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Abstract

Sparse Tensor Regression for High-

Dimensional Data Prediction

Qiuyan Xiang

Directed by Assoc. Prof. Jianjun Yuan

Abstract

With the development of intelligent technology, high-dimensional data, such as
images, videos, social network relationships and user behaviors, are becoming
increasingly common. They are widely used in various fields, such as feature prediction,
video classification, and recommendation system relationship mining. Traditional
machine learning algorithms need to vectorize or matrix the data first, which usually
destroys the internal structural information carried by high-dimensional data, and often
leads to overfitting. In recent years, the application of using tensors in the classical
linear regression model has attracted significant attention. On the one hand, the
structural information of data can be preserved as much as possible to achieve better
prediction accuracy. On the other hand, tensor decomposition techniques can
effectively simplify the regression model and reduce the number of parameters to be
estimated. This research sorts out and researches the sparse regression algorithms that
predict a tensor from a tensor. The main research results are as follows:

First, for the sparse tensor regression model, this research introduces two ridge
tensor regression algorithms proposed in recent years, namely ridge tensor regression
based on CP decomposition and ridge tensor regression based on tensor train
decomposition. On this basis, this research proposes a Lasso tensor regression
algorithm based on CP decomposition. Firstly, the Lasso tensor regression is
constructed by assuming that the tensor coefficient has a low CP rank structure and
imposing the [; penalty term. Secondly, the solution of the coefficient of the regression
model is theoretically deduced, and an augmented alternating direction multiplier

method is used to solve this problem. Finally, three regression algorithms are compared
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on the datasets. The conclusion shows that the Lasso tensor regression algorithm based
on CP decomposition proposed in this research has a certain degree of improvement in
several evaluation indicators compared with the two existing tensor ridge regression
algorithms. For example, the correlation coefficient increased by 14% in the case of
small samples.

Second, for the tensor regression model under the Bayesian school, the Bayesian
tensor regression algorithm based on Gaussian distribution is introduced. On this basis,
this research proposes a Bayesian tensor regression algorithm based on Laplace prior
distribution. Firstly, we choose appropriate prior distributions for parameters dominated
by coefficients. Secondly, derive the posterior distribution form of each parameter to
sample the posterior distribution realistically. Using Gibbs sampling, which is one of
the MCMC methods, to sample efficiently. Finally, the performance of the two
algorithms is examined on the datasets, and the conclusion shows that the Laplace
Bayesian tensor regression algorithm performs better than the existing Gaussian
Bayesian tensor regression. The coverage of the 95% confidence interval has been
improved by 1%-2%.

Third, the tensor regression algorithms proposed in this research are applied to
predict the user behaviors of the Fliggy platform, which is shared by Ali Tianchi. From
the user characteristics, product characteristics and time dimensions, this research takes
three perspectives as an example to predict and analyze user behaviors, and achieves a

relatively ideal prediction accuracy.

Key words: High-dimensional data, Tensor regression, Bayesian regression, Gibbs
sampling, User behavior prediction
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Figure 2-5 Tensor train decomposition of a third-order tensor
X FKHrikEA € R, FTT 70 g 28 € X (2.9) fras.
(So»S1, 7, Sk—1, Si) NENK + 1K) A&, 52 TT 20 frIRE, #R1E TT #%, Hrb
So =5k =1, ;%ﬁiiﬂﬂfrankw(cﬂ) = (So; Sty SKk-1, SK)O )I%‘#/I\E/% 11K B 5k
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HAENKA TR 48 B, #E— DA IS KA R E R E L,
G W (si—1, I, 5i) = GW 177
Alig, -, ig] = [[g(l),...,g(K)]]
= Zso,---,sK g(l) (So, i1, S1) g(K) (Sk-1, ix> Sk) 2.9
= GV[iy] - 6M[ix]

TT A A i 23 R B SR A T LB K — 1IR3 (B 0 R B8 QR 4 S2 Bt
SCHRMHIER] 730 (2.10) » 3R 1 A0 T 8 A A A 0 R EAT TT 20 fif . Wnl&l 2-6 i
N, KK EARATI -1, 53AL, SHETHRESMHE, [EUORH
BW, WBWHRHHT AR, VAR, HHTK — LR R, BA T LA
FIKA TT B HFE

A =UIZV+E=UB+E (2.10)

2-6 € SVD Tk 2N R

Figure 2-6 Tensor train decomposition using SVD

—N SRR ERE A AT AR LA TR, DUBRAS TT sk &N IR,
AL =85, ARG gRIGER, KGR AR FTk — 14 TT
MRS BN IR, GO RIBEK — kA TT /MR KB N4 E, HAR
E N (2.11) A .

GO = [[g(l)’,”,g(k—l)]] € RIx<Xle-1%Sk-1

g(>k) = I:[g(k+1)’...’g(K)]:| (= RSkXIk+1X"'XIK (211)

MR 2 T ) = A T A S A MR — kR FF Ay € Rk, 7] DU,

2.12) -
_ 0[5 o (2(<K)
A = 63 (657 ® 6(7) (2.12)
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2.5 sk =14 E]Y3

2.5.1 £F CP #fERsK 2143

BT CP 7K B 99 B Lock ££ 2018 SEHZ Y, HAk i [al 4 R 5B A
1% CP #k4i#, FIH] CP ARG R Bk EB . HHPIVRI, B RE
BA D RR AL + MAB— sk EZ M, WA frw. W, Fiil 2880 A

LRI QR E (T, P+ XM, Q) x R, ARG AL T Bl g5 4, BRAK T Al
THSA . X+ EIFREARAR, W ME A E SRR A, S8R L + MANERE
BATRME, BT L ERSRBINUD 61, 5 M ERRBINV S,

UORIR AR

ESURBYIK G, , Hrfr € [1:R], ERTIIERX 5 RHBHRUO S
A5 RIAR RO B R, ORI ONL — 1B, T I T O — 4,
LDy E‘Jéﬁﬁj\jcr € RNXP1XQ1x"XQum _

1 -1 1+1 L 1 M
G = (X, UM 00U o U oo UM 0 VD 00 VM),

BBk EC I EPLX 4T R, HEMEMEC,., HY4HE NC, €
RN@*Pr, H1Q = Q) X -+ X Qu o KHFEC, #%Mr M1 R FIITUF K S, 2%
LA B BN AEFEC = [Cy - Cgl, HAEFENC € RVOPIR . (BB BHHEFEC, X
K EIAMRA AR (3.4) AT, 521K (2.13).

{argmin I vec(Y) — Cvec(UD) 112+ A | uD g ..yenTyen %
2.13)

s.t. rank(B) <R

S ek BABCE AN, Wl A R A R UW AR, 292 # o, JE
= (2.14) fin, HP @72 Kronecker L, Ip & — A HAFERE, HAEE N
Ip, € RPPL, 2 = ORF, 30 (2.13) IBAL BTELI AR I sk & [ A

vec(U®) = (CTC+ 1 (UD YD ...gt-Tyt-n
N V(R § (DI {CORR VICDN (2.14)
® Ip) ' CTvec(Y)

VO B SR

AT FEREV I SRS UO AL, 113 REBIY JG MR 7 B A e A Ak,
FIEL,  ACTEKE LAV S0 350 B 5 MBI SR AR, HARIIM — IBUR AU . 58 I
Ed,, HATMGKEX SERVO LMY FTA B FERE LI 4 5k 2 AR e 21
Je gt
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d, = vec((X, U 0 o U o ViV o VI o VI 00 VD) )

¥ m) Ed, L e MNABIR T R HE S, 325 BVHEFED = [dy - dg], H
e D € RVe-m*R . HhQ_, = Qy X+ Qo1 X Quaq X - X Quo fEBIHHINAE
FEDFs ok s 04 R H e A XEH A (2.15) -

{argmin Y5, =DV 124 24 U y® .. yen yen 2 015

s.t. rank(B) <R
FEAT (2.15) 5 Y NKEW N R BY KR -—mEIT, H4EE NY,, €

ROmXNQ-m ] LLJ@ I ] BARE S AR BV IR, 92 = O, HFIEEZ i
fRtnat (2.16) Fir, %4 =0, BICATL RN TR T,

vem' = (DTp+1 (U YD ... ym-D T ym-1)

2.16
L ymD Ty man) Ly OnTy0nyy-1pryT (2.16)

PAARID BV 1 45 T 3T CP @ 1 ok 0% [ A B0 ) SR i i 72

BE 1 FET CP ok g [E )

N BHAZRX, WRAERY, BN, WSS EconvT, FLR;
s SKEFEIE R B,

1: While W KIEA 2 18] H A5 ek E R 4500 Z5(E > 8RB Do

2: Forl=1, -, L:

3 A (2.14) FH UW;
4: End For

5 Form=1, -, M:

6 fF R (2.16) B v,
7: End For

8: End While

9: i HEH G UW F1 VOSRIHE [ R % B
10: Return 5K & B0 2B
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252 & T TT ofdfysk =04 )3

BT TT 40k B0 R B Liv 76 2020 3208, ik A0 2B EA K
TT RRGEH, e TT R N(Ry, Ry, -+, Ryey) I, TT ERADE - AL + M/\ﬁ%\
KE. SEHAET CP O RAKEW EIFEM, XNE BB HTKE, T8
HITEZEXNB D K25 K#E.

Y1) X[1]

VI
AT EEERNEERL, EXTY e RWHPXCxuFRy e RIVHPIXPrxxPrL,
HE-1RF Yy Xy HELR, HP0ZEE H0 e ROONDAE, IZ4E
Al e RPPRYBAIEERE, HAP =TI, P, Q=TII}L,0Q;. BRIk AN, fIEKEU
NETLYER sk B RI4e I, SRk EV NG MYER s sk &4, W s,

7[1] = X 11 =

0

= [[u(n,...,u(w]] € RPr¢XPLXRL-1
= [[vu),...,v(w” € RRLXQuxxQn
UDFRAE

B, HL=LE, R0 uW ME =g =1, ROEATRAA, Id Rt 1
TEN U, B E ul A A REIR R g@ul), & XHEE Z=
Y VI (VW)™ € RV+PXRL, R4 X, RIS I08 X, ATEAR IR (2.17) «

g(UD) = TE(Zy — (T [UD, -, DN, )’
= 5027 (Zor — (), (05) ()2
£ (2.17) 1, UL = [[ru(l) ru(L—l)]] € RPX*ProXRi-i BT L — 14N 4 ik

MG, W LIETF, EIERRUCY € R, AR (2.17) 5 HIXR, A
U i B TRTEHAT RARE T

_ 2
g(u®) = yNiryR ( - ((Xn)[l],U[(g((Ur)Ef]’) ® U[(El)))z)
_ T
= NP YR (an _ <(xn)m((ur)f1>]” ® U[(El)) ,U[%z)

2.17)

2 (2.18)

KT LI, 2R 2.18) . S, ulfPRuCOmE -, o
U = [[u®, -, ul-]| € RPe-xPoaxRi-Dly L — 1A KB4 IF . BRIEZ A,
OGP AU 1R I, Hrhul? = [[u®D, . Uk ]| € RRoPuaxxP, L ff
0 (2.17) 1 (2.18) RIA] T8 Bt [R1H R E0B 1 H LA Bl 70 7K & 58 K -
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VO [y R AF

U B K EW € RFXO X, wy = () Kyu) - (RU) Ty WL
-1, IERW,... M5 RIW,, Hir=1,-,R..

