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£ 1E TEIRFEHFARM

B BHA BRI AW, 2538 Tk L I YR SR T, & R iR S 1T 2 B, LA BE S R 1 e
MIERAR DR BAMG . 65 2, Ok, JATRISIHER > ERW X, HR T B A S
T HIRRBAEE R R IR, ERXA n — o BIREULT, W2 A MFEERTTIELIN . FIVF2 S50
TSN, R WERE p AR, B S TRER R p R ORI p AR, I
SCOUBRLE R H (1, RSEFT DOBIMMSEHL . EIL, ASCHR HAGETH I A BEW A OG22 3R I TR AT LB
SRS AR B FEX AN TT R AT BEAR K 44

1.1 WHE5%

1.1.1 lasso [E])3

Wi 7712 (shrinkage methods) 7E [ VA 17 24 v, 55 oA WK MO T73 o 3K — RT3 0T 8151 4 H Fn R
Hom EIEMAIE, AT SEBL AR R R H . b iR e R H KR AE 1996 4F Tibshirani? 4 H /) lasso 753k,
RILAEAWT

EIE 1.1 (lasso F73%)

2
N p
B = arg minz yi—Po - injﬁj
B i j=1
subject to Zj.’:l 18] <t
AT VA e A2 B B XA
N

P 2 P
Blasse :arg';nin {Z()’i —,B'O—injﬂj) +/lZ|ﬁj|} Q)
j=1 Jj=1

i=1

i lasso b, RERRMT I BHMES, T AN B A RET A, EAETFEFAG AL, ik lasso
T ECT AR B R F 4509 B A,
lasso VLA, SIE 7Tz M5l FHFIERDS, 24 H, lasso LSRG ET Z RN H . lasso Tk RE
IR BB REN H e, wLUEE A 1.122KE .

1.1: lasso [ JH7~ & &



1.1 4% 75 %

M B 223257 1asso 18IV AT AT g XOIBAE — oo i& 0 T B EZR,  1E lasso [BIEH #2502 —ANMETE, FIE
LRI 158 mUN A Tasso [BIAIE. £ JCHEOL N, MEZ% NS B AHAZ MIRHERS — M@, XEF g =0, A
AR TAAERBENH P . WUTRIMAERE, lasso [BIH AR LR AR LU, T RIAIINA S
lasso [FIJAZRAIAY ridge BV H AY I [R5,

1.1.2 U&EY3

&[5 (ridge regression) T 1970 4F i Hoerl 1 Kennard!M4$2 i, AT BARIES & X6t =13 0 b 1E WAL I, AS[H
T lasso [A1)H, & B IEMACIIR L {85 RII& EFHEA 7R F T lasso [8] T — s i L

¥ 8] )2 (Ridge regression) #&3E B )2 £ £ 49 Ko A EAES] A TP e S 004 . S Y369 R 2487w &S
BIREFF AR e

N 14 2 p
pree = arg min [Z ()’i ~Bo - in,ﬁ,) +AD B } (12
i Jj=1 J=1

i1

TEA>=0RE=HKBAEE O AFAMBK, KEOREEEKR, EAAREEG 0K, @BTHAKNGFF4
REF A EN R LT AVZ R %, LAEARERE TR,

FER NS, WEIAH TR T L HENT, WE L1 AEA LB R, W RIS RTE,
YGRS ARSI, BBy BE G AE, DRI [ VA 5 AR 4 5 4 (0 26 e b — AR B, 7 080 o o 25 £ 6 397 4
SAETEF R E 1.

1.1.3 SCAD 3%

Fan Al LiB1F 2001 F#2H 7 SCAD 757 (Smoothly Clipped Absolute Deviation Penalty ), - JH AR 54 7 11 70
R Nt T

SCAD #9 B ARk $ e F -

d

SO -XB' 6 - XB)+n> pa (8] (13
=1

pa(IB;)) = 42 = (|B; - ])* 1(16] < ) (14)

Fan 7EIX 5 70 EEHNE SR 7 AR B =AM, Ay R B X =AME RV R Bk iy
A RIFHITTE

o TffE

o Wit

o HIIR
N RBA TR B AR B A A X =AM B AR B IR B VEA R i1 .

e TS RB T AR AN ARESTA B, ALY EARELITHA Brue, IR, EB = Birue, F
FERGARERNE TR AT AR AN T ERAET T ELG R BT E,

(35}



}:@,

1.1 A&% 7 &

R T ERFT RS REAH TR, Bz AFHGH DB+ REREA 0, Ad T AR A G
b Y AN

it BB E AR AR ZRELN, AT BLAEMMNIAZTHTBE R, XEZHOMAGTFLERRE

f&4F, /R LF= T : The resulting estimator is continuous in data z to avoid instability in model prediction.

