail region of distributions of the N feature vectors x in the collection of training data (x_1,y_1) , . . . , (x_N ,y_N ) ∈ R^d × Y, Y = {±1}. It will also be seen that the value of each active scale factor ψ_i > 0 determines the magnitude of a scaled extreme vector that lies on the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ —as well as a likelihood value and a likely location for the extreme vector.

Since the primal optimization problem in (12.1) is a convex optimization problem, it follows that the inequalities in (12.6) and (12.7) must only hold for certain values of the primal variables κ and κ_0 and the Wolfe-dual variables ψ_i [80]. We demonstrate that the KKT conditions in (12.3) - (12.7) restrict the magnitudes and the eigenenergies exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components on both ψ and κ in such a manner that the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 satisfies a state

of statistical equilibrium—so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖Z|κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( Z| ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

12.7 The Wolfe-dual Eigenenergy Functional

Substituting the expressions for κ and ψ_i in (12.3) and (12.4) into the primal eigenenergy functional in (12.2) and simplifying the resulting expression determines the dual eigenenergy functional of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, also known as the Wolfe dual problem

(12.8) max Ξ_{ψi} (ψ_i) = ∑_N i=1 ψ_i − ∑_N i,j=1 ψ iψ_j y_iy_j k_{xi} k_{xj} + δ_{ij} /C 2 , where δ_{ij} is the Kronecker δ defined as unity for i = j and 0 otherwise, at which point the scale factors ψ_i for the N scaled unit feature vectors { ψ_i^{kxi}‖_{kxi} ‖ }_N i=1 that determine the structure of the geometric locus of the

Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ are subject to the constraints ψ_i ≥ 0 and ∑_N i=1 y_iψ_i = 0, where y_i = {±1}.

The dual eigenenergy functional in (12.8) can be written in vector notation by letting Q ≜ ϵI + ~X ~X^T , where ϵ ≪ 1, ~X ≜ D_yX, D_y is an N × N

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

diagonal matrix of class membership statistics y_i, and the N × d matrix ~X is a matrix of N labeled reproducing kernels for N feature vectors x ∈ R^d

~X = (y_1k_{x1} , y_2k_{x2} , . . . , y_N k_{xN} )^T .

Call the dual eigenenergy functional in (12.8) “the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional of a minimum risk binary classification system.” Accordingly, the matrix version of the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is written as

(12.9) max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ 2 , at which point the structure and behavior and properties of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ, such that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is subject to the constraints ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_i ≥ 0, where y_i ∈ Y = {±1}, such that the inequalities ψ_i > 0 only hold for certain values of ψ_i.

12.8 Estimate of a Joint Covariance Matrix

The symmetric matrix Q ≜ ϵI + ~X ~X^T of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional of (12.9) provides an estimate of a joint covariance matrix, such that each element y_i ‖k_{xi} ‖ y_j ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the matrix Q provides an estimate of joint variabilities between coordinates { ‖k_{xi} ‖ cos α_{eikxi} }_d i=1 and {‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos α_{eikxj} }_d i=1 of certain feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} , so that each element y_iy_j ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the joint covariance matrix Q where y_iy_j = −1 describes differences between joint variabilities of feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} that belong to different pattern classes, at which point each element ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the joint covariance matrix Q is correlated with the distance ‖ ‖k_{xi} − k_{xj} ‖ ‖ between the loci of certain feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} .

Recall that Theorem 7.1 is an existence theorem that guarantees the existence of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a correlated quadratic form— such that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the solution of an equivalent form of the vector algebra locus equation of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface—at which point the principal

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy.

Moreover, the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 reveals that the shape and the fundamental property exhibited by the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface are both determined by the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system, such that the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix of the correlated quadratic form modulate the eigenenergies exhibited by the components of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—which is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface, so that the principal eigenaxis satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy; and the uniform property exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface is the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface.

The objective of the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional in (12.9) is led by the guarantees provided by Theorem 7.1.

12.9 Objective of the Wolfe-dual Eigenenergy Functional

We realize that the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional in (12.9) constitutes a convex programming problem, so that ψ and κ are both subject to certain geometrical and statistical conditions—expressed by the Karush- Kuhn-Tucker conditions in (12.3) - (12.7)—inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ. Moreover, the strong duality theorem [24, 47, 48, 54] provides us with a guarantee that the structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ.

Accordingly, let ψ_{i∗} > 0 be an active scale factor associated with the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional

max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ 2 , at which point the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is subject to the constraints ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, and let k_{xi∗} be an extreme vector that is used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ.

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

Also, let the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ be symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the geometrical and statistical structure and the statistical behavior and properties exhibited by both ψ and ψ_{max} are determined by the values of the active scale factors ψ_{i∗} > 0 for normalized extreme vectors k_{xi∗} ‖kx_{i∗} ‖ . Finally, let the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ and the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ be subject to the Karush-Kuhn-Tucker conditions in (12.3) - (12.7)—inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ, so that the structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the Wolfedual novel principal eigenaxis ψ are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ.

Using the above notation and assumptions, along with the guarantees provided by the strong duality theorem and the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3, it follows that the objective of the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional is to find the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, where the joint covariance matrix Q is associated with the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ −^{ψT Qψ}_2 of (12.9), wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, and y_i ∈ Y = {±1}, so that the structure and behavior and properties of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of Q and Q^{−1} are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) , such that the uniform properties exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary are the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the minimum

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ.

It will be seen that the machine learning algorithm being examined transforms the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—that is subject to the constraints ψ^T y = 0 and

ψ_{i∗} > 0—into a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of the system in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) , such that the total allowed

eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both regulated by the total value of the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗}—for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖

and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance

matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, at which point values of the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} are functions of covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —in a given collection of extreme vectors—relative to the covariance and distribution information represented by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i.

We use the KKT condition in (12.7) and the theorem of Karush, Kuhn, and Tucker to demonstrate that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+

κ_0 = 0 of the system in terms of its critical eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and its minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) , such that the total allowed eigenenergy

‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) are regulated by the total

value of the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ^{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

Correspondingly, we demonstrate that the elements ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} and the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ −^{ψT Qψ}_2 of (12.9), wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, along with the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ^{max} of Q and Q^{−1}

ψ_{max} = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ are statistically interconnected with the components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc}

and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) in the following manner

‖κ‖^2_{minc} = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} (1 − ξ_i) + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} (1 − ξ_i)

= ψ_{max} − (∑_{l1} i=1 ξ_iψ_{1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 ξ_iψ_{2i∗} ) , at which point the total value of the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max}

of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ regulates the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ, wherein the regularization parameters ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1 determine negligible constraints.

12 FINDING A NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXIS

12.10 A Vector-valued Cost Function

We demonstrate that the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional uses a vectorvalued cost function to find the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in (12.9), so that the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional

max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2,

wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, is maximized by the largest eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q

Qψ_{max} = λ_1ψ_{max},

at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max}, plus the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly reach their minimum values.

12.11 A Note on Scalar-valued Cost Functions

Bayes’ decision rule and support vector learning machines both use scalarvalued cost functions to find decision functions or indicator functions of binary classification systems.

By the analysis presented in this treatise, it will be seen that any given statistical method or machine learning algorithm that employs scalar-valued cost functions—for the fundamental problem of finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems—grossly oversimplifies the complexity of the problem.

We now devise vector expressions for the primal and the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis.

12.12 The Primal Novel Principal Eigenaxis

By the KKT conditions in (12.3) and (12.6), it follows that the geometrical and statistical structure of the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ is determined by the vector expression

(12.10) κ = ∑_N i=1 y_iψ_ik_{xi} ,

where ψ_i ≥ 0, wherein ψ_i > 0 by the KKT condition of complementary slackness. Reproducing kernels k_{xi} for feature vectors x_i that are correlated with scaled unit reproducing kernels for feature vectors ψ_i^{kxi}‖_{kxi} ‖ that have non-zero magnitudes ψ_i > 0 are called extreme vectors.

Let the scaled extreme vectors that belong to class ω_1 and class ω_2 be denoted by ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} respectively, so that ψ_{1i∗} is the scale factor for the extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} is the scale factor for the extreme vector

k_{x2i∗} . Let there be l_1 scaled extreme vectors { ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 that belong to

class ω_1 and l_2 scaled extreme vectors { ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 that belong to class ω_2.

Using (12.10), class membership statistics and the assumptions outlined above, it follows that the structure of the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ is determined by the vector difference of a pair of directed line segment estimates κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} (12.11)

= κ_1−κ_2,

at which point the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ is a locus of principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , where κ_1 and κ_2 denote the sides of κ, such that the side κ_1 is determined by the vector expression κ_1 = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} , the side κ_2 is determined by the vector expression κ_2 = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , and the geometric locus of the primal novel eigenaxis κ is determined by the vector difference of side κ_1 and side κ_2.

12.13 The Wolfe-dual Novel Principal Eigenaxis

Given the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ −^{ψT Qψ}_2 in (12.9), wherein ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, and the guarantee provided by the strong duality theorem [24, 47, 48, 54], it follows that the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ are symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ, so that the geometrical and statistical structure of the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is determined by the vector sum of a pair of directed line segment estimates ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ (12.12)

= ψ_1 + ψ_2,

at which point the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is a locus of principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ , where ψ_1 and ψ_2 denote the sides of ψ, such that the side ψ_1 is determined by the vector expression ψ_1 = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖, the side ψ_2 is determined by the

vector expression ψ_2 = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖, and the geometric locus of ψ is determined by the vector sum of side ψ_1 and side ψ_2.

We now turn our attention to the eigenstructure content of the joint covariance matrix Q—of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ—in the Wolfedual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 in (12.9).

13 Eigenstructure Content of Data Matrices

The machine learning algorithm being investigated is also solving a system identification problem, such that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a minimum risk binary classification system are determined by transforming a collection of training data into a data-driven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system.

Indeed, we will demonstrate that the machine learning algorithm being investigated statistically pre-wires the important generalizations for a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 within the geometric

locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system.

We now demonstrate that any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 based on eigenstructure deficiencies is ill-posed—such

that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system is not characteristic of the system (is not unique) and is unstable—at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is maximized.

Recall that solving a system identification problem involves solving an inverse problem, such that a collection of training data are used to infer the values of the parameters characterizing a given system. Thus, the machine learning algorithm being investigated is also solving a well-posed inverse

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

problem—so that solutions obtained by the algorithm are both unique and stable.

Given the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, we know that the essential information content of any given training data set—that is used to find a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ—is contained within the eigenstructures of the data set, such that all of the individual pattern vectors ‘add up’ to a complete and sufficient eigenstructure.

We also recognize that Bellman’s “curse of dimensionality” is concerned with the fundamental problem of parameter estimates that are based on insufficient eigenstructures [3]. We show that solutions obtained by the machine learning algorithm being examined—which are based on eigenstructure deficiencies—are generally ill-posed and ill-conditioned, and must be constrained in some manner.

13.1 Insufficient Learning Capacity

A training set of N pattern vectors with dimension d has at most d nonzero eigenvalues, given that N > d. Accordingly, the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace that is associated with the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 in (12.9) is spanned by d or fewer eigenfunctions [67, 65]. Thus, the machine learning algorithm being examined has insufficient “learning capacity” whenever N > d.

Eigenstructures are an inherent part of machine learning algorithms. Moreover, machine learning solutions with eigenstructure deficiencies are generally ill-posed and ill-conditioned, and must be constrained in some manner [23, 29, 30, 31, 42, 43, 86].

13.2 Complete Eigenstructures

In order for the machine learning algorithm being examined to find discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, it is vital that all of the N feature vectors in any given collection of training data

(x_1,y_1) , . . . , (x_N ,y_N ) ∈ R^d × Y, Y = {±1}

boil down to a complete eigenstructure of the joint covariance matrix Q—of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ—in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 in (12.9).

To see this, consider the Cayley–Hamilton theorem [39, 52], which states that the roots p (λ) = 0 of the characteristic polynomial p (λ) of the joint

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

covariance matrix Q

det ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kx1} − λ_1 · · · − ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kxN} . . .. . . . − ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kx1} · · · ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kxN} − λ_N = 0

are the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of Q.

Since the roots p (λ) = 0 of the characteristic polynomial p (λ) of the joint covariance matrix Q vary continuously with its coefficients [52], it follows that the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q vary continuously with the elements ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of Q.

Thereby, the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ account for joint variabilities between coordinates { ‖k_{xi} ‖ cos α_{eikxi} }_d i=1 and {‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ cos α_{eikxj} }_d i=1 of feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} used to construct Q, such that each element y_i ‖k_{xi} ‖ y_j ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the joint covariance matrix Q is correlated

with the distance ‖ ‖k_{xi} − k_{xj} ‖ ‖ between the loci of certain feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} .

We will demonstrate that it is crucial that all of the individual feature vectors ‘add up’ to a complete eigenstructure of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that all of the individual feature vectors ‘speak for themselves’ in such a manner that joint variabilities between all of the feature vectors are ‘accounted for.’

It will be seen that the machine learning algorithm being examined uses the condensed eigenstructures of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ to locate a point of equilibrium κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ,

at which point all of the critical minimums eigenenergies ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} and ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by a minimum risk binary classification sys-

tem k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that

opposing and counteracting forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

Thereby, it will be seen that any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the

total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

13.3 Why Complete Eigenstructures Are Essential

Let the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ be symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 in (12.9), so that the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ is symmetrically and equivalently related to the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ in such a manner that the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

By Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, we know that an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ is based on complete eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, at which point the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ both have full rank.

We will demonstrate that finding an equivalent representation of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ requires finding the values of the active scale factors ψ_{i∗} > 0—which requires finding the inverse Q^{−1} of the joint covariance matrix Q—which is an ill-posed inverse problem if Q has low rank [23, 29, 30, 31, 42, 43, 86].

We have previously demonstrated that the values of the active scale factors ψ_{i∗} > 0 and the resulting locations of the principal eigenaxis components on ψ and κ are considerably affected by the rank and the eigenstructure of the joint covariance matrix Q [69]. For example, a low rank joint covariance matrix Q determines a binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 that ex-

hibits poor generalization behavior, so that the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system is partitioned in an unbalanced manner, at which point all of the training data are extreme points.

Thereby, the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is not characteristic of the sys-

tem (is not unique) and is unstable—such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ is maximized.

Any given joint covariance matrix Q has low rank whenever d < N for a collection of N feature vectors of dimension d. We have resolved these eigenstructure deficiencies by the regularization method that is described below.

13.4 A Regularization Method for Complete Eigenstructures

The regularized structure of the joint covariance matrix Q in (12.9), wherein Q ≜ ϵI+ ~X ~X^T and ϵ ≪ 1, ensures that Q has full rank and a complete eigenvector set ψ = ∑_N i=1ψ_iv_i that spans the parameter space of the unknown scale factors ψ_i, so that Q has a complete eigenstructure. The regularization constant C in (12.1) is related to the regularization parameter ϵ in (12.1) by^1_C .

These findings have been published in [65] and [67], where the joint covariance matrix in (12.9) is a Gram matrix, and are readily extended to Kernel Gram matrices. Simulation studies published in [65] and [67] demonstrate that the decision space of a binary classification system is partitioned in an unbalanced manner if a Gram matrix has low rank, where the decision boundary is a linear decision boundary.

Thus, it follows that any given geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis that is based on an incomplete eigenstructure—of a joint covariance matrix—is not characteristic of a minimum risk binary classification system (is not unique) and is unstable, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, at which point the the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis is maximized.

13.5 Values of Regularization Parameters

Given N feature vectors of dimension d, where d < N, all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives are set equal to a very small value ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1, e.g. ξ_i = ξ = 0.02, wherein C =^1_ξ .

Otherwise, given N feature vectors of dimension d, where N < d, all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives are

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

set equal to the value of zero ξ_i = ξ = 0, wherein C = ∞.

13.6 Ill-posed Binary Classification Systems

Given conditions expressed by Theorem 7.1, Corollaries 7.2 - 7.3 and Theorem 11.1, we realize that the shape of the decision space of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is completely de-

termined by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system, such that the novel principal eigenaxis κ is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ—that is based on the eigenstructures of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ—so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, at which point the eigenenergy exhibited by the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of Q and Q^{−1}, along with the eigenenergy exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ, are jointly minimized.

Indeed, we now demonstrate that an insufficient eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q of a random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ—in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional in (12.9)—of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 determines an irregularly shaped decision space

of the binary classification system, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system.

Thereby, we demonstrate that any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 based on eigenstructure deficiencies is ill-posed—so

that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ of the system is not unique and is unstable—such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is maximized.

By way of demonstration, we now present regularization examples for full rank and low rank Gram matrices, as well as full rank and low rank Polynomial Kernel Gram matrices—that illustrate the generalization performance of the machine learning algorithm being examined—for two binary classification systems.