MFBVOE i = 1, RS HIMEATRAE, Hr bttt v mfif =
e g (V0). WHAEIR 2.19) , MARN STRERTRE, Kb, vEUR
Ve = [V@, .., pOD]| € RRusxxam 1 FETF .

o) = w, - [v®r.v@, voo]]|
(2.19)
= [|w - v ||F

Hm= LW, VO Ry R 2200 BT R, o v 2 vem =
[[vm+1’...’v(M)]] ERRLm X Q. XX 0Qpy M -1 & JF, (v, )E;T) =] v(<m)
([0, 0,9, ]| € RO o oms T . PR AV O
HEAT SRARRD T

g(Vr(i”)) = yR ||Wr _ [[v(l)r:;,v(”, ---,V(M)]] ”2

-5 -V ewaE|

Dy ARRS S 2 B0 45 13T TT 70 ff i) 5K R0 [8] VA ) AR B50B 1R) SR A R i

L 2 BT TT i sk i (3119

WA HZEX, WNEEY, ENSHA, WS EconvT, LRy, -+, Riim);
Bt SRR EH R B,

1: While PRIGEAZ 8] B bR e ER 405 28 > W8I Do:

2 Forl=1, -, L:

3 FAR (2.17). (2.18) HH UuW®;
4: End For

5 Form=1, -, M:

6 A E(2.19)s (2.20)HH v,
7. End For

8: End While

9: A% HE 5 A UW A v skt B el 9 235 B;
10: Return 5K & A1 H 2B,
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2.6 E TR ERETAY DM Hsk & =Y

ST et B DU sk & A EE B Lock T 2018 4R HPY, BIERIR
SEAE TR 1R R EB I S5 56 70 A1 R BRI & i 23 A 143), HON 2 4k 70 A 1)
ARG, R R AR EBRIRE A TR EHOLFE A g A . AR R
IR MBHE A, T7Z N> HIIERS AT, 8 x ~ N(u,02), HEEREHN (2.21)
I

P(x) =

(- u)2> 2.21)

1
V2mo P < 202
B R MBI TR AL TN 0, 7% K02 /M0 IES
BRI, Bl A7 RN, SORRRAERTE 0 I, R AR
PB) =II/% P(b) = [ 2 exp (- 202)

1=12n¢o 202

) = exp (-5 I1BI12)

o< Hszl exp (— ,1;1:2) :
TR ZBEM T — N IURAMMIIE N0, T EACEK =7, A
SRR DLE G (2.22) B9 K

1
P(Ylo?,B,X) « exp(=5—5 | Y = (X, B), IIF) (2.22)

ZEE SRR AT AR B T PR B A R BB R 38 o A 2, sk
(2.23) flrs, AT ORI 305 5K B I U sl AR A 2 508 — 8. 5
B0 AT ABLAR o8 A2 B M IEZS A 1Y, AR ILHE AT R, 5 56 o0 A th A2
MR IEZS 7340 1K), AAE R IES S EOR A T2, Frek, w] LLE
E RS AT IS, BRI AT AT R A

1
P(B|Y,X,B,0?%) «x exp (—ﬁ(ll Y—(X,B), lIzZ+711B II%)> (2.23)

gh4y 2.5.1 HIET CPAMERSK EIA [RIA L, T LIS HUW I R 585 A N
Wi, sl (2.24) B,

P(vec(U(l))|U(1),~~~,U(l_1),U(”l),~~~,U(L),V(1),---,V(M),X,y,az) =N(uw, %) (2.24)

W = (CTC+AU® YW ... yt-nTyt-
T T _
LG VI A V(M)) X Ip,) 1cTvec(Y)
a?(CTC + A(U(l)TU(l) gD ye-n
T T _
N (A0 § (52000 14C0)) V(M)) ® IPZ) 1

L
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VO [ S5 56 53 A R RE R mdlii oA, ik (2.25) frate

P(veC(V(m)NU(l), e, U, ym-1) yOm+1) oy oy v, 0-2) = NWpsm Zrem)  (2.25)

Wom = VO = (DD + AU YW ... ym-DTyom-

ymeDTym+n) V(M)TV(M)))—lDTY[T;n]
L. = 02V = (D7D + AU YW ...y y -

Sy Ty Ly Ty ny)-1 g I,

R4 (2.24) F1(2.25) , FTLAG RECGKEBIIL + M A o3 H R IE AT
Gibbs LT KA. BRILZ4h, BTN a?(RB/NEA BB mEr, Frel, o]
DA HAR B — A5 B 5ek, WFR Jeffrey 2640, P(0?) = ﬁ

SEEVRREL (2.22), o?HESR AT E R AT, W= (2.26) .

_ 2
P(62]X,Y,B) « P(¢2)P(Y|o?,B,X) = IG <1\/2_Q’||y QZC'B)L "F> (2.26)

S o0 A 1 DU gk B (e AR A A, Lock @I X B0 R BB — A
%% O BEMLIY 3l i e 6 o A SR 208G B 1B W A VE R S 0 T e R R
ERE 4,

Y% 3 BT o B Y DLt Sk [l )

BN TN AR EoC, Wi N AR EEY, WA AR X e, RIFHELT, WIU6B,, IS H0A, FER;
it SKEHEIE RHB, TE MCMC B A Y smpes:

l: Fort=1, -, T:

2 MR 226) FRKE B0,

3 Forl=1, -, L:

4 MR 2.24) hRAE, BRIUOY,
5: End For
6

7

8

9

Form=1, -, M:
fai il 3k (2.25) BV @,
End For
o HERRAERTAHUO O RV O i,
10: AR HH N IRE A X0 AT BT T, 73 51 Y sarmpres
11: End For
12: Return 5K & EHRHB, FE MCMC FEAEYsumpies o
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3 % MK
£ 3 E BRKERVFIRE

F Tk AT E, 5B R 4 B AT A K B i T R P B 1
XML G, XA —ERE IR Tk ERIEA S WS WEE . TeEsk, K
BHARN) AT R K B R EOR B H 25, A RS RY R R
By ik 2 A mT DA Bl AR ST AR EE A 5 1S

AT, TN AR B R N AR B AT B K B . AR B € RNVXPrxPL
NL+ 15k &, F—ENZIEFEANE, HRLYEZIBTNFEARRHEM4ERE,
PR EY € RV*Qxemg M + 1frikE, HE—4ENZIHRFEANE, HRM4E2
TR N RAR B AERE, SKERIERA T DUE K 3.1) BB, He
M I BENL TR, HAEFE R B AR EY, BIHRBBEL + MK
B € RPvxPrxQuexm ()¢, BY, j& H AL & IXCH B H ZEB I L Ui i sk B AH
BIHTLYEA B A B X I LAERFAE AT IR 40, J5 M4 WG i B AR 2 Y () M 4ERFAE
¥, MLAMEE 1R, X (3.1) B2 ot FEIaY = (X,B), +E,
HA(X, B), A @ AR .

Y=(XB),+€ (3.1)

X EVA R BB TE, AT LLE IS /MU ZEF 7 FORSEIL, (BAEREARZIN
KB H AR BERIE B B A BRI A CPERS, 2 A R AR, %%
WA, PLETPERMBARE .. BUEERZ IR, AT LU A AR R 4
A, WINRFFGEME. FLE RN N, & miekl, 50, 1E
KRB, LW FIEE, WA LEST IR EEF A RN, AL &
TR Bl JARR A Lasso [B10H, sk &0 [ENH DA K20 (3.2) B, K& Lasso
B340 (3.3) Fias.

B=argmin | Y— OBy, I3+ B2 (3.2)

B=argmin|Y—(,B), 12+ 21 B I, (3.3)

T R, BUARBBIATIL, P ITL, QN SHUHT Z A5, MESdR A
S ovmdesk BB LT, R R 7 RH R BB EA RS K, A 5K
B EOR T LA BRI S E R . KED MR CABOVRA, 4t
W75 CP 70 fi# Tucker 70, TR G SVE I 5K BN 73 7 15A TT 7>
A TR 73RS, X REOKEBIRWA R RS, )55 228 R A [R] i) Sk
TR ATHIRBET CP Rk R Lasso BIHEYE, FHHHS 2.5 4
PR A 15 2 B AR R 3 AT B A
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3.1 &F CP 7##HI5K = Lasso [EY)3

3.1.1 {858

FEAK TR TR PRI CP MRS BT foh R Ak BB — o i FL ¥
Frik, M3 CPHNRI, B AMBIT LUBER L + M2 A, W
R B, FEA SO AT, P T M (S Py + S, Q) X Ry
S TAL T BB, VAR T A R

Bz[wuynimqvmfwquyzzﬁﬂﬁﬂomowDowﬁomowm

1E 2.5 i priR i gk mE0 [l 2 N L, AR S ) R B, fEsk s, L
BABFRFYEEL, Lasso [BIHE i A0, f& S0 Wi [ A8, AHEE T8 A1), Lasso
[ A S AR AR R . AR TR T CP 4RI 5K & Lasso [RHBAYL, i
Wk ERIHRBHAAIK CP #Ei. 458 CP o iiiE 3, 7T LAMS R ik H
FrAR, sl (3.4) Fios.

argmin || Y —(X,B), 12+ 11 B I,

(3.4)
s.t. rank(B) <R

FEUV BIARE A v, FYOEOE i I ek g, ] L SR S AT IR SR
{HYE Lasso A, [ JuBEIRNENMRE, (HEHAR S, SAEXHH R Bt
TR AN RN B B 2B A, A Gl i A AT AT A,
e T X T7 R e 128 FH AR BT i AR 0 LUK A«

3.1.2 HEK R

ST (3.4) FIsRAR, WIS A BRI EAR, FmATL + MANHEFEEAT
KA. WsRMUDR, [ EHABL + M — 1IN U, .. u® yO, ... yo)
A o BB SRAFE T AR A REBA G HIRHE 7 B T Sy, BB — 2B
MIRrLYE, BIUW, ... W, iR 5 AR 8O0 i LAEREAE EAT IR AR08 5, 26
TR BRI EMYE, EIVD, . vOD R AR B Y M YR AT
AR LLUWFIV 00 Sy 45i] 53 51 18] 38 195 5 43 (KT SR ATV
UO KRR

IRAETK B CP 7B KIRE 3L, J0 i T A5 A 3 REL R 22 T 18 508 S U ) A S
i, ey U o u® = 3R uP o ulV, FrLk, T LALLUD Jyfsl i ik ] 1
ABBIAILE L, HRIL — 18RS Z R .
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o 3 T Mgk R HEVE