Fan A1 Li f£18 303 13X = S0 VERREABEE 14 J5 R Bk #¥0 ik vAdabs, RN RIE 6
B9 23X =AM T U B R — NP B R T V. X SRR MR R T2 ez, JERIIAE R )
I

1.1.4 Oracle 4 &

7 Fan Al Li 4 L3 H SCAD AR SCrh, 88 7 — A+ EEM MR, 52 Oracle 5, HEAAN
HUTTF .

E X 1.1 (Oracle T4 &)

FERNEERET EFIGARKELSLA A, FARHEEHEELILAH A, Oracle RV H P(A* C

A) — 1
L)

Oracle Wi+ 5 €%, AAAZ BN TSRBI AL P, #F 2 EARLIR B 7 %5254 Oracle R

N
a9
o

Oracle T£J5 [ HA IR 7 AR IEFE AR — R 23 MRFIE, IR A OISR AT (R E,  RERS LEIRATX 2R
BIERFIXANTT A T EIRAEARTE o B2 A A BE SR U0 W AN 97 28 H SR AN AR R ST SE Y

1.1.5 s/AEY3

/N ET (least angle regression) H Efron 25 ANPHEH . 28T M T2 25 BT (Forward Stepwise) I3, M
L FE KRB B /2 lasso regression [ — R RUffTE . AT LAKE LASSO [B1UHIA A =2 e /N A B VH 1 — AN AR Fof

B RE W IMIEFEF L (Forward Selection) k. i [ £ 5E N B — P R M SO0 5L, ER R
N Y = X0 IXFEZRYER R, R REA &= 0 i, KAy Amx1 BmE, X Amxn B, 04
nx 1 WEE, m WFEAREE, n RYEEERHIE.

HHERE X BVEn AN mx 1 AR X, (= 1,2,..,n), fEY I X B/ X;(i = 1,2,...,n) |, EFREFRY BN
U CRZHEES R — AR X, A X KI8T Y 38 FR: Y = Xay, P 04 = <”)§§k’ﬁ2> JENY By X b
M. e R E: Yees=Y Y. BHTREE, W YVes M X, RIELH. U Yes NN E, FH
X Ja, BAMRAENES X, i=1,2,3.. k- 1Lk+1,..n NFHEEENES, BT S5RENERE, B3
BRZEN O, BLE T A AR AR, FAk. Y X A 4R, W EEPTR, fY S&EERE X, mk

Y
» T xere2
’ _-" X2
x1 x1*01

1.2: lars [FAR =K



1.1 4% 75 %

£ Xy LIHEY, WEN EEKEL. N X0, BT Y, 6 B 7 0B T —NERD . 396 R BLRI%IE
I Xy, SR FIRERAEE Xy 1050, SEMETRREREL, hTRAHAMAER T, W X0, + X0, Bl 7 Y
X IR T P ANYERE 0 ROV RS R . WRNEN AR R BT — R ME, AR, EER. HEES
i, HEAREARZIEZHNAR, BT RREGEAEMSR, ra AR ssa NN R TR Rk, XA
SR AR, JEARE B THATTN Lasso [A1)5.

/M R R A VR 300, X A BB KN A BRI BT . Lasso 812 4E ridge [B1V (K2R _E A f
ke, WARBRIMRAEIERE 2, FEE4E, 4 Lasso MIHRARM LS. —RIGIEILT, i g ml A
Rwhg 1.

