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Main idee cf non _ uniforme learnability is to

relax fact that Mae depends enly on f) d.

We way make it h - dependent : indeed some
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to be learned .
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Main Theorem :
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An Hypothesis clan H is non - unifamly

learnabh if and alz if it is a come table union

H = U Rn of agnostic PAC leermesh classes km .
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is were involved and requires motion of Structurel
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Pvoof of converse direction .
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Pmoof of Theorem .
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(et ns discuss some implications of this them .

This will allow ms to introduce the national
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Thus the theorem Staten that with with
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