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Al 2 A Conformal Prediction¥} K-Sphere

Predictive Clustering-2 &4 9] HaA| oA 218Y5t= Clusteringo] A

olH ] shte] THTHEIR Fold 4 9 T wEL

o] 1 BHo|ct.

2.1 K-means f-3 2 A

K-means[6]= 714 HH A o] 1 47 AF8S &= Q

tance eF<(d(xy)) 2k Lol w2 S (n)& A o= QA2 H, 1o wt Aol
= K-meansE 28 4 ot

Algorithm 1: K-means &i12]&
Result: 1;,C;i=1,....k

initialize pio 2 =1, ..., k;
while Cz'(n—l) = Cm fO?“ all 7 do

Citn—1) = {z; : i = argmin; d(z;, fy(n—1)) };

%_jl\j]xt_!] Min"%' Z‘l]- Cz(n—l)oﬂj\ﬂ _il‘%é_]:}v
end
QAo

ZF b 2] K-means 11 2] &2 121 |

J

2 gl 2] 2-g5}v, o]uf d(z, y)
o} 27 €O FAA pck thet 2ol AgTnt

d(z,y) = ||z — yl|2,

e = Zaz/nc, (2.2)

xeC



e
M
=2

ol M= 1A o] obd 221 Y=, 53] AR Eof| dish
ot AF ] Azt d(X,Y) 9 of 2] BB HolH o] FHHS o=
thorsitt. 1 = 5he] dEjQl Euclidean distance?} Extrinsic mean2 ©]
Aggolr, 1 o= ofiet 2t o] off, S= B X;0] BEs= BETULLR
FHABE o] U= manifoldE oottt WEbA, Xi(i =1, ,n) = SOl EX
Q= EAgt}ar 7HA- 1A} o|uff S (Extrinsic mean)t 7 2] &< (Euclidean
distance)+= T3t Zo] Aol 4= Qlrt.

g
%0
oL

T

Definition 1. X,Y € Sym™(p) o]9, QEZE 2% X, Y tjs] Euclidean
distance= tHZ1} o] A o|H .

dp(X,Y) =tr(X=Y)* = X - Y|, (2.3)
7] A ||-||+= Frobenius normo]|t}.

219] Euclidean distancer= THHA|(manifold :S)& 2= Z7tS

Definition 2. (Extrinsic mean) $Jof|A o]o}7] 50|, tHAE T2 =

So 2 Bl e A, A2 gdE o8t 2 A AL 4 9leH

1 BARS A4S} 5= B E 7FS Extrinsic mean©|2}t Giot.
pg(X) = argmin o (P), (2.4)
Pes

ol o, og(P)= op : § — RE A OJH EAFHRR b33 o] A o)),

o%(P) = B(|X - P|]?) = /S IX — P2 Q(dX) (2.5)



Definition 3. (Sample Extrinsic mean) oA % 2]3t extrinsic mean2]

FEAM O A2 94 Bx QO] mEAFS] A%< Qnoﬂ/ﬂfﬂ Extrinsic

Qn = Zé(xz) (2'6)

of W, BAIGHS 63 (P) 6% : § - Riz TEAFA thawt 2o o},

X — P2 (2.7)

i=1,.n

o]of| tf ¢t Sample Extrinsic mean pig= TH2-I} ZHo] A olgk 4= Qitt.

(g (X) = argmin 65 (P) (2.8)
PeS

Theorem 1. QE Sym™ (p) 9] 23z} 5}, 0*(P) < o0 7} BE P € Sym*(p)
oA e o, o] Yl [

1
(X —Z (2.10)

3

mlo

919] Theorme] 282 Eakel choyet Ao] Azie FHH B Wg-e
(7]l 4] ZrobE o= Qlt}. Definition1 ¥} Theorem 2.20] 2|54 FA 2] SHof| A =
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2.2 Conformal Predictor

2@ % A SFE QurAQ WY F shtolth 1R A0 g SueES

Algorithm 2: Conformal &112]&
Result: C,(«)

1. 7122] Hlol8] Aol Vo1 = y2 23 wlole A Ay) = {Vi, - . Yoy}
2 oy,

2. unconformity score R;(y) = ¢(Y;, S E=i=1,--- ,n,n+ 19
A AL
o] Wf, p= E A o] A W BH (exchangability)o] A Hgtct.

