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Motivation
More and more learning tasks require human input in labeling massive data and

crowdsourcing is crucial for this task. Modeling the incentives of the workers is

usually done by quantifying the effort of the workers as a function of the reward.

Under such a fragile assumption, even if incentives are theoretically aligned, it is

reasonable that some noise in the data exists.

A General View of a Crowdsourcing task

Some workers may give incorrect and adversarial reports in a crowdsourcing task.  

How to deal with such noisy data?

Model
Our goal is to certify that the output of the function f  is (approximately) correct

even under adversarial inputs. We want to minimize the number of reports that

we verify to check that f(x ) ≈ f(x ).

More formally, there is a set N = [n] of workers, we want a Certification Scheme

that succeeds with high probability and either

certifies that f(x ) ∈ [1 − ε, 1 + ε] ⋅ f(x ), or

finds some report i that is not truthful, i.e. i ∉ T

Correction Schemes approximate f(x ) within a (1 + ε) multiplicative factor.
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Certification Schemes
Examples

Max Function: f(x ) = max x  requires 1 verification.

Verify the worker that reported the max value x .

Sum Function: f(x ) = x  requires O( ) verifications.

Each time, verify a random worker i with probability proportional to x .

If more than ε fraction are incorrect, one is found with probability > ε.
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Packing/Covering LP with params a , b , c ≥ 0 - where worker i reports 

(a , c ) - require O( ) verifications.

For packing LPs, each time, verify a random worker i with probability

proportional to his value c y . For covering LPs, formulate and solve the

dual packing LP and verify workers proportionally to c y  as before.

Instance Optimal Certification

Thm.
There exists an optimal scheme that verifies workers

independently.

Let p  be the probability that each worker is being verified. We compute the p 's

using the following linear program (IOPT):

p     s.t.     p ≥ 2/3    for all S ⊆ N , ∉ 1 − ε, 1 + ε

Solutions to (IOPT) for Increasing Functions
Def: f  is w-continuous for vector w ∈ R , if for all S ⊆ N :

f(x ) − f(x ) ≤ w(S)

Thm.
For any increasing w-continuous function, there exists a

certification scheme that verifies O( ⋅ ) workers.

Application: TSP tour and Steiner Tree for reported points in metric space.

There exists w such that ≤ 2. Solutions require O( ) verifications.
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Data Correction Schemes
Certification schemes were allowed to abort once an error is found. In many cases,

we need Correction Schemes that are required to output a value in the range 

[1 − ε, 1 + ε] ⋅ f(x ) even if many of the reports are incorrect.

Def: Verification Complexity for Correction Scheme.

Weak Correction
Repeating Certification naively ⇒ log n loss. But,

Thm.
Certification Scheme for function f  ⇒ Weak Correction

Scheme for f  with the same Verification Complexity.

Strong Correction
It is possible to obtain strong correction schemes for many interesting problems:

Sum Function: Each time, verify random worker with probability

proportional to his value x  until O( ) correct are found. Report:

Optimization Problems in Metric Spaces: MST and k-Means with 

poly(log n, ) verifications. Connection to Conditional Sampling [1,2].

Thm.
Efficient Conditional Sampling Algorithms ⇒ Efficient Strong

Correction Schemes.
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