1.1.6 334 MEEY
7£ LASSO Al Ridge [81V4$2 H 2 & ,Zou %5 ANIO)F 2005 EHE H T 3k MR Celastic net) o %7954 ik &

SO ST £ AL, SEARR N 1) RO 1 JEBURGE A
B(waENa)=agngWy—XﬁW+ﬂuﬂh+ﬂmﬁW (1.5)

P O TR BT PO I 1. AR T Y s 3 AT £y T AR RV R f A T 34« 2. LASSO
TERRTE T BN TR TR A T, LAt R A S A R T BT R 5 SR ) T Al A
(EATARFRAE . 3.LASSO J7 i R AEHE R TBE AL RO . S SR — A i, AT 2 IRIAR G REUE K, LASSO ik
0 T RN — A i 4. SRR BEAL RS T4 B, e SRR I b 5. B A S A TR B
LN IR MR — MR, TEREaNALE.

2 R F A 57 (] ) AL

Bﬂqu ly = XBII* + I (B)

TERSCH, TEHE ) Lemma2 7~ T 44 navie elastic 7 iEREW ACERRELHRL . 1. P& 1™ BRALCRAIE | BE9E AT
AL R AR B . 2.naive elastic fE 124 R, UM RIS AE4E, LASSO =& kd, (HE A%
B IR A P2 N R B . 3.LASSO ik A ME— iR, R AS B AR I i fift DR 4L 8N
SRR R A 1L B SEUER B, naive elastic FJRILIFA R B2 ANWHER . BOATEH A AL

FIEAE (LASSO F1 ridge) , XEMWSLZE T AL EMME (bias). 51 Naive elastic net A iR,
B(ENet) = (1 + 13) - B( NaiveENet ) 2. iXFEHBEWE FETH R DL R 1. 4808 10k dk 2. X IEAS ¥t 456, LASSO
TR RARAL F] L, 4 1 il elastic net 328 2 [FFE AR/, FRATTE 200 B R %L, 3. A, = 2.elastic
net J7 55 AE LASSO. Ay — oo HLE &5 [H] T BLAR F 4K [T FR (soft thresholding).

mah:

Elastic net J7VEIRME | —/MER KRB BL AR, JF H RS RN .

Elastic net J7% ) RECH 571225 T LARS J7i%H].

B a5 AR SAESE T elasic net J7 52T LASSO J5i%k(.

X} Elastic net J7VE1M 5, 5 21l 1 I ZREERIAE SRR 1) 77 V2K 1E B AN S48

Elastic net J77E 2 A B RIGE 1K), HR ] DL JE 3 73 K 0] .

e

1.1.7 Group lasso

Group lasso F Yuan A Lin 7£ 2006 F#2 U, /£ 75 & HAN lasso 1 LARS 771 B A 1R A7 FI M (H 2
ARG R AR B A B . HoE R .


https://www.cnblogs.com/pinard/p/6018889.html

1.1 0% 7 ik

EIE 1.8 (Group lasso)

For a vector g € Re,d > l,and a symmetric d X d positive definite matrix K ,denote:

Inllx = (7' Kn)'?

We write ||77]| = ||n||;, for brevity. Given positive definite matrices K7, . . ., K; the Group lasso estimate is defined
as the solution to
| J J
[Grouplasso]z Y—ZXJ-,BJ- +/IZ||BJ-||K]_ (1.6)
j=1 j=1
Q

B o5&, group lasso ;&R lasso I —FhHES ™, BIMGRHE /205 1 lasso. AR, WIERAEANLH BHFAE /N EHS 2
1, U group lasso &t [F1 U9 £ S 4G 1 lasso. 1ZBLHH H csdn 1%, 1 &Z it

1.1.8 ¥ LASSO

LASSO 777 T 2006 4 MEINSHAUSEN A1 BUHLMANNIHZ H . SHX AN T EAZIR T8, JUHZ KX
—He, HARENHEE.

1.1.9 Adaptive lasso

Adaptive lasso T 2006 £ Zou $&HIM JLARF Z X} lasso JriE R — Mol 1. 7RI S0 ER XF
Oracle 15147 1 5E IR E X

#pER 1.1 (Oracle 4 &)
Let A={j: ,Bj. # 0} and further assume that |A| = pg < p Thus the true model depends only on a subset of the

predictors. Denote by B(6) the coefficient estimator produced by a fitting procedure § Using the language of Fan
and Lil® we call § an Oracle procedure if ,B (6) (asymptotically) has the following oracle properties:

o Identifies the right subset model,{ j:B i # 0} =A

o Has the optimal estimation rate,\/n (B((S )a — Bz | —a N(0,X"),where X" is the covariance matrix knowing

the true subset model.