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

13.7 Regularization Example One

Consider the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 for

two classes of random vectors that have similar covariance matrices, such that the covariance matrices for class ω_1 and class ω_2 are both given by

Σ_1 = Σ_2 = [ 0.95 0.45 0.45 0.35 ] , the mean vector for class ω_1 is given by M_1 = ( 3, 0.25 )_T and the mean vector for class ω_2 is given by M_2 = ( 3, −0.25 )_T , wherein the probability density functions of the two classes of random vectors determine overlapping distributions of the random vectors.

We now consider the generalization performance of the machine learning algorithm being examined—for the binary classification system outlined above—for full rank and low rank Gram matrices, as well as full rank and low rank Polynomial Kernel Gram matrices.

A Full Rank Gram Matrix Since the covariance matrices are similar, we can use a linear kernel in the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of binary classification, such that the N × d matrix ~X in (12.8) is a matrix of N labeled feature vectors ~X = ( y_1x_1, y_2x_2, . . . , y_N x_N )_T . Now suppose that we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0.02, wherein C = 50.

Figure 8 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy

‖τ_1 − τ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis τ is minimized, so that τ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a linear decision boundary d (x) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned linear decision borders d (x) = +1 and d (x) = −1 that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

Z_2, where 80% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The linear decision boundary d (x) = 0 is black, the linear decision border d (x) = +1 is red, the linear decision border d (x) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. The error rate of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 24%.

Figure 8: Given a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2 that is based on complete eigenstructures of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in a symmetrically balanced manner, at which

point all of the training data add up to sufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that 80% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

A Low Rank Gram Matrix Next, suppose that we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0, wherein C = inf.

Figure 9 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2 does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the binary classification system

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖τ_1 − τ_2‖^2

exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis τ is maximized, so that τ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in an

irregular manner, such that the geometric locus of the linear decision border d (x) = −1 irregularly partitions a collection of feature vectors, where 100% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The linear decision border d (x) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. The error rate of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 34%.

Figure 9: Given an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 −τ_2 that is based on an incomplete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in an irregular and unbalanced manner, at

which point all of the training data boil down to insufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that 100% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

A Full Rank Polynomial Kernel Gram Matrix In this example, we use a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 , and we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0.02, wherein C = 50.

Figure 10 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc}

exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ is minimized, so that κ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a nearly-linear decision boundary d (s) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned nearly-linear decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1 that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and

Z_2, where 78% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The nearly-linear decision boundary d (s) = 0 is black, the nearly-linear decision border d (s) = +1 is red, the nearly-linear decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. The error rate of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 24%.

A Low Rank Polynomial Kernel Gram Matrix Finally, we use a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 , and we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0, wherein C = inf.

Figure 11 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, such that the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2

exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ is maximized, so that κ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in an irreg-

ular manner, such that the geometric locus of a hyperbolic decision border d (x) = −1 partitions a collection of feature vectors in an unbalanced man-

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

Figure 10: Given a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 that is based on a complete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in a symmetrically balanced manner, at

ehich point all of the training data add up to sufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that only 78% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

ner, where 100% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The hyperbolic decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. The error rate of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 36%.

13.8 Regularization Example Two

Consider the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 for

two classes of random vectors that have similar covariance matrices, such that the covariance matrices for class ω_1 and class ω_2 are both given by

Σ_1 = Σ_2 = [ 0.65 0.25 0.25 0.45 ] , the mean vector for class ω_1 is given by M_1 = ( 1, 13 )_T and the mean vector for class ω_2 is given by M_2 = ( 6, 22 )_T , wherein the probability density

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

Figure 11: Given an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 that is based on an incomplete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in an irregular manner, at which point all of the

training data boil down to insufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that 100% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

functions of the two classes of random vectors determine non-overlapping distributions of the random vectors.

We now consider the generalization performance of the machine learning algorithm being examined—for the binary classification system outlined above—for full rank and low rank Gram matrices, as well as full rank and low rank Polynomial Kernel Gram matrices.

A Full Rank Gram Matrix Once more, since the covariance matrices are similar, we can use a linear kernel in the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of binary classification, such that the N × d matrix ~X in (12.8) is a matrix of N labeled feature vectors ~X = (y_1x_1, y_2x_2, . . . , y_N x_N )^T . Now suppose that we let all of the reg-

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

ularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0.02, wherein C = 50.

Figure 12 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy

‖τ_1 − τ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis τ is minimized, so that τ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a linear decision boundary d (x) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned linear decision borders d (x) = +1 and d (x) = −1 that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into symmetrical decision regions

Z_1 and Z_2, where only 0.3% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The linear decision boundary d (x) = 0 is black, the linear decision border d (x) = +1 is red, the linear decision border d (x) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. The error rate of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 0%.

A Low Rank Gram Matrix Next, suppose that we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0, wherein C = inf.

Figure 13 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2 does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖τ_1 − τ_2‖^2

exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis τ is maximized, so that τ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in

an irregular manner, such that the geometric locus of the linear decision border d (x) = −1 partitions a collection of feature vectors where 100%

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

Figure 12: Given a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 − τ_2 that is based on a complete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in a symmetrically balanced manner,

at which point all of the training data add up to sufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that only 0.3% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The linear decision border d (x) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. Moreover, even though all of the training data are extreme points, the error rate of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 0%.

A Full Rank Polynomial Kernel Gram Matrix In this example, we use a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 , and we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0.02, wherein C = 50.

Figure 14 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system

13 EIGENSTRUCTURE CONTENT OF DATA MATRICES

Figure 13: Given an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis τ = τ_1 −τ_2 that is based on an incomplete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system x^T τ + τ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in an irregular manner, at which point all of

the training data boil down to insufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that 100% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc}

exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ is minimized, so that κ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a nearly-linear decision boundary d (s) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned nearly-linear decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1 that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and

Z_2, where 0.3% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The nearly-linear decision boundary d (s) = 0 is black, the nearly-linear decision border d (s) = +1 is red, the nearly-linear decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. The error rate of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 0%.

Figure 14: Given a stable and characteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 that is based on a complete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in a symmetrically balanced manner, at

which point all of the training data add up to sufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that only 0.3% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

A Low Rank Polynomial Kernel Gram Matrix Finally, we use a second-order polynomial reproducing kernel k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 , and we let all of the regularization parameters {ξ_i}^N_{i=1} in (12.1) and all of its derivatives be equal to ξ_i = ξ = 0, wherein C = inf.

Figure 15 illustrates that the constrained optimization algorithm being examined finds an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, such that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 does not represent an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2

exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ is maximized, so that κ is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in

an irregular manner, such that the geometric locus of a hyperbolic decision border d (x) = −1 partitions a collection of feature vectors, where 100% of the training data used to construct the joint covariance matrix Q are extreme points.

The hyperbolic decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are enclosed in black circles. Yet again, even though all of the training data are extreme points, the error rate of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 0%.

Figure 15: Given an unstable and uncharacteristic geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 that is based on an incomplete eigenstructure of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is partitioned in an irregular manner, at which point all of the

training data boil down to insufficient eigenstructures of Q and Q^{−1}, such that 100% of the training data are extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

We now turn our attention to statistical relations between feature vectors— inside reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces—that determine pointwise covariance statistics, joint covariance statistics and conditional distributions for individual feature vectors.

14 Statistical Relations Inside Hilbert Spaces

We have discovered that the overall structure and behavior and properties of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—which

is found by the constrained optimization algorithm being examined—is de-

14 STATISTICAL RELATIONS INSIDE HILBERT SPACES

termined by elegant statistical relations and complex statistical interconnections between all of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components that lie on both sides of the novel principal eigenaxes ψ and κ—in accordance with algebraic and geometrical and statistical conditions expressed by certain KKT conditions in (12.3) - (12.7) that ψ and κ are subject to.

We identify certain statistical relations and interconnections between all of the dual components that lie on both sides of ψ and κ by using statistical relations that we have devised—based on statistical relations and interconnections between random vectors inside Hilbert spaces and reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces—that determine pointwise covariance statistics, joint covariance statistics and conditional distributions for individual random points. The original versions of these statistical relations can be found in our working papers [68] and [69].

Axiom 14.1 expresses statistical relations between random vectors in Hilbert spaces and reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces that determine pointwise covariance statistics, joint covariance statistics and conditional distributions for individual random points.

Axiom 14.1 Take any given random vectors x ∈ R^d and y ∈ R^d in Hilbert space that are generated by certain probability density functions x ∼ p (x) and y ∼ p (y), such that all of the d random point coordinates {‖x‖ cos α_{eix}}^d_{i=1} on the locus of x and all of the d random point coordinates {‖y‖ cos α_{eiy}}^d_{i=1} on the locus of y are random variables that have expected values and covariances.

The random vectors x and y satisfy the law of cosines

‖x − y‖^2 = ‖x‖^2 + ‖y‖^2 − 2 ‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ

which reduces to the following relation between the random vectors x and y

‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ = x_1y_1 + x_2y_2 + · · · + x_dy_d = x^T y = y^T x,

at which point the relation ‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ between the random vectors x and y is correlated with the distance ‖x − y‖ between the loci of the random points x and y.

Thereby, the relation ‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ between the random vectors x and y determines a pointwise covariance statistic that represents joint variations between all of the d random point coordinates on the locus of x x = ( ‖x‖ cos α_{e1x}, ‖x‖ cos α_{e2x}, · · · , ‖x‖ cos α_{edx} )_T

14 STATISTICAL RELATIONS INSIDE HILBERT SPACES

and all of the d random point coordinates on the locus of y y = ( ‖y‖ cos α_{e1y}, ‖y‖ cos α_{e2y}, · · · , ‖y‖ cos α_{edy} )_T , so that the covariance of the random variables ‖x‖ cos α_{eix} and ‖y‖ cos α_{eiy} on the loci of x and y is a function of the distance

|‖x‖ cos α_{eix} − ‖y‖ cos α_{eiy}|

between the random point coordinates ‖x‖ cos α_{eix} and ‖y‖ cos α_{eiy} on the orthonormal coordinate axis e_i.

Furthermore, the relation ‖x‖ ‖y‖ cos θ between the random vectors x and y represents the length ‖x‖ of the random vector x times the signed magnitude ‖y‖ cos θ of the vector projection of the random vector y onto the random vector x

x^T y= ‖x‖ × [‖y‖ cos θ]

(14.1) ≜ ‖x‖ comp−→_x (−→ y ) , such that the signed magnitude ‖y‖ cos θ—expressed by comp−→_x (−→ y ) —is a random variable that is negative if π/2 < θ ≤ π, at which point the algebraic and geometric relationship comp−→_x (−→ y ) between the locus of x and the locus of y determines an implicit random vector, such that the magnitude and the direction of the implicit random vector is determined by the signed magnitude ‖y‖ cos θ along the locus of the random vector x.

Moreover, the signed magnitude comp−→_x (−→ y ) of the vector projection of the random vector y onto the random vector x represents a distribution of the random vector y that is conditional on the relationship ‖x‖×[‖y‖ cos θ], such that the signed magnitude comp−→_x (−→ y ) represents a certain portion ‖y‖ cos θ of the random vector y that is distributed along the locus of the random vector x, at which point the distribution of the random vector y is either positive or negative.

Now let k_x and k_y be any given random vectors in a reproducing kernel Hilbert space, such that a reproducing kernel in Hilbert space is a certain reproducing kernel k_x (s) that is defined on random vectors x ∈ R^d, so that k_x and k_y are reproducing kernels for the random points x ∈ R^d and y ∈ R^d , at which point all of the d random point coordinates {‖k_x‖ cos α_{eikx} }^d_{i=1} on the locus of k_x and all of the d random point coordinates { ‖k_y‖ cos α_{eiky} }_d i=1 on the locus of k_y are random variables that have expected values and covariances.

14 STATISTICAL RELATIONS INSIDE HILBERT SPACES

Since the random vectors k_x and k_y satisfy the law of cosines

‖k_x−k_y‖^2 = ‖k_x‖^2 + ‖k_y‖^2 − 2 ‖k_x‖ ‖k_y‖ cos θ,

it follows that the relation ‖k_x‖ ‖k_y‖ cos θ_{kxky} between the reproducing kernels for the random points x ∈ R^d and y ∈ R^d determines a pointwise covariance statistic for the random points k_x and k_y, along with a distribution of the random vector k_y that is conditional on the relationship ‖k_x‖ × [‖k_y‖ cos θ], such that the signed magnitude comp−→_{kx} (−→ k_y ) represents a certain portion ‖k_y‖ cos θ of the random vector k_y that is distributed along the locus of the random vector k_x, at which point the distribution of the random vector k_y is either positive or negative.

Therefore, take the N × N kernel matrix Q for any given collection of random vectors { k_{xj} }_N j=1

Q = ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kx1} · · · ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kxN} . . ... . . ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kx1} · · · ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kxN} ,

such that each element Q (i, j) of Q represents joint variations between all of the d random point coordinates on the loci of two random vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} by the relation ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} , so that the signed magnitude comp−→_{kxi} (−→ k_{xj} ) of the random vector k_{xj} along the locus of the random vector k_{xi} determines a certain portion ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the random vector k_{xj} that is distributed along the locus of the random vector k_{xi} , at which point the distribution of the random vector k_{xj} is either positive or negative.

Thereby, the kernel matrix Q determines an estimate of a covariance matrix, such that each row i of Q represents joint variations between all of the d random point coordinates on the locus of a random vector k_{xi} and all of the d random point coordinates of each of the random vectors k_{xj} in the collection { k_{xj} }_N j=1, along with a distribution of the random vector k_{xi} that is conditional on relations ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} between the random vector

k_{xi} and all of the random vectors k_{xj} in the collection { k_{xj} }_N j=1.

Next, take any given row i of the N × N kernel matrix Q. A joint covariance statistic for the random vector k_{xi} is given by the expression

^cov (k_{xi} ) = ∑_N j=1 ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} (14.2) = ‖k_{xi} ‖ ∑_N j=1 ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} = ‖k_{xi} ‖ ∑_N j=1 comp−→_{kxi} (−→ k_{xj} )

= ‖k_{xi} ‖ comp−→_{kxi} (−−−−−−−→ ∑_N j=1 k_{xj} ) , based on the N relations ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} between the random vector

k_{xi} and the N random vectors k_{xj} in the collection { k_{xj} }_N j=1, such that the relation ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} between the random vector k_{xi} and any given random vector k_{xj} in the collection represents joint variations between all of the d point coordinates on the loci of the random vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} ,

and the signed magnitude comp−→_{kxi} (−→ k_{xj} ) of the random vector k_{xj} along the

locus of the random vector k_{xi} determines a certain portion ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the random vector k_{xj} that is distributed along the locus of the random vector k_{xi} , at which point the distribution of the random vector k_{xj} is either positive or negative.

Accordingly, the expression ‖k_{xi} ‖ ∑_N j=1 comp−→_{kxi} (−→ k_{xj} ) determines a condensed signed magnitude—along the locus of the random vector k_{xi} —that represents a joint covariance ^cov (k_{xi} ) of the random vector k_{xi} that is conditional on the relations ∑_N j=1 ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} , along with an expected location of the random vector k_{xi} that is conditional on how the loci of the N vectors { k_{xj} }_N i=1 are distributed along the locus of the random vector k_{xi} .

The condensed signed magnitude ‖k_{xi} ‖ ∑_N j=1 comp−→_{kxi} (−→ k_{xj} ) along the locus of the random vector k_{xi} can be written in terms of signed magnitudes ‖k_{xi} ‖ cos θ_{kxj kxi} along the loci of the N random vectors k_{xj}

^cov (k_{xi} ) = ∑_N j=1 ‖ k_{xj} ‖ [ ‖k_{xi} ‖ cos θ_{kxj kxi} ] (14.3) = ∑_N j=1 ‖ k_{xj} ‖ comp−−→_{kxj} (−→ k_{xi} ) , so that the expected location and the joint covariance ^cov (k_{xi} ) of the random vector k_{xi} are both determined by how the locus of the random vector k_{xi} is distributed along the loci of the N random vectors { k_{xj} }_N i=1.

We now turn our attention to the core of the machine learning algorithm that finds discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems.

15 Inside the Wolfe-dual Principal Eigenspace

In this section of our treatise, we reveal elegant statistical relations and deep-seated statistical interconnections between all of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components that lie on both sides of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 in (12.11) κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = κ_1−κ_2

and the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 in (12.12) ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ = ψ_1 + ψ_2

of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, such that

critical interconnections between intrinsic components of the system determine an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 that is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the structure and behavior and properties of the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties of the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2, at which point the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is symmetrically and equivalently related to the largest eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

The Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional in (12.9) is the core of the machine learning algorithm that finds discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems.

