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EF P RIRE AL
EXESET LM,
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R AE, MR BLET
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#l42[Hand et al., 2001].
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35 W /BT B T 30 R R, AR A XUROR, 3B B R
B, W, RN —MFRAR. GEBKRMS, ST MR mol kA
WA YT 4 G I, R SR 5 B T A JE R P B B, — R A, X%
PR T T IR, #EMSFEHEERE, FEELBRETFHR, XITRES—
EEANT! ’

FEBTEF G R B IR, BN, BAOVERBT M — T
25 “HLER%3]” (machine learning).

B —BOE, BRINSRAXEY RRLSETLRRMHBBA. Fl, K
2B BB BB, FIRE, NN HRRGFRE? XRFE AT
BMWEFLKR T CLBILIRL RGN, k—RUER ERFIEE, B
RR[BFH M. AT 2T, W, @05 mm, sesr kb2 E
REEF? BEARNZE . BAMREE, FrRlETEE. R mEXLA
FRIEFRAT TR AT DAL AR 2 0 BRI, SRR, AT I LR E0E, TE
TIR. FETHS. BFTEL BRSBBERS. TLUEH, BATRMH
BRI, REARMNOCERETHESELR, MBI 2K KR A, BeexH
B OB A R YLK,

LR KA R ERMAR B & BN, vEN R TG?

PLERE S IER XM —T1%8], BEO) TR T E i+ E R TB, MAHZ
RkERG A S PR EHENRED, “@R7 @EL “HuR” BRE
76, Bk, HLassE ST FTRR S0 BN A, Bk TYE N L W BER h =t <
#1” (model) B, Bl “H & ¥L” (learning algorithm). H T2 H %k, &

NHELREIR RS T, TR AE T X S = AR 78 T X BT IR 1% DU (1]

W B — AN EHIITHIPER), B S oy FA TR AL DL A 1 i (B an g R). dnn SR
THENBIERBTIRT “BR” KR, BAKE, W ARSI BFT A
KT “EARIE” FEN.

AR R ZIRAEIRTEBNGER. XA HE” BeRMs
R(BIan—RGSER), TOH “BER " 38R B R (B1an—4&HN).



AR R T AR—
A CBR  BACTA
ARSI AR Z ) o — A RAE;
Bt EFXTHIBT S M

A RIBIANATHERREK

#&.

WGHATAH D %T
4]” (training instance) 3
YA .

FIEEBEALSKE
RE, AR 6 S
Fa(R)V 4k 2, KA
ENCLEE 2

& “label” #FH “IF
W7 WA ARET, RE
B EF “label” BLT
RAEL . AT A4EshE.

1.2 EEXRE

BEHATHLRS ], RERLEE. BERIMEBE T —H#KTPERKEEE, )
W(EFE=T4; IRF=U64; moE=rhm), (AE=5%; W= T mE=00
i), (=¥ H; WF=AEE; mA=FM), - , BNESAR—FILR,
“=" BEBR “BER” .

XARFKHIEERA— “HIBE” (data set), HPFLEIEFRART—
ANHEAENF X B NN BF#R, KA —A “=~HF1” (instance) B “F
7 (sample). BRI SRS T TR I ERE B I, Glin “ EmE”
“RRFE” “BEFE” L FRA “BHE” (attribute) 5L “UFME” (feature); JBME L AIEL
&, flin “F&” “SR” KA “BHMAE" (attribute value). BEETKRBM
EFRA “RIEZE” (attribute space). “FFAZE[A]” (sample space)EL “HIA
7. FImBRATEE “EE” RFE” R AR =AAARE, BT
—/ANHETREE TN =425 0], 8478 NER AT 7R XA 25 A P $k 2 A 2 A AR FR A2
B BT ER PRSNGSR R, B BRITEE—AmEIRR s —4
“YFfEME” (feature vector). »

— &, & D = {z1,Z2,...,Tn} BRABE m DRI HELE, 4
AP H AN BHERFERGI W EEKEREEERT 3 ANB ), WEA7RBF
T; = (Ti1; Ti2; - - -3 Tig) 7& d ERERTE X FR—ANHE, z; € X, Kz 2
x; 758§ ABHE EMBE®@ W LR E 3ARKES 2B LERER “6H#
B” ), d RABER z; B9 “4E%0” (dimensionality).

MEHE F 2 BE A R R “% 37 (learning)8L “YIIZR” (training),
XA TR PATEA 2 I HE R G R R A B “ ISk
HAE” (training data), HHPEMERTRA—A “YNZHEA” (training sample),
WHHERARPEEHRHA “NEE” (training set). FHBEIXT N T K THRE
HISEFP I AE AR, BRILIRFR “MBi%” (hypothesis); XFVEZERE B &, WIFK
A “EAH” B “ESZ” (ground-truth), ZE AR EN THRHBUELEAM. &
PHEDEHEAFR N “223088” (learner), FIEEF I HIEES CHEMNSHT
] L SE Ak

WMRAEFLE—NREH P RITAW R ITFHERR “@FM” fEal Y
B RPIEIE BRRABN. BESLIXFERXT “Wl” (prediction) )
A BANTIRBINGHERR “GR”7 FR, Bl “(BE=F%; WH=1%,
R, $FR)” . XEXTRAGROEE, fln CHR R DR
id” (label); 7 T i BRG], WFRA “FEH]” (example). — M, A



12 EARE
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FHATRELEAY
o —3R g, R “HEH” K
RS CHR

7 AR q K w7
(testing instance) & “M|
A

T M AFAE LB AR
T H x4 2 s
A, I 136 F.