.
Adaptive lasso HXF £ 5t lasso #E i K2 BA T MWtk £4501) lassol?!, R BRI M, (H215
BRI BA T, T m b or BB, BRI SRBIEI R .
EIE 1.9 (Adaptive lasso)
2
argmm y-— ijﬂj +/12w1 |ﬁj (1.7
Jj=1 Jj=1

where w is a known weights vector. #f & £ XL TR E 4 0, BOLS 3 AT AT R D ZRIMNE1F 2

AR, B —ANSEHEEH y>0, 2L w=1/|B]” ;

M ETTLAE i adaptive lasso #&XT lasso ARSI ORI T R4 w, BIEHINAREMITE, Zouw IEH T H AR
Oracle 4% .

1.1.10 dantzig selector

Dantzig selector B CANDES Fll TAOU2I{E 2007 FE#&H . HEAMAE U T,


https://blog.csdn.net/hestendelin/article/details/101546489
https://www.cnblogs.com/kailugaji/p/11688004.html

1.2 AT %49 splice &

ZEIE 1.10 (dantzig selector)

min [|Bll,  subjectto [|X*r[l,. < (1+t_1)\/210gp-0'
BeRP

HPr REEGE y-— XBt REAFEZ. 42% X JRA uniform uncertainty principle, 7 H+4= F A £ 6 5 4 6=
B AR FMFE, IR 24 ds(dantzig selector) 7 ikH A KABEER M T R HF K

18 - BIZ, < C2-210gp-(0'2+2min (,8?,0'2)) (1.8)

@ 0 oo ST AL A B K AR 89 R M
B ds 7V E SO PR A PO PR o R A AR XA, AR PR

1.1.11 Irrepresentable Condition
TEAR 45 1) A% e 5 i PP 2 5 $2 31 Trrepresentable Condition XM E E 44 F. H Zhao 1 YulSI7E 2006 £E42
Mo X—ZMXHIE lasso FiEA T EEMER .

1.1.12 MC,
MC, J5:d Zhang!'"V - 2010 4R H . HAR 20 AT, — ANER TR BN OR AL I R B0 i
(minimax concave penalty, MCP) FlI{E i £k 14 T % $% ( penalized linear unbiased selection,PLUS). MCP J7 % H Ak

LI

FIE 1.11 (MCP 753%)

FREI] = a

P
L(b;2) = 2n) ' |ly = Xb|?+ > p (|b]: )
j=1

MCP B & T A LA p(5;) = A [ (1= x/(yA))sdx, BILEMACKH y > 00 1718 FIH R A
KB Hek(p) = k(p5 D) = SUPgey, <y {6 (1152) = p (13 )} /(22 = 11) ;

1.2 &MFERY splice HE

B LB AT — AT B 3 HAE 2 S e U7 v, (H 2 T 2R B o0 O SR 8 s vkt AT b L,
THHRE IR 0(2P), 1E 2020 4F Zhul?2I6 S i TR VAR T —Ff splice 592, K il T4 1E M5 5 4 FE AR
LI e N-Phard 7] #8528 1 155 2% B D 22 D0 X ) ml i i) A

Splice /7%, 1XH¥EAN44 Splice /7.

EIE 1.12 (splice /53%)

1
Lu(p) = -lly - XBI3 (19

# Ede TARAFIAL
min L,(B),  stllBllo = s (1.10)

BRIEFENMIEESACS={1,2,..., pyHE|A|l=s, BT =AFHtH:
B = arg min £,
B = arg min £,(B)




1.2 AT 469 splice H7&

AL A s E AR REE,
o BRIk : MIEEW je A j HIBOBMAA:
A . XTX; |
&= Lo (B™Y) - £, (B7) = L= 8)°
o AMTHEMK: MEZ jel, W jmANIMEKA:

e ]

Kb b = argming £, (B” +¢U)).d; = XT(v - XP)/n, R HEZOE 1 TS AsT TARES [ A
AF (), T ;R je A FUAO.