In Section 20, it will be seen that the machine learning algorithm being examined transforms the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 of a minimum risk

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—which is subject to the constraints

ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0—into a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of the system in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) , at which point the

total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both regulated by the total value of the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗} ‖kx_{1i∗} ‖ and ψ^{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ^{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

We now identify the essence of the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2, which is subject to the constraints ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, where y_i = {±1}, so that the structure and behavior and properties of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

15.1 Symmetrical and Equivalent Eigenenergies

Consider again the critical minimum eigenenergy constraint γ (κ) = ‖κ‖^2_{minc} on the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ in (12.1), so that the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) and the total allowed eigenenergy

‖κ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2}

0 are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

By the strong duality theorem [24, 47, 48, 54], we realize that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is subject to a critical minimum eigenenergy constraint that is symmetrically and equivalently related to the critical minimum eigenenergy constraint on the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ—inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ, so that the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ and the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ exhibit symmetrical and equivalent eigenenergies ‖Z|ψ‖^2_{minc} ≡ ‖Z|κ‖^2_{minc} .

Thereby, the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

ψ is subject to a critical minimum eigenenergy constraint

(15.1) λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} = ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} ≡ ‖κ‖^2_{minc}

at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} is symmetrically and equivalently related to the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ, so that the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max}, plus the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel eigenaxis κ jointly reach their minimum values.

Given the eigenenergy constraint on ψ in (15.1), it follows that the Wolfedual eigenenergy functional

max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2,

such that ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, is maximized by the largest eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q

(15.2) Qψ_{max} = λ_1ψ_{max},

at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} reaches it minimum value, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ = κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ = κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are jointly minimized.

Thereby, all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1+ψ_2, along with all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2, are subject to minimum length constraints— in accordance with the critical minimum eigenenergy constraints on both ψ and κ.

Given conditions expressed by Theorem 7.1 and the expression for the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q in (12.12), it follows that the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} has an equivalent representation that is given by (15.3)

ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} = ∑_{l1} i=1 λ_{1i} ‖ ‖ ‖ψ^{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 + ∑_{l2} i=1 λ_{2i} ‖ ‖ ‖ψ^{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2 , where λ_{1i} and λ_{2i} are eigenvalues of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max}, ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} are scale factors for principal

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on the Wolfe-dual novel

principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2, and ‖ ‖ψ_{1i∗}^{kx}1i∗ ‖kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖^2 and ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗}^{kx}2i∗ ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ are eigenenergies exhibited by corresponding principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗} ‖kx_{1i∗} ‖ and ψ^{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ on ψ = ψ^1 + ψ^2.

Given the equivalent representation for the random quadratic form in (15.3), along with the eigenenergy constraint on ψ in (15.1)

λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} = ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} ≡ ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ,

it follows that the total allowed eigenenergy λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ are both regulated by eigenvalues λ_{1i} and λ_{2i} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ, where eigenvalues λ_i of the joint covariance matrix Q associated with scale factors ψ_i for which ψ_i = 0 also regulate the total allowed eigenenergies λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} and ‖κ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by ψ and κ.

We now begin identifying how the constrained geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ is symmetrically and equivalently related to the constrained geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ, where l_1 + l_2 = l.

15.2 Statistical Pre-wiring of Important Generalizations

In this section of our treatise, we examine the vector algebra locus equation ψ = λ^{−1}_1 ψ^T_{max}Q, so that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is related to the scaled principal eigenvector λ^{−1}_1 ψ_{max} acting on the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ.

Thereby, we demonstrate that certain eigenfunction actions on the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ statistically prewire the important generalizations for a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—such that likely locations and likelihood values for

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

each and every one of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) are statistically pre-wired within the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 of the system—with respect to and in relation to each and every one of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} and the correlated likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lie on the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

15.3 Eigenfunction Actions on Joint Covariance Matrices

Using the eigenvector relation in (15.2), it follows that the geometric locus of a Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ satisfies the vector algebra locus equation

ψ ≜ ψ_1 ψ_2 . . ψ_N = ψ_1 λ_1

‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kx1} ‖k_{x2} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kx2 kx1} . . − ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kx1} + · · · (15.4)

+ · · · ψ_N λ_1

− ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kxN} − ‖k_{x2} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kx2 kxN} . . ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kxN} ,

so that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is related to the scaled principal eigenvector λ^{−1}_1 ψ_{max} acting on the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ, at which point each scale factor ψ_i for a principal axis of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} is correlated with scalar projections ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of a feature vector k_{xj} onto a collection of N signed ±1 feature vectors k_{xi} .

It will be seen that the vector algebra locus equation ψ = λ^{−1}_1 ψ^T Q in (15.4) implements a vector-valued cost function, such that the eigenenergy exhibited by both ψ and κ is minimized in accordance with the eigenenergy condition ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} = λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} ≡ ‖κ‖^2_{minc} , so that all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on ψ and all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ are subject to minimum length constraints, at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} and the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the novel principal eigenaxis κ both reach their minimum value.

We have previously demonstrated that the Wolfe-dual novel principal

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

eigenaxis ψ satisfies the Lagrangian relation

(15.5) ψ = Q^{−1} (1 + λ) + λ_0Q^{−1}y,

where λ and λ_0 denote additional Lagrange multipliers for the Lagrangian of the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional in (12.9) [65, 67].

By the Lagrangian relation in (15.5), it follows that finding an equivalent representation of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in (12.9) requires finding the values of the active scale factors ψ_{i∗} > 0 that are associated with the inverted Q^{−1} joint covariance matrix of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

It also follows that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is determined by covariance and distribution information for extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} that is contained within the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, such that the covariance and distribution information is conditional on relations between each extreme vector k_{x1i∗} or k_{x2i∗} and all of the feature vectors k_{xi} in the collection {k_{xi} }^N_{i=1} of training data.

Moreover, by Axiom 14.1 and the Lagrangian relation in (15.5), it follows that each active scale factor ψ_{1i∗} > 0 and ψ_{2i∗} > 0 is related to the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} so that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗} ‖kx_{1i∗} ‖ and ψ^{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ on ψ is a function of covariance and distribution information for a correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} , at which point the information is contained within the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ—and is conditional on relations between an extreme vector k_{x1i∗} or k_{x2i∗} and all of the feature vectors k_{xi} in the collection {k_{xi} }^N_{i=1} of training data.

Correspondingly, given that the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} in (15.5) vary continuously with the elements of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, it follows that each active scale factor ψ_{1i∗} > 0 and ψ_{2i∗} > 0 is a function of the eigenvalues of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, such that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on ψ is a function of covariance and distribution information for a correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} that is represented by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}.

Even more, using Axiom 14.1, the Lagrangian relation in (15.5) and the expression for the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ in (12.11) κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ,

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

it follows that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} maps covariance and distribution information for a correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} onto the extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} , where the covariance and distribution information is represented by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}.

Thereby, each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} on the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ is a function of covariance and distribution information— for a correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —that is contained within the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, such that the covariance and distribution information for any given extreme vector k_{x1i∗} or k_{x2i∗} is represented by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} and is conditional on the entire collection {k_{xi} }^N_{i=1} of feature vectors k_{xi} .

What is more, given the interrelations between (12.11), (15.4) and (15.5), it follows that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} is a function—of all of the covariance and distribution information—for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} since each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} satisfies the locus equation

ψ_{1i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} ) k_{x1i∗} ,

such that k_{x1j∗} ≡ k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2j∗} ≡ k_{x2i∗} , so that the scale factors ψ_{1j∗} and ψ_{2j∗} map covariance and distribution information for correlated extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} onto the extreme vectors k_{x1j∗} and k_{x2j∗} , at which point the eigenvalue scaled dual locus of κ

λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} )

contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —such that the covariance and distribution information for any given extreme vector k_{x1i∗} or k_{x2i∗} is represented by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}—for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i.

Correspondingly, each scale factor ψ_{2i∗} is a function—of all of the covariance and distribution information—for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} since each scale factor ψ_{2i∗} satisfies the locus equation

ψ_{2i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} ) k_{x2i∗} ,

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

such that k_{x1j∗} ≡ k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2j∗} ≡ k_{x2i∗} , so that the scale factors ψ_{2j∗} and ψ_{1j∗} map covariance and distribution information for correlated extreme vectors k_{x2i∗} and k_{x1i∗} onto the extreme vectors k_{x2j∗} and k_{x1j∗} , at which point the eigenvalue scaled dual locus of −κ

λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} )

contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —such that the covariance and distribution information for any given extreme vector k_{x1i∗} or k_{x2i∗} is represented by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}—for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i.

15.4 Generating the Scale Factors

We now use (14.2), (15.4) and (15.5) to devise vector algebra locus equations that determine values of the scale factors for the Wolfe-dual principal eigenaxis components that lie on ψ. Let there be l_1 + l_2 = l scale factors.

It will be seen that likely locations and likelihood values of extreme vectors { k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 and { k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 are statistically “pre-wired” within the

components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of

the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

15.4.1 Scale Factors for Class ω_1

Let i = 1 : l_1, such that each extreme vector k_{x1i∗} that belongs to class ω_1 is correlated with a Wolfe-dual principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_1 of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max}. Now take the extreme vector k_{x1i∗} that is correlated with the Wolfe-dual principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ .

Using (14.2), (15.4) and (15.5), it follows that the scale factor ψ_{1i∗} for the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_1 is determined by the vector algebra locus equation

ψ_{1i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 ‖ ‖ ‖kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} ‖ ‖ ‖kx_{1j∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ cos θk_{x1i∗} k_{x1j∗} (15.6)

− λ^{−1}_1 ‖ ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ ‖ ∑^{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} ‖ ‖k_{x2j∗} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kx1} i∗ k_{x2j∗} ,

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

such that k_{x1j∗} ≡ k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2j∗} ≡ k_{x2i∗} , so that the scale factors ψ_{1j∗} and ψ_{2j∗} map covariance and distribution information for correlated extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} onto the extreme vectors k_{x1j∗} and k_{x2j∗} in such a manner that the eigenvalue scaled dual locus of κ

λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} )

is mapped onto the extreme vector k_{x1i∗} in the following manner

ψ_{1i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} ) k_{x1i∗} ,

so that the scaled geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis λ^{−1}_1 κ contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —relative to the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i —at which point the likelihood component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ on side ψ_1 contains equivalent covariance and distribution information for the extreme point x_{1i∗} that is normalized relative to length ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ ≡ λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} ) k_{x1i∗} .

Thereby, the likely location of the extreme point x_{1i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is determined by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} , whereas the likelihood value of the extreme point x_{1i∗} is determined by the statistical contents of the correlated likelihood component ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} .

15.4.2 Scale Factors for Class ω_2 Let i = 1 : l_2, such that each extreme vector k_{x2i∗} that belongs to class ω_2 is correlated with a Wolfe principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_2 of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max}. Now take the extreme vector k_{x2i∗} that is correlated with the Wolfe-dual principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖.

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

Using (14.2), (15.4) and (15.5), it follows that the scale factor ψ_{2i∗} for the principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_2 is determined by the vector algebra locus equation

ψ_{2i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 ‖ ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖ ∑^l2 j=1 ψ_{2j∗} ‖ ‖k_{x2j∗} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kx2} i∗ k_{x2j∗} (15.7)

− λ^{−1}_1 ‖ ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖ ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} ‖ ‖kx_{1j∗} ‖ ‖ cos θk_{x2i∗} k_{x1j∗} ,

such that k_{x1j∗} ≡ k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2j∗} ≡ k_{x2i∗} , so that the scale factors ψ_{2j∗} and ψ_{1j∗} map covariance and distribution information for correlated extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} onto the extreme vectors k_{x2j∗} and k_{x1j∗} in such a manner that the eigenvalue scaled dual locus of −κ

λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} )

is mapped onto the extreme vector k_{x2i∗} in the following manner

ψ_{2i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} ) k_{x2i∗} ,

so that the signed and scaled geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis −λ^{−1}_1 κ contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —relative to the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i —at which point the likelihood component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on side ψ_2 contains equivalent covariance and distribution information for the extreme point x_{2i∗} that is normalized relative to length ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ ≡ λ^{−1}_1 (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} ) k_{x2i∗} .

Thereby, the likely location of the extreme point x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is determined by the geometric locus of the principal eigenaxis

component ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} , whereas the likelihood value of the extreme point x_{2i∗} is determined by the statistical contents of the correlated likelihood component ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} .

Given the locus equations in (15.6) and (15.7), we realize that likely loca-

tions and likelihood values of extreme vectors { k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 and { k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 are

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

statistically “pre-wired” within the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

15.5 Regulation of Total Allowed Eigenenergy and Risk

Given the expressions satisfied by the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the dual components ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} of the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 in (15.6) and (15.7), it follows that the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ regulate the total allowed eigenenergies ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} and ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} on the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2, along with the expected risks or counter risks R_{min} ( ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} ) and R_{min} ( ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the likelihood components ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} on the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

Thereby, the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 are regulated by the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ .

We now devise normalized conditional density estimates for extreme points.

15.6 Normalized Conditional Density Estimates

Given (14.3) and (15.6), it follows that the geometric locus of each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_1 of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} is determined by how the first and second order vector components of a correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} are symmetrically distributed along the eigenvalue scaled loci of l signed and scaled extreme vectors { λ^{−1}_1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} }_{l1} j=1 and { −λ^{−1}_1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} }_{l2} j=1 , such that each signed and scaled extreme vector ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} and −ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} represents a symmetrically balanced distribution of the l scaled extreme vectors {ψ_{k∗} k_{xk∗} }^l_{k=1} that is conditional on the entire collection {k_{xi} }^N_{i=1} feature vectors k_{xi} .

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

Therefore, each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_1 constitutes a normalized conditional density estimate for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} —represented by a distribution of first and second degree coordinates of the extreme point x_{1i∗} —that is determined by the locus equation in (15.6).

Thereby, each likelihood component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ on that lies on side ψ_1 represents the distribution of a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, such that the likelihood component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ determines

a conditional density estimate and a conditional likelihood value—both of which are normalized relative to length—for the extreme point x_{1i∗} .

Correspondingly, given (14.3) and (15.7), it follows that the geometric locus of each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_2 of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} constitutes a normalized conditional density estimate for a correlated extreme point x_{2i∗} —represented by a distribution of first and second degree coordinates of the extreme point x_{2i∗} —that is determined by the locus equation in (15.7).

Thereby, each likelihood component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_2 represents the distribution of a correlated extreme point x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, such that the likelihood component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ determines

a conditional density estimate and a conditional likelihood value—both of which are normalized relative to length—for the extreme point x_{2i∗} .

We are now in a position to devise conditional probability density functions for class ω_1 and class ω_2.

15.7 Conditional Probability Density Functions

Given that each principal component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ that lies on side ψ_1 also

represents a likelihood component ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ that determines a normalized conditional density estimate and a normalized conditional likelihood value for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} , it follows each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} that lies on side κ_1 also represents a likelihood component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} that determines a conditional density estimate and a conditional likelihood value for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} —both of which are conditional on all of the likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

lie on the novel principal eigenaxis κ.

Correspondingly, given that each principal component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ that

lies on side ψ_2 also represents a likelihood component ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ that determines a normalized conditional density estimate and a normalized conditional likelihood value for a correlated extreme point x_{2i∗} , it follows that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lies on side κ_2 also represents a likelihood component ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that determines a conditional density estimate and a conditional likelihood value for a correlated extreme point x_{2i∗} —both of which are conditional on all of the likelihood components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} and −ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} that lie on the signed novel principal eigenaxis −κ.

Thereby, it follows that principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} and correlated likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} are identically and symmetrically distributed over both sides κ_1 and κ_2 of the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = κ_1−κ_2,

so that the dual locus of κ_1 = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} is a conditional probability density function p (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) that determines distributions of extreme points x_{1i∗} that are conditional on the likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ, and the dual locus of κ_2 = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} is a conditional probability density function p (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) that determines distributions of extreme points x_{2i∗} that are conditional on the likelihood components −ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on −κ.

We now devise conditional probability functions for class ω_1 and class ω_2.

15.8 Conditional Probability Function for Class ω_1

Let the side κ_1 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 be a conditional probability density function p (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) for class ω_1, such that feature vectors x_{1i} ∈ R^d that belong to class ω_1 are generated by a certain probability density function x_{1i} ∼ p (x; ω_1).

Then the integral of the conditional probability density function p (x_{1i∗} |κ_1)

15 INSIDE THE WOLFE-DUAL PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

for class ω_1

P (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) = ∫ Z (∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ) dκ_1 = ∫ Z p (k_{x1i∗} |κ_1) dκ_1 = ∫ Z κ_1dκ_1 = ∫ Z_1

κ_1dκ_1 + ∫ Z_2

κ_1dκ_1 = 1 2 ‖κ_1‖^2 + C = ‖κ_1‖^2 + C_1,

over the decision space Z of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, determines the conditional probability P (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) of observing

a set {x_{1i∗} }^{l1}_{i=1} of l_1 extreme points x_{1i∗} located within localized areas of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, so that the probability of finding an extreme point x_{1i∗} within the decision region Z_1 determines a region of counter risk, and the probability of finding an extreme point x_{1i∗} within the decision region Z_2 determines a region of risk.