ot

3. m(y)E TheT} Zo] Aol

1
m(y) = —Z"HI( Ri(y) = Rnt1(y))-

4. 919 & EE yoll st &8sl tha9f Cp(a)= Tttt

n+1

Cule) = s 7) = @) = { .nHZI( )= Rea) = o

29] 712 A2l Conformal &118]ZE9 n(y)= Ho : Ypi1 = y2] p-valuez
2 % oleh. E9 9lo] Ana Yehbs C, & adf Th¢ Bk AFTTie s B 4

o] W FQ%t 71 Hy : Y1 = yollA Conformity ®+= Unconformity



score?l R;9] n3AJo] AHsitt= Ao|th 2
L ,n+1}oA 45E2ZE HEH, B 22 PoF 1 F28 2 A=
& W=7k Yol tlsl], tr2 Probability coveragesS THE

Py eC,)>1-a

SEA|9F, 12 E 2= Wi ASAtm T AlatE 2357 of| £t A4 5] Holil
+ Split Conformal Prediction &112]Z0] QJt}.
A BEGE shol tiol dae]ES -85t Aol ofd M= ofe #EZE

ol A &= Split Conformal Prediction

rhz 4
Hn

Algorithm 3: Split Conformal &112|&
Result: C,, ()

1 A7) FolEAl Y2 V)b thieh
2 V9 $4RRE QE At

3. R; = ¢(Q,Y;) for Y; € )2 Unconformity ScoreS -3t
4. Ri9) 1-2$)%5 t, & Fect.

5. Cula) ={y: 6(Q,y) < to}

o] Aok =& A= (Confidence set : C,(a))E EE}L F3sH
T}-2-2] Probability Coverage”} THE-Hth.[2]

infp PPN Y € C,) > 1 -«



2.3 K-Sphere

K-sphere[1]+= K-means©]] Conformal PredictionS #]-8-$F ®fH o|t}. K-means

L 20379 At e £o2 2HL BAslel, 2He] Felvt B
F7He H2 o] glAlg o] M (Voronoi Tesslation) o] Fej= LA Hch T EY
o] FQ A9, K-means®Z FAAH 3

]I.N
rlo
)
o
i
of
N
N,
o
ol
ol

thg st 2t

Algorithm 4: K-Sphere &1 2]&(1]
Result: C; i = 1, ...,l

L HolE Y& V1, h & Uheth,
2. K—means% yloﬂ Z;!]%_a—]-o%v Cly" - ,Ck—(ﬂ %—}\D];g% :ll—c?)-__]:]—

3. 009 ZF glolHofl 7 77k AR 9] AR E RiE At
ol W, ¢y Vit 7 77k SHF ol

1 RS Lo 2945 1,2 F@

5. yi7k ol 7V AT, Rirk talieh 23 A9,y ol v

-
o
S
)

6. 156 52 ofa] kol A WA 0= 2k, 744 u(C;)7h 2L k2 it




ohet ol Aol A floflA Aot R; = ming ||Y; — ¢(jy|| & Conformal
Prediction®] 7] Z7191 W 3Hd(exchangability) S THEsEA] =t} ufahA],

235t ¢, ¢ Conformal Prediction®] 7] 27148 wZ5}

. HYi - C(j)iHZ
Ri= min |——F5—
j€{17“',k3} JJ

ol o, 7; = nj/nO=E n;j= VO K-meansof| |5 UePd jHA] H==1
g g o] ARl Vo &3 &R 9] M4eE ou|ettt. 181 6= ot Zol
A ol=tt.

+2dlog ;5 — 2log 7; (2.11)

1
/\2 _ 3,
i n_jZYier HYZ - YJH
oFA 2] 5§ & 9] Euclidean norm} extrinsic sample mean-2 HE 9] &3 &
Aot YT AR R, 919 FYUt distancesto] 4] eS| K-sphereg 2]
€ 5 AT owt FAHA(c)) GA BE e FHE H C;

2 H7|5ta, || - ||o] Frobenius norm 2 2 7 ¥t}

A3, Al AAEoloF P& T S HHoHA] ot
w
|

= AN
AL & At ol& FAo] s ole WHEHoR Vi, ),

10



K-sphereZ HHE-A| 38 (Bagging) st 24
ZZ3)e Ao] Epgainy.
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N
e
o
i
rO
ox
2
rO‘
M
)
1o
oflt
u)
ﬂJlﬂJ

rlr

oA &3 C= Hdsty] Aofl= A3t 74 (sphere) @] Feolth. K
ol FAY MFE EAE & A7 tg Aot 2t A= FAHA(¢))2
RE2 S (rj) 2 BT 5 oH, B(Cj,rj) = {Y : [V - Cjf| < Tj}i xd
T At 19 U8 5835t Conformal Predictorg 4-86= F2-57H <]
At M

p= 23t Zro] Aolek 4= 91 0™ Conformal Predictor®] 7]2A] 21}

=

O

l
<

Lemma 2. K = kZ K-SphereQ] A5 I oA 4 C;2F UIR&Z r;
of] distod,
My, = U B(Cj,1y). (2.12)

of W, rj= ofzfjet go] o=

rj =0 \/max(ta + 2log 7; — 2dlog gy, 0). (2.13)