E Bk EC,, Hrbre[1:R], ER ?W'J’E%X SEA R BBIHRUD S
FIT A AR A A sk AR, WA BCAL — 1B . B Tl T U Wi — 4,
HBhSK ERIYERE N, € RVPrX@xxQu,

Cr = (X, UM oo UM og* Voo UP o v oo vy,

R sk & e, W B P — e AT R IT, B RIEREC,, H4EENC, €
RNO*Pr, H1Q = Q) X - X Qo REFEFEC, 32 Mr N1 R A7 18 [R5, 2%
A LA BN FEC = [Cy - Cpl, HH4EEEAC € RVOXPIR,

SREfpikEC, A, FESUBIRER., AR, HoOvEBRA K ET 5k
UWO ST BT Tl 5 R L — LRI sk SR, b s sk g i 4% 07 €

RP1X " XPLXPy X XP_1 XPipq X XPp,
F o =@UP oo oMo o U oy Moo vy,

X, TE’JQ’%FF?':IT € RPXPLXPIXQuexQm, SR FINE P YERRIT, AL
FIFEFEF,, HAP =TI, Po WFIEEr ANIBIRINT A R HES, 7T DAAS 2148 B
HiBEF = [Fy - Fgl, EéﬁEﬁFERPQX”RO s B B AERECANF, 5K & Lasso [7])4
IR A AT IS K (3.5) o

{argmin Il vec(Y) — Cvec(UD) [+ 2 Il Frec(UD) Il

(3.5)
s.t. rank(B) <R

|

fiidy = vec(Y), B=vec(U®), ¥ X (3.5 fi5 mmiikny, H
fB) =lly—CB IR FHMEE, gy) =1 FB & AT SR e . 8L R
152150 3.5) e, W=k (3.6) Fis.

rank(B)<R
s.t. y=Fp

argmin  f(B) + Ag(y)
{ (3.6)

BERS, ATRMEF T X J7 e T (Aug-ADMM) X3 (3.6) AT FE TR
fift. S53@E ADMM AHEL, T~ ADMM i 5] A— M 48y = (W - €T0)Y/2B
Sk BB E v AR AR . BRI B SORNIE B R LAS: L SCHRE . g A
B CRBIEMRTSCITE, Hrh BIWR—A 1] A G e BRI RE, W = 6,
U BT SRR, TSR AN T CHIFE M Y —ME . S 300 UG 55 B i R =
i, Hrboafd B, psiE e i 2H.
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k

(
B = argmin f(B) +§<Hc1¥ A

2 ~k
+ H(w —CTO)" V2B —yk + —
F

2
o
pF)

k12

a
Y&+ = argmin g(y) + HECBI‘“ —-v+ 3

F
) &k

7k+1 — (w _ CTC)l/Zﬁk+1 + %

O(k+1 — 0(k 1+ p(Cﬁk+1 _Yk+1)

Kﬁk‘i—l — ak 1+ p((w _ CTC)l/ZBk+1 _ ~k+1)

sy, B At — DRt N 3.7) . UHE B Al ], AR
IR AL SR A SCAMESE IR, W] 2 ISR,

{Bk% = argmin £(§) + (2a* — o "TCB + (B — BTW(B - )
(3.7)

ok+t = prox, e (aF + pCBX*Y)

VO R AR

A HEREVO RAR S UO AL, 5117 ZEBIIE MBLEA B 2 R,
FBL, A4S VO St B R MALII R AR, OREOM — BRI . 5 S
Brd,, FCRTIINHRC S BV LU IR T A A B LI Ak S B 1L
I

d, = vec((X, U oo U o VW o e VW o v o0 YD)

A4 1R d, e N LBUR IR BE R85 BUAHBNAEFED = [d, -+ dg), 3
AE[END € RNO-mxR, ;H\:EPQ—m = Q1 X Q-1 X Q41 X - X Qo

PR ITRERED A, SCRBIIEREG, G € RPO-m R, JUHTH g NIRVIDLL

SN IR FERE S SUN BRI R R T, i R AR I CP Rkr = 1, .., R¥f
g BRI 2T FE G=[g,,..., 8r]-

g = Uec(Ur(,l) 0 e 0 U£L) o Vfl) 0 e 0 me_l) o Vr(m+1) 0 e 0 V;M))

&P IE R B AEREDAIG, PTLUK SN (3.4) 5 N3N (3.8), EFIMd A L
R X ADMM H R ARRI AT .
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{aqmnhl Y], —DVODT 242 5 GV |, 5

s.t. rank(B) <R

DV ARRS 5 3 B4 13T CP 70 fif i 5K & Lasso [RI AR R 820 9K

Bk 4 BT CP 43R5k = Lasso [FlIH
Wi KERIHRHB;

l: Fort=1, -, Iter:

2: Forl=1, -, L:

3 A (3.7) EH W,
4: End For

5 Form=1, -, M:

6 A (3.8) FH v,
7: End For

8: End For

9: i F S B S 1 UO A VM) S5 B 19 28 B
10: Return 5Kk & A H 2B,

3.2 18U SRS

TR BA B =Rk R R R R B, 4 AL AR O B SR AT A
MK FEAF P ZFAE T, 88 FH =B T AR & 006F = Biie 8238 &Y 1) il e
SR AT RN SR A S50 ), NS B R )R T, SEIR 34 7E
Intel(R) Core(TM) i5-8257U CPU @ 1.40GHz [{j4bFE e kAT, Frfdi RO AE AN
R 4.0.3.

AT N ZASTT TR TR SR B AT X L, e FE AR & (BRI,
FEAR MY . B, MFEARENBORR, BAE v DL HLE T IR A 2
R, TUFEARER DR, WA A2 IS0 & B RIS IS O, SOk EURE A
EN AN 50 #1200 HEATSERS, DAESRAEAFEAE MM RMERERM. X,
(B LA 2 R LG ROR, M EM LR, ARERE 2, BB
B OSBRI A RO, G R, TIUEEZ, AR EIBE
%, MOERUEEELLKSESNRA 1A 10 BTSN . e, BRPEAREIRYEE 15
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My, 2 AR B e B AR BN [F R 4ERERE, AR TR AT ER, A
WAESEI B EIX — 2R, T =B, AR YRR T XY
KTY, MXS5YMLERAHLE.

N T ARIESE R AR BRI, A I — IRl 45 SRR 15 1)
R, T P L AR B RS R s, A8 - A& 1) P8BSR
REFBRI, ST LR =AT70 N+ M, Hh—8\ A
e, Bk ) B FR W T B
1. MIEZS N(0,1) FAEREALE X € RVP1xP2 fIik 2 € € RVX@1x02;

2. MIE&M A N(0,1) hAEK UY e RPXR, Hp =1, ,L;

MIEZS3 A N(0,1) hAER Vi € Rem>R, Hihm =1, ,M ;

3. ﬁ@ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ,B=4W@mﬂmyﬁmﬂwﬂ,ﬁE%ETﬁb

BRI N AR E Y = (X, B), + &

I, BYIE
R

SNR

FWAERORHAE, A 7 =MrEIRIR, 2hl KR S cor. Q
J7 QM ITHARZERMSE o Horbcor MQZ R IEMTEFR, BUEBHLF, B77HR1%
ZRMSE S A$abR, BEBINEET .

cor = cor(y,‘g)
1Y - G
2 — 1 oy Jhe
v [FIE

1 N2
RMSE ::/Na(y——y)
341 ) GEHEAENENT

N TAEEHE BARER S, BN EEHH 60 Ik 3 MYERE X 2 MEMEELK
Fx 10 RE A B SA . WE 3-1 iR, SFEARERCRR, =AM
SARIELT, BREARERUN, =AM A I T, HET CP g
[¥) Lasso [V~ ¥E g FE i b o
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CP-U&[EJ7  CP-Lassolfl)d TT-U&[EJH = CP-W&[H[)d CP-LassolrlJd TT-I&[=)T
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E== R RY == Qf =——MiRiRE

3-1 NEHFAE T FUNESS BT 4 Bk

Figure 3-1 Prediction performance of prediction tasks under different sample sizes

N 3-1 s, SRR 200 B, 5T CP 40 fR() Lasso [HIHHUAS T B if
PR, Q7L H]73.95%, HIEHET CPMRIIEEIH, Q7N 49.97%,
W Ja R T TT R EAREAL, FHOCRECH 0.8108, Q 74 49.31%. 4FF
KEN 50 I, T CP KK E Lasso [0 5 F AN [B] AR A 47 I 1 2% 22
BR, MR RBUKIBOREFLE 0.8 LLE, WP A& EH BRI AL 0.7, L5,
AP FET CP R 1) Lasso [EIABA R FSTRET), HRMTEH T
B SR AR AT AR T B S S I GRS ) s T AN IR [l A

% 3-1 FREKAR THMIES ST

Table 3-1 Prediction performance of prediction tasks under different sample sizes

Y AR IR AREL QUi BitRiRE AT (s)
CP-I% [A]15 0.8235 0.4997 2.5508 0.6996
CP-Lasso 5119 200 0.8475 0.7395 1.0546 2.5139
TT-I% A5 0.8108 0.4931 2.6413 0.4896
CP-I% [m]15 0.6760 0.2354 4.6212 0.6782
CP-Lasso 5119 50 0.8151 0.6842 1.2600 2.8770
TT-I% B9 0.6192 0.2213 4.7125 0.7141

3.4.2 {5 EEBIS2 M)

BN EUESH 60 X 3 ANEEREX 2 MREA R X 10 (XE BN BT 115
o Wi 3-2 s, {EMRHAKCPERGER, = MREUSRIVRARELS, Q kil
BT 97.45%, ZH{EWEELACTHBARES, BRALRIAN M, Q iy 44.91%.
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3-2 FREEMEEL THUME S ROTUMI1E &E
Figure 3-2 Prediction performance of prediction tasks under different signal-to-noise ratios
HARBME IR 3-2 o, AEWEEEA 10 B, =AMRAERR I T B % 351

T gE 73, JLHZEFET CP 45k & Lasso [BIH, fH3% R Ecorii® 0.9886,
QAIEEI T 97.45%, (HRZIBATIAIMEK, T8 2.60 7>, BERIPLGBERALEH
K2R CP sk ER [EH, HAHK RECN 0.9096, Q 7N 64.29%, ia
FTHFIEIA 0.79 #0. H[ASMEEE A 1B, =/AMERIRLERBCRE 22 T RS, E
CP—Lasso AKX IH B A AN ER IS S 6e 77, RS ERAHC REC8 0.6740,
R RN R T T 225

7 3-2 AEMEMEEL TTUNE S5 B9 TN 14 8

Table 3-2 Prediction performance of prediction tasks under different signal-to-noise ratios

Y fE Ll R AR Qi PIJIMRIRZEE IBATIE (s)
CP-I% [A]15 0.9096 0.6429 5.8182 0.7864
CP-Lasso 5119 10 0.9886 0.9745 1.2643 2.5992
TT-I% B4 0.8786 0.6225 5.9999 0.5363
CP-I% [m]15 0.5899 0.0922 1.3537 0.5915
CP-Lasso 5119 1 0.6740 0.4491 1.0504 2.7916
TT-I% A5 0.5514 0.0920 1.3539 0.6674