15.8.1 Costs for Right and Wrong Decisions Given the integral of the conditional probability density function p (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) for class ω_1, it follows that eigenenergies ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} related to likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} within the decision region Z_1 determine costs for expected counter risks of making right decisions, whereas eigenenergies ‖ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖^2_{minc} related to likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} within the decision region Z_2 determine costs for expected risks of making wrong decisions.

Therefore, the conditional probability function P (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) for class ω_1 is given by the integral

P (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) = ∫ Z κ_1dκ_1 = ∫ Z_1

κ_1dκ_1 + ∫ Z_2

κ_1dκ_1

(15.8)

= ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} + C_1,

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the integral has a solution in terms of the

total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} exhibited by κ_1 and a certain integration constant C_1.

15.9 Conditional Probability Function for Class ω_2

Let the side κ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 be a conditional probability density function p (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2, such that feature vectors x_{2i} ∈ R^d that belong to class ω_2 are generated by a certain probability density function x_{2i} ∼ p (x; ω_2).

Then the integral of the conditional probability density function p (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2

P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) = ∫ Z (∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ) dκ_2 = ∫ Z p (k_{x2i∗} |κ_2) dκ_2 = ∫ Z κ_2dκ_2 = ∫ Z_1

κ_2dκ_2 + ∫ Z_2

κ_2dκ_2 = 1 2 ‖κ_2‖^2 + C = ‖κ_2‖^2 + C_2,

over the decision space Z of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, determines the conditional probability P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) of observing

a set {x_{2i∗} }^{l2}_{i=1} of l_2 extreme points x_{2i∗} located within localized areas of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, so that the probability of finding an extreme point x_{2i∗} within the decision region Z_1 determines a region of risk, and the probability of finding an extreme point x_{2i∗} within the decision region Z_2 determines a region of counter risk.

15.9.1 Costs for Right and Wrong Decisions

Given the integral of the conditional probability density function p (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2, it follows that eigenenergies ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖^2_{minc} related to likely locations of extreme points x_{2i∗} within the decision region Z_1 determine costs for expected risks of making wrong decisions, whereas eigenenergies ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖^2_{minc} related to likely locations of extreme points x_{2i∗} within the decision region Z_2 determine costs for expected counter risks of making right decisions.

Therefore, the conditional probability function P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2 is given by the integral

P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) = ∫ Z κ_2dκ_2 = ∫ Z_1

κ_2dκ_2 + ∫ Z_2

κ_2dκ_2

(15.9)

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} + C_2, over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the integral has a solution in terms of the

total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by κ_2 and a certain integration constant C_2.

In the next section of our treatise, we demonstrate how the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 represents an exclusive principal

eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, so that all of the points that lie on the geometric loci of the decision boundary k_sκ + κ_0 = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders k_sκ+κ_0 = +1 and k_sκ+κ_0 = −1 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 exclusively

reference the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2, at which point the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ + κ_0 = 0 partitions the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 that are bounded by the geometric loci of the pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders k_sκ + κ_0 = +1 and k_sκ + κ_0 = −1.

16 Geometric Partitioning of Decision Spaces

The capacity of a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 to partition the decision space of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—for any given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of N feature

vectors x_i—is determined by the KKT condition in (12.7) and the KKT condition of complementary slackness [80], so that a vector algebra locus equation is not active

y_i (k_{xi} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i > 0

if a corresponding constraint is not active

ψ_i = 0.

16.1 Capacity of a Novel Principal Eigenaxis

It will be seen that the capacity of the geometric locus of any given novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 is based on elegant statistical relations and

16 GEOMETRIC PARTITIONING OF DECISION SPACES

deep-seated statistical interconnections between the geometric loci of a primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and a Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, such that the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric loci of the decision boundary and the pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders, so that the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

16.2 KKT Conditions and Constraints Let there be l active constraints, where l = l_1 + l_2, so that l locus equations y_i (k_{xi∗} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i = 0, i = 1, ..., l are active, at which point l extreme vectors k_{xi∗} from class ω_1 and class ω_2 are correlated with l scale factors ψ_{i∗} that have certain positive values ψ_{i∗} > 0.

It follows that the KKT condition in (12.7) and the KKT condition of complementary slackness [80] determine the following system of vector algebra locus equations

y_i (k_{xi∗} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i = 0, i = 1, ..., l,

which are satisfied by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the discriminant function

(16.1) d (s) = k_sκ + κ_0

of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is the solution of the vector algebra locus equations

d (s) = 0, d (s) = +1, and d (s) = −1,

where d (s) = 0 denotes the geometric locus of a quadratic or nearly linear decision boundary that symmetrically partitions the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into

16 GEOMETRIC PARTITIONING OF DECISION SPACES

symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 that are bounded by the geometric loci of a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1, where d (s) = +1 denotes the geometric locus of the decision border for the decision region Z_1, and d (s) = −1 denotes the geometric locus of the decision border for the decision region Z_2.

The KKT condition in (12.7) and the KKT condition of complementary slackness also determine the following system of vector algebra locus equations y_i (k_{xi∗} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i = 0, i = 1, ..., l, which are satisfied by both κ_0 and κ, so that κ_0 is related to κ in the following manner

(16.2) κ_0 = 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) − ( 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ. 16.3 The Discriminant Function Using the expression for the discriminant function in (16.1) and the equation for κ_0 in (16.2), the discriminant function is rewritten as

(16.3) d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) ,

so that the discriminant function is represented by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ.

16.4 Vector Algebra Locus Equations of Decision Spaces We now devise vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 that jointly delineate the decision space of the system.

16.4.1 Quadratic or Nearly Linear Decision Boundaries

Substituting the expression for the discriminant function in (16.3) into the vector algebra locus equation d (s) = 0 determines a vector algebra locus equation

(16.4) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = 0 that represents the geometric locus of a quadratic or nearly linear decision boundary, so that the discriminant function κ is the solution of 16.4, at which point all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary d (s) = 0 exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ.

16.4.2 Quadratic or Nearly Linear Decision Borders

Substituting the expression for the discriminant function in (16.3) into the vector algebra locus equation d (s) = +1 determines a vector algebra locus equation

(16.5) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = +1

that represents the geometric locus of a quadratic or nearly linear decision border, so that the discriminant function κ is the solution of 16.5, at which point all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision border d (s) = +1 exclusively reference the principal eigenaxis κ.

Substituting the expression for the discriminant function in (16.3) into the vector algebra locus equation d (s) = −1 determines a vector algebra locus equation

(16.6) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = −1

that represents the geometric locus of a quadratic or nearly linear decision border, so that the discriminant function κ is the solution of 16.6, at which point all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision border d (s) = −1 exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ.

16.5 Symmetrical Decision Regions

By (16.4) - (16.6), it follows that the discriminant function

d (s) : ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)

is the solution of the vector algebra locus equations of (16.4) - (16.6), so that graphs of the vector algebra locus equations of (16.4) - (16.6) represent the geometric loci of a quadratic or nearly linear decision boundary d (s) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1 that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into symmetrical

decision regions Z_1 and Z_2—wherein Z_1 ≃ Z_2—that cover the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 in a symmetrically balanced manner, at which point balanced portions of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} from class ω_1 and class ω_2 have locations throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 that account for right and wrong decisions of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

16.6 Eigenaxis of Symmetry

By the vector algebra locus equations of (16.4) - (16.6), it follows that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the decision

regions Z_1 and Z_2 are symmetrically partitioned by the geometric locus of a quadratic or nearly linear decision boundary d (s) = 0 that is represented by the graph of the vector algebra locus equation of (16.4), and the span of the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 is regulated by the vector algebra locus equations of (16.5) and (16.6) that represent the geometric loci of a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1, at which point the geometric loci of the decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1 jointly delineate the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

We have determined that all of the symmetrical balancing feats outlined above—which are exhibited by the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2—are facilitated by certain balancing feats within the Wolfe dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ.

17 Balancing Feats in Principal Eigenspace

The machine learning algorithm that is currently being examined executes surprising statistical balancing feats—between all of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components that lie on both sides of the geometric loci of the novel principal eigenaxes ψ and κ—within the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ.

We now reveal statistical balancing feats—that are coincident with a

17 BALANCING FEATS IN PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 acting to jointly

minimize its eigenenergy and risk—by identifying equilibrium requirements on the dual loci of ψ and κ—inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ. We originally identified these balancing feats in our working paper [69].

We demonstrate that these statistical balancing feats are coincident with a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 acting to jointly

minimize its eigenenergy and risk, so that the system locates a point of equilibrium—at which point the dual locus of the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium—at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system.

Moreover, for any given collection {x_{1i∗}}^{l1}_{i=1} and {x_{2i∗}}^{l2}_{i=1} of extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} that have been generated by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , it will be seen that each and every one of these statistical balancing feats is enabled by the manner in which likely locations and likelihood values for each and every one of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are statistically “pre-wired” within the geometric locus of the novel

principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system.

We begin by identifying equilibrium requirements on the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗} ‖kx_{1i∗} ‖ and ψ^{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ^{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

17.1 The Wolfe-dual Equilibrium Point

By the KKT condition in (12.4), it follows that the vector algebra locus equation of the Wolf-dual equilibrium point

(17.1) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ = 0

of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is determined

by the following equilibrium requirement

(y_i = 1) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} + (y_i = −1) ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} = 0

17 BALANCING FEATS IN PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

on the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium

(17.2) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ , at which point counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other.

Returning to the locus equations in (15.6) and (15.7), recall that likely locations and likelihood values of extreme vectors { k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 and { k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 are statistically “pre-wired” within the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max}.

By (12.12) and (17.2), it follows that the geometric locus of the Wolfedual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 +ψ_2 exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ψ_1‖^2_{minc} exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ on side ψ_1 is symmetrically balanced with the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖ψ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by all of the principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ on side ψ_2

‖ψ_1‖^2_{minc} = ‖ψ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

the length of side ψ_1 equals the length of side ψ_2

‖ψ_1‖ = ‖ψ_2‖ ,

and counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are symmetrically balanced with each other about the geometric center of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ ‖ψ_1‖ ( ∑_{l1} i=1 comp−→_{ψ1} (−−−−−−−−→ ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ ) − ∑_{l2} i=1 comp−→_{ψ1} (−−−−−−−−→ ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ ))

= ‖ψ_2‖ ( ∑_{l2} i=1 comp−→_{ψ2} (−−−−−−−−→ ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ ) − ∑_{l1} i=1 comp−→_{ψ2} (−−−−−−−−→ ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ )) ,

17 BALANCING FEATS IN PRINCIPAL EIGENSPACE

whereon the statistical fulcrum of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 is located.

Thereby, counteracting and opposing components of critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points from class ω_1 and class ω_2 that determine regions of counter risks and risks of the system— along the dual locus of side ψ_1—are symmetrically balanced with counteracting and opposing components of critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points from class ω_2 and class ω_1 that determine regions of counter risks and risks of the system—along the dual locus of side ψ_2.

It will be seen that the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} routinely achieves an equivalent statistical balancing feat.

17.2 An Elegant Statistical Balancing Feat

The constrained optimization algorithm that is being examined finds the right mix of principal eigenaxis components on both ψ and κ by executing a surprisingly complex and elegant statistical balancing feat—inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of ψ and κ:

Using (15.6), it follows that the summed scale factors ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} for the principal eigenaxis components on side ψ_1 of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} satisfy the vector algebra locus equation (17.3) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} ) . Using (15.7), it follows that the summed scale factors ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} for the principal eigenaxis components on side ψ_2 of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} satisfy the vector algebra locus equation (17.4) ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} ) . Using the equilibrium equation that is satisfied by the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ in (17.2), it follows that the expression contained in the right-hand side of (17.3) equals the expression contained in the right-hand side of (17.4)

λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} )

= λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} ) , so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 satisfies the vector algebra locus equation

(17.5) ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1−κ_2) = ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2−κ_1) ,

at which point extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} from class ω_1 and class ω_2 are distributed over side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ in a symmetrically balanced manner, so that likely locations and likelihood values of each and every one of the extreme vectors { k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 and { k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 —relative to each and every one of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components that lie on the geometric loci of κ_1 and κ_2—are in statistical equilibrium with each other.

Moreover, by the vector algebra locus equation of (17.5), we realize that likely locations and likelihood values of each and every one of the extreme vectors { k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 and { k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 are statistically “pre-wired” within the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2—relative to each and every one of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lies on the geometric loci of side κ_1 and side κ_2.

17.3 The Primal Equilibrium Point

Using the equilibrium equation that is satisfied by the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 in (17.5), it follows that the vector algebra locus equation

(17.6) (∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) = 0

determines the primal equilibrium point of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that likely locations and likelihood values of each and every one of the extreme vectors { k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 and { k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 —relative to each and every one of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lie on the geometric loci of side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2—are in statistical equilibrium with each other (∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} ) κ_1 = (∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} ) κ_2,

at which point right and wrong decisions made by the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are symmetrically balanced with each

other.

By the equilibrium equation in (3.3) expressed by Corollary 3.7 and the vector algebra locus equation of (17.6), we realize that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 satisfies an equilibrium requirement for a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system—that is satisfied at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system.

The vector algebra locus equation of (17.6) also illustrates how likely locations of extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are symmetrically balanced with each other—with respect to and in relation to—an exclusive principal eigencoordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, each

of which are represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, so that extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} from class ω_1 and class ω_2 are symmetrically distributed throughout the decision space of the minimum risk binary classification system.

18 Dual Capacities of Novel Principal Eigenaxes

So far, we have demonstrated that any given discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system exhibits certain dual capacities, such that the discriminant function of the system, the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, and the eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system—are each represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis—which has the structure of a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components.

We now summarize the essence of these dual capacities.

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

18.1 Dual Locus of a Decision Space

Take any given collection {x_{1i∗}}^{l1}_{i=1} and {x_{2i∗}}^{l2}_{i=1} of extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} that are generated by any given probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that likely locations of the collection {x_{1i∗}}^{l1}_{i=1} and {x_{2i∗}}^{l2}_{i=1} of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} effectively cover the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

Returning to the locus equations in (15.6) and (15.7), along with the vector algebra locus equation of (17.5), recall that likelihood values and likely locations of all of the extreme points {x_{1i∗}}^{l1}_{i=1} and {x_{2i∗}}^{l2}_{i=1} are statistically “pre-wired” within the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2—relative to each and every likelihood component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} and principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lies on the dual locus κ = κ_1−κ_2 of the discriminant function, the exclusive intrinsic eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1−κ_2, and the eigenaxis of symmetry κ = κ_1−κ_2 that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

Thereby, it follows that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 represents a dual locus of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, such that

likelihood values and likely locations of each extreme point x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} from class ω_1 and class ω_2 are statistically pre-wired within the dual locus κ = κ_1−κ_2 of the system—relative to likelihood values and likely locations of all of the extreme points {x_{1i∗}}^{l1}_{i=1} and {x_{2i∗}}^{l2}_{i=1} from class ω_1 and class ω_2.

18.2 Dual Capacities of a Novel Principal Eigenaxis

We have demonstrated that a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 determines a dual locus of the entire decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in such

a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, such that the dual locus κ = κ_1 −κ_2 contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} —relative to the covariance and distribution information for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

—so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for each and every one of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} effectively cover the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

Correspondingly, we have demonstrated that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 exhibits certain dual capacities—such that likely locations and likelihood values for each and every one of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are statistically pre-wired within the geometric locus

of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric loci of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders k_sκ + κ_0 = +1 and k_sκ + κ_0 = −1 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, and also represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the

decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

18.3 Simulation Examples By way of demonstration, we now present simulation examples for three binary classification systems—each of which illustrates the dual capacities exhibited by the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

18.3.1 Simulation Example One

Consider a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 for two classes of random vectors that have dissimilar covariance matrices, such that the covariance matrices for class ω_1 and class ω_2 are given by

Σ_1 = [ 25 0 0 2 ] , Σ_2 = [ 2 0 0 25 ] ,

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

the mean vector for class ω_1 is given by M_1 = ( 3, 1 )_T and the mean vector for class ω_2 is given by M_2 = ( 3, −1 )_T . The error rate of the minimum

risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 16.9%.

18.3.2 Illustrations of Dual Capacities

Figure 16 illustrates how the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, wherein the

novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a hyperbolic decision boundary d (s) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1—that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 into

symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and Z_2.

The hyperbolic decision boundary d (s) = 0 is black, the hyperbolic decision border d (s) = +1 is red, the hyperbolic decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are enclosed in black circles.