WHEE, —AK8 Ejorl; EFEF AT BABAEATEMY, MAREN LG TIAMRLN LHEEN
KPR —H, RkEBERE. AR, wREANF AT —LRELO TS/ T F—RET2HEE, #TX
B, HTHAFE—ARETHER, IASHIHT A F ke,

SHAEZ R R Kok <s, L

ﬂk_{Jeﬂ S i §)<k} (1.11)
ieA
REEAFT EANARAAXNES:
Ik_{] €er:> 1(=4) } (1.12)
iel
REKNRHERAGTEE T,
REBMNKEAAT Ik, B A Fo ) AR FFET AN EE:
A= (A\A) U I (1.13)

ik I = A, B =argming, L,(B), FE 15> 0 RABRE. 4R 15 < Lu(B) — Lu(B), ZHLY A b A a1k
RARRI BERRBIIM T EREN R, ABBRHHTRGBLI R 7 xRt TE 1, R—A
AMEH, 1, RN, EXBILFEF 1, =0.01slog(p) log(logn) /n.

BTROPAARTAZ GRS Ao B, FEREGTERERA s A8 y RAXG L EF A
WBHERES Ao F kpax BRAR KA KA, kpax < 5o

XEATEGIRE T RMES, B2EADBIEIRVIGHRES A 7ES 2 )5 51 1 distance correlation Al
ball correlation }H45 5 . AL RGBT EAR MR T, XM HFSE—RFZTERIRIL.

EX 1.2 (EXWBESR)

ALFF, BRIX X F= y #R 42t T ARBEAAIE, &P N i%AAE 69 Pearson A8 % AR B A XA 0,
{J i | } = (A%)°
Iy

HAMEER, WA A — MR SRR T U, OO R R E PR, RATREAREH —
T I R A BT i, R AN T RGHEAT BN e, TS 2 BESF O 45 2R




1.3 Regularization Paths for Generalized Linear Models via Coordinate Descent

I A JHE R python £0 abess, {H2HKZ Rl ¢ SRR, dnf it ¢ to —AN A, W yFild ok
— A HD B R LA B LB IR

1.3 Regularization Paths for Generalized Linear Models via Coordinate

Descent

7 2010 4, H Friedman, Hastie fl Tibshiranil!®'4& H 1 —Fp4F %3774 ™ 78 31 B 3L (convex penalties) 1] (2K
PERIY PO L. IF BAE R Hdid glmnet @EAT 558, MIfi#h & T LASSO,Elastic net #1 Ridge regression 5§
IS HYE L, HAABARAEIX AR, GG MR ] DR [ 5 3

14 EERER
EFE LG T EH T EREN, SFERI)NE AT R0 EERIEEAER. LIERW T R:

Yi,..Y, RABER G GEMTEZAAEA 0,125, =D 1, Yo
1.Hoeffding inequality: %= & Y; € [a;, b;], W &
212
P(ISal = 1) < 2exp (——)
Z?ﬂ (bi - ai)2
2.Berstein’ s inequality, 423 E |Y;|™ < m!M™ 2v;/2, WA

t2
P(Su| =1) SZCXP(_Z(V1+...+V +Ml‘)).

3.Sub-Gaussian 4= X E exp (aY;) < exp (v;a?/2) W #&

[2
P(lSn| > l) < Zexp (—m)
n

X AN R ) B AR HE S 2 S AT LLVEE Peter Buhlmann 1 Sara van de Geer!SI B 2502, HAoH 4
HAE R #E S 2 . X B BRI AN I R E e R TR A, &R

1.5 245

AWMU 75— KA MR EEEE T, ARG AN e B L) T —A B p i,
IE HOZW A BB E AR . BEE VLA 5 I FIR 2 S AT R R, AR A AWty 8, soma g 2
I . FEMLAS 2% SRR FE 22 ST A ARIR IR, AR L4 o, 7850 i SRR B 2 I AR AR EE Mk o % T4
PR PR L v, FRATTAT DAEAN A B R AT b oA EUBCPE ¥ T LA 225 Hasite, Tibshirani 1 Firedman [
(The Elements Of Statistical Learning) — 54, Zdxt b @ gt ik a 48, JF A UE R E K.
KEHERF OO T, OCRERE . A EE AN B & ME B T EER], &SP R T