Conformal Predictor®] &2 infp P"1(Y € My) <1 — o7} GFZ5H.

o] W, My 9] H1]+= Importance Sampling[8]-& o] &6}H, AFE-H BT f(x)
L ofzjgt 2oy,

11



1
flx) = Ezikzl fi(x) where f;(x) : uniform distribution in i-th sphere
ol olefet 2o AL olgelwl, Eosk M Tkl 9hEu4: Xo}
SEUEAST [ X = R o tis}e],

1
o = dx = —f(x)dx =
Vol = | ir= i 5 (
om, Huli ofgfe} e AW F O B(1/f(2))E FHH: 2 T4
Ak,

Algorithm 5: M 9] B0 34

Result: E <%)

LE)ONA T {0 VEE AOIFETL

2. 7} Eol Aok 1/ () 3b& T

> E(i> -2k f(;)

12



Al 3 7% dHlole A

3.1 Ad dHolH

3.2 AlEHo]4A 1 : Mickey mouse Problem

T~

Mickey mouse Problem-2 YHFA O 2 K-means® &2 X &= ez 2 &
217 9leF. 340 5 A1) Aol AAskel, /1 2 20 e Teeh 2o

E—
FAB. o) o] TolA ST 4 et

)
1

ggggg
uuuuuu
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19 3.1 (%) Mickey Mouse H|o]H (%) K-means 324 A

Mickey Mouse problem-& F+= H'H-2 GMM 5 AA 2 o 271271 £A]%H
ot K-sphereE Falf & 228 450l 4 #8= & 23 =S Sl =
= sk o Holds 249 3
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of, #Aet o2 P o, K-spherer} & 2H-55k=2], FAA]
Extrinsic mean¥} Euclidean distanceE Z-&31-2 wjr & #-go] =x]& g
QIS E 4= Q1S Aoltt. WishartEZ = W, (X, n) 2 UHY, X 2AHFE(n)E

B4R et

19 3.2 (2}) Wishart AJEdo]A Ho]g (§) K-means Z-&A]

712}e] Clustert= ThE LS t2v], @ Feld A% $EUt 2 159

100, 200, 10071 <]

1 0
.1%1121: ’711:2

0 1

5 4.5
.—_7_%2:22: ,n2:10

4.5 5

1 -0.9

.1%3223: ,’n3:50

-09 1
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%98 AR Figure 2(F) oA &9l

3

% ik,

3.4 AlEd oA 3 : ETH-80 H|°|¥|

ETH-80 dlo]El %= [4; 5] oA AH8H dlo]e2 1052] 2o % 328079
qlck. 7t Ab2 2 4107]9] AFAo] glow, Aple] 7] st

1% 3.3 (2, %) ETH-80 dloH, ($)eHEetiel He| 284 e

19 3.4 ETH-80 EUtES} HjALA
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Al 4 7 o|n|A] A2 (CovD)

TR A K-sphere®] A4tFo] 24| F7tohe], wheba] G-&4do] "ozl
ot ojujz] glolg 7IES iz TA) * (A= gA) * (e 2 AR
FEjolt}. o] & W2 AU vlo|H 2 AEA 7Hsohe W S s 2R B
=9 AW A Y] T4 25 FESHs Aol sk ARIb= ol A A
(Red, Green, Blue) = 0] W3} (Gradient)52] thofet 4SS F%5}0],
o] M4E 9] FEAF 72 (Covariance Descriptor) S Hopdl 4= 9lt}. o]& FEA
FZ7} ol 2] FFEA N Fou|et ARE EEIrh= A o] UERTh([3])
olu|z]¢] 7z} WAL (Red, Greed, Blue) 37]¢] ¥4-2 251l Qth. of7]
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o2t o] & whgotalat Hakg (Gradient) 2F TAH HEE 1] 7V

Rl N
2 N
jin} -~
o 1=
i) 1z
i i)
rf i
M =
3 =
o “Q-‘
5 Q
s 2
ﬁ 5
oj g
M o
2 o
o2 g
s =
02
rd W
lle N
32 R}
o R
R >
- N
2& -
0 39,
i, TE
O
R
) o,
N |
2 =3

o)
D
&)
=
-+
o
=
oY)
-+

o

fllo

Y

e
ol

—‘.—4

2

o

=

& e

:?_I,_!‘

ri

2

offl

el
rr

R

41 eFEeAet By
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GradientE F7Fotitt. k22t IH = of33 Zol 49k Hal&S
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Laplacian Filter : | -1 4 —1 Af
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A 5 % At

