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1. ETUAEYOULE TNV OLKOYEVELA AAYOPIBHWV:
mapadeypa — devipa artodaong faboug 1

mymodel = DecisionTrees(max_depth=1)
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eAaxlotortolouv Ta AdBn ota dedopeva pag

Aévipo anopaong pe Babog=1

mymodel.fit(X,y) X1 21275

mymodel.predict(x) /\
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Kwvotavtivog Kapapavng



1. ETUAEYOUE TNV OLKOYEVELA AAYOPIBHWV:
mapadelypa — devrpa arntopaong faboug 1

Empirical Risk Minimization

mymodel.predict(x)
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X, > 1275

mymodel.fit(X,5) K o /\
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Shallow Tree Prediction

> Loss(yi, )

1. 0/1 - petpape Aabn

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavig



30 A

20 A

Shallow Tree Prediction

> Loss(yi, )

1. 0/1 - petpape Aabn
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Shallow Tree Prediction

> Loss(yi,51)
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x 4. 2uvaptnon AttwAegilag tng Aoylotikng Naiwvdépopnong

(cross-entropy)
y = (yq,y,) omou y; = 1,y, = 0 yla katnyopia (stikéta) 1

y = (y1,y,) 0mou y; = 0,y, = 1 yuakatnyopia (etiketa) 2

~ exp(z1) _ exp(wir x) )
1= exp(z1)+exp(zz) exp(w{x)+exp(w; x)
softmax

; exp(zz)  _  exp(wix) .

Y2 = exp(z,)+exp(z;)  exp(wq x)+exp(w] x)

Loss((y1,¥2), 1, 92)) = —(y110g(91) + y2 10g(§2))
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Sequence of Points Approaching and Crossing Decision Boundary
(Corresponding to Loss Function Plot Points)
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x2 (Perpendicular Direction)
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Sequence of Points Approaching and Crossing Decision Boundary
(Corresponding to Loss Function Plot Points)

Lo/ — HETPAEL TA AGON

Lexp — EKBETIKN amtwAeLa
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[TaAwvdpopion (Linear Regression)

Molwa eival n BeATIOTN ;

oxeon HETAEL X kat Y; . *
Mwg HETPAME TNV ATTWAELQ, 71 o
MSE Loss: L(y,y) = (y — )% _| ° . . © e
oA
. . | ®
(v 9% o ’
0.60 0|25 | .'50 0.I75 1.(I)0 1.I25 1.I50 1.1/5 2.60

—

Kwvotavtivo Kapapavig



[TaAwvdpopion (Linear Regression)

[Mowa eival n BeEATIOTN ;

oxeon petaéu X kai Y;

[WE HETPAPE TNV ATIWAELQ; 7

MSE Loss: L(y,9) = (y —9)* .|

Liloss: Ly, ) =1y -3 |

(v 4 9)*

0.00 0

Kwvotavtivo Kapapavig



[MaAwdpouton (Linear Regression)

Molwa eival n BeATIOTN
oxeon petaéu X kat'Y;

Mwg HETPAME TNV ATTWAELQ,
MSE Loss: L(y,9) = (y —9)?

LiLoss: L(y,9) = |y — 7

—

>-6_

Linear Regression with L1 and MSE Loss

@ Data Points

[MoloTtika, TTwe dtadEPoLV
QUTEC Ol CUVAPTNOELG

ATTWAELAC;

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavig



[TaAwvdpopion (Linear Regression)

Molwa eival n BeATIOTN
oxeon petaéu X kai Y;

WG HETPAPE TNV ATTWAELS, 7]

MSE Loss: L(y,9) = (y —9)?* .|

4_

L, Loss: L(y,y) = |y — 7

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavng

Linear Regression with L1 and MSE Loss

@ Data Points

4 === L1: Loss = |y-y_hat]|
—-= MSE: Loss = (y-y_hat)"2

175

2.00



[TaAwvdpopion (Linear Regression)

[ToloTiKa, TTwE dladEPOUV AVTEC Ol CUVAPTHOELG ATIWAELAC;

Eva anAd mapddewypa: y = h(X) = By + [1X

MSE Loss: L(y,9) = (y — 9)? L, Loss: L(y,y) = |y — 9

Me dedopéva {(X;, y;)} to amAd poviéo pag
{ntast va AUCOUE: r%in > (vi — Bo)?
0

diﬁoz v —Bo)? =2 Z()’i —Bo) =0

. 1 PR
)80 - ﬁzyl ”SO-OC Opoc' Kwvotavtivoc Kapapavic




[TaAwodpopion (Linear Regression)