3.4.3 BUR4EE RN

BRI 40 R 2 AMEEA R X 2 MEME K x 10 V2 S A F4
PR W 3-3FR, ARSI L= MR RAR A — e 2R
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Figure 3-3 Prediction performance of prediction tasks under different data dimensions
HAREE R 3-3 o, 4EfE b, W SRSy € RVIOTO [ A FE AR T i
MAZ X € RVNSSHILE /N, = /MR EER RIS S i, e I AH D% RS
BT 0.8514, FAKMIHIER]T 0.7783. 4EfE—r, MNAZEY € RVS*SHYERE
BN HP AR 0 € RVAODO [ g FE i R, il 28 SR B 41K T JH A 7 > B4 44
YEFE =, BRI T R ]
Y € RV, Yy e RO, EHRBATHH L. SRRH, XTAX
FIT ) 3 1) = b B [ VBSR4 PO, POt A8 R
< 3-3 PEIBIRLEE T FUMIES BTN M4 8

Table 3-3 Prediction performance of prediction tasks under different data dimensions

Xt EL4ERE —BER T 5%-13% 455,

7212

Y=

CP-I% A1) CP-Lassola])d  TT-#[n])q

i € RNx10x5

45

3.5

w2

2.5

[

1.5
1
0.5
0

Y YLpE R RE QUi Bz IBATHTIE(s)

CP-U& 7] 14 0.7074 0.3504 3.7779 0.8436
X e RNX10><10

CP-Lasso [A]1/] Y € gress 0.8079 0.6687 1.3601 23574

TT-U& =4 0.6488 0.3301 3.9505 0.8527

CP-U&[7] 14 0.7931 0.3820 3.4523 0.5072
X € RNX5><5

CP-Lasso [ y € gixioxio 08514 0.7456 1.0215 2.9753

TT-U& =14 0.7783 0.3812 3.4746 0.3049

CP-U& [5]1H 0.7488 0.3702 3.5277 0.7159
X € RNX10><5

CP-Lasso [/ Y € gix1oss 0.8347 0.7212 1.0904 2.7536

TT-U& [=]1)H 0.7179 0.3603 3.6056 0.6480

W EIR =T xS L, rBURIAER RS2 R, CP—Lasso [HlJTEL
i B0 ] I LA B 53R 1Y) 2 2] g 0 FZ AL g
Tt JCHRAENFEARFRAZ MR LE S B 26 A T (HA2, FTRUKILKE Lasso
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[V A7 AL R, RIS AT I 18] ok i (Bl A, (H A A A e B
IRl 2 b, B )5 SRR S A 48 B R e A R (R as AT I [ A5 52

3.3 BRI HR

AT — A E SR S S R B AT S0 53 M, IR AE S 25 5 = AR I U
AR, AT ECRU R . BRIk H UCT Bl S8 e i 2 U 228
PE4E (Air Quality), ZEHEEEH De Vito 25 AT 2016 FEAFF LML, €5 T 2004
3 H & 2005 4 2 H A G /NS SR E A TR AR IR, 3R 9358 Sid
Ko HTARIRIRFT A KRS E . B S e BRI ) 2% (6] S2 e 1 o) 8, 2
T B 2 1S IR FE S SRR B SRR FE AR AE 2280, AR BH 2 il S A
W AT A BN, BUOREEAB AR, B2 TR FEEER, W
TRTT BRSO Fir DK IR R RS Bk N AR I S, B e

SR ERR I,
*®3-4 EERERIEESFERA
Table 3-4 Description of the characteristics of the Air Quality dataset

AR B3y /b LA I} ] ERLAE
fEI%4s - COREE mg/m? (SN
f&J%4% - NMHC K & microg/m® (SN
fRIEES - Nox R JE ppb (SN
B 1L IRES - NO2 ik microg/m® (SN
fRIRER - O3 IKFE microg/m® (S2Nin)
HENEs °C
FHX %
EAIPORLTYE S
HS - COWE mg/m> /NI
ST - NMHC 3 microg/m? BF/NIF
M) o7 25 HE5L - Benzene WK JE microg/m? /N
H92 - Nox W& ppb (5N
BLSE - NO2 W microg/m? BF/NIF

SRR IAT A B, K HIEJFUNYERE N (R x /P x A2 &) sk EEA, JF
P AR AR T A IR 1R 8 DA SRR BE S AR 9 T AR £, g SR ) AR
VR R AR &, FEATIVE T IIGREEAINA R IR 7. 3 WIELEIRE TR 2y,
AR AL AE I A B R Fa bR e R AT EAR R AR, A4y T AR 2 [ 2 AT
Wk, 8GN BIRRBBRIFKVR=3 (f£ CP BAH CP BANR, £

28



53 5 WKL AR
TT A TT BOABKFENR) » Ei15%8A=10, CP—Lasso [IJHAIIEA KL
N30 K, BRI S R AR 3-5 Fis

*®3-5 ZAMESI AR AT S RERIREANTUNEEE

Table 3-5 Prediction performance of three penalized regression models in the Air Quality dataset

it FHR ZR %L Q77 1757 R 22 AT [E](s)
CP-IR[=] 14 0.7695 0.5877 122.91 21.08
CP-Lasso [/ 0.7783 0.6033 120.55 24.42
TT-UW& =] 0.7612 0.5658 126.12 32.85

MEEE 3-5 P AE 2 U R AR ERORIN, W DUR I =AM A RIS T
FART AT IAAERCR , JEHE T CP 05K & Lasso [BIARR,  FEASC R AL
Q I AR RZ EIUAS T HAFHIRCR, HIKZET CP /M ik & [l A7
BT TT 0@ 5K IR PR R DA 10 5 AR 2 B4R, X rlagR T it=x
o B A S 1) N RS A5 S NI CP AR AL TEXSATRY IR BRI b, FE T CP
IMBERIFK R Lasso [IVAIESFEA, JF3EAT S Bl AR R T I K22

3.4 KRB/

RESE T =ABEEIRE B S T 5K E B AR, JFE b X =
AR FE R EOE A LS S EROXT LA, B3 T BRI R E R,
K B ] DA AR R L i S A e 4 K (R 0 LA B 58 1 52 ) BE AT S ROR S
HIR, AERPEAREERILITE RS, BAZEBERAEZE, BRREEN
AL A SRR R, AR/ RIS R EL S ™8T 26 AF 1, Lasso [AIHAA
LLO TR SRR K 4 ST BE 70 RS, 5K Lasso BRI YIRS B SAKTH 5 & Tk &
U [ B AR, A Ik S A AT O A R R (e 9%, AR U BRI AR 1
RIARIR AR SS b, AEARRIRIRR T, S0 Bl AL (R 3E 47 I [A) 22 53 AN K
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o 4 5 DU Bk E e ) 5E

£ 45 DNIMHsKE0YIHS

I ) =P 5 B 1 U [ R A AR B Al o 5, WO S — A A
PREOEUE, [ AR, B AR RASRE AT SR s A e 1 £E DL
Wkt ZHRPOANR N ER, TEH ORI MRS, TS &S5
56 3 A AR A S A5 B P R S B R 6 o A A8 oK S ik kAT
SR TR, AT BOE R SRR AR B o A R AL TS B AN e M. DTS
B AR 4.0) B, Hd, PO)RSEOMERBEN1m, RIRIERS
FHE < BT SO R, P(datal|0) ZFEAUUR R E, Hbh@E T2
HOMmELE, MPO|data) e Z 50 KR BB 704, 2IRE S T eI RIRAIRE
ABE FR T T 015 B 2 Ja X S0 R R AT g

P(0)P(datal0
p(oldata) = ¢ ; (iafgl 1)

7 VSR A ZE, WAl DO S HHT PR, (HA2 558 70 Al
WHRIE %, TVER B R AR — e i E 2 R A gt R, B BAETE
BNLEAR R J H GRS, BEAUSL L 5 32 m] DL R AR oI AN 1) Bt AL
B AT I A ) S R BER B SR RIS B, AR MCMC 5%, LA
—NERAT P RATREE, AFEAETR N, RIERHCEH, HAYEEL
SEuSOLIER

« P(8)P(datald) 4.1)

N
1
E(0) = fGP(GIdata) 0 ~ —Z 0;
9 N i=1

MCMC J5 9584 B /R BERBE SIS -Rs i, g 2 s — 2 SR B
K, HFRDAASBHERS A, IR AR AT R, S H RS
BIFEARATRRF RIS . H I MCMC 77756 Metropolis-Hasting 7% (M-
H 53%) il Gibbs 5i%. Gibbs 5k /E M-H Bk — ML, &R Txh e 4t
BHRHATREE, N TKYEKEA € RPCCPOCRFERIZZIRITT .

L M. SEREP(A): Wb Hm, REFEEENR;

2. HHATM + nlCREE;

3. FERFUCKEER, AR KANYERE RIS AT AT BEAT R, TR REA,
4. HaH: EFET m AR, BERMEREEAMY, .. g0
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AR Xt 7k B [l YA AR e g ] V9 2R B BAROE AN R Se 3 0 A, AR TR
A DUk B [l AR, 53 Sl A 2 T ey B e 96 F) DL B 5K B[] VA AN iy 3 4o
LIS T S I E

4.1 BT ERHr R N EKE Y3

£ 2.6 717 PP DA (14 2 1 e U e 56 11 DL -3y 7k (] VA SRR O B AE BB [ A &R
KBS I 7 AT AR MERIE i A1, G 4-1 i s B s, Bt R 5B
HRMIHE A 0 B i o A B R BB 70 3 B2 00 A AE 0 HIFRL, X SRR T
N IE N TR BEAT B 7 2 AT S i [ 22 4
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4-1 ¥{ER 0 REIHFERSHT S

Figure 4-1 Gaussian distributions with mean 0 under different variances

T e Hr o3 A ) DU B 5 B (8] U2 — A2 DU 2 ), OO [ 31 2 5
BABENLT-III T7 2 W E 1565, AEAT 5 5 T3 8 4 i S5 46 1) 5K & D
e A, I T RS S AR de e, IR LAk e kAl seEldt— 2 A3
PRAA 72 I RACR o

lx — pl

1
P(x) = ﬁexp< 5 > 4.2)

HxWRMNALEZE N, RESZHE DI — 45 B oA, idvx ~
La(u,b), HEEEREAN (4.2) Pron. (EXF T 2 4ERn 8 S 0 A6 1) € X AT 2 Fh
AR, BA G PRl Zau st K, A SCHRE FA R BB A
—ANTCRARMSLIE AT T 0 SIME I — YR B0 7 0 A1 R E 2 YRR o3 A
HIEA AL Eltoft $2 ) 2 44 35 3 7 o0 A7) —FhoRs 1], RIASAS oz 2 IRIAH B
AL QB 42 fros, SLESL AT @ AT S, ERME 0 LR
HRE, AtRUEMANENSHZ T, BAR SRS EMmnie L e
Ky LIRFE N
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Figure 4-2 Laplace distributions of parameters at different scales with parameter position 0

4.1.1 %89

T BN A R 8B B R hr e 50 2 049 J5 25 IR ok 7% EE B N A
Fr CART DLl 5] N Bh A BT = (v, -+, 7)), BARE AT FRANEE 9] 47 (1) 77 Uik 2]
PRI AT AR, Hody, -, rp AR S
A2 A2 A2
P(1,|A2) = ?rexp <—7r‘rr> = Ga <1 ?> 4.3)
T, KIS e ie e — M8 A, 188 2 S A i — MR, AT e
B EHW RN, il PFIRRIRMNEIRSEONT, W RIESHONAZ /2100
M. 5 x IRINTIERSE N, W RIESHONbIIM S04, idx ~ Ga(a, b),
B R B =t (4.4) P

a

Ga(a,b) = %xa‘lexp(—bx) (4.4)

FET&IE T, BiE&M4LEP(vec(UW) )M E BN, 1), H
I, € RRPRPL = diag(diag(t,), -, diag(tg) )& — AN FAAERE.