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hoeffding%27s_lemma
https://esl.hohoweiya.xyz/index.html

28 2 & Screening /5%

I 5 AF 2 3 XU 4 T R 7T, Fan A1 LvU414E 2008 4E32H T Screening 5%, 1% kM A — N AE
NP AR TR PR IX AN A EBEAT T MR . HLAR Y Screening ik, ElRlE — NEERT ORI, LEANE
BER G4 E, JEHIEH T Screening M. IXAMERAE KA KA ST Z AT H A9 Oracle 1P,

2.1 Sure independence screening

ZITER EZ H B p(Bl exp{O(n€)}) 4 —"N R I 4E LR BIAE X K 4ERE d(e.go(n)) 18T —
FhRd HA R Tk AR MAH TSR AT I, A4 28 b5 R AR & 95 A0 QI AR B it th 26 o @i axX o
EITEAEE R T — Rt 5T, B A ) E B AR B AR I 1k S A AR T 1.

WM, ={1<i<p:B;+#0} RAFMNHRESL, FHLAHEREEN s= M| AR p-s NMETZHA
it EARESHMAAREREE 4 WX, o= (w,...0,)T £—A p 4% FH componentwise

regression 4 |

w = XTy
R X R nxp AR REGIEE, Bito ATEEREEHRLRHK,
SAEEL T y e (0,1), ¥ p AMAEFHF I m 2 E-FREA R
M, ={1 <i< p:|w| is among the first [yn] largest of all } 2.1
H A [yn] & yn GRS XA —NATE T XRF LA (1, .., p} B%E M,,d=[yn] <n

0

TXFE OGBS 2 J5 i A8 B 1) B B PR JE O 5 R A B R A DG AT HE S, 9 FL I8t IR 4 5 ER AR B 55 A
KRIVAR . WAJR PR, SIS FiEE B —FM B ITiE, (i SIS ikl T — M ik e, Kifit /s
7% & A 0 A VEEAT — B iR, W RIS, 2Bk B Fan A1 Ly IS, —N EDUL AR FE AR RAT T e
T SIS Jiik LAR R

SCAD
DS
SIS I
SCAD j
Adal.asso DS
d d p

2.1: SIS 7n =

BRI LR p, BEARNEOZE n, HH p >>n, B/ SIS Iz EHRE K4 p B3] d, RJG1E d I
{1 1 SCAD,dantzig selector(DS), adaptive lasso(adaLasso), tHA] PL#E—25%f d 445 &{§i ] lasso, dantzig selector
LR TRR 7 vE R — B PARLEFE B a7

EFE R SEAR AT LAAE SIS J7 92 2R3 I N FH 18 e 4R A Bk SR AR AL £ b, ReWE I R I PR B2 . 72 IR
XIS, VB — S RUER] T SIS kit — st RS . IR



2.2 DC-SIS

BEH14 T, R 2k+7< LB OI<1-2k-7, % yen % ¢c>0,%5C>0,
P(M.c My)=1-0 [exp{-Cn'"*/log(n)}] (2.2)
o

Screening JyiL A2 J5, SHE 12 MR, I HVEF 2 S8 R IR X Hodt— kAT it .

2.2 DC-SIS

7E Fan 25 A$2H SIS J57%2 5, Li,ZHONG F1 ZHUMOHRH T —Fiixd SIS 77 ¥kl () H AR A Feature Screening
via Distance Correlation Learning 3 F {4 FK 4 distance correlation sure independence screening(DC-SIS). J 3= HAH
%3] Szekely, Rizzo Fl Bakirov!!?l, i&45 Székely Al Rizzol 'SV JE &, M8 T —Fh 4= 00 FE 2 9 AN BEAL A B AH S
77 FAR R AR AATI B tH i BE B AH G2 2 HA S PN BE AL 1) & R A0 S (1 B i A A 0

PR R I A FE S A 5¢ (DISTANCE CORRELATION).