Alternatively, Figure 17 illustrates how the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly represents a discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the novel principal eigenaxis

κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, relative to the

geometric loci of a hyperbolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders.

18.3.3 Simulation Example Two

We now consider a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

for two classes of random vectors that have dissimilar covariance matrices,

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

Figure 16: The geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 jointly represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that all of the

points s that lie on the geometric loci of a hyperbolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

such that the covariance matrices for class ω_1 and class ω_2 are given by

Σ_1 = [ 0.75 0.25 0.25 0.45 ] , Σ_2 = [ 2 0.5 0.5 1.2 ] , the mean vector for class ω_1 is given by M_1 = ( 2, 7 )_T and the mean vector for class ω_2 is given by M_2 = ( 4, 7 )_T . The error rate of the minimum risk

binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 14.92%.

18.3.4 Illustrations of Dual Capacities

Figure 18 illustrates how the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, wherein

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

Figure 17: The geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, relative to the geometric loci

of a hyperbolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned hyperbolic decision borders.

the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of an elliptical decision boundary d (s) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned elliptical decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1—that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and Z_2.

The elliptical decision boundary d (s) = 0 is black, the elliptical decision border d (s) = +1 is red, the elliptical decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are enclosed in black circles.

Alternatively, Figure 19 illustrates how the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly represents a discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the novel principal eigenaxis

κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, relative to the

geometric loci of an elliptical decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

Figure 18: The geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 jointly represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that all of the

points s that lie on the geometric loci of an elliptical decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned elliptical decision borders exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

positioned elliptical decision borders.

18.3.5 Simulation Example Three

Finally, we consider a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2}

0 for two classes of random vectors that have dissimilar covariance matrices, such that the covariance matrices for class ω_1 and class ω_2 are given by

Σ_1 = [ 0.5 0 0 2 ] , Σ_2 = [ 2 0 0 2 ] , the mean vector for class ω_1 is given by M_1 = ( 3, 1 )_T and the mean vector for class ω_2 is given by M_2 = ( 3, −1 )_T . The error rate of the minimum

risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is 20%.

18.3.6 Illustrations of Dual Capacities

Figure 20 illustrates how the geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system

18 DUAL CAPACITIES OF NOVEL PRINCIPAL EIGENAXES

Figure 19: The geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, relative to the geometric loci

of an elliptical decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned elliptical decision borders.

and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, wherein

the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the solution of vector algebra locus equations that represent the geometric loci of a parabolic decision boundary d (s) = 0 and a pair of symmetrically positioned parabolic decision borders d (s) = +1 and d (s) = −1—that jointly partition the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

into symmetrical decision regions Z_1 and Z_2.

The parabolic decision boundary d (s) = 0 is black, the parabolic decision border d (s) = +1 is red, the parabolic decision border d (s) = −1 is blue, and all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} are enclosed in black circles.

Alternatively, Figure 21 illustrates how the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 jointly represents a discriminant function, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the novel principal eigenaxis

κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the

Figure 20: The geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 jointly represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that all of the

points s that lie on the geometric loci of a parabolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned parabolic decision borders exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, relative to the

geometric loci of a parabolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned parabolic decision borders.

18.4 Dual Capacities and Generalization Behavior

The simulation examples that were presented in Section 17 illustrate that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of any given minimum risk binary classification system—which is structured as a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components—jointly represents (1) the discriminant function of the system; (2) an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the decision boundary of the system; and (3) an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system. The simulation examples also illustrate that the statistical structure of a discriminant function is essential for its functionality—which includes the ability of the discriminant function to generalize.

We are now in a position to demonstrate how the discriminate function of any given minimum risk binary classification system extrapolates and thereby generalizes in a very nontrivial manner.

Figure 21: The geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines likely locations and likelihood values for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2) within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, relative to the

geometric loci of a parabolic decision boundary and a pair of symmetrically positioned parabolic decision borders.

19 How Discriminant Functions Extrapolate

Discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems extrapolate, and thereby generalize in a very nontrivial manner—because the important generalizations for a minimum risk binary classification system are statistically pre-wired within the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system—by means a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium—that is satisfied by certain random vectors.

19.1 Extrapolation by Machine Learning Algorithms

Geman et al. [27] considered difficult machine learning tasks to be problems of extrapolation, rather than interpolation since training data will never “cover” the space of all possible inputs. Moreover, any given learning machine that “extrapolates,” also generalizes in a very nontrivial sense [27].

Geman et al. [27] also noted that: “Unfortunately, the most interesting problems tend to be problems of extrapolation, that is, nontrivial generalization. It would appear, then, that the only way to avoid having to densely cover the input space with training examples—which is unfeasible

19 HOW DISCRIMINANT FUNCTIONS EXTRAPOLATE

in practice—is to pre-wire the important generalizations.”

We agree with Geman et al. [27]. Even so, we realize that a fundamental problem still remains: How do we to define the extrapolation problem for a given learning machine? Equally important, how do we pre-wire the important generalizations for a given extrapolation problem? Likewise, what does it mean to pre-wire the important generalizations within a given learning machine?

19.2 Pre-wiring of Important Generalizations

We have demonstrated by analyses and simulation studies that the important generalizations for a minimum risk binary classification system are statistically “pre-wired” within the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system by means a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification—subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium—that is satisfied by certain random vectors called extreme vectors.

Indeed, we have demonstrated that likelihood values and likely locations of any given collection of extreme points—are statistically “pre-wired” within a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components of a minimum risk binary classification system—so that the given collection of extreme points covers the decision space of the system.

Moreover, we have demonstrated that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of any given minimum risk binary classification system— is structured as a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components—so that the novel principal eigenaxis jointly represents the discriminant function of the system, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the decision boundary of the system, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system.

We now demonstrate how the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 extrapo-

lates and thereby generalizes in a significant manner.

Thereby, it will be seen that the statistical structure of a discriminant function is essential for its functionality—which includes the ability of the discriminant function to generalize.

Substitute the expressions for κ and κ_0 in (12.11) and (16.2) into the expression for the discriminant function in (16.3), so that the discriminant

19 HOW DISCRIMINANT FUNCTIONS EXTRAPOLATE

function is rewritten as

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ_1 − ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ_2

(19.1) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) ,

such that the discriminant function is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = κ_1−κ_2,

structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , at which point the dual locus of likelihood components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} and principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1−κ_2 of the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, and also represents an eigenaxis

of symmetry κ = κ_1−κ_2 that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, such that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ = κ_1−κ_2 determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , and each likelihood component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ = κ_1−κ_2 determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , wherein the expression^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) represents an expected likelihood of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1} that belong to class ω_1 and class ω_2, and the vector k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} gauges the position of the locus of a random vector s being classified relative to its position from the locus of average risk^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of

the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0.

Let the discriminant function in (19.1) be determined by using the novel principal eigen-coordinate algorithm that is being examined—to transform a collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of N labeled feature vectors x_i into a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2. Also, let s denote a feature vector that either belongs to or is related to the collection of N feature vectors.

Now take the discriminant function in (19.1) along with any given feature vector s that either belongs to or is related to the collection of N feature vectors.

19 HOW DISCRIMINANT FUNCTIONS EXTRAPOLATE

The discriminant function in (19.1) determines the likely location of the feature vector s within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

by projecting the vector difference of k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} onto the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, and thereby recognizes the category ω_1 or ω_2 of the feature vector s from the sign of the expression

(18.2) d (s) ≜ ‖κ_1−κ_2‖ [‖ ‖ ‖k^s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ‖ ‖ ‖ cos θ ] + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) ,

wherein sign (d (x)) indicates the decision region Z_1 or Z_2 that the feature vector s is located within, so that the signed magnitude of the vector projection of the feature vector s onto the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 −κ_2 and the corresponding eigenaxis of symmetry κ = κ_1 −κ_2— that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0—determines the likely location of the

feature vector s within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the vector k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} gauges the position of the locus of the feature vector s relative to its position from the locus of average risk 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, where the locus of average risk^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} is located on or near the locus of a linear decision boundary or is centrally located and bounded by quadratic loci of a quadratic decision boundary.

By (18.2), it follows that the vector projection of the vector k_s−^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} onto the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines a conditional likelihood value for the feature vector s that is conditional on distributions—of all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} — determined by the statistical content of κ_1 and κ_2, along with a likely location of the feature vector s that is determined by signed magnitudes of k_s and −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} along the geometric locus of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and the corresponding eigenaxis of symmetry κ = κ_1 − κ_2, so that the dual locus of the discriminant function ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2)

determines an expected location and a likelihood value of the feature vector s that is conditional on how the feature vector s is distributed over the

19 HOW DISCRIMINANT FUNCTIONS EXTRAPOLATE

locus of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and the corresponding eigenaxis of symmetry κ = κ_1 −κ_2 that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the vector k_s−^1_l ∑_l i=1 gauges the position of the locus

of the feature vector s relative to its position from the locus of average risk 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2, whereas the expression 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) represents an expected likelihood of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1} that belong to class ω_1 and class ω_2.

Alternatively, we now consider how the discriminate function of any given minimum risk binary classification system generalizes in a nontrivial manner and thereby extrapolates.

19.3 How Discriminant Functions Generalize Let d (s) = k_sκ + κ_0 = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) [∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ]

+ 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)

be the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system

k_sκ + κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d .

The discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 generalizes and thereby extrapolates by means of an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and a corresponding eigenaxis of symmetry κ = κ_1 − κ_2 that constitutes a dual locus κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the entire decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that a

geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme points x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2)—relative to the covariance and distribution information for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i, such that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ = κ_1−κ_2 determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , and each likelihood component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ = κ_1−κ_2 determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , at which point the vector k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 gauges the position of the locus of a feature vector s relative to its position from the locus of average risk^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} within the

decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, and the expression 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) represents an expected likelihood of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1}.

Thereby, the discriminant function

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)

determines conditional likelihood values and likely locations of any given feature vectors s that either belong to or are related to the given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i that have been used to determine the discriminant function, such that the dual locus of the discriminant function ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2)

determines an expected location and a likelihood value of a feature vector s that is conditional on how the feature vector s is distributed over the locus of the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and the corresponding eigenaxis of symmetry κ = κ_1 − κ_2 that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point the vector k_s−^1_l ∑_l i=1 gauges the position of the locus

of the feature vector s relative to its position from the locus of average risk 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} , and the expression^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) represents an expected likelihood of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2.

Accordingly, we conclude that the statistical structure of the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system is essential for its functionality—which includes the ability of the discriminant function to generalize in a significant manner.

We now turn our attention to the action taken by a minimum risk binary classification system to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk. We show that any given minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the dual locus of the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium—at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

In the next section of our treatise, we demonstrate how any given minimum risk binary classification system achieves this feat.

20 Joint Minimization of Eigenenergy and Risk

We now demonstrate how the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is in statistical equilibrium—at the geometric locus

of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of the system—at which point the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) that is exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system.

The equilibrium requirement on the dual locus of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system is regulated by the KKT condition in (12.7) and the theorem of Karush, Kuhn, and Tucker [80].

Let there be l active scale factors ψ_{i∗} > 0 and l extreme vectors k_{xi∗} , so that each extreme vector k_{xi∗} is scaled by a correlated scale factor ψ_{i∗}. Also,

let there be l_1 scaled extreme vectors { ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 that belong to class ω_1

and l_2 scaled extreme vectors { ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 that belong to class ω_2.

By the KKT condition in (12.7) and the theorem of Karush, Kuhn, and Tucker, it follows that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ, the l scale factors ψ_{i∗}, the l extreme vectors k_{xi∗} and κ_0 satisfy the following

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

system of l vector algebra locus equations

(20.1) ψ_{i∗} [y_i (k_{xi∗} κ + κ_0) − 1 + ξ_i] = 0, i = 1, ..., l

inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, where either ξ_i = ξ = 0 or ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1, e.g.

ξ_i = ξ = 0.02.

Now take the l_1 scaled extreme vectors { ψ_{1i∗}k_{x1i∗} }_{l1} i=1 that belong to class ω_1. Using the KKT condition in (20.1) and letting y_i = +1, it follows that the total allowed eigenenergy and the minimum expected risk exhibited by side κ_1 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 are both determined by the vector algebra locus equation

‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2} = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} (1 − ξ_i − κ_0)

(20.2)

= ψ_1 (1 − ξ_i − κ_0) ,

so that the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision border k_sκ+ κ_0 = +1 in terms of the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} and the minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by side κ_1 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, at which point side κ_1 and side ψ_1 are symmetrically and equivalently related to each other inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace.

Next, take the l_2 scaled extreme vectors { ψ_{2i∗}k_{x2i∗} }_{l2} i=1 that belong to class ω_2. Using the KKT condition in (20.1) and letting y_i = −1, it follows that the total allowed eigenenergy and the minimum expected risk exhibited by side κ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 are both determined by the vector algebra locus equation

‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} (1 − ξ_i + κ_0)

(20.3)

= ψ_2 (1 − ξ_i + κ_0) ,

so that the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision border k_sκ+ κ_0 = −1 in terms of the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by side κ_2 of the geometric locus

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, at which point side κ_2 and side ψ_2 are symmetrically and equivalently related to each other inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace.

Summation over the complete system of vector algebra locus equations that are satisfied by side κ_1 (∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ) κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} (1 − ξ_i − κ_0)

and by side κ_2 ( − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ) κ = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} (1 − ξ_i + κ_0) ,

and using the equilibrium constraint on the geometric locus of the Wolfedual novel principal eigenaxis ψ in (17.2) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ = ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ , produces the vector algebra locus equation that determines the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2

(κ_1 − κ_2) κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} (1 − ξ_i − κ_0) + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} (1 − ξ_i + κ_0)

(20.4) = ∑_l i=1 ψ_{i∗} (1 − ξ_i) = ψ (1 − ξ_i) ,

so that the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 in terms of the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 are both regulated by the total value of the summed scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ^{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

By (20.4), it follows that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both regulated by the total value of the summed scale factors ∑_l i=1 ψ_{i∗} for the components ψ_{i∗}^{kxi∗}‖_{kxi∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max}

‖κ‖^2_{minc} = ∑_l i=1 ψ_{i∗} (1 − ξ_i) = ∑_l i=1 ψ_{i∗} − ∑_l i=1 ψ_{i∗} ξ_i,

at which point the novel principal eigenaxes κ and ψ are symmetrically and equivalently related to each other inside the Wolfe-dual principal eigenspace, wherein the regularization parameters ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1 are seen to determine negligible constraints.

We are now in a position to demonstrate how the dual locus κ = κ_1 −κ_2 of the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 is in statistical equilibrium—at the

geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of the system— so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities—at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0. We begin by considering the locus

equations in (20.2) - (20.4).

The vector algebra locus equations in (20.2) - (20.4) indicate that the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 satisfies the law

of total allowed eigenenergy for minimum risk binary classification systems expressed by the integral equation in (11.7). We now demonstrate that the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 is the solution of an integral equation that determines a data-driven version of the general form of the integral equation in (11.7).

20.1 Balancing Acts at the Decision Boundary

Take the discriminant function d (s) = k_sκ+ κ_0 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 that is represented by a geometric

locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

We have used (12.11), (16.2), (16.4) - (16.6), (17.1) and (20.2) - (20.4) to demonstrate that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the vector algebra locus equations

(20.5) ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2} + δ (y) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} = 1 2 ‖κ‖^2_{minc} , and (20.6) ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} − δ (y) ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} = 1 2 ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ,

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, where the expressions δ (y) ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} and −δ (y) ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} are equalizer statistics, such that δ (y) ≜^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i), where y_i ∈ Y = {±1} [69].

We have used the vector algebra locus equations in (17.3) and (17.4), along with the vector algebra locus equations in (20.5) and (20.6) to demonstrate that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 also satisfies the vector algebra locus equation

‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2} + δ (y) λ^{−1}_{maxψ} ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} κ (20.7)

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} − δ (y) λ^{−1}_{maxψ} ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} κ = 1 2 ‖κ‖^2_{minc} = 1 2 R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) , at which point the expressions that enter into the left-hand side and the right-hand side of (20.7) both satisfy half the total allowed eigenenergy and half the expected risk exhibited by the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system

[69].

20.2 The Applied Law of Cosines

Using the vector algebra locus equation in (17.5) ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1−κ_2) = ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2−κ_1) ,

wherein extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} from class ω_1 and class ω_2 are distributed over side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 in a symmetrically balanced manner, along with the vector algebra locus equation in (20.7), it follows that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the law of cosines in the symmetrically balanced manner 1 2 ‖κ‖^2_{minc} = ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} ,

where θ is the angle between side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2, at which point the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors x_{1i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼p (x; ω_1).

The vector algebra locus equations in (17.5) and (20.7) demonstrate how the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of binary classification explains and executes the law of symmetry for minimum risk binary classification systems.