T

TR
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AP (T A TP (vec(UD) [ )BT, 1T LAS H vec(UW)|A SR L5 IR
Thgh o mn, BARRifES AR @.5) Fin. AR AR, idvec(UW)
B, HA, O, = diag(diag(d,), -, diag(Ag)) € RRPXRPL, Hog R BRI, .

P(BIAY?> = P(BlT)P(z|A2) = Jflp@m
= 7, T10L, N(O,7,)6a (1,%)

7 )P, 12)

u®

r | 22 12
=ML e ( z’ir>7exp(—?fr)

=15 1Hp 1 Ow\/n—fr < 2%’1)2—%8)6}9 (_)lz_%Tr) dz,
_Hr 1H _exp( (l))ocl_[r 1exp( r 1)
X exp (||I,13’||1)

(4.5)

wEAX@SH, FHTIESSAPRERS, He wm@.e)irn, e
ST AFE B AR A T PO R A A A A, Bk N AT 2 LB,

T2 Z) & T3 as = Lexp(—alzh (4.6)
i \/ﬁexp 55 ) 7 e~ s | ds =5 exp(=alz .

XF ¥ REBHI KM eI 0 AT DA IE R, 1092 4R R AT
AIURIL, M2y, -, AR FBEL—FEREARS,  RIGR A HE R U O [ RAS ST T 2 5l
FIEEST, P(BHA%) ocexp(A Il B! IIy)» HETH A LATS 2 P(B|A?) o exp(A]|Bll1), H
SR PR ) CP—Lasso [N EECRA —SURIEA, (EXF IR LA
2R, AT, A X CP 1 o Tk & B A R 21 _E i in AN [R] A 4441
I, PAIE B B sh Bk E RCR -

P(B12?) e exp (Il 8" Il,)

5 7 A R BB S Hehh, WO TS EAE RIBENLE ) Bl 2 & B S5
oA e BT T S HOR Bl B AT IR S IS R, B AR A R BIZ
WREEE, FrCh, WTLMERAZ = (A2, -, A%) [ — T AZ R A ST [R] o3 A -0 43 A
Ga(ay,b,), W LME ISR A B (4.7) Pios.

PA?) =II}1 PAY) = [I7-1 Ga(a,, by)

(4.7)

by o 2(ar—1)
S L
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HT X BEA LI B T 1) 5 ZE A R A 4, 5 3 T v 7 0 A ) DL S5k
[FUAEAL, W02 B E Jeffery L4, P(0?) «x 1/02. 4L, CEAKRT CP
RIFIRR R AMA A SRR E 1 e B A, Rz DU AR S R 25150 (4.8) o

P(Y) = P(YIX,B,0%) - P(B|D) - P(x[2?) - P(A?) - P(d?) (4.8)

412 B S

FEVRZETRMNIIE S 0, T7 7o, FEARLSRREN (4.9) Fios. 48
AIRBREL, AR — — X S8 5 3 oA AT TS

P(Y|o?, B, X) exp(—riz 1Y = (X, B), IF) (4.9)

BHIJa I AR

FEXT B R BB JE 50 0 A RAFRIIL AR oh, ®dU@ B!, HB U RBRUW L
SREIITA CP 2 AR RERE o BY AR )5 56 7341 bR AT BE T L2 56 70 A1 bR 205 USR8
B2, I H5BIC IR M TR T LA AL A W 20 I 2

P(B'IX,Y, 0% B = P(B'A}*P(vec(Y)IC, B, 0?)
= P(B'ID)P(z|2*)P (vec(YIC, B, 0?)
o P(B'|t)P(vec(Y)IC, B, 0?) (4.10)
« N(0,I)N(CBY1,)
o« N(@, 31)

£ (4.10) H, 1, = diag(c?) € RRPRPUE—ANXHAERE, HTIES o fidt
BT &0, PCAP(B|X, Y, o2 BO)IRZE IR AT, RESEMN T ZRE
TN, AT EMNN(, 3 AT KRR, Ay, T PLE A B s AT
i (4.11) fios

{ﬁl = (CTC + o?171)"1CTvec(Y)
4.11)

I, =(c*"C+I)™

FFH, T TV R EE AR E SO, HAL, 20, M 8 k.
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P(Bmlx, y' 0.2’ ﬁ_m) = P(ﬁm}lﬂ'z)P(y[mﬂD' ﬁ(m)’O.Z)
o« N(0,I,)N((D ® I,,)B™ 1) (4.12)
N (B, Em)

ZEERIIRFIET CP /0 fR5k&E Lasso FIHEAL, iIdD=D®1,,, "LIf3%]
BRI, £k, AN (4.10) F1X (4.12) Bl A IEIH REBHY
Ja 36 o3 A R TR A

(4.13)

)= i)

o’ i Jeffery Jof5 865, Si G URREL AHERS o i Ja 56 70 Ai ik
MF AN 5345 (1G).

NQ 1Y — (X, B).IIE
2 2

m(0?|Y,X,B) = n(c®)n(Y|X,B,0?) « IG< > (4.14)

xRN T AR S B a M RES Kb 38 73 A, K Nx ~ 1G(a,b), H
PR U R P

@) = (a)x( -0 oxp ()

VR AR

W= 4.8) Fran, 5AE KMNBULEPA)FP(T|A), Aﬂﬁ%a%ﬂﬁlﬁﬁwﬁz
MRNEE, BAEZE. 2R KE—MNS0Am, o |2 — "Ml 04m, @
T ) s BT AZ 1) SR 38 AR AR S oA, BARW R AR

P(D) = [T7ey PG2I,) = TR, PODIR (G, 142)
= I}, Ga(a,, by) - Ga (1,%)

4.15)
- 2 2 (
o 183 A7V exp(=b,A2) - T exp (-7, )

« [1%., Ga (ar +1,b, + TZ—T)

TR
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Tl PSRN S A, T, AL o (5, 7 Bl J5 5 5L
DT AE T BB CPAMR I ERRUD . 2t 5E, T DA i, 5 34 R
MT 3 B A

P(z|a,U0)  =TIE, P(r, U, 22) = TR, P (2,1 22)P (U |1, )
=15, (P 1) T, P(UY]r,))
= 1% (Ga (L) 7L, N (O, 7)) (4.16)

Py Pr
- A2 X, U;
R 2 T =1 _"ir
g | <1'r exp (——2 Tr) exp <— ‘ZTT >>

« [12_, GIGauss (1 - %,ﬁ, Yty UE?)

xRN X E A, 164Ex ~ GlGauss(p, a,b) , FLZFEERRELUN T TN o

D
_ (a/b)z | 1/
flx) = —ZKp(\/%) xP~texp < > (x + ax))

FIb, Fe TR R R DU 5K AR R AR 20 O e iR e B
I IAE B 4-3 DU i HE BEARE 28 IR ANCE Dy QRS 505 5 ihidhAT 1A 2

22 Ly SO X &
Y
(a) UD DLH-HrHESE (b) V™ ITH-HHEZRE

4-3 DI HHERBRAE SR

Figure 4-3 Bayesian inference framework
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BV 5 ey e 9 i DUk [m] )9

BN TNAR B 0C i AR B Y IRAEE X0,  MCMC RAEERIT WIUA1E B, A0, FAR;
. FKERIHRHB, HIME MCMC ALY ampies

1: %E BO® =By, 100 =20, HbB ZERTIKIKE Lasso [0 I [IfE

2: Fort=1, -, T:

3 M@14)dR ] o2

4 Forl=1, -, L:

5 M4 1007 5] U0,

6: Forr=1,..,R:

7 MA@ TREEE 2290 MR@16)THEEE] 7,0
8 End For

9 End For

10: Form=1, -, M:

I1: MA@ 12) R R 5 Ve,

12: Forr=1,..,R:

13: M) RRAEE 220 AR (4.16)RPEEE] 7,0
14: End For

15:  End For

16:  REEREFEHUO O RV Okt rao,

17 AR Xy I EHAT I 133 Y sampres
18: End For

19: Return 5K & [FH R B, WIE MCMC FEAREY  ampies

4.2 FRIUSELG

Xt DU gk & [l AR AR AR LS B, AT ER T MAEA R L 5 Mt AR
YERE = ANTITH N A 41, B X MCMC REEFEAE (T) K/ANRIELER, #d
A s 30 A o L U BV o A P ke U (B S A D MCMIC SR
FEF A R BBRIYIGRE, A LD B RBHERBERIRLE (burn-in) IERE, 432008
RABEIREL, BRARISAT I ] X TR AT fa s, T REA 95% EAE X 1]
B, HoE SO 95%E A5 XA Z NI ESERIREAR HEFEARR H 0. 95%
BAS X )78 B R AR FEA 97.5% 70 35 2.5% 7 i e 7% .
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4.2.1 MCMC RHHA =/

K 4-1 PR TANFE ) MCMC SKFEFEAR X VERE I RE M, & — D EUE
B 120 ¥k (3 NEFE x 2 MEMELL KT x 2 MYINZEEEA B x 10 YR E B ) A
IR AL, BEANREE L. 4 MCMCHEARE N 100 5, PIAMERLF2) 95%
BREXAERERN 93.24%, M4 MCMC FEAE N 1000 I, FHEEREN
94.72%. FTLART LLA Y2 MCMC FEARE ORI, DUk & [ 3 R Y R IAT 4L
U o oy B PAERL P 48R, o BLUR I IR R RN MCMC A &
(T =100), ERIEBKI MCMC FHEAE (T =1000) T, F TR il 70 A6
sk i [l AR R AR 7R o A br BRI TR T A i sk Rl AR R, (B
A KRR T Bk 2 B A

41 A[E MCMC A E TR DI AR B 14 RE
Table 4-1 Performance of Bayesian models with different MCMC sample sizes

MCMC A= T=100 T=1000

fabw ke BEKE B BEKE
e - 5K B [m] ) 0.9272 1.59 0.9439 1.64
EUA-E0A RS A EIDE! 0.9367 1.63 0.9504 1.68