T A RIRED A
ERFIET

FAH, £ AL

=#]” (unseen instance).

TFAE S b AT T
MALE F AR K (Bl 4w 20 A
Bk, HABWA 10 AT
FRERAE, MAEARE M A
H ek 1020).

(x4, 9:) B o MBI, Kby € Y BRB o KIFRE, Y ZEFERICHES,
TRFR “RrICZ 1”7 (label space)Tk “HiHi a5 .

FRATARTN )2 BEHUE, fln “HFR” “RIR7 ) R IELSTRA
“I33K” (classification); F AR TN B9 2 1 S {H, B0 P NS BE 0.95. 0.37,
LR FEJEFIRA “ B T” (regression). X RW RKHARAM “ Z 4
2” (binary classification)f£4%, #H IR FH—NEA “IEE” (positive class),
FH—AEN “ KK (negative class); W K ZANKAE, MAHEHN “ 24
2” (multi-class classification) 4£45. — i, I L4 2 A @ o %l 4k

£ {(@1,11), (@2,52), - - - (Tony Yr)} BEATEES], BESL— A ABIAZE ] X Bl

ZE Y KBS £ X o Y. M ZAREE, BES Y = {-1,+1} & {0,1}; Xt
LRRMES, V] > 2; WEEFES, Y =R, R ALHE.

AR, AT IR A S FERR R “TR” (testing), # TR AIREA
FRA “WRFEAR” (testing sample). FlIANTERE f )5, WWRB] =, vl 152 HIRT
WHsit y = f(z).

BATIE AT LIXT TGN “2 2K (clustering), RUKREIIZREE F i 78 K4 5l T
H, MHRA—A “BE” (cluster); IXLE B BT BRI R REXT B — Ly 72 A&
gy, Bltn “HREJL” REN7 , HEE RN MR L XFERET
E BT RATT MEE WAE AR, 880 R A W 8B B SL A, T UL
WA, IERERZE S, “BRER” KM XS RMNFLERTMIER,
T B3 2 i F2 o A F YIS A8 B AR D5 R

R|INGEERERERILGE R, FAESTRBRISFHHRE: “BE
%37 (supervised learning) 1 “ T E %] ” (unsupervised learning), 7338
FENE R AT AR, TRENE 5 #H AR,

TVERMNE, NBR%EIM BR R AR R BRIR PG T “WiFEAR” |
MARIUAE NG R T AEGREF; BIEX BRI % IE5, &
M A EZ/ER S REA TRENSGE T HIMEER. 2HEEEHT
BIRERMBE ST, FRA “I21b” (generalization) Rt J1. BARIZ (AR FIAR T BE
IRIFHE TR FEAT R, TR, RENGEEE A RFEARZERK— MR/
(ISR, FRATIU75 B8 S A AR I b 2 e YRR A 25 (] O 1, 75 IR S 3 2 2 V)
SRR B INE R BR AR A S ] B T AR L. EE B AT A 42
FEAR RN —AKED “434i” (distribution) D, BRATIRE KN FEACER R AT
N IEA A B RFESRAFI, B “MSZ[F4) A5 ” (independent and identically
distributed, %R i.c.d.). —&KME, WHHEARBRZ, BANBEKXT D KER



ML, XA T RN 2 S IR R RIZ AL RE ) (R RL.

1.3 {Rig==1g

JH 44 (induction) 5{#2f (deduction) &R FHEE KB REAF B, A2 M
PR B — M E) “ZAL” (generalization)idFE, BB AR ESZIHE H — R EM
8 BN RN —BBRRIRE “HRitk” (specialization)iT#2, BI MEEA R B HE
HEAACRG. B, FEEABRGT, BT A HNEEHNESESZ
FHYE R B B, X R WA, T “ BB 25”7 BRR—NMEINERE, FEIRR
“JAgh%>]” (inductive learning). '

BFEIGHRI G X245, |- XHBG % S KA S T AR+ %3,
TR SCRR) U 4995 53 T sk M ZRB08E T 22 18 B (concept), BRIBLIRFR A “HE&
257 BB . MEEIBEARBATHA. MARLED, RAEES
ZACHEREGF BB AR S SEE KRS T, RS HAMEARKR S &4 “ B
a7 R AT, W EFIFETT AR, BB T RIS ) B — L SEA R

MSFEIFBRERANEM/RMSEY, BIX “&7 “Ag” XFEMTERR
h0/1 Ai/RMER BRSNS, 28— MRS T, RERMNREB T XHE—
MINGHIEE:

* 11 BAKEE

me AE ORE WE GR
Hix W4 MWW
L wRgE vho

1
2
3 H&E B R
4 BE O YR

) D fn o

XETEEAMEIRR “GN . B L T G AR

“WERE X EAMHRTARIE, REFZ, RERA X =R B T,

RAVRAEANT T RA RN, TR, RIVEGIKL I TURIFEE, 5

FRE . SEABE L RERRES, AA/RRISAE BRI B o (2

S o =) A (=) A (RF=7)” KR 0 FORMRHE I, TTRATH0(E
S | SRR 11 BIIAHEAT S, 48«77 B Tk

BEHETMHD BRI, R LLH AT (BE=HE) A =) A (&

PR BRI IR? R, EE R — B R, B TR

FR A7, BB ARt T 3 5T USRI 0 B T B T AT U



1.3 Eg=ia

5

“GofE” WHHER, #®
ARG ARE T
[Cohen and Feigenbaum,
1983], H Ak “FiTERF X
%37, ARL15%.

X2 RAVE I A

ARERE, FEREE

“UEFH ZHH AR
. m TR asEs,
Rk o BX A RS,

kS TiekIE, &
EXRZELATME TS AK
¥ LR af#t4T, A4 E
RBIR S E4 R —H 1B
#F.

B 1. WERAUGENGETRIR “BE” | & FHF R —B KSR 0 2
W, (ER, XS L RR, Bl “ (BE=1RE) A (IR#&=1848) A (RiE= M)~
BAIE?-

BATAT AR S I FE B VE —ANE AT A B 1% (hypothesis) 41 5 [ 25 8] 1 34T
HROERE, HERBERERBSIIZGE ‘Ui (6t) MK, BB HIIGES
R TCAI T IR R & RO R S — BAfiE, B B LB KD sisE T .
ZXEBIMOBEEEBEEG “(BE=?) A (RB=2) A (@BFE=?)" FTRIE
AR BRI, BlneaEs “Ha” “SR” “RA7 X=FaEE;
BHFEHZRBE, iF “BF” LRI 24EHEE, RIMTABER “«” RER,
Bl “HF)R o (= x) A (RF=048) A (RE=vm)” | B “LFIGRIR % i
g5, WiE RN, A BEEAT” . A, ERE BB FEE 6
JR” EAERRAFA KL, 5 EBA 47 ZMR; BATH o RniX
MER. BB, B BB CRB” B ARIES. 20 2 FETASEVE, WK
ATE GBI M R 4 x 3 x 3+1=37. B 1.1 EWME/RH TiXA
I ] AR 5 2 .

[ (= WB=x; fE=)]

Il

| (=t B = W =) | (BB=0 B F = A=)

[k =5% BB=0% m =) |[(EE=15 RE=TE BF=0)] ...

o

| (BB =% 0% =%, BU5 =10 || (BB =%% 0% =% BF =00 | ......

1.1 HKEALAGER =16

LAV 2 SR IX MR B R TH R, Flan BT T W —RRERFEE,
B BRE b AFRERE]— R, 8RR AT DU W R 5 B A — B R
w. M) 5RO B ERKR. BRERSIRES5IIGE -SRI rE IgEA
RESHEAT IERAAINT) KRR, X R IATERHS R

TERERZE, AP RATE AR RN BT SR, HEIIERET
BIRFEANGERATH, i, vTReA 2 MR EINS4E 2, BFEEE 1S
WWHE B “BERES” , BRAKZ A “RRAZXE” (version space). FilUl,
EFE RS, 53R 1.1 YIZRE P SR R A 2= Al B 1.2 Frs.



BT #eak 2R B “E R
BRTRY” | ATH—
B “EARHRTR
E2

st ARHT ERAT B
E? EEM, AREFE
Mk E R HHiER
#” (feature selection) A
X, 2FEENR NEF
3 bR IER R AT
st ARG S ATRATEY,
A p L HZANFFAE A T4
JEARFM BT REF 4
M XEAF BT M
A5 BT A AT AP AR
S iR 0 = A 89 V3 4R ST,
X THIELEZETBGAR
ARE 11 %,

=+ RE =G =) | | (B =+ %=+, WA =N |

|l = B =% ; B =310 |

1.2 H/NFE R RARE R

1.4 VAMREF

W BB KRN T REZ R — MRS T2, B 1.2 B
FA 2 ) 2 BATT A R — BRI BLER = 5VIgGE 2B, H5EA]
X R U 7E T e T A A O A, SN PR AR R 0, X (=5 4%;
R = BE4H; FF= UUR)XASHBRCRER, RBINRAKZ “HR < (B
FE= ) A (IRFB=180) A (BiF=*)" , BAKSHH AR LK, TanR%
AT S5 PAMR S, MW RIS RGN, A, NAZR AW — MR (5K
i) We?