Returning now to the integral in (15.8) that determines the conditional probability P (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) for class ω_1, along with the integral in (15.9) that determines the conditional probability P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2, it follows that the value for the integration constant C_1 in (15.8) is

C_1 = − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2} ,

and the value for the integration constant C_2 in (15.9) is

C_2 = − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} .

Substituting the value for C_1 into the expression for the integral in (15.8), and using (15.8) and (20.7), it follows that the conditional risk R_{min} (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) for class ω_1 is given by the integral

P (x_{1i∗} |κ_1) = ∫ Z κ_1dκ_1 = ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

(20.8)

+ δ (y) λ^{−1}_{maxψ} ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1 − κ_2) = 1 2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} = 1 2 R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the expression for the integral in

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

(15.9) determines the conditional probability P ( k_{x1i∗} |κ_1 ) of observing a set {x_{1i∗} }^{l1}_{i=1} of l_1 extreme points x_{1i∗} within localized areas of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2, at which point the conditional probability P ( k_{x1i∗} |κ_1 ) for class ω_1 is equal to half the total allowed eigenenergy^1_2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and half the expected risk^1_2 R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) that is exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

Substituting the value for C_2 into the expression for the integral in (15.9), and using (15.9) and (20.7), it follows that the conditional risk R_{min} (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2 is given by the integral

P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) = ∫ Z κ_2dκ_2 = ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1}

(20.9)

+ δ (y) λ^{−1}_{maxψ} ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2 − κ_1) = 1 2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} = 1 2 R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the expression for the integral in (20.9) determines the conditional probability P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) of observing a set {x_{2i∗} }^{l2}_{i=1} of l_2 extreme points x_{2i∗} within localized areas of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2, at which point the conditional probability P (x_{2i∗} |κ_2) for class ω_2 is equal to half the total allowed eigenenergy^1_2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and half the expected risk^1_2 R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) that is exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

20.3 The Applied Law of Total Allowed Eigenenergy Using the expressions for the integrals in (20.8) and (20.9), it follows that the discriminant function is the solution of the integral equation

f_1 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

κ_1dκ_1 + ∫ Z_2

κ_1dκ_1 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_{maxψ} ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1 − κ_2)

(20.10)

= ∫ Z_1

κ_2dκ_2 + ∫ Z_2

κ_2dκ_2 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_{maxψ} ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2 − κ_1) ,

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc}

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly regulated by the equilibrium requirement on the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of decision boundary of the system

d (s) : ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} = 1 2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

at which point the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function is an eigenaxis of symmetry that satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) in such a manner that regions of counter risks of the system are symmetrically balanced with regions of risks of the system, so that critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on side κ_1 that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{1i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system—are symmetrically balanced with critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side κ_2 that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{2i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

20.4 The Applied Law of Symmetry

Given (17.5) and (20.7), along with (20.10), it follows that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the law of cosines in the symmetrically balanced manner 1 2 ‖κ‖^2_{minc} = ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

(20.11)

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} ,

where θ is the angle between side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis ρ = ρ_1 − ρ_2 is an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the minimum risk binary classification

20 JOINT MINIMIZATION OF EIGENENERGY AND RISK

system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are symmetrically balanced with each other—about

the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

By (20.11), it follow that the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 achieves a state of statistical equilibrium, so that the geo-

metric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

20.5 The Applied Law of Statistical Equilibrium

Since the discriminant function is the solution of the integral equation of (20.10), it follows that the discriminant function minimizes the integral equation

f_2 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

κ_1dκ_1 − ∫ Z_1

κ_2dκ_2 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1 − κ_2)

(20.12)

= ∫ Z_2

κ_2dκ_2 − ∫ Z_2

κ_1dκ_1 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2 − κ_1) ,

over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilib-

rium wherein the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system in such a manner that critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} and ‖ ‖ψ2_{i∗} kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by corresponding principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are minimized throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, at which point regions of counter risks and risks of the system located throughout the decision region Z_1 are symmetrically balanced with regions of counter risks and risks of the system located throughout the decision region Z_2.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error for any given feature vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2).

20.6 Elegant Relations and Deep-seated Interconnections

We previously noted that the overall structure and behavior and properties of any given system are intimately intertwined. At this point in our treatise, we make the following observation.

We realize that the generalization behavior—and all of the surprising statistical balancing feats—exhibited by the discriminant of any given minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

are both enabled by elegant statistical relations and deep-seated statistical interconnections between each and every one of the principal eigenaxis components and likelihood components that lie on both sides of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = κ_1−κ_2

and the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ = ψ_1 + ψ_2

of the system, at which point critical interconnections—between all of the intrinsic components of the minimum risk binary classification system— are blended into a cohesive set of essential components by a general locus formula, so that the overall structure and behavior and properties of the system are intimately intertwined.

Therefore, take any given primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

where scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 of the system determine scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system.

We now identify critical interconnections—between the intrinsic components of a minimum risk binary classification system—that determine the statistical structure and the functionality of the discriminant function of the system, so that the discriminant function of the minimum risk binary classification system generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner.

We have coined the term “principal eigenstructures” to express these significant relations.

21 Principal Eigenstructures

Take the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 that has been

determined by the machine learning algorithm being examined in this treatise, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 represents the discriminant function of the system, the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system—at which point the discriminant function and the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and the eigenaxis of symmetry are dual components that have different functions and properties.

Theorem 21.1 expresses how the mathematical structure and behavior and properties exhibited by (1) the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0; (2) the exclusive principal

eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the geometric locus of the decision boundary k_sκ+ κ_0 = 0 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0; and (3) the eigenaxis

of symmetry κ = κ_1 − κ_2 that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 are jointly determined by elegant statistical relations

and complex statistical interconnections between the geometric loci of the

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 of the system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, wherein the dual

loci of κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 are both subject to deep-seated statistical interconnections between the elements and the eigenvalues of a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with a pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

Thereby, the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, such that (1)

the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that contains all of the covariance and distribution information for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —relative to the covariance and distribution information for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i; (2) the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) ; and (3) the uniform properties exhibited by all of the points that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary are the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2.

It follows that the shapes and the fundamental properties exhibited by the geometric loci of the decision boundary and the pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders of any given minimum risk binary classification system are completely determined by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system, since the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric loci of the decision boundary and the pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders of the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, at which point the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that satisfies the locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) . Theorem 21.1 is substantiated by the guarantees expressed by the novel principal eigen-coordinate transform method of Theorem 7.1 and Corollary

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

7.2, wherein an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a certain quadratic form that is the solution of a vector algebra locus equation, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric locus of a certain quadratic curve or surface, at which point the principal eigenaxis satisfies the geometric locus of the quadratic curve or surface in terms of its total allowed eigenenergy—which is regulated by the eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix of the quadratic form.

Theorem 21.1 Take any given N × N joint covariance matrix Q of a random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ in the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2 of a minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where either ξ_i = ξ = 0 or ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1, y_i = ±1, and p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , such that the eigenenergy functional

max Ξ_ψ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2

is subject to the constraints ∑_N i=1 y_iψ_i = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, where y_i = {±1}, so that the geometric locus of a Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 +ψ_2 is symmetrically and equivalently related to the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with a pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

Let the statistical structure and functionality exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 be determined by the following sta-

tistical relations and deep-seated statistical interconnections between certain intrinsic components of the system, so that the discriminant function

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)

of the system generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner, at which point the structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the minimum risk binary classification system.

The eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q

det ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kx1} − λ_1 · · · − ‖k_{x1} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kx1 kxN} . . ... . . − ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{x1} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kx1} · · · ‖k_{xN} ‖ ‖k_{xN} ‖ cos θ_{kxN kxN} − λ_N = 0

vary continuously with the elements ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ k_{xj} ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of Q since the roots p (λ) = 0 of the characteristic polynomial p (λ) of Q vary continuously with its coefficients.

Thereby, the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q represent joint variabilities between all of the feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} used to construct Q, so that each element y_i ‖k_{xi} ‖ y_j ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of Q where y_iy_j = −1 describes differences between joint variabilities of feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} that belong to different pattern classes, at which point each element ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} of the joint covariance matrix Q is correlated

with the distance ‖ ‖k_{xi} − k_{xj} ‖ ‖ between the loci of certain feature vectors k_{xi} and k_{xj} .

Now let the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ be subject to a critical minimum eigenenergy constraint

λ_1 ‖ψ‖^2_{minc} = ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} ≡ ‖κ‖^2_{minc}

that is symmetrically and equivalently related to the critical minimum eigenenergy constraint ‖κ‖^2_{minc} on the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ, so that the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max} is symmetrically and equivalently related to the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ, at which point the random quadratic form ψ^T_{max}Qψ_{max}, plus the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

geometric locus of the primal novel eigenaxis κ jointly reach their minimum values.

Correspondingly, let the Wolfe-dual eigenenergy functional

max Ξ (ψ) = 1^T ψ − ψ^T Qψ/2,

such that ψ^T y = 0 and ψ_{i∗} > 0, be maximized by the largest eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ

Qψ_{max} = λ_1ψ_{max},

so that the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ reaches its minimum value, at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ are jointly minimized.

Next, let the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ and the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ be solutions of the vector algebra locus equation

ψ = λ^{−1}_1 ψ^T Q = λ_1ψ^T_{max}Q,

such that the geometric locus of the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ is related to the scaled principal eigenvector λ^{−1}_1 ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ acting on the joint covariance matrix Q, so that the sides κ_1 and κ_2 of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 and the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ are solutions of the system of vector algebra locus equations ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1 − κ_2)

= λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} − ∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} ) , and ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} = λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2 − κ_1)

= λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (∑_{l2} j=1 ψ_{2j∗} k_{x2j∗} − ∑_{l1} j=1 ψ_{1j∗} k_{x1j∗} ) ,

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

at which point each and every one of the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ, along with each and every one of the components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, are subject to deep-seated statistical interconnections with each other, so that likely locations and likelihood values of extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} are statistically pre-wired within the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗} ‖kx_{2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ^{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, as well as the components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis

κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

such that each and every one of the statistical interconnections is regulated by the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 and λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} associated with the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

Furthermore, let the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 be the solution of the vector algebra locus equation that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) κ + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = 0,

along with the vector algebra locus equation that represents the geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_1 of the system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = +1,

and the vector algebra locus equation that represents the geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_2 of the system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = −1,

so that each and every one of the points s that lies on the geometric loci of the decision boundary and the pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders of the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

system exclusively reference the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

It follows that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 is an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system that contains all of the covariance and distribution information—for all of the extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —relative to the covariance and distribution information for a given collection {x_i}^N_{i=1} of feature vectors x_i, so that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lies on the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), and each likelihood component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that lies on the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1−κ_2 determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} and x_{2i∗} , where the reproducing kernel for each extreme point k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} has the preferred form of either k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 or k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , wherein 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1. In addition, let the Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 and the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 be solutions of the vector algebra locus equation

(κ_1 − κ_2) κ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 − (∑_{l1} i=1 ξ_iψ_{1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 ξ_iψ_{2i∗} ) , so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 in terms of a critical minimum eigenen-

ergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the minimum risk binary classification system are jointly regulated by the equilibrium requirement on the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of decision boundary of the system, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the law of cosines in the symmetrically bal-

21 PRINCIPAL EIGENSTRUCTURES

anced manner

d (s) : ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} = 1 2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} .

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium, so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

It follows that the components of the dual loci of the novel principal eigenaxes ψ = ψ_1 + ψ_2 and κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both subject to deep-seated statistical interconnections between the elements ‖k_{xi} ‖ ‖ ‖k_{xj} ‖ ‖ cos θ_{kxi kxj} and the eigenvalues λ_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ_1 of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ, along with the elements and the eigenvalues λ^{−1}_N ≤ . . . ≤ λ^{−1}_1 of the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ.

Thereby, the components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} of the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are statistically interconnected with the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, along with the elements and the eigenvalues of the joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = 0

of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) in the following manner

‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} (1 − ξ_i) + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} (1 − ξ_i)

= ψ_{max} − (∑_{l1} i=1 ξ_iψ_{1i∗} + ∑_{l2} i=1 ξ_iψ_{2i∗} ) , at which point the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both regulated by values of the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of the principal eigenvector ψ_{max} of the joint covariance matrix Q of the random quadratic form ψ^T Qψ and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1} of the random quadratic form ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ, where the regularization parameters ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1 determine negligible constraints.

It follows that the shape of the decision space Z = Z_1∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system is completely determined by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system, such that the shape of the geometric locus of the decision boundary that is represented by the graph of the vector algebra locus equation ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = 0,

the shape of the geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_1 that is represented by the graph of the vector algebra locus equation ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = +1,

and the shape of the geometric locus of the decision border of the decision region Z_2 that is represented by the graph of the vector algebra locus equation ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = −1

are all determined by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2, wherein the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 −κ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of the pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the geometric loci of the decision boundary and the pair of symmetrically positioned decision borders of the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system, such that the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} that belong to the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) , so that the uniform properties exhibited by all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary are the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the minimum risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

Proof. Theorem 21.1 is proved by conditions expressed by Theorem 7.1 and Corollary 7.2, along with a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm executes the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed by Theorem 11.1.

As of now, we have proved each and every one of the fundamental laws of binary classification—that are expressed by Theorem 11.1—by means of a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm executes the fundamental laws. An overview of the constructive proof is presented below.

22 Overview of a Constructive Proof

We have demonstrated how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm transforms a collection of labeled feature vectors

(x_1,y_1) , . . . , (x_N ,y_N ) ∈ R^d × Y, Y = {±1} ,

22 OVERVIEW OF A CONSTRUCTIVE PROOF

wherein N feature vectors x ∈ R^d are generated by certain probability density functions p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2), into a data-driven mathematical model of a minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) [∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ]

+ 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

such that the fundamental unknowns are the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} for the components ψ_{1i∗}^{kx1i∗}‖_{kx1i∗} ‖ and ψ_{2i∗}^{kx2i∗}‖_{kx2i∗} ‖ of a Wolfe-dual novel principal eigenaxis ψ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ‖k_{x1i∗} ‖ + ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖k_{x2i∗} ‖ = ψ_1 + ψ_2

whose structure and behavior and properties are symmetrically and equivalently related to the structure and behavior and properties of the primal novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = κ_1 − κ_2

of the minimum risk binary classification in such a manner that the discriminant function

d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)

is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} = κ_1 − κ_2,

at which point a dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, and also represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the system, wherein each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} or

22 OVERVIEW OF A CONSTRUCTIVE PROOF

ψ_{2i∗} determines a scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that represents a principal eigenaxis component—on the exclusive principal eigencoordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2—that determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), along with a likelihood component that determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , where the reproducing kernel for each extreme point k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} has the preferred form of either k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 or k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , wherein 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1.

By the process of determining the scale factors ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} in accordance with the vector algebra locus equations in (15.6) and (15.7), we have demonstrated how each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} maps covariance and distribution information—for a correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} —onto the correlated extreme vector k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} in such a manner that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} determines a scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that represents a principal eigenaxis component on the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2, along with a likelihood component, so that each principal eigenaxis component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ = κ_1 − κ_2 determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , and each likelihood component ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on κ = κ_1 −κ_2 determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} .

By the process of determining the vector algebra locus equations of (16.4) - (16.6), we have demonstrated how the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the

geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system and also represents an eigenaxis of symmetry for the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system.

By the conditions expressed in Theorem 21.1, we have demonstrated how a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal part of an equivalent representation of a pair of random quadratic forms ψ^T Qψ and ψ^T Q^{−1}ψ associated with a joint covariance matrix Q and the inverted joint covariance matrix Q^{−1}, so that the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the principal eigenaxis of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, at which point

the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of the critical minimum eigenenergy and the minimum expected risk exhibited by the minimum risk binary classification system.

Theorem 21.1 also identifies critical interconnections between the intrinsic components of a minimum risk binary classification system that determine the statistical structure and the functionality of the discriminant function of the system, so that the discriminant function of any given minimum risk binary classification system generalizes in a significant manner and thereby extrapolates.

By the process of determining the integral equation in (20.10), we have demonstrated how a data-driven version of the general form of the integral equation in (11.7) is determined by the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors. Accordingly, we have demonstrated that any given minimum risk binary classification system satisfies the law of total allowed eigenenergy for minimum risk binary classification systems expressed by (11.7) in Theorem 11.1.

Thereby, we have also demonstrated that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of any given minimum risk binary classification system k_sκ+ κ_0^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0 satisfies the law of cosines in a symmetrically

balanced manner, so that the minimum risk binary classification system satisfies the law of symmetry for minimum risk binary classification systems expressed by (11.9) in Theorem 11.1.