4.2 2 SR EHIZ M

R 42 W T AN IR AR X BB R 1 Rem, B — N EUEERZ 120
U (3 MEEEX 2 MEME LK x 2 A MCMC FEAS R X 10 VX ) R4
(T35, HIIZREE R RIEARN=200 I, PN TH4 520N 94.07%, Hi
KN 1.58, T BN/ IEARN=S0 1, P37 i R EEHN 93.84%, FEikk
FER 1700 F& T8 47 7 Sa 5 00 DU By ok & B3 S A0 T 2 Ty 7 Se 36 1) DU
Wik R R, JCHGRIENZREIRE A/ NEARRS, BEHRIAR] T 94.61%.
42 FENIGEHARE T DI ETEEA 4 8

Table 4-2 Performance of Bayesian models with different training set sample sizes

INGRFEA R N=200 N=50

{7 B ik AN B % ok AN
e - 5K & [m] 1 0.9404 1.57 0.9307 1.66
Fir A vy -k e] 5 0.9410 1.58 0.9461 1.74
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4.2.3 {5MEEERY RN

K43 B TN FE RS HKE PR R PERER I, AN EUEIIH 120 Ik
(3 MEEX 2 4~ MCMC FEARE X2 MIZREREREAR R X 10 IRE LR il
ZEFSPIMIAG . S4EEREREMEEK (SNR = 1) i, DUk [m] AR AL f °F
BIBHEN 94.05%, PWEGEKE N 2.83, 1M 4EHEEN SRS (SNR =
10) i, MRAVSFEIE 550N 93.86%, FHIE N 044, ATLLRIL, {50
RSP iy, 95% B A5 X IF] 1) 78 55 K B 25 BRI, MCMC FEA 70 A BE R

% 4-3 TEMSMREE TR TSR 1 A

Table 4-3 Performance of Bayesian models at different signal-to-noise ratios

fEmE L SNR=1 SNR=10

E{=g ik BEKE B BHKE
e - 5K B (a1 0.9399 2.79 0.9312 0.44
EUA-E A RS A EDE! 0.9411 2.87 0.9460 0.44

4.2.4 BiRHE RS0

RA-4JER VAR B T VI ok & B BA R, &4
B34 80 X (2 I MCMC FEA R X2 MIIGEIEEFE A TR X 2 MERE K x 10
RE BB AL R AR, RAMAER L. MmN EY € RV 4
FE T H AR X € RVSXS 4 RIRI, IR B RIS AT, 95% B 15 X A
B R A R 94.32%, B KRN 1.60, BANTERRIIM T IAB P AGERE .
M4 N AR B Y € RVSS 4 FE Al H 3 AR B € RVIOA0 o i e i), 458
PUIAA R IEAR T AR ZESE, 95% B (5 X 78 55 R P PEIKE 93.52%. 4
BHELEEN T E ZENY € RV¥I0S, 4y e RVIOS, &M RWA T W #H
A RIS, AR YRR R, B ) USSR A R, X
LRI P A 0 i E] A R — U

< 4-4 BURBHEE RBEMEEERIRZ I

Table 4-4 Performance of Bayesian models with different data dimensions

x‘ € RN><10><10 x € RNXSXS x € RN><10><5
HERE

y € RNX5><5 y € RNXlOXlO ry € RN><10><5
=L EHAER  BELRKE ERFX EGkKE BERE ELEKE
-k = 9] ) 0.9258 1.65 0.9417 1.59 0.9393 1.60
P hr r-sk = F 9 0.9446 1.73 0.9446 1.61 0.9414 1.64
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i AR AR S B LS ] A B LR YA S5 25—, 2 MCMC
FEACEBORI, B AE R B DU A7 DR (PR RE s 28—, IR E A B
K, 95%EAE X 8] 19 5 KA TR T BN A R, S -5k E
[0 FAEA B AR, RIAEZ A /NMEA BT DUt A 1B L5 0CR s 28
=, HREMEEE, 95%E A5 X & i A K, BUKEMREAE AL
E—AMRIEA TR L, 38 B SR R i SR s BRI, A i AR A O
BEAR DU Sk B [P AR R R B By, X S AR AR = R 45— 2.

4.3 B=HIo M

P BRI EIENEIREER RG], CREMBFIRKE R, MHIEN
BRSNS B R BEAT R LA A, R ZARE . A=, if
AR 7 VU AR BB [, B RE R R, XA TR
M 25 R BAEAS A BT B, AE BT RS XA A B T AL ) o AT 47 52
TN, O P AN € VAT PR

FEIER BT, /& Cgt A H LR N AL R AT N, EAREF, K
FITSr 43 A P> DL 3075 B [l A ASE R R P AR 2 8 B b, 2 i) AR S A 14
JES ARG, AT S HO CP ARHIVIARE IR IS I & — 2 FFRE AT & A Bl
ABBRIALTHEEE R AT Dy DU [l AR (E AT KA

RPN FRAR 135 4-5 7R, 75 MCMC SREEFEAEL )Y 1000 (54T, 2
FRL R A7 R DUk el AR AR 959 BLAR X TH) b (178 o AN K
YO0 FE T v o A (0 DU 275 el AR A o i i — 5K A [l AR AR AR R O 3,62
X T RS 1 94.78% M FLSEAFA, T4 i iy — 5K B [l A AR R AE K Oy
3.58 XA Bithie 17 95.25% M FSRFEAS,  RICE B AR AR X 18] AR HH ) BE 22 (14
FUSCAEA . Z5ARARN], RS Y 103 3 3 A i 20 A (10 DL 51 B [l U 7
A3 KPR B AME

& 4-5 AN NHHKERIRB A= S REKES LHRI

Table 4-5 Performance of the two Bayesian tensor regression models on the Air Quality dataset

Ei=0 Bix BuKE ANz CP ¥ MCMC ¥4 %
-k = 9] )5 0.9478 3.62 10 3 1000

P i 475K = [e] )5 0.9525 3.58 10 3 1000
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JRWAEA AT E T o BT = AR =ATNME, K 4-4 o, Hdr
(a-c) 2Tl A i) DU [ AR R = AR O REAS, 7B (d-f) 2 T
Y %) DL sk e (R R e AR OAE A, B ) B L AONIZ AR I S . S
PRI, BT BB s e TR o A S R, BARORE, TN ARE 1
AN AR B 3 RGO BT, AR 72N MCMC A B4R A 78 L SR Y Bk
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Figure 4-4 Histograms of Bayesian tensor regression posterior samples

4.4 KEB N

FEARTES, gl 7 DUk R AR AL, IR AR LA S A 1 S A
& BT 7SR L, TS AU R DY SR 52 MCMC RFEFEAR B A
HIAEE N, R EBORN A4 e 50 & B S Wk H AR f (R 0 A 1 Ol s — 2
MR LEACP XA RS AR B 25, {5 R LR, 95% B A5 X TA] YIS S5 FE
H AN = 5K R m] AR AR o AR B () 4 ORI R B i DU AR
PR LSS T, T R o T o A 1 DL e 307 5 R (el AR R AR RE R I
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PRSI i i o0 1) DL sk B[RS A — e R R B3R T, DA SR
iz iy — 5K B (] A R L SR B R 4
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o5 5 & BT IKE R AEER AT AT

5 5 & R TRERHEERH T AN

AR bSO T 5k B[R AR (R R A B AL, X FLVEE5 /AT T L
BOEREE MR, AT, RHEAR SR 3T CP 225K & Lasso [fl
YRR 7 3 1 DL Pt B0 5 B ] DR R 2555 I P 81— A S B ) PR RS B B
VIR e 4 Y P (RS AT R i RO Rs PSR R P AT AT F00 20 A

e BTG B T RS . O R R E BB RE T WA
&, NP RSB IR A OC fh, BIIPLEE . 52 WE . RAT BISE5E .
RN Z LT a2 —, BiE T 6 EREKZEE A
& UUE VBB R AR 24T 8, (E i T 20 AR Rr = B0
L TP R AR AT R 1 B, WO ST P iz A S AT R P AT D 0 23 A

ZHHER RS =KEBHER, RO R MR AT R, B
NES-1 R, B T HEANHAM AR, P2 %ids. B0
RS T BI5 T RRAE, el . PER . Bk B R A AEARSE
BT A IR T =7 ARFAE, iR RS E T AT A AR RS . 5
S T RAEREAT T AR B, B AR BRI A BAT SR bR

*5-1 YETFERPFERITARES
Table 5-1 User behaviors on products in Fliggy

ik FBAAFR Bt
A ID L3t 5655138 fir FH P

RS At 109 MFERE 7> 2R
5 Sert 3 ARSI
APE - gy, S 16 L2
W R it 356 AN TS5
NEEARZE AP EA 4 M55
Fi i ID it 273188 17 i
S EEEESE! At 87 AN i 2
T it I T Heit 398 AT S
i il A2 TN S AT 2 MARRE R4 2R
178 ID it 224542017 40 3%
T M 1D it 5657890 4N
Fi i ID it 273302 145

TR sy WO e, Sk
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5.1 ikt geit oA

AR ICE SN B AT WP B RRYE Gt o d DA B A B FAT S
ST ANTE M AR, 95 SR AE Ab BEAT AR O R B AR o AR 20 Tl A
P AT F PR AR bR ik =5 THEAT IR R 70 A

5.1 BPTA

M PAT RIEE DR, Sl i <o, < s g, HoarAmdEs
ALY, W 5-1 fR, RPATRAEZEERE ST R B, G AR 89%,
HIRZMMEAT R, (R 6%, WA EAT b Lol R 3% 2%, £~ #i
BOATRE G BB =+ R dE T T~ EEMH P - —1T R
N 16405, BHRMEEAR] 1%,

25000
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S 19989
. 20000
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0 | — | ,—l e
J=%in g Jng ey 31

B 5-1 APITAREITALRE LS H
Figure 5-1 Distribution of user behaviors by behavior type

5.1.2 FAP4F1E

AN FERAR R 7 R AE 2 A 15 00 - P R A BE 5 1T 1
SRR PER . BRY R E IR T AR RS, R e X A T T REAT AR
ES LI

T PR R AR B A an B 5-2 B (TR AT 7 IEUERE, bR
BAAFF AR L PRIEERS) » AT URBUH P AR R AT R O F e bRz B, Sk
il 10%MEEbrRE LB R T 50% LA ERE T, B SR, IR AT
FIRFIE . ARIEILSL, A AT SRR H AR T 48 A Ja AR AR AT, JUH
ERETFENE, KFE, kil 40%MFRARE N LAE R 98%IMH 4K,
B or An B IS DL XTI & 1

M
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AN DN
v 0

[E 52 BPHEFR EN 2
Figure 5-2 Distribution of users by age
F P s e bR S B o0 A A7 ELan B 5-3 o, = MR 4 R 5
AR S, HAFRS LI RN 59%, HUGEARZE 2, HEHEN 38%. [
P25 3 4k, FHXTLCESSS), AEERIEE T AR R B EE R
UKL 1, 25 RE ) AR B AT W AR e gm b, R P R R R R R = M
HRFAE o