FEER 11 PO, NEENE LR =MREHH—A “EF” .
R, T —MERARREIEEM S, ERRE~E—MER. Xi, 235
EARHE Wi MaRBIRRKEN. i, HRIMEEER “Rfek
B IR, MERIER “HR o (BF= ) A (RF=841) ABE=111)" ;
EERMNEEER “RARE— K" KB, FFEHTEMEREE “HE"
R, WESIEFE UK © (BF= ) A (FRF=4) ABFE= )" . PLE¥
SRR SRR AP X AR BB B R AF, #0 “JAGRLF” (inductive bias),
EfRRA “AREF”

AEAT—ME AL S S A FR AR T, 75 B BB A T
BIFEVNZREE & “307 MBRBTER, TLESEMErF 4R, TUESR,
W R EA LT, AT TR > H 7= A p AL A IR AE HEAT TR I BE ALk ik
ks ERERE B, MAXEANHIN “(BEFE= T RE=0, HE=01
i), AL T S VR BRATE R AT H . BT S R RATE R, XM

RGOV FIZE I 1.3 AN A2 ST I R AT R B X ARSI
GHARBTH IR (2,y), ZER D SIIEE-BHRE, H5THE—
FENFANGHEAR L. B8, XERMERSHARNIIAE, FEF
RE &ML 5 H—2 RAVNEIEERIE LMWL, Z R~ HElAh “E

7 HVREL B, N AR BL A R AR LU i (0, 2% AR v



1.4 AT

13 AESHBESABMAN4E—R

RAMBRIOTR, BREE BE R HBE), IS I B 3] S0k T R 4 B 1.3
PLER “OFHE 7 BIBHER A TR AL “IRIR” Lk B.

VAGA e BF W] B AR 2 S Bk B 5 A — N AT R AR B R I 152 2 (] o R et
ITERBHRE RN “MER” . B, BEE—RERRUKS S EEHL
“IEWR” fRiFie? “B-EWH1T]” (Occam’s razor) & —FH K. HRBIE
B EREARR RN, B “FH S MEREE B, WiEH 2R .
RRAZXARN, 3 BRERIVANA “BEFE” BWE “HERER” (Fwhk
ABEGTH#R, HFBERNR y= -2+ 62+ 1, MLk B MERREL), NE
B 1.3 h A< BARMRET “PIE” KL A.

IR, BERGAI ) HF AR ME— AT R RN, 1B — P, EMERE R R R
FITTRBATHRE, B REBE], RFEHTIA S AR KRR, 68/ = -RR%)
TR FFASF R Blanxt BATE LR BB RTINS, “Bik 1 R -
(= x) A (IR = B84H) A (RE=000)” AR 2: “BFR & (=) A
(IR =UE45) N (W= +)” XPWMRE, B—NE “HE” 087 XA EEIHFA
] B, T B AL A REAR v

HELE, FGRE XN T S S EEA S P R T AR RE
a” WfRB. FERARKBLE BT, XMRBRE MROL, BMEEN AR 2B
5 REA S LR, R HIHREERE T HIAR SRR TR,

EBNIFELERR 1.3. BFEIHE Lo BT EMIFGRME £ T XN
TFHiLk A BB, %5800 ¢ BT 5 —FIaMREF=4E T RN T % B i
B RETF R T MR RRA “HRW RN RATHME LIRS
% Lo WS EHF. HSK, B 14() B, 5§ B, A SUIGEIREAE —
B ]EZ, AEZALRETIE B 3R,



(a) AT B (b) B#F A
1.4 EHLFHFE (LA NEHELR .5 ARHER)

(B, BB BARINAFLIG 2, I £, T, BLRLHIE 14(b)H
Wt: 5 AR, B SYI%EES A SE 507
R, ST 32, WF— LI 8, HUER
B L ST £, 0, MARTETE S — e, 770 £, b £, 1F. BB
HIZ, AR TR BB, TR R IR B EA R — R I
SN S0 TN “BRNLEVIE” SREMBMEIEIEY & G LRNEE T
A LA 8
b e EL WEBER, ERAARNE X AEREE HHREREN. 4 P(RX, L)
BIERA WA (R £, TGN X B h O, Y f R
Arbyami, Ram JCEERREML S, 00 VIAEIRE" | 0 2, VKL PR REA E1

15, EBEAERE “E oo
NSy~

34, .
Eote(Lal X, f) =) > P@) I(h(x)# f(@)P(h|X, L), (L1)
h zeX-X
Horp I() e, & - A ENEUE 1, 75 NUEUE 0.
FR R, HESEHRRE AT L REMEE X — {0,1}, ¥ [H
Hy {0, 1Y¥. SEFTE R RER) £ SRR R, &
> Bote(£alX, f) = ZZ Y. P(@) I(h(z) # f(z)) P(h| X, £a)
f h meX-X
Z P(x ZP h|X,La Z]I
. rzeX-X
£ fHANH, MA—
*%;ﬁwéﬁ%ﬁm—%h(m) = Z ZPh|X£) 2|X|
—E. . rzeX-X

:—2'*' Y Pz ZPh|XS)

zEX-X



14 AR

A4 NFL 2 Z2SER bb
K2R R YRS

=2¥=1 N P(z)-1. (1.2)

zeX—-X

R (1.2) B, RIREFR G ¥ HIELR A FAERH ¥ DL £, A
Ly, RATEH
> Eote(Lal X, F) = Y Bote(S] X, f) 5 (1.3)
f f .

WELR Y, TRFEIEE L, W LA L D5, BINRHENRR
RHFE! X2 “BAH RFTHIFE” £ (No Free Lunch Theorem, f&j#k NFL
7E ) [Wolpert, 1996; Wolpert and Macready, 1995].

RTF, EENILESE I RE TR — R KRIE T R E¥EIE
ERE RN EA S, ML A EH?

BRITERE], NFL € #AE —ANEEMR: frd “WE” SN
[l BT B RS EE. ELFHRIHFAARZE. REME, RMNMAKES
CUEFETR B PR A LR (B A BAR R FAESS), A ERE—MRERTE,
ETREAMERTT R HE, B2 R ERENT TR, BAFA
K. Fildm, AT HREN A HEE B #, WIRBATIEES B A R R RE -
. BHEREHE D, B2 “WATE” RIRGFHMBHRTTE, ZNTEM A
MR RS B HRILRUHE O RS BARMRAERE, BRI IR,

By b, L NFL @ BORERAERRERT £ 555840, TR
FeFtdetmit. Bitn, [EBIFATRBR D, %8 (B L R o (B%=x)
A (R =IE4) A (RA=1)} A1 (B 20 47K o (%= x) A (IR =HEH)
A (BAE=TEM)}. M NFL B 40, X MR R RIS
EEAFHPITF, SR (EBFE=T 5%, RS, BS =) 2% 1 B, i
IR (F P=12 B, W= BT, RS =) MR 2 BF. B LEMmA
XRE RTIBERE, “(R%= %5 MUs= Wm)” (IR %I, T “ (i
=T, WS =IEHE)” I NE R, BB,

FriA, NFL @ B R EZNEE, 2iERNEEHOARE], REEERE, =
TS M aEIFRER” 2ERY, RAEHEIAEAR R, AT
A HEA L. BRREVERANLS, BAEE X BAR R X HE;
FLLin B BRI M B, £ — SR B LA RAR AR, FIHE
H 5 BRI 5 10 AR A AR, SRR YGEERIER.
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E1E % it

Frif ‘il AAE .

1965 %, Feigenbaum %
BHAHN TR L A%
% A% DENDRAL.

B p.22.

IWML & % 4 B B &
B 3 4 ICML.

15 XEHE

HlaR2E 5 R A T4 8 (artificial intelligence)FF4Y R B Bl — & B BLI AR 7=
Y. L A ERBLHEARY, AT “HE” | AL
PAH RE R TSR R AR ), AR ae R A a. X— B RREL
YEEEH A. Newell Al H. Simon f] “BEB K" (Logic Theorist)FEFF LA K
WA “BANEKM” (General Problem Solving)fERF4%, X £ | /F7E 4/t ‘
BUETAANREMLER. Flan, “BHEIRKR” FBFAE 1952 FFiFH T & L4
RERMWREINAE (BERE) T 38 4&EH, 1E 1963 4Rk T 43 52
M, FHERFS—RNE, € 2.8 REWT EMIMFIFIEHEETY. A
Newell # H. Simon B yIX 75 T B TAEFRAG T 1975 EE R, Rifi, FEEHHR
o) B R, AMITEEAIRE, NEFEEMEERE ) RTTERA T AT EGRH.
E. A. Feigenbaum A\, ZHENLESEHFE B, sLMBEAENLES A 51R.
EARMTRES T, ALt HERT TS, ATEREFAFEANT “HiR
7 e, RETHRRG A, ZRENHASEEE T KEHR. E. A
Feigenbaum 1E4 “41RTRE" 2R 1994 FRBER %K. HE, AMTZHIA
B, TXRGHE M “AR TR | B8, SR E AR IREE HkK
BESENRMEAWAR. TR, —S2EH3, RHEE B4R
EE2

Hk b, BIRTE 1950 ER TR RMRISCE S, HE =2 THLARE KA
A8 L B ERA DA LA E I BRI, B0 A. Samuel 2 4 KBk
MR AHERFEH, BETFHEMNKH “EBEEX” (connectionism)% ]
Frig B, RER M TYEA F. Rosenblatt (M8 A1#HL(Perceptron). B. Widrow [
Adaline 5. 7ZENGTFEA, ERTEEERRK “FF5FEX” (symbolism) s > H
REHRRE, RFHETEH P. Winston i1 “GiH2% RS« R. S. Michalski
FAR “ETEENANEIRE” . E.B. Hunt FAK “MEFEIRE”
55, DARSRHIL A HERN N 2 S BR M RSB 2 I AR S WAR R R, REFHT
fE%H N. J. Nilson ffj “3IHL8%” %&; =+ BERLM—IT ML %I BRH
—EBBEEME 2 R A R TR XA N SR AR Y.

1980 &, 705k H R MG R 22847 T 5 — JabLas % It 2 (IWML);

R, R SERRS) i =4I ) %, 1983 4F, Tioga i

H/R T R.S. Michalski. J. G. Carbonell 1 T. Mitchell E4a1 (HL2§%>: —
T\ T ReigE) [Michalski et al., 1983], Xf 4 fIHLAT 2 SIHF L AR AT T
R4 1986 F, B —ANLEF TN HIT] Machine Learning il T; 1989 4F, A



1.5 ZRHE

11

ARG 4FE.

XA FERR ILP 49374
BN 15%.

T Re ATk BB EE T Artificial Intelligence HRRVLES% S E4, Tk T 46t

Lo LV BV BR AT LA, R ARG RBILZE J. G. Carbonell £4%. MIT H
At 1990 4R (HLAR% 3] AL 5 41%) [Carbonell, 1990] —HH. BHIXKE,
A N\ TR T B — AL R, SRS IR
B A ZE I .

R. S. Michalski Z£ A\ [Michalski et al., 1983] {EHL8$ 2 SIFFGTRIS A “ EE
Bl ” “FERBSKBAMARI P E]” “BEIMEMRAFES]” “NES
)7 EMI; E. A Feigenbaum EAEZE LK (ATEHBEFM E=%H)
[Cohen and Feigenbaum, 1983] H, NFBHLEE2ZEI RIS A “HET”  “TE
237 “RWEI” M CEAMFEXT . HIMEIDR HieEEES” ) B
A FRARE B2 R TR, AFTENRF A HEUHREH, X3%Ehr b
BREBATEIERNS, (CREHITRE BFESMER; AmEF I MK
F R. S. Michalski  AFrif) “MigE4H%E3]” M “BEWEMERINES]”
HAZIEBT “IEEIT]” ) BIAVIGRREB h I 2 S) 45 8. — it
ZN\TFERLK, A EE . MHAR K2 “AFEFT2S” (W X
RIHGN%]), Bl T B Y. TWE% %, KBXES NEL BT,
I T FRAT I 3K 77 T FE B A B9 S — A 18T [ .

L NTEL, AT B—RERBHFTENE,
HARRAIE RN (decision tree) I TRE M FE ], MAKREREILUE
Bt A, CME BB E /Ml B, BEEM T AKX &7 H 21
WIEGIE. 2T EERFE I NELZRRLIEHE BRI (Inductive Logic
Programming, f&#5 ILP), AT E/ENL A% I 5@ BEREF RN, eFH—
B2 (RE RS 4 ) REEAT SRS R, BB sy 78 8ERIE X (B Prolog
Rk ) RIE BT AR HG. F55 £ NS 1 F R 5B N TE R
MR BEFERSAFN. siEdE, ATHgEZ ML R+ +EREH
TOCHEEER” R “HmREAY 7R MR AMETH/SMIRRR. BIEE
HEEBARRAE TR, T “AiRE” AMIETRFSIRER. BRI
A A SURIRR BRI ERREIE T RERR, B, 78 “%38” s,
iR E R ERMZEIFR. FE b PESEIE - HHLZN\TERER
B “ARURER TSR B ocse” i E AT EEEREEK. RENZ
AEARETHEESH, BSRMEEE AR IRARZ — ILP EHR®E
MIETIRR B ), WLV 5 MRk B 22 B R R, 10 AT S TR 8 ¥ 7] 7
F HE T B RIA AT HIR, ik, TLP AN AT F) H Ak sn iR Bh =2 39, i /]
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B1E &

A% 6%,

%

&

AL 6.5.

AL ST SR IAT R AT, AT, ST, WA, o TRt
SR, BB B SO RGBS A AR AR, Ft, A
ROCHAE LA MER 33, A HERPMER B A .

SRR ERT AT, RIS R E R B AT
o4 MR S MR S). M U I HEREE T KR,
o BB R S A T RIS E M4 S R BB, bl E R e H
Simon 8 Wi A T/ BT “X/EAEAT M ORFSLEBE” | B L i i B
SHIFFRB AN LA T BB F0IE0E. JoER B L X H BB S TR A
FIRERS, IE4 B R X8 E M. Minsky F S. Papert 7£1969 E58 H, (KR ME
F% R BRI TRLEIE 25, HEX “Ra” XA R B EALIEART. 1983 4,
J. J. Hopfield IS MEasKAR “TRahifesy 2B XA 4 i NP HBEE
BERHERE, &R EXEFRZRAMNIRE. 1986 4, D. E. Rumelhart %5 AN E
BRI T E4 0 BP HE, P T RN, SRS 3 X3 5T 7 A IR (A
SRTAR, HEEE N PENR < B SR R SIRIER 0 f B R
B, X UE ARG BT A A, BT BP X EMMEE, S8
A DLZEAR S B S2 R4, 35 b, BP — B R BN AERSE MNLE
BSVEEY — BRI MBRK R AR WAL ; R, 2T
BWRKESY, MERNRERS BRI, TEHTT “B” ; %K

B, SHOEY LR 2E, EIGRATRE LT .

—HHE R HERFR, ¢ G2 ” (statistical learning) A 7= & % 3

W HEERES, RBEBAL ZF I EHL(Support Vector Machine, fE#{

Nt TERBREISE, 4it% I HE [Vapnik, 1998] AR L ST T
T2, B30 V. N. Vapnik 7£ 1963 82 H T “SCRFAME” Bi&, A A, J.
Chervonenkis 7F 1968 FE#R H VO 4, 7F 1974 F3H T 451 K6 F /ML R %

BEBA ARG I A TR LB S R, — R BT

ISR A BNLEIRTE L TR A R i, AR g SRR IS
ALFRNAF AR/ UEI; 55—, EREERERE L JHEARMRREMN 2
25, NIAIEE a8k T UG 23 S B b B ST I SE T TR,
b, GRS 5EEE I EFEVINEBER. XA BN RESE, S
15 (kernel trick) #ANTHEI T HL2822 E‘]ﬂﬂzﬁy/l\ﬁ%, W7 B A
Bl I ERAN R —.