[ToloTika, Ttwg dladhEPOULV AUTEC OL CUVAPTHOELC ATTWAELAC;

Eva amAo mapdadeypa: y = h(X) = B,

L Loss: L(y,9) = [y — 3

Me dedopeva {(X;, ¥;)} To amAo HOVTENO Hag
{ntast va AUGOUE: n&in i lyi — Bol
0

[MpokANGon: Twg Ba to AVCOUE WC TTPOC So;

apapavng




[TaAwvdpoplon: devTeEPO TIAPAdELYUA

E—— N ———

2UVAPTNOELG TToU Ttepvave aro to 0
pHovtélo: y = h(X) = BoX B X

Python:

model = LinearRegression(fit_intercept = false). |

model.fit(X,y)

1 = model.coef_ /

Epelc;

Constantine Caramanis

6

4

.00 0.25

0.50 0.75

1.00

1.25

1.50

175 2.00



[TaAwdpopion: devtepPO TTApAdeLlyua

TNVttt Acdopeva: {(x1, Y1), (X2, ¥2), -, (X, Yn)}
bovtéro: y = h(X
Python:

model = LinearRe
model.fit(X,y)

B, = model.coef_ Artavinon: ,81




[TaAwdpopion: devtepPO TTApAdeLlyua

2UVAaPTNG

el  Autd ta anAd mapadeiypata sival KaAr s€aoknon,
oAAQ OeV yeEVIKEVOVTAL: KATA KUPLO AOYO, deV
UTtopoupuE va Bpoupe o€ KAsLotn Hopdn TG

TIAPAMETPOUC TIOU EAQXLOTOTIOLOUV TNV ATTWAELAL.

Python:

model

0 175 2.00




1. EmAeyoupe tnv olkoyevela aAyopibpwyv:
TTapAadelypa — AOYyLOTLKN TTAALVOpOULoN

2. EmAgyoupe tnv cuvaptnon anwAeLlag

, mymodel = LogisticRegression()
Ekmtatdevon
3. Bplokoupe TI¢ TapapETpoOU IOV

A)\Yople I'IOU sACXtoTOTtOtoUV-TarAGOR-oTterdedopever
gAaxlotoTttolovv 1o abpolopa tng
arnwAelag ota dedopeva (ekmaidevonc)

mymodel.fit(X,y)

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavng



1. ETAEYOUUE TNV OLKOYEVELO AAYOPIBHWV:
TTapAadelypa — AOYyLOTLKN TTAALVOpOULoN

2. EmAgyoupe tnv cuvaptnon anwAeLlag

ANaAlovtag tnv
ouvapPTNoN ArntwAeLag,

QAAAZOLLE KAl TNV mymodel = LogisticRegression()

BeAtiotn Auon

3. Bplokoupe TIc TOPAPETPOULC TTOU
: , N S eSO
eAaxLoToTtolovV To abpolopa Ing
arnwAelag ota dedopeva (ekmaidevonc)

mymodel.fit(X,y)

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavig



1. ETAEYOUUE TNV OLKOYEVELO AAYOPIBHWV:
TTapAadelypa — AOYyLOTLKN TTAALVOpOULoN

2. EmAgyoupe tnv cuvaptnon anwAeLlag
, mymodel = LogisticRegression()
Ekmtatdevon

3. Bplokoupe TIc TOPAPETPOULC TTOU

A)\YO p le I"I Ou sACXtoTOTtOtoUV-TarAGOR-oTterdedopever
eAaxLoToTtolovV To abpolopa Ing
AAN\alovtag tnv anwAslac ota dedopgva (ekmaidsvonc)

ouVvAaPTNOoN ArtWAELAC,

aAAAZoupE Kal TV mymodel.fit (X,y)
TTOAUTTAOKOTNTA ETTIALONG

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavig



1. ETAEYOUUE TNV OLKOYEVELO AAYOPIBHWV:
TTapAadelypa — AOYyLOTLKN TTAALVOpOULoN

ATTWAELAC

[Twc BPlOKOUUE TIC
Hqeltdd  mapapeTPOUC TTou
WISl cAaxiotoTtolovV Thv
AMGZO ATIWAELQ;

ouvaptnon

CAAAJOUPE KALTNY N2 1
TTOAUTTIAOKOTNTA ETHANCNG

Kwvotavtivog Kapapavig