‘
3%

38%
59%

5-3 AR EAEMIFRE TS
Figure 5-3 Distribution of users under the gender
F PSR AR BRI AT i B 5-4 s, BRAEARZEDN 3+ 4. 5 AT 6 BT KL
BR%Z, YWELTHUL, KVYRPNVEH P SE8S 2 B 800 68%. I
RNV ARFHIECE Y 41 73, SREME 11% 4. & MR8 BRI HE #H
XA, AR R SR EE A, Z RS B A B AR B B AT AR g
A LA 15 RS RORIR 16 MHRMEI (B &R A
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& 5-4 APHEERIARE TINS5
Figure 5-4 Distribution of users under the occupation
F P B AR R oA A ] 5-5 s, i R Ik 356 4, B
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Figure 5-5 Distribution of users by city of residence
P NBEbRZEIEE 22 M, Wl 5-6 o, AR ARSRERH ) BEs — 2
ZEBR, WIARZE 20 MIARZE 15 F e, p s3] 1 380 540 298 /5, (H LS4
& JUFEBDN NSRBI ARG — 2 BERH T . NSRS T — R e
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ZARFPET R AT SR AR R, B A SCHoRs AN A Bt AT & T
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Figure 5-6 Distribution of users under the label
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Figure 5-7 Distribution of commodities by commodity type
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Figure 5-8 Distribution of commodities under commodity cities

Pl b R TR KR O3 T AR T T 2 SR L SR S A DA RS, R
FERPRZERI 200k, IEMEZE 475 A, FERZ M TS —
AT ARSI 5-2 Fos, KB BIBTERREE N I & il N2 10 4B
o AN B HEAT WEAR 5 2 B A TG VE TR SRR 5 R S bR X, A HEAT EAR
B, KARERATIBRE R RFINR, SGAEHE, ZEER AN
Il Zrz

R 5-2 MmIRED T
Table 5-2 Distribution of commodities labels
PRZE N T P i PR
ZARAE T & 1000 M 8
AR R 2 100-1000 M5 54
ZFRAE T 10-100 N4 181
ZARE T 10 ML 232

52 BEFikERVARB A FIT AT S

FEFERE R GO P AT AT AR U A, HLH 2 B Re g it — b i
2P SR Z BB R, RST TR B0, FEHEE S| . — Iy
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UM P B A, JEH P ISR A 7 b AEEE 25 T, DA v P A9t i JEE B
L PTG IE, 53— 5 ] DOATE s A, SBT3 1 I )
A HEHEIL 45 BOGER AT 7, LIS BIUR AT B i (0 5 o SRR A R Sl 55 R i i
bro MRIE LR REG T, 4 P AR . P BORRAE AT T #9479
HHaAT T YR IVGR, FRE AR R E 1 AR BT %8, 2T 1
PREEFE AN AZ B hs . T IR an R SR M B L TR, JFHAR = TUM
BT LS8 TS IE 1 AN SR HH S TR R AT B I R A B0 T B B
FITRINVERE,  FT AFEAS Y B AS 20 A ook W s Hicdts £ o BE AL BB 2047 e
SKBEAT TN A FEHIEC T 10000 A2 AT o0id %, R HON L — Rl —
oam R, 30T 230 ALANE AR AT 300 AN F 7 Ao
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5-9: AT ATUMNZIRAESR
Figure 5-9: Modeling framework for user behavior prediction

M S 2 B A AT N %, T R FE, 15T
[ N N 7 V5 - O o I S DA DR B (T K /LR R R (I NS DK P
BEATFRIN, 5K AR R Y P AT O EE S B N . SR A ]
59 P, EHSG, MWHP =R dh A, @ P A S RIS 2o R
SAEMREEIAY E AR b R AAT AR A AT 9 RO ORBOEEAT T, AR SE FH RS
() AL 7 ot ) i S R REE s R, AN — I TR0 2 HE A, 25 8 T A I ) 448 3
ERAT G, S P AE A B RER AT NG BE, R bl — I TR A
FE A, SRR b AEAN R Bl ey« WSO, NI AN SE AT IR T A
R AT R LB 2 1 255
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521 ZETHAP-AMREERNRPITRIN S 4T

AT — T AR B, T P R AR AN [R) S0 fR 7 A 2B AT
AT 3, FRIAR AT 1R RS R 1 230 AL AR PR R
My H RS AR S SRR S, WA R I 230 AL HT A 37 A ANEF
T it BRI RAT N EEE, Ay R WO I AT SE . CREX 230 A7
FREATRIr, AR 150 AL AR B AT RPN IR T 285, H
N 80 AT HLS HIRFALAF MR B XA AT VAR, S22 S i [ AR R G s e

yuser_itemtype_behave = (Xuser'Buser_itemtype) + £

B, AT CP rfiRi k& Lasso MIHBAHEATIG, (MRS R
THEEARRNZSHAE TR R, PR ESEm S 8. Wi 5-10
> G T ENSHAE T RN BRI R KRBT, BERA
RO . AR 2N, BAARER CP AR R R AT B 55
WEREST, ATLURELE CP ROy 5 I, AEAUAE MG ACT TS 1 AR R
HIEROR, YONESER) CP ARRIRIL T 5 M. Ak /e 10 2 )5, B
BARMITERESZ B T 408 o

R=1 0.2047 0.5522 0.0220 0.2269 0.5462 0.5443 0.3007 0.1786
R=2 0.3377 0.6355 0.3059 0.5477 0.2559 0.3524 0.2456 0.1790
R=3 0.6287 0.5521 0.5505 0.5478 0.5435 0.3327 0.2269 0.1791
R=4 0.6347 0.5489 0.6269 0.3524 0.5719 0.2882 0.5295 0.1788
R=5 0.7288 0.6313 0.5467 0.5739 0.5460 0.4397 0.5293 0.2924
R=6 0.6532 0.6325 0.5555 0.3010 0.3524 0.5442 0.3720 0.1840
R=7 0.6705 0.6384 0.6240 0.5439 0.5416 0.2047 0.5289 0.1791
R=8 0.6894 0.6381 0.5554 0.6211 0.5461 0.5442 0.2046 0.1791
R=9 0.6783 0.7203 0.2964 0.3814 0.5418 0.6166 0.2870 0.1890
R=10 0.6926 0.6313 0.6261 0.6227 0.6730 0.5442 0.4674 0.1788

A=1 A=2 A=3 A=4 A=5 A=10 A=50 A=100

5-10 IREVE BN SHE S TRIEX R HANE

Figure 5-10 The correlation coefficient heat map of the model under each parameter combination
FRAE TR WA ZRVEFTIE I 240 (R = 5,4 = 1) AT I%%, MRS B
PERER IR 5-3 Frzss,  FHUM00 iy 45 A9 o b7 A 5 R B S 1) Wi 12 A 8 22 (1] Y AH 58 ZR 3
9 0.7288, ARG Q I 51.82%, BITTMRIRZER 0.4761.
# 5-3 CP-Lasso ISR PITARIRE LIS HFMEER

Table 5-3 Parameters and fitting results of CP-Lasso regression model on user behavior dataset

RS CP #% (S TIE S AL
CP-Lasso A1 5 1 30
R R FRE QUi BgimiRzE
CP-Lasso [A] 0.7288 0.5182 0.4761
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BRI, WP RIS ERE, BRDUS TEE I EECR, (HIZ=10F
DriEbs MK M A2, AT B 70 JAT 55 P B0 AR AR AT S BT A . K
F AT NIRBAON — 0 A8, A PAT NIRECRT 0 BEsORIEREAR, B
RIGREAR . AR 262 15 T R AR Fp A IE B 00 LU A1, 0,85 s 1 A U ) TE A
5 (TP) AR IERA TR A SARE A (TN, SO T RSB TN A AR 8 705 A 322 45
TR IR AR A R SEBR o IR LB, S 7 ARSI IEFEAS ARG B s 44 [ml 3R
F8 SEFR N IEFIREAS TR RTINS fRT B A, S e 1RSSR AT i B P IR [ IE A
AHIRES . FEAZRGIT, WP RIEZRE, BMEBHERAEL, ART
HETE LS P BT b P L I LR, T AT B AR S B A L R, B
[ 3 B TR RS, B P v P RO R A T A 22 K BB IE A K 17

HEE = WNEFIFEA/AREA = (TP+FN) / (TP+TN+FP+FN)

FEIR = FSCHIEREAS /B IEFEA = TP / (TP+FP)

HIEFR = HSLRIERA/SEPRETIER A = TP / (TP+FN)

F1 570 = @xIHF A BIF) / R+ [1F)

INE% 5-4 o, 80 ALHT I AE 37 AR dh SR B 4 Fb A P AT 9 N e AR o
N 98.11%, WITHARIMBIEEE S, IEREAR LB, B DU i 2 A 1]
FAELTHER R IR, (BAERBRE Y 98.89%HIAE +, A5Hfi 0y 27.88%HH
FIRER] T 43.94%M A B, BUS T BONEAETE R .

® 5-4 F P-EMm4EE R PT AT 5 3TN R IR

Table 5-4 Evaluation indicators of user behavior prediction under task of classification
R -r Y B iRTIES URIIES FEEES F1 197>
Ei=[ 7 98.89% 98.11% 27.88% 43.94% 34.12%

{EFEbR By i an B A IR, BUH AT 30 AZH P RTET 10 AR At S0
“ R AT TINS5 RR T AL B S AR ST A Rk BE . i 511 P, IRSRED
(5 BARER IZ Y P A 2R iy B AT s i AT v e R N AT i 4708 (TP)
L0 7 BARR S P 12280 B BCE Rl AT oy HE AR F B 5 s i AT
4 (TN). BEPHRFEA LT L IREA, S0 SRR LA 000 A REAS
Horp 2 AR B IEFEAS (FP) IR AR B FARE A (FN).

FERT 30 A2 RTET 1017 b SRR RS HAT N, R AT N IIHER R O 78%,
TR RS IR 25.76%, R H IRy 50%, RIZ I 5K & Bl A B (1
i i A QW 2 — W SERR pr 7, TR T T 2 SEbs Rl R e R, A
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Figure 5-11 Analysis of the prediction of the top 10 categories of commodities by the top 30 users
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LRSS E T AR ) CP—Lasso [RIJFBEAY, AL R WK 5-5 s, £ MCMC
FEAEN 1000 FITEHL T, 95%EAS XA B R ERIER] T 99.05%, HEHZKEA
2.83, B R ZFTULEH 95%IR %, T BLRIXFEH AT N 7R B 2R T 1)
SIAAEE BT, RN 0, 80 AN AR 37 ANIEANIAT N EE 0 B A
27 98.89%.