By the process of determining the integral equation in (20.12), we have demonstrated how a data-driven version of the general form of the integral equation in (11.8) is determined by the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of binary classification. Thereby, we have demonstrated that any given minimum risk binary classification system satisfies the law of statistical equilibrium for minimum risk binary classification systems expressed by (11.8) in Theorem 11.1.

In conclusion, we have demonstrated how data-driven versions of the general forms of the vector algebra locus formulae in (11.1) - (11.9)—which are expressed in the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors by Theorem 11.1—are determined by the constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

Thereby, we are now in a position to express the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors.

23 The Inverse Problem

We have proved Theorem 23.1 by means of a constructive proof that demonstrates how a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm executes the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed by Theorem 11.1.

Theorem 23.1 Let

(23.1) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

be any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random inputs x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2), where either ξ_i = ξ = 0 or ξ_i = ξ ≪ 1, y_i = ±1, and p (x; ω_1) and p (x; ω_2) are certain probability density functions for two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , where ω_1 or ω_2 is the true category, satisfying the following geometrical and statistical criteria:

1. The discriminant function

(23.2) d (s) = ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)

is represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis

κ = κ_1 − κ_2

(23.3) = ∑_{l1} i=1 ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} − ∑_{l2} i=1 ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} structured as a locus of signed and scaled extreme vectors ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and −ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} , so that a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} represents an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, and also represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, such that each scale factor ψ_{1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} determines a scaled extreme vector ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} or ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} that represents a principal eigenaxis component that determines a likely location for a correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_1) or x_{2i∗} ∼ p (x; ω_2), along with a likelihood component that determines a likelihood value for the correlated extreme point x_{1i∗} or x_{2i∗} , where the reproducing kernel for each extreme point k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} has the preferred form of either k_x (s) = ( s^T x + 1

)_2 or k_x (s) = exp ( −γ ‖s − x‖^2 ) , wherein 0.01 ≤ γ ≤ 0.1;

23 THE INVERSE PROBLEM

2. The geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is the solution of the vector algebra locus equation

(23.4) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = 0

that represents the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, where the expression^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} represents a locus of average risk in the decision space Z = Z_1∪Z_2 of the system, and the statistic^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) :

y_i = ±1 represents an expected likelihood of observing l extreme vectors {k_{xi∗} }^l_{i=1} within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2, so that all of the points s that lie on the geometric locus of the decision boundary exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2, as well as the vector algebra locus equations

(23.5) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = +1 and (23.6) ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i) = −1

that represent the geometric loci of the decision borders of the corresponding decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, so that all of the points s that lie on the geometric loci of the decision borders exclusively reference the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2.

Thereby, the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 −κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

at which point the shape of the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 is completely determined by the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system κ = κ_1 − κ_2;

3. The discriminant function is the solution of the integral equation

f_1 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

κ_1dκ_1 + ∫ Z_2

κ_1dκ_1 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1 − κ_2)

(23.7)

= ∫ Z_1

κ_2dκ_2 + ∫ Z_2

κ_2dκ_2 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2 − κ_1) ,

23 THE INVERSE PROBLEM

over the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0,

where δ (y) =^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i), so that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly regulated by the equilibrium requirement on the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system

d (s) : ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} ≡ 1 2 ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

at which point the dual locus κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the discriminant function satisfies the geometric locus of the decision boundary in terms of a critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ‖^2_{minc} and a minimum expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ‖^2_{minc} ) in such a manner that regions of counter risks of the system are symmetrically balanced with regions of risks of the system, so that critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} on side κ_1 of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2— that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{1i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, are symmetrically balanced with critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ‖ ‖^2 min_c

exhibited by principal eigenaxis components ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side κ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2—that determine probabilities of finding extreme points x_{2i∗} located throughout the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system;

4. The discriminant function minimizes the integral equation

f_2 (d (s)) : ∫ Z_1

κ_1dκ_1 − ∫ Z_1

κ_2dκ_2 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l1} i=1 k_{x1i∗} (κ_1 − κ_2)

(23.8)

= ∫ Z_2

κ_2dκ_2 − ∫ Z_2

κ_1dκ_1 + δ (y) λ^{−1}_1 ∑_{l2} i=1 k_{x2i∗} (κ_2 − κ_1) ,

over the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s −^1_l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) +^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0, where

23 THE INVERSE PROBLEM

δ (y) =^1_l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i), so that the system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium such that the total allowed eigenenergy ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} and the expected risk R_{min} ( ‖κ_1 − κ_2‖^2_{minc} ) exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies ‖ ‖ψ1_{i∗} kx_{1i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} and ‖ ‖ψ2_{i∗} kx_{2i∗} ‖ ‖^2_{minc} exhibited by corresponding principal eigenaxis components ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} and ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} on side κ_1 and side κ_2 of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are minimized throughout the decision regions Z_1 and Z_2 of the system, so that regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_1 of the system—are symmetrically balanced with regions of counter risks and risks of the system—located throughout the decision region Z_2 of the system.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space Z = Z_1 ∪ Z_2 of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error for any given random vectors x ∈ R^d such that x ∼ p (x; ω_1) and x ∼ p (x; ω_2);

5. The geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 satisfies the law of cosines in the symmetrically balanced manner 1 2 ‖κ‖^2_{minc} = ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_1‖ ‖κ_2‖ cos θ_{κ1κ2}

(23.9)

= ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} − ‖κ_2‖ ‖κ_1‖ cos θ_{κ2κ1} ,

where θ is the angle between κ_1 and κ_2, so that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, such that the magnitude and the direction of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 are both functions of differences between joint variabilities of extreme vectors k_{x1i∗} and k_{x2i∗} that belong to the two classes ω_1 and ω_2 of random vectors x ∈ R^d , at which point the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} exhibited by side κ_1 is symmetrically balanced with the critical minimum eigenenergy ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} exhibited by side κ_2

‖κ_1‖^2_{minc} = ‖κ_2‖^2_{minc} ,

23 THE INVERSE PROBLEM

the length of side κ_1 equals the length of side κ_2

‖κ_1‖ = ‖κ_2‖ ,

and counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

are symmetrically balanced with each other about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 ‖κ_1‖ (∑_{l1} i=1 comp−→_{κ1} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} ) − ∑_{l2} i=1 comp−→_{κ1} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ))

= ‖κ_2‖ (∑_{l2} i=1 comp−→_{κ2} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{2i∗} k_{x2i∗} ) − ∑_{l1} i=1 comp−→_{κ2} (−−−−−−→ ψ_{1i∗} k_{x1i∗} )) , whereon the statistical fulcrum of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 is located.

Thereby, counteracting and opposing components of critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points from class ω_1 and class ω_2 that determine regions of counter risks and risks of the system— along the dual locus of side κ_1—are symmetrically balanced with counteracting and opposing components of critical minimum eigenenergies related to likely locations of extreme points from class ω_2 and class ω_1 that determine regions of counter risks and risks of the system—along the dual locus of side κ_2;

6. The center of total allowed eigenenergy and expected risk of the minimum risk binary classification system ( k_s − 1 l ∑_l i=1 k_{xi∗} ) (κ_1 − κ_2) + 1 l ∑_l i=1 y_i (1 − ξ_i)^{ω1}≷_{ω2} 0

is located at the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis κ = κ_1 − κ_2 of the system, whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located;

Then the minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system is an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that the dual locus of the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium at the geometric locus of the decision boundary of the system, such that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

Thereby, the minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

The general locus formula that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors—that is expressed by Theorem 23.1—is readily generalized to applied minimum risk multiclass classification systems.

23.1 Applied Minimum Risk Classification Systems

Corollary 23.2 generalizes the fundamental laws of binary classification expressed by Theorem 23.1 to applied minimum risk multiclass classification systems.

Corollary 23.2 Any given minimum risk multiclass classification system that is subject to M sources of random vectors x ∈ R^d is determined by M ensembles of M − 1 minimum risk binary classification systems, such that each ensemble is determined by an architecture wherein one class is compared with all of the other M − 1 classes, so that every one of the M − 1 minimum risk binary classification systems in each and every one of the M ensembles satisfies the geometrical and statistical criteria expressed by Theorem 23.1.

Thereby, the minimum risk multiclass classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

Proof. Corollary 23.2 is proved by Theorem 23.1 and the superposition principle [39]—since any given applied minimum risk multiclass classification system is based on a “one versus all” architecture.

We have finally reached a position where we have completed our treatise on the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors. Our major findings are presented below.

24 Major Findings

We have covered a lot of ground in this treatise on the fundamental problem of the binary classification of random vectors. We now summarize our major findings.

We have proved that Bayes’ decision rule—which is considered the gold standard for binary and multiclass classification tasks—does not satisfy the conditions of Bayes’ theorem, wherein identical random vectors generated by distinct probability density functions account for the same effect exhibited by a binary classification system. Thereby, we have demonstrated that Bayes’ decision rule constitutes an ill-posed rule for the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors—at which point the direct problem was recognized to be an ill-posed problem.

We have developed a well-posed rule for the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors. Namely, we have derived a general locus formula that resolves the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors by enlarging the complexity of a likelihood ratio test—that is based on the maximum likelihood criterion—which constitutes a well-posed variant of “Bayes’ decision rule” for binary classification systems.

Thereby, we have developed a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems that has the general form of a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium, so that certain random vectors have coordinates that are solutions of the locus equations.

Thus, we have devised a theoretical model of a minimum risk binary classification system that is based on the mathematical structure of the operator of the system.

As a result, we have uncovered the black box of a theoretical model of a minimum risk binary classification system.

We have also uncovered a machine learning algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors by identifying novel and extremely unobvious processes—which include a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm—that are executed by a well-posed variant of the constrained optimization algorithm that is used by support vector machines to learn nonlinear decision boundaries.

It was seen that the machine learning algorithm finds a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classifica-

24 MAJOR FINDINGS

tion system in statistical equilibrium—that is satisfied by certain random vectors—at which point data-driven versions of the general forms of the fundamental locus equations were seen to be determined by distinctive algebraic and geometric interconnections between all of the random vectors and the components of the minimum risk binary classification system.

It was also seen that the data-driven version of the general locus formula executes precise mathematical conditions that statistically pre-wire important generalizations within the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system—so that the discriminant function generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner.

Thereby, it was seen that the structure and function of minimum risk binary classification systems are intimately intertwined, such that the structure of a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is essential for its functionality—which includes the ability of the discriminant function to generalize.

Moreover, it was seen that the machine learning algorithm finds discriminant functions—of minimum risk binary classification systems—by executing a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm.

Thus, we have revealed a machine learning algorithm that determines the mathematical structure of an operator of a minimum risk binary classification system, such that the mathematical structure of the operator of the learning machine is aligned with the mathematical structure of the operator of the theoretical model.

As a result, we have uncovered the black box of an applied model of a minimum risk binary classification system.

We have demonstrated that reproducing kernels are fundamental components of minimum risk binary classification systems, such that certain types of reproducing kernels replace random vectors with second-order curves— formed by first and second degree vector components—that are more or less sinuous and thereby preserve topological properties of vectors in Hilbert space. We have also demonstrated that geometric loci of linear and quadratic decision boundaries are both well-approximated by such second order curves in certain reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces.

We have proved, from first principles, that any given minimum risk binary classification system that is subject to random vectors has a certain statistical structure and exhibits certain statistical behavior and properties.

Thereby, we have revealed a machine learning algorithm that determines minimum risk binary classification systems whose statistical structure and behavior and properties match the statistical structure and behavior and properties exhibited by the theoretical model of a minimum risk binary

24 MAJOR FINDINGS

classification system.

Correspondingly, we have devised a mathematical system whose statistical structure and behavior and properties models fundamental aspects of a minimum risk binary classification system—which is subject to random vectors. The model represents a discriminant function, a decision boundary, an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and an eigenaxis of symmetry— that spans the decision space—of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system connects the discriminant function to the decision boundary of the system, at which point the discriminant function, the exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system and the eigenaxis of symmetry are each represented by a geometric locus of a novel principal eigenaxis—which has the structure of a dual locus of likelihood components and principal eigenaxis components.

We used the model of a minimum risk binary classification system that is outlined above to explain how a discriminant function extrapolates—and thereby generalizes in a significant manner. We also used the model to explain how a minimum risk binary classification system acts to minimize its risk. Even more, we used the model to predict error rates exhibited by minimum risk binary classification systems.

Thereby, we have proved that discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems extrapolate, and thereby generalize in a very nontrivial manner—because the important generalizations for a minimum risk binary classification system are statistically pre-wired within the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system—by means a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium—that is satisfied by certain random vectors.

Equally important, we used the model to predict behavior that we have not been aware of. We used the model to predict that any given minimum risk binary classification system acts to jointly minimize its eigenenergy and risk by locating a point of equilibrium—at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated—so that the discriminant function of the system is in statistical equilibrium at the decision boundary of the system, such counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other— about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

Thereby, we have proved that any given minimum risk binary classification system satisfies a state of statistical equilibrium so that the total allowed eigenenergy and the expected risk exhibited by the system are jointly minimized within the decision space of the system, at which point the system exhibits the minimum probability of classification error.

We have demonstrated that the use of scalar-valued cost functions grossly oversimplifies the complexity of the fundamental problem of finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems. We have shown that finding a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system involves optimizing a vector-value cost function—in accordance with a well-posed eigenenergy functional—so that the total allowed eigenenergy exhibited by the minimum risk binary classification system is regulated by critical minimum eigenenergy constraints on a pair of primal and dual novel principal eigenaxes that are symmetrically and equivalently related to each other. Thereby, we have demonstrated that the use of a vector-valued cost function is essential for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems—that are subject to random vectors.

We have demonstrated that the overall structure and behavior and properties exhibited by any given minimum risk binary classification system are determined by elegant, deep-seated interconnections—between intrinsic components of the system and the random vectors used to infer the values of the parameters of the system—such that the parameters of the system characterize the overall structure and behavior and properties of the system.

Correspondingly we have demonstrated that the essential information content of any given training data set—that is used to find a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system—is contained within the eigenstructures of the data set, such that all of the individual feature vectors ‘add up’ to a complete and sufficient eigenstructure, so that all of the individual feature vectors ‘speak for themselves’—at which point joint variabilities between all of the feature vectors are ‘accounted for.’

We have devised a mathematical framework for the direct problem and the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors by devising novel geometric locus methods in Hilbert spaces—within statistical frameworks—that fruitfully treat fundamental locus problems in binary classification, where the Hilbert spaces are reproducing kernel Hilbert spaces that have certain reproducing kernels. Thereby, we have demonstrated that finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems is essentially a deep-seated locus problem in binary classification—situated far beneath the surface—at which point underlying aspects of the problem are subtle and extremely unobvious conditions.

We have demonstrated that the well-posed constrained optimization algorithm that resolves the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors executes novel and elegant processes—which include a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm—that represent the solution for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, at which point the direct problem is transformed into a feasible one.

Finally, we have demonstrated that the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors is directly related to the forward problem of the binary classification of random vectors—by fundamental laws of binary classification that discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems are subject to.

The major findings outlined above promote new insights into fundamental problems in both machine learning and data-driven mathematical modeling applications.

25 New Insights

We have discovered that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is essentially a deep-seated locus problem in binary classification that is situated far beneath the surface—at which point underlying aspects of the problem are subtle and extremely unobvious conditions.

Correspondingly, we have discovered that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is a statistical coordinate transform problem, so that the general problem is resolved by a suitable change of the basis of an intrinsic coordinate system of a locus equation of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system, so that an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system—that provides dual representation of the discriminant function, the intrinsic coordinate system of the decision boundary, and an eigenaxis of symmetry that spans the decision space of the minimum risk binary classification system—is generated by a novel principal eigen-coordinate transform algorithm.

Even more, we have discovered that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is also a system identification problem, so that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a binary classification system are determined by transforming a collection of observations into a data-driven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system.

We have also discovered that solving the system identification problem for the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors involves solving a direct (forward) problem—which entails determining a fully

25 NEW INSIGHTS

specified mathematical model of a binary classification system whose solution is used to predict some type of system behavior.

As a result, we have obtained new insights into long-standing and deepseated problems in both machine learning and data-driven mathematical modeling applications.

We have discovered that the direct problem of the binary classification of random vectors is an ill-posed problem, wherein identical random vectors generated by distinct probability density functions account for the same effect exhibited by a binary classification system.

We have discovered that resolving the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors requires solving a system identification problem, so that a deep-seated statistical dilemma is resolved by a well-posed constrained optimization algorithm that executes a novel principal eigencoordinate transform algorithm.

We have discovered that resolving the bias and variance dilemma—for the fundamental problem of finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, subject to random vectors—requires solving a data-driven mathematical modeling problem that is fruitfully treated by novel geometric locus methods in Hilbert spaces—within statistical frameworks.