5.1 A]l&d©o]A 1 : Mickey mouse Problem

dot= FHi= Cluster7} & £21H Zl&
K-means 7354 (19 3.1)0] H|sH /|4 = Aoz

AL o= go] a-der #Qle 4= St} Figured= K = 11, a = 0.059]

ccccc

Comp.1

718 5.1 Mickey Mouse H|©]E] 2] K-sphere 2-&

K=11, a =0.05 Bagging n = 100
1E1 152 153 1E1 152 153
<31 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000
32 0.000 0.980 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000
33 0.000 0.000 0.938 0.000 0.000 0.997
Noise 0.000 0.020 0.062 0.000 0.000 0.003
ohet s tlolEeF o] noiseZt gl 7%, 2518 w0 EekEofof &
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5.2 AlEd 9|4 2 : Wishert-£3X d|o]g

o %%, AUe| F7hE AT AeNA) Kol up2 B4 Av}e] 2fo]7} gol WAy
shs.0.0], 22h91e]] vl stablestr] eksteh. Teitt o = 0.05014 ul7 249
e K = 352 vehgeh. Kemeans W3 9] 2} 188 £5}] 233}
P 397 MgshA] 4skon], Noise 2RE HIEE o = 0058 FAFH
et

ol
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Comp2

713 5.4 Wishart g|©]E] 9] K-sphere #-&

K =35, a=0.05

1F1 152 153

A1 0.980 0.000 0.000

32 0.000 0.935 0.000

23 0.000 0.000 1.000

Noise 0.020 0.065 0.000
20




log_Volume
g
Vi
>
2

19 5.5 ETH-80 A (ZH) 9} v () 4] K vs log-Volume

5.3 ETH-80 Hlo]g

5.3.1 EOIE vs A&

79 55014 B9 B 4 Qo] K = 22014 744 e B v|=5hgon,
5 RS BESHA I, 27} 0822, 09632 7 18] AHRS F PASHArE.
EntE o] 49, 17 349 £HA 197 Zo] 2EM0] gl EntES Lo|=
2 Bt 297 St B8] 4 x4 BYR CoDE AR, 5

qFo] @ BRL Elold T A veht Ao welt,

5.3.2 EUIE vs Hj

sje] AR 27 o fAR AHRS FURASHE BYOos Evtest v
Aol FREAS AR F E79 Hlole BE Agritt Avks 234
k2 et o = 0052 9SS AA Hol8 g st R @4l
A% oA, a =012 2Hako] £42 APkl
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Tomato vs Cow(K = 22) Tomato vs Pear(K = 29)
a=0.1 COW tomato a=0.1 pear Tomato
31 0.963 0.000 | 0.888 0.000
2 0.000 0.822 32 0.000 0.924
Noise 0.037 0.178 Noise 0.112 0.176
AT 919 Zoul, o = 0052 ¥ it He] KE HYggolE »
£ 240] ShtE Rolt @io] WIS Uolidth. o714 © Lobr} o

719H %

B

2ol g o VA AR, 1 At 43
T 25 EF0E 4or By

Aol & Bz} wgir] o2 Helth

22

H ARshE 0 9e S5 QL Ao R Bl ohgk BTH-80 Hlo]
4, ERbE, gk 2 shte] AEg TR0 R By 27} H Ho]go]]
34014 230 FHEA e,



A6 HAE

K-spherel J2|o]E] o] BROIAE 2 A5als A€ 9el & 4 ek
olo} n}7bA| 2 chopa Fefel dlolelo] S-8o] 7FsE Ao Kol

alized K-sphere@} K-elipsoid®H[1] =St tiit o & 27 & A +8& Y F
27 7510, AR Uylolor B 2ol Wto] H A9} s Hc.
7 2 W 3A & 3, she] %% oo & o] A 55
+ AR DAY wehA ES o] W, ao] A=o] Ao FAof mE x4 o]
7o, Aol 7|2 nhelshs Ak Haeha & 4 Q.

K-spheres= 112}15} 27]) o]4fo] oM & & 2F5stu, of 7)ol 71424
o2 flolel7t ol A Ui e Ae FASH Qlojof "Arh= HA7F E=tt
7] 2o Yo =8 o] vhalel CovD7} obd th2 HFA 0 2 go]E & ®7|3}
A4, Euclidean Distance©] TF2 Distances ©|-& H
ol& Fofl ZHElLEE R & ZeEE oy FHE TS 4 dod, FH &4k

&7 ZAEHAE 7H5st Ao g Heltt,

Hir

Mo
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