HBEE, -+ —tHay), EBY N Ve L ER, Wi T U <R
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AR 56,

“tie FRE2F.

37 RARPGE. FrBREES], RGN RE “RERE” WHMEME. £
TRRAMERE L, THEYREE. BESFERNZKNAY, WEF IR
AR T ALERE. AENLES 2 ST BORTE N A T S S P B, XA & R K
Bim; MREEITARY LORAERREEER, UE2TRETLX “H5”,
LSHORTEF, MReIEERLr. Rk, RS S Bz % (B 2L, (HE R
FHVER T HLE % 2 DA B TTRE, D882 S BORE M LRESE BT Rk T (2R
WA, Rt AR A RGERE? AR EARR: BREKT . HERERT.
REZAEMMERESH, HEERAD, WRES “Se”; mtRRm
BEL, KRR, BB THRA, AR BT ARE
AT “REFERAA” , BIREREHHREHE T RER, T ERERENE
ABARBEN —F. HBHE, HEMBE L/ HERFIEL, 5240
Intel x86 RIMAL B &S 5 WA FECR BT Z NPT SN v RE T $dl
FRELETERE BEREATLRER. %S B BRI, 510 5 p# 2
P2 AT FLAR L.

UL K, HLEs 52 S BUE @ R RS — M 25 K2 RHIOE, A {X
RETHY, REEEZAMBEARE, WOLKREEREABERAELN
T .

1.6 K FAIK

R EAER, AREE. FE. S, CEEIENRE I RA T R
Th, ARMSKENAEMRER T REHEE, RFREHE XS BIRET R
BT RN, AL SRR T R ARRIXASETI TR, Bz R
IR AEARMBBERNKRE. 22 2R

SR, EIHENRZIEL LR, TRRZEHEE. BR%, R
WEGESE . LR, IBEARGH. SRk, MEERANBREIHARN S
%, LAREFENUE. BRESTLESE TTHIMARR” JUK, Pl
HERABRERENEARBSIERLZ —.

LB %R XERRE T EEZMBE AR flm, “EWER
27 BEF S BBORRBF I A Ay ISR U, 110 5 B8 41 T R ) S R R 2
YR IF IERAE AT Z DI, YR R ER R RN “Eaillg” 2
CUEAIL” WA, KADREEEEIRE. SEEE. faRat.
FUSEI IR, T “BARAN 7 B ENBEIHARNEES, SR FIHA
ELERXMES EXBRE.
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NASA-JPL #§ & %2 %
B AL E MR At 5
BE FLw ‘FR 5
Fo “PIB” FTRKEMBA
HREZN R E A4

DARPA #9 &% % £ B
- BB AR AR R A,
EBM, 2RILEXLAR
%% #5 K T DARPA & 3)
KA RE .

LB 3] BB B AT
ey, &t RS
BT, R ORBBIEAT
TELS.

“HIBRB EXAER
FRERFR BRI %
PR, XA FHGL
AR ERS TR
Bk £ B RO
2R LE AT, A
RME WG F R X
EIREFA, HANE F
) Fo B BATIRARIK

B b, EEMFHANERFERMMESEN “HB-+ER” ERIRER
“ERHSRI IR IR CBEERIE” XM, MBS EINEER
YHBEEE, FX “UFE” 1 ENEEREBIES T, TEIERENZ ORISR
WA R SRR B M. FEIH H it BRI EER P RIEK. B2
H W52, Iabe 0N EH A, 2001 4, £ [E NASA-JPL AR FK
£ Science 247 LE11#3C [Mjolsness and DeCoste, 2001] 5 Hi, Hl 352 I %}
REERF NS RE ER BRI SGEER, it R RELEX.
2003 %, DARPA JE 3} PAL 18], ¥ #3555 I EE M BT 2R HER 22K
BEERFE IR, AFT AN, 3 EBRmBH AT SUE & H NASA Rl DARPA #
R, TP RHLA AL T F R A AL as 2 ST E 2, R SCR ST

2006 £, R EEEREE SRR LE A “DBEEIR” , VBE
AR EEE AN Z — T. Mitchell B HAEERE(. 2012F 3 A, REFREE
BURE3) “REB|HAREREWR” |, ZEERREEESSTERFEMM K0
SRR R B IR R, B E R AR A KSR R = kR A
MR BmiFE. AB(crowdsourcing). B4R, HL28% 7 KL AR
AR DRI OBIR, EERFE R R, 7. F8. EEREENERN, &4
T OCRA” REEE, TR YISEZE I ARSI EEE, W “RAE” TARE.

RET BT WA, RE AR “BIRIZMR” (data mining), X
B BRI — TR S LIS X R, BOR I i = T 4
R, ERERZFRIIUREI W, AP HERE. YA, k%5
Wq B K [Zhou, 2003]. FAEIZHE MG EHHE R MAIR, KBRSt “i
B ME BT, AR, B 2 SUS R 50 B T2 B A
HHOR, THLAS S ST R GET 22 B0 5 BOR 2 SR JEBaR Aok, T4t
2 TR TR T B L AL BT TR B 32 Ik, 2 J5 it
ANEHEAE IR, B AR B, St o 1 BRI LA 4 20 R R
PR AR, T HLAS 5 > U S P TN 2 s 47 988 X P K ST 4.

AR, ¥ Be 5B ARNAEFFIMR. PIINERSIR. RRIHEE
B IR PISE 7 T, AR PR 2 ST EAR O TR A AR e 2 (o] B e
AT, RR R TR P O B4 ZERLE R b, AR R AL
SFABAR BRI Z 6 BT, AOUATH B AL A AR,
WA BT R P BB R PR B SN e 2L

ARFTRISN, B AESELRMNERTIECITHBRARNAEFTT X, #i
WRZANEIRTAERTIEL LRMEZRRTHEREL. FRAER
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Hldn 3 4 HLE 5 3 A
# [Mitchell, 1997] 4.2 ¥ 4~
B7 =t EELTERE
AR E ML F 3 kix
# B BB E 6 ALVINN

HIE. RIESE. XE (HEAT) EXBHE —0EFL: “EfEMARE
MR AN ERAKEERFAAT LS FRAZ2Z.” BR, EERMEREZ
WA % ERBRERKEHSRIER, ERNEES, B Ehtn
A~ BRERERE, MEEVHMA SR Z ANKR, AZBRTESEE
ABAR. HELE, ERMBREARES, NSEIEARNZEEDERS. 2174
R, BREXEG . AFHBER, NSEIEARKRWELHE, FIUERHT
“BWHRER” N, TREHERE EHMEMH SR NLSEIEAR. B,
HE. . BREARDL ML TENREI AN A R, E2EEL
HLas A PR 2 BT SR, RAFIHNLEE I BRI KRN, £24E
—EREE LR T E BN R RE A |

BEf. ERMEARENKRIRFZ—, SHASEE EETARESE
%, NREGERTATHAETER. A EIREABIEBE LA
HARTTR, BANE EERENTUHENEFFEY. FoRTEY, EAE
WEEY, AR EENEERR. REE LN\ HFERBITHRHET
JTERSL. K EBARKRERTEIRIE RS RFARE LRGN &BRINT
HIEGAE SR Wit A BRI LAGAR LI, T H REARSE LB i B B0
LRI AR, EAR A B BB O 1 BN, JET7 A RI%E L
FIFEARIAT 9 AR, TS B A S e AR W ik 5 0 — L3R 2 SJ4E 55 2004
% 3 A, 73X E DARPA AL BZHBRF LR T, IR KR EI LR
S. Thrunf/MABHHIIS R LM 6 /DT 53 SBRRIIERE T 132 REHKERE
L. LR BORZE PN ARIA N F R AR LU RV SE R, B UUAR B T, PRI
BB EATZE B 200 B M AR R MR B R — PR, S. Thrun JEREIH
AT ASBHETE . ER—REOE, BBREAELFERET WR
RER, BEYS, BH. Bl KA EEHERRELFAYEAERHT
Wk, BRCHBRA=REATE. 2011 4 6 A, EEALEMNUESELER,
BRI EE NN BB BN, S5, FERFMAG P EA M o) E

O HRBIER. BBERETEEAA KRR LIEEEAREFET, LS

2HARUEST “FTH” /A

PLEFE I BAE R CRWEIARM K BUA AT, 2012 FREKEHE, &
EDETH LB, MATx & FEE BT T, AREDHERR
TP IEATE). Bl LA 5 ST R AT AR ST R A% i diE, AT A
BFENE — RFHRZ JE WL R EIX, HRE TG R R MELE
fRRu, BENALE RIH — B U AR 0 I B 2 oy AT TR T LR SR
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1T & #

WEKA 2% % & % %
MEEIEEBEE &
# % £ Waikato X % #F
RARETF JAVA FF &
http://www.cs.waikato.
‘ac.nz/ml/weka/.

Fé%ﬁ*ﬁéﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁlﬁ%ﬁzfﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁ@, AL il SR
WK1, T RRMIER LT KANIR. BRERFERRER, V&

EABARER T RAE T A B, Ml IR, AR EN R

X FFR B E ARMRE RS, MM RERH SN 5 ZHERR
BB - AR, X — IR B B B L Th #4R B 1500 1R TT; B4, 16
BOHLAR S SRR, MBS EE] T RIZRN 10 (RTREL T, MLSEIBAN
WHEBTRIELR 7, BAIHE) W7, Fl L >IN A
IR RBEAT 04, BUUBSE T — &R T BRI S B, TRA R B
BB S BUWEE AR G Ak, RS e AR T 2008 FRER =
T 14%; ---BEE)E, (WR) AHEIHRET X MR EDHRA “FTEER
&7 . HFREFEIFFEER R. Ghani ST HIHR.

ER—RME, SN EZEE LAR G T EER N EREE TR
FEUFER, BHLSEITMRER D — DA ZANEX, W g —8x
TR ERRDRE S RATEME “ANRMATE” . B0, P. Kanerva £ —