Correspondingly, we have discovered that resolving the bias and variance dilemma—for the fundamental problem of finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems, subject to random vectors— requires finding a natural solution that determines an exclusive principal eigen-coordinate system of the geometric locus of the decision boundary of a minimum risk binary classification system.

Thereby, we have discovered that the general problem of the binary classification of random vectors is a novel principal eigen-coordinate transformation problem, so that the general problem is resolved by a suitable change of coordinate system.

We have discovered a data-driven version of a general locus formula for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems that has the general form of a system of fundamental locus equations of binary classification, subject to distinctive geometrical and statistical conditions for a minimum risk binary classification system in statistical equilibrium, so that certain random vectors have coordinates that are solutions of the locus equations. Thereby, we have discovered that the data-driven version of the general locus formula executes precise mathematical conditions that statistically pre-wire important generalizations within the discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system—so that the discriminant function generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner.

Thus, we have discovered that the structure of a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system is essential for its functionality—which includes the ability of the discriminant function to generalize.

We have discovered that the “cost” of finding a discriminant function of a minimum risk binary classification system—subject to random vectors—is the critical minimum eigenenergy that is necessary for the system to achieve a state of statistical equilibrium, at which point critical minimum eigenenergies exhibited by the system are symmetrically concentrated in such a manner that the geometric locus of the novel principal eigenaxis of the system represents an eigenaxis of symmetry that exhibits symmetrical dimensions and densities, so that counteracting and opposing forces and influences of the system are symmetrically balanced with each other—about the geometric center of the locus of the novel principal eigenaxis—whereon the statistical fulcrum of the system is located.

Correspondingly, we have discovered that the total allowed eigenenergy that is exhibited by a minimum risk binary classification system accounts for right and wrong decisions made by the system. Thereby, we have discovered that vector-valued cost functions provide essential measures for finding discriminant functions of minimum risk binary classification systems—subject to random vectors.

We have discovered that the inverse problem of the binary classification of random vectors is directly related to the forward problem of the binary classification of random vectors by fundamental laws of binary classification that discriminant functions—of minimum risk binary classification systems, subject to random vectors—are subject to. We have also discovered that the theoretical model of a minimum risk binary classification system expresses fundamental laws of binary classification, whereas the applied model of a minimum risk binary classification system explains and executes these laws.

More generally, we have discovered that resolving the bias and variance dilemma can be regarded as a system identification problem, so that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a system being modeled are determined by transforming a collection of observations into a data-driven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system.

We have also discovered that the data-driven mathematical model executes precise mathematical conditions that statistically pre-wire important generalizations within the target function of the system—so that the target function generalizes and thereby extrapolates in a significant manner.

Thereby, we have discovered that the statistical structure of a target

26 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

function is essential for its functionality—which includes the ability of the target function to generalize.

We have discovered that formulating and solving certain system identification problems involves determining how and why a particular system locates a point of equilibrium—so that the energy exhibited by the system is minimized in such a manner that the system satisfies a state of equilibrium— at which point the structure and behavior and properties of the system exhibit the maximum amount of stability.

Correspondingly, we have discovered that formulating and solving certain system identification problems involves finding a suitable equivalent representation of a given system—that requires finding a suitable statistical representation for the transformed basis of an intrinsic coordinate system of the given system.

We have discovered that resolving the bias and variance dilemma for certain data-driven mathematical modeling problems involves the identification of certain processes—which execute certain methods—that represent the solution for finding the target function of a data-driven mathematical system, at which point the problem being considered is transformed into a feasible one.

We have discovered that determining the generalization behavior of certain machine learning algorithms involves solving a system identification problem, so that the overall statistical structure and behavior and properties of a system are determined by transforming a collection of observations into a data-driven mathematical model that represents fundamental aspects of the system.

As a final point, we have discovered that definite claims regarding the generalization performance that is exhibited by certain machine learning algorithms requires a proof, from first principles, which demonstrates that a target function of a system has a certain statistical structure, along with a constructive proof—which demonstrates that the machine learning algorithm is aligned with the statistical structure of the target function of the system.

26 Acknowledgments

The author is indebted to Oscar Gonzalez and Garry Jacyna. The counsels of Oscar Gonzalez and Garry Jacyna motivated the author to learn from both breakthroughs and mistakes—and thereby persevere—and stay the course. The author’s master’s thesis [66] was the primary impetus for

REFERENCES

this work. The counsel of Oscar Gonzalez motivated the trailblazer within the author. Some of the material in this treatise includes portions of the author’s Ph.D. dissertation [67]. Initial parts of this work would not have occurred without the support of Garry Jacyna. The counsel of Garry Jacyna sustained the trailblazer within the author—and also enabled the author to successfully navigate the Ph.D. pipeline.

References

[1] R.L. Allen and D. Mills. Signal Analysis: Time, Frequency, Scale, and Structure. Wiley, 2004. ISBN 9780471660361.

[2] N. Aronszajn. Theory of reproducing kernels. Transactions of the American Mathematical Society, pages 337–404, 1950.

[3] R. Bellman, R.E. Bellman, and Karreman Mathematics Research Collection. Adaptive Control Processes: A Guided Tour. Princeton Legacy Library. Princeton University Press, 1961. ISBN 9780691079011.

[4] K. P. Bennett and C. Campbell. Support vector machines: Hype or hallelujah? SIGKDD Explorations, 2(2):1–13, 2000.

[5] J.M. Bernardo and A.F.M. Smith. Bayesian Theory. Wiley Series in Probability and Statistics. Wiley, 2009. ISBN 9780470317716.

[6] Daniel Berrar. Bayes theorem and naive bayes classifier. Encyclopedia of Bioinformatics and Computational Biology: ABC of Bioinformatics; Elsevier Science Publisher: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, pages 403– 412, 2018.

[7] Christopher M. Bishop. Pattern Recognition and Machine Learning.

Springer, 2006.

[8] S. Blakeslee and M. Blakeslee. The Body Has a Mind of Its Own: How Body Maps in Your Brain Help You Do (Almost) Everything Better. Random House Publishing Group, 2008. ISBN 9780812975277.

[9] B. Boser, I. Guyon, and V. Vapnik. A training algorithm for optimal margin classifiers. In Proceedings of the 5th Annual ACM Workshop on Computational Learning Theory, pages 144–152. ACM Press, 1992.

[10] Jason J Braithwaite. Occams razor: The principle of parsimony.

Academia. edu, 2007.

REFERENCES

[11] L. Breiman. Statistical modeling: The two cultures. Statistical Science, 16(3):199–231, 1991.

[12] C. Burges. A tutorial on support vector machines for pattern recognition. Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery, 2:121–167, 1998.

[13] H. Byun and S. Lee. Applications of support vector machines for pattern recognition: A survey. LNCS, 2388:213–236, 2002.

[14] C. Cortes and V. Vapnik. Support-vector networks. Machine Learning, 20(3):273–297, 1995.

[15] Robert D Cousins. Why isnt every physicist a bayesian? American Journal of Physics, 63(5):398–410, 1995.

[16] Glen Cowan. Data analysis: frequently bayesian. Phys. Today, 60(4):

82–83, 2007.

[17] N. Cristianini and J. Shawe-Taylor. An Introduction to Support Vector Machines and Other Kernel-based Learning Methods. Cambridge University Press, 2000.

[18] A.W. Drake. Fundamentals of Applied Probability Theory. McGraw- Hill classic textbook reissue series. McGraw-Hill, 1967. ISBN 9780070178151.

[19] R. Duda, P. Hart, and D. Stork. Pattern Classification. John Wiley and Sons, 2001.

[20] Bradley Efron. Modern science and the Bayesian-frequentist controversy. Division of Biostatistics, Stanford University, 2005.

[21] L. Eisenhart. Coordinate Geometry. Dover Publications, 1939.

[22] T. Eitrich and B. Lang. Efficient optimization of support vector machine learning parameters for unbalanced datasets. J COMPUT APPL MATH, 196(2):425–436, 2006.

[23] W. H. Engl, M. Hanke, and A. Neubauer. Regularization of Inverse Problems. Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2000.

[24] R. Fletcher. Practical Methods of Optimization. Wiley, 2000.

[25] R.H. Fowler. Statistical Mechanics: The Theory of the Properties of Matter in Equilibrium. Cambridge University Press, 1980. ISBN 9780521093774.

REFERENCES

[26] K. Fukunaga. Introduction to Statistical Pattern Recognition. Academic Press, 1990.

[27] S. Geman, E. Bienenstock, and R. Doursat. Neural networks and the bias/variance dilemma. Neural Computation, 4:1–58, 1992.

[28] J.W. Gibbs. Elementary Principles in Statistical Mechanics: Developed with Especial Reference to the Rational Foundation of Thermodynamics. Cambridge Library Collection - Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, 2010. ISBN 9781108017022.

[29] C. Groetsch. The Theory of Tikhonov Regularization for Fredholm Equations of the First Kind. Pitman Advanced Publishing Group, 1984.

[30] C. Groetsch. Inverse Problems in the Mathematical Sciences. Vieweg, 1993.

[31] P. C. Hansen. Rank-Deficient and Discrete Ill-Posed Problems. SIAM, 1998.

[32] S. Hewson. A Mathematical Bridge: An Intuitive Journey in Higher Mathematics. World Scientific, 2009.

[33] D. Hilbert and S. Cohn-Vossen. Geometry and the Imagination. Chelsea Publishing Company, 1952.

[34] T.L. Hill. Statistical Mechanics: Principles and Selected Applications.

Dover Books on Physics. McGraw-Hill, 1956. ISBN 9780486653907.

[35] R.D. Hippenstiel. Detection Theory: Applications and Digital Signal Processing. CRC Press, 2017. ISBN 9781420042047.

[36] E.A. Jackson. Equilibrium Statistical Mechanics. Dover books on physics. Dover Publications, 2000. ISBN 9780486411859.

[37] S.M. Kay. Fundamentals of Statistical Signal Processing -: Detection Theory. Fundamentals of Statistical Signal Processing. PTR Prentice- Hall, 1998. ISBN 9780135041352.

[38] J. Keener. Principles of Applied Mathematics, Transformation and Approximation. Perseus Books, 2000.

[39] B. P. Lathi. Signal Processing and Linear Systems. Berkley-Cambridge, 1998.

REFERENCES

[40] D. C. Lay. Linear Algebra and Its Applications. Addison Wesley, 2006.

[41] Y. Liang, Q. Xu, H. Li, and D. Cao. Support Vector Machines and Their Application in Chemistry and Biotechnology. CRC Press, 2011.

[42] P. Linz. Theoretical Numerical Analysis. Dover Publications, 1979.

[43] P. Linz and R. Wang. Exploring Numerical Methods. Jones and Bartlett Publishers, 2003.

[44] B.H. Lipton. The Biology of Belief: Unleashing the Power of Consciousness, Matter & Miracles. Hay House, 2011.

[45] L. Ljung. System Identification: Theory for the User. Pearson Education, 1998. ISBN 9780132440530.

[46] Lennart Ljung. System identification. In Signal analysis and prediction, pages 163–173. Springer, 1998.

[47] D. Luenberger. Optimization by Vector Space Methods. John Wiley and Sons, 1969.

[48] D. Luenberger. Linear and Nonlinear Programming. Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2003.

[49] G. Mate. When the Body Says No: Understanding the Stress-Disease Connection. John Wiley & Sons, 2011. ISBN 9780470923351.

[50] S.B. McGrayne. The Theory That Would Not Die: How Bayes’ Rule Cracked the Enigma Code, Hunted Down Russian Submarines, & Emerged Triumphant from Two Centuries of C. Matematicas (E-libro). Yale University Press, 2011. ISBN 9780300175097.

[51] J.L. Melsa and D.L. Cohn. Decision and Estimation Theory. International student edition. McGraw-Hill Kogakusha, 1978. ISBN 9780070664050.

[52] C. Meyer. Matrix Analysis and Applied Linear Algebra. SIAM, 2000.

[53] T.M. Mitchell. Machine Learning. McGraw-Hill International Editions.

McGraw-Hill, 1997. ISBN 9780071154673.

[54] S. Nash and A. Sofer. Linear and Nonlinear Programming. McGraw- Hill Company, 1996.

REFERENCES

[55] A. Naylor and G. Sell. Linear Operator Theory in Engineering and Science. Holt Rinehart and Winston, 1971.

[56] I. Newton, I.B. Cohen, A. Whitman, and J. Budenz. The Principia:

Mathematical Principles of Natural Philosophy. University of California Press, 1999. ISBN 9780520290884.

[57] E. Nichols. Analytic Geometry. D. C. Heath and Company, 1893.

[58] A. Papoulis and S.U. Pillai. Probability, Random Variables, and Stochastic Processes. McGraw-Hill series in electrical engineering: Communications and signal processing. McGraw-Hill, 2002. ISBN 9780070486584.

[59] E. Parzen. Stochastic Processes. Holden-Day series in probability and statistics. Holden-Day, 1962. ISBN 9780816266647.

[60] Emanuel Parzen. Modern Probability Theory and Its Applications.

Wiley-Interscience, 1960.

[61] C.B. Pert, D. Chopra, and USA) Candace Pert (Biochemikerin.

Molecules of Emotion: Why You Feel the Way You Feel. Touchstone Book. Scribner, 1997.

[62] H. Poor. An Introduction to Signal Detection and Estimation. Springer, 1994.

[63] Samuel Rapport and Helen Wright. Mathematics. New York University Press, 1963.

[64] S. Ravella. A Silent Fire: The Story of Inflammation, Diet, and Disease. W. W. Norton, 2022. ISBN 9780393541915.

[65] D. M. Reeves and G. M. Jacyna. Support vector machine regularization.

WIREs Computational Statistics, 3:204–215, 2011.

[66] Denise M. Reeves. Generalization metrics for neural modeling applications in system identification. Master’s thesis, Old Dominion University, 1995.

[67] Denise M. Reeves. Properly Specified Functional Mappings and Support Vector Learning Machines. PhD thesis, George Mason University, 2009.

[68] Denise M. Reeves. Resolving the geometric locus dilemma for support vector learning machines. arXiv preprint arXiv:1511.05102, 2015.

REFERENCES

[69] Denise M. Reeves. Design of data-driven mathematical laws for optimal statistical classification systems. arXiv preprint arXiv:1612.03902, 2018.

[70] J.A. Rice. Mathematical Statistics and Data Analysis. Duxbury advanced series. Duxbury Press, 1995. ISBN 9780534209346.

[71] Sheldon M. Ross. A First Course in Probability. Prentice-Hall, 1998.

[72] S.M. Ross. Introduction to Probability Models. Introduction to Probability Models. Elsevier Science, 2007. ISBN 9780125980623.

[73] B. Scholkopf and A. Smola. Learning with Kernels. MIT Press, 2002.

[74] Christopher G. Small and Don L. McLeish. Hilbert Space Methods in Probability and Statistical Inference. Wiley-Interscience, 1994.

[75] M. Srinath, P. Rajasekaran, and R. Viswanathan. Statistical Signal Processing with Applications. Prentice Hall, 1996.

[76] H. Stark and J.W. Woods. Probability, Random Processes, and Estimation Theory for Engineers. Industrial and Systems Engineering. Prentice Hall, 1994. ISBN 9780137287918.

[77] E.M. Sternberg. The Balance Within: The Science Connecting Health and Emotions. Henry Holt and Company, 2001.

[78] G. Strang. Introduction to Applied Mathematics. Wellesley-Cambridge Press, 1986. ISBN 9780961408800.

[79] G. Strang. Computational Science and Engineering. Wellesley- Cambridge Press, 2007. ISBN 9780961408817.

[80] Rangarajan Sundaram. A First Course in Optimization Theory. Cambridge University Press, 1996.

[81] Tanner and Allen. Analytic Geometry. American Book Company, 1898.

[82] G.B. Thomas and R.L. Finney. Calculus and Analytic Geometry.

Addison-Wesley world student series. Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, 1995. ISBN 9780201531824.

[83] Bea Tiemens, Rene Wagenvoorde, and Cilia Witteman. Why every clinician should know bayes’ rule. Health Professions Education, 6(3): 320–324, 2020. ISSN 2452-3011.

REFERENCES

[84] B. van der Kolk. The Body Keeps the Score: Mind, Brain and Body in the Transformation of Trauma. Penguin Books Limited, 2014. ISBN 9780141978628.

[85] H. VanTrees. Detection, Estimation, and Modulation Theory: Part I.

John Wiley and Sons, 1968.

[86] G. Wahba. Inverse and Ill-Posed Problems. Academic Press, 1987.

[87] David H. Wolpert. The supervised learning no-free-lunch theorems. In In Proc. 6th Online World Conference on Soft Computing in Industrial Applications, pages 25–42, 2001.

[88] David H. Wolpert. What is important about the no free lunch theorems?

arXiv preprint arXiv:2007.10928, 2020.

[89] Daniel Zwillinger. Standard Mathematical Tables And Formulae. CRC Press, 1996.