% 5-5 - K ERVIRBER FITAREE LS EFREER
Table 5-5 Parameters and fitting results of the Laplace-tensor regression model
95%EAR XA 95%E 1% X [H] MCMC

e |J . o %% NY
P oy B P B #
Fr e -5k == [/l 0.9905 2.83 1000 a=1, b=1
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Figure 5-12 Histogram of the posterior distribution of the Bayesian model
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MCMC FEALEF A LE (-0.5,1) 2Z 8], BEAKI 532 S ke T 0 A, i+
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522 &2 THP-BE%ERRPIT AN

B 1 A O P AN [F) SO R b B AT DR IEAT S A, BT DLER & 18
I TRV 4E P IS . X RIS S, P AT 9 B s O (a5 202+ 2,
XA RS AR K EH ™ b HET BRI R o ARG LU
JA W EER AT NIRE AT ], LA AL, SeF Ay B /NI S R 4E 5
WA DMUCR AR 52, SIB R, AMEEIMER .

yuser_week_behave = (Xuser'Buser_week) + &

T, R EXEIET CP Rk E Lasso BIABIAY, AL &2 230
N P REEAS S, MmN E A 230 ML PE—E 7 RWIIAT RIRE. AT R
UEREA BT B iz AR e e, R 150 A F F BOAFAEAS B R AT N B il 25
ST SR, AR 80 A MIRFIEAS B R AT NI E RIS, 34T
BTN

i MR AR R AT S H0ER, W 5-13 fos, BRAE CP #kR N 6
HESISHN 1 MAE TEAS T SAFRSeR, TE 5 Sehr e 2 [ 1 AH ¢ R 4L
KE T 07079, WEAEH K, CP RRBK, M m) T BRIl 8cRe, R4
&S DI EERORET, BRI TN RE /132 B RH], BhEr, CP BB 52 )
ZIERA K,

R=1 0.4851 0.4817 0.4795 0.4795 0.4783 0.4590 0.2792
R=2 0.5986 0.4816 0.5438 0.4794 0.4780 0.4588 0.2922
R=3 0.4851 0.5888 0.5428 0.4796 0.5220 0.4585 0.2791
R=4 0.5957 0.5496 0.4802 0.4789 0.4781 0.4588 0.2791
R=5 0.6761 0.5498 0.5737 0.4792 0.4776 0.4588 0.2913
R=6 0.7079 0.5883 0.5438 0.4790 0.4782 0.4588 0.2792
R=7 0.6772 0.5839 0.4798 0.5656 0.4784 0.4588 0.2790
R=8 0.5952 0.5855 0.6081 0.5279 0.5218 0.4589 0.2791
R=9 0.6777 0.5497 0.5436 0.5294 0.4781 0.4589 0.2791
R=10 0.6935 0.5496 0.4793 0.5280 0.5220 0.4589 0.2789
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Figure 5-13 The correlation coefficient heat map of the model under each parameter combination
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TR ZEN 1.0587, R LLUARERIBHS (Ul & 1 8, RN EIE 7
— g Utk 77 A TR 45 2R o

< 5-6 CP-Lasso Bl)AEAEH PITABIEE LS HFANEER

Table 5-6 Parameters and fitting results of CP-Lasso regression model on user behavior dataset

B2 CP & TN S IEARIEL
CP-Lasso [A] ) 6 1 30
RO KRR QU7 B iRiR %=
CP-Lasso [A] 0.7079 0.5156 1.0587

G55 07 RAR S V- T bR Al B PR A 0 B AT O 2 A R AR TR R
n# 5-7 i, 80 AN P E—J 7 RINE) 4 MAT RIRELIAERR 2N 87.90%, 45
H 0 F1 3909 43.42%. fEEARMELE N 92.14% IR, K% 34.32%,
HIEIZA 59.09%, A LLAHBE PPl geicar . Sebr b, A REAT
FEAYUA 176 4>, BIALEE 2240 SEFEA RN G 7 H A 104 4, H—FLLE.

% 5-7 R P-B B 4ERE A AT AT 4 TN $E R

Table 5-7 Evaluation indicators of user behavior prediction under task of classification
AR MURRRE AR e AEZE  FL{E%S
fabr 92.14% 87.90% 34.32% 59.09% 43.42%

N T AR R R AR A R TN A5 AR, G H T AT 30 AL P E— BRI
O TTAT TR G5 R AT R . I 5-14 Fion, IR O BN S IEREA
(TP) , BRI HNESLFAREA (TF) , W) PR e, Hrp
BRI IEFEA (FP) FUERB I FAFEA (FN). BURTE R 210 MEABIAT S,
TR FEIER R A 60.95%, KSR A 36.54%, AFIFA 70.37%. IXFRHFM A
IEREEARTRH 36% b it T, 1M SERRI s AT A 70%48 R T .
Al 225 TR i 2R R B A i 1) T P 2 sl AT, TR s AT o
%%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ% XA AT LR A B, ESEPRmk g, 7R

FI B P2 48 A 2% ST 2R PSR TR SR, BR T TN A AR R S R IR AR e 4R L
m%%%%m%,ﬁm%Eﬁi%%ﬁ~%ﬁ§i%t?i%%£#$ﬂu%
B & RS 5K G M 234248 P B TE M S 8. BRI S, P 20 fEBR
P s T AT AR e R T, UGB AR 2 B 3 M 4 S B RNE S
RIAT ERRE AT, RIELZMA P 25, — AP R A B R 0 E .
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Figure 5-14 Analysis of the prediction of the top 30 users within seven days of a week
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FLUk, AT LI DLk (e YA R T 45 2R ) AR E PEREAT B4 . A
H_Ei& CP—Lasso [B] VAR 45 H ) [81 VT R Bl T4 Dy DLk & o] AR R SR
RIRTAEAE, REEXTRE— DR PR — DI ERAT R EE 1000 4 D5
KAEA, CP ARG J7 BEARI BT 4G (E 1 IE B[R] CP—Lasso [B1)H. fEiZ %M+,
TR Sz ST 58 ) DUt sk & B AR R B PR FR bR SR 5-8 P, £ 1000 A4

MCMC FEAE T 95% B 15 X8 HI7E 58N 96.52%, Bk E N 3.08.

= 5-8 B HT-KEBLIRBAER FITARIBE LS KBS ER

Table 5-8 Parameters and fitting results of the Laplace-tensor regression model

. 95%EE XA 95%E (5 X[A] MCMC "

IJ N = %%
s Wi B K FER R H
e -k = 9] )5 0.9652 3.08 1000 a=1, b=1

2 B o FEA R SR S BT B, B S R DU R R g R Rk RE . R 1A
5-15 iz, 1 5-15 (a) —AETRIMN A IEFEA H PRty IEFEAS (7R, RIS (iR
WL PR ) A, HEN 1, BINZAE P EIZ R SRR AT T 1R, WA
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Figure 5-15 Histogram of posterior samples of Bayesian regression model
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DARTE A4y BT A0 AFEINE . S8 TR A P A7 AT T, AT
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AN FAE 4 NERIBE N 4 FPAT RS 8 300 AR SR 200 S UITZREERT
100 NMIHREE, 43 AT BB I ZR A Y PP

Yitem_hour behave = (Xitem» Bitem_nour) + €

51 FH AR S ZIE R Y (R S HO AT IR B, 72 TNAN A CP RRAI-BANAS [A] 1 7
$ 1B A AL AE AR B AE ¢ R 5-16 o, B S HUla 2R
MZHHERE A=1,R=06), HMHKXRHELH T 0.6171. H4h, v LUKIAE X
HARE T, BAXT CP BRI K/ANARUR, EMRIMETIET, &4 CP e
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[A] IR DL 5 ROR A ZE AR, (B 153 ) B R (i = 50,4 = 100) ,
FEE TR (DL 0OR 52 BIBR

R=1 0.5574 0.5563 0.5534 0.5500 0.5423 0.5378 0.5524 0.3400
R=2 0.5872 0.5907 0.5535 0.5482 0.5424 0.5376 0.5269 0.3764
R=3 0.5986 0.6034 0.5533 0.5483 0.5419 0.5378 0.5270 0.1324
R=4 0.6059 0.5589 0.5534 0.5486 0.5426 0.5607 0.5271 0.3763
R=5 0.6093 0.5983 0.5885 0.5485 0.5426 0.5371 0.5234 0.3729
R=6 0.6171 0.5968 0.5877 0.5739 0.5635 0.5376 0.5269 0.3771
R=7 0.6068 0.5896 0.5868 0.5488 0.5414 0.5369 0.5269 0.5202
R=8 0.5965 0.6121 0.5850 0.5745 0.5430 0.5380 0.1141 0.3748
R=9 0.6147 0.5894 0.5868 0.5486 0.5417 0.5375 0.5269 0.3771
R=10 0.5977 0.5896 0.5842 0.5489 0.5634 0.5371 0.5269 0.3682

A=1 A=2 A=3 A=4 A=5 A=10 A =150 A =100
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Figure 5-16 Parameter combinations of user behavior prediction based on product features

EHL CP AR = 2MIESI S8 = 1WA S, BEPTENER R 5-9 i,
BARRIA S RBON 0.6171, Q J5H 40.96%, ¥ITTHRIRZEN 1.2774, BRI
IR A A AR AN, (ER AR (1) 3R AN G iy 9 A2 1 FH P SRR A0F 1 T u A 23

ATREA PN R DR — 2V i R RRAE4E B/, P AL R T AR &b, Toik s
SR AT N R AR S BIRHEAR MEXT P AT N B OB R A
% 5-9 CP-Lasso ElJFHERIZE A FITH MR E FHS BAMEER

Table 5-9 Parameters and fitting results of the CP-Lasso regression model

RS CP TR 2 AR
CP-Lasso [A] 1 6 1 30
R LEE Qi BIJimRR %
CP-Lasso [A] 0.6171 0.4096 1.2774

GG RAEFZ VPN AR B PPN BRI, Wik 5-10 Fas, HR AR 0
TN 89.38%, FINUERIFR N 87.38%, Tl HIIEFEAHAEHIF N 43.55%,
SRR BT IEREAR R H [FIEN 63.53%, 541 F1 13508 51.67%. " LUK,
ESRE BRI TRIIAE b, JET 0 SRR AF A R R A e T F P R Y, (E
A RAES T, AP IR R B3 TR MY, IX W] RE A T 544 1)
Wb FERG, SLPRBIEREAR R Z, AT DLIRTHIR AT 1 — 73 R T

% 5-10 F P-RHEV4E RS A AT RT3 SN IR 4R

Table 5-10 Evaluation indicators of user behavior prediction under task of classification
e - TR e A i 5 iRTIES URTIES FEEES F1 135>
EI=( 7 89.38% 87.38% 43.55% 63.53% 51.67%
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Figure 5-17 Prediction of the behavior of the top 30 commodities in different time periods
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® 5-11 fFrE R -k EOAIRBER PITAKESE LNSBFNEER
Table 5-11 Parameters and fitting results of the Laplace-tensor regression model
95%EAFIX[E  95%E(F X [H] MCMC
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Figure 5-18 Histogram of posterior samples of Bayesian regression model
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