1T Py(t) Fo dy(s) B A ARG Z u Ao v GHFIERE 1T ¢y, (1,5) B uFov IRSHFIER K, T2 L u
Fov QIER T £ Z XA
deovi(u,v) = /  [duntes) — du()dy(5)|[* w(t, s)dtds 2.3)
HEH d, Fod, Zuviggi, HE: o
w(t.9) = {ea,ca It s | @4

S g = xHD2TY(1+d) /2y EXEF flallg R FEILEEEHMS a e R HF L (6] = ¢
ufevaIE B KA T

dcorr(u,v) = deov(m,v) (2.5)

ydcov(u,u)dcov(v, v)
HHAERLFRHET A REMXERKEDCHXFZ4T:

1/2
parcsin(p) + /1 — p? — parcsin(p/2) — 4 — p2 + 1
1+7/3-3

dcorr(U,V) = { (2.6)

HAEA |p| = A83E 8.

X BRI —MRAF RS TSRO R k. DC-SIS 7% R A2 VariableScreening

2.3 Ball distance

TEA PR B A7 1EHE H 2 f5 Pan 55 N H T —FP ball distancel®®, @I $2 H (11X Fp 77 V5K 34T Screening.
R @4 Ball. HATHAREZ, 2 HAEEH splice (BB SIX UM EME G, NN LSS0 . HAr
48354, splice + distan correlation , splice + ball distance 2%, SE#E{THREFF LRI

XBAEE SR 2 e M Screening T VBT HI A 1 90k 2 J5 SR J5 A5 A% 48 1) AR B 0 T VA EAT 1E— 2D ik 4%
Pan #2111 [ Ball distance # Lt DC-SIS A& SIS Tk H AR w2 wT LRt R % 156 R AR B A M BOE 26 AF 2
HITAEEZET 2018 42 H 1) Ball correlation, JAH AL S Pearson #H5C R EUW ML A2 : ZAHKREAE 0 1
Z ], HENHEFHENHEEERTXMRHEREER 0. %M ERATEE% R H BC(Ball correlation) T4 H H AL &
AP SR BCAE, AHAHF, MM — Screening (i 4.

fEFZ it — D5 H T BC-SIS 7 LAME A2

o A 5R_KHY strong screening consistency property
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https://blog.csdn.net/weixin_41929524/article/details/86508965

2.3 Ball distance

o HA B
o HILLXS B A% Y PR A E A AR R AT i ik
P FOREGHPIARENLAR R X ALY Z (8] Ball #6757 22 (€ XL

EIE 2.3 (ball cov)

Ball covariance:

BCov*(X,Y) = //U V[Q—IJ®V]2(1§§X (x1,%2) X By, (v1,¥2)) 6 (dxy, dy1) 6 (dxa, dy>) 2.7)

Ball correlation:

BCor?(X,Y) = BCov?(X,Y) /\/BC0V2(X, X) x BCov?(Y,Y) (2.8)
Q

ETORNDIREGALG SIS TrikkA—F



Vavayl =

EI3E TERFENH

ZHI R T AR FETTE, B EAMUEAAGR G @B rh AT 7T 2, JF AR M R ik
PLES 2], IRBESE SRR AR LS (A0 RANIR T o B TR 28] — LR A% S AR Bk B U7 ik S LA 2 S iR S5 A (K 91
T

3.1 A new adaptive weighted imbalanced data classifier via improved support

vector machines with high-dimension nature

QiP5 NAE 2019 A4t —Fh ot (RS Rp b, A2 2 R ARR G ZoulOIAE NS 1 10 388 1 PO ALY F) 465 £33 T
ANEISCFF A BN AR R o 5 WangP155 A B ) DrSVML (01X 53 e £ B0 T, Wang 558 N AL TR FE R )
ARG T RPN [ A L BT T Qi SF R — AR, R SRR AL A R £ N [ A
D YRS, (HRMSCE R AR MBI A BAREN], BRI AH. HAREAWT:

7E X 3.1 (elastic net support vector machine)

WEEA (Y, X) A N MR, FEREHR p,C A2 C, ARFLH, CLRBEH, BHTELA:

minimize % (||w||§ + bz) + %fo + ¢
{ D(Xw+eb)—e+£>0 3.1)

£>0
H;¥: D=diag(yy,..., yn), €=(&1,..., EN)T ARRE S, e A0 A B/ 0 A2,

[ )

HRBARFSANIRATES 1.6 4R M A5 PERBAR L TARIE], 220 Ly A1 Ly JEEOFIMA R RS € M Gy,
X B X R G TIA E IR IR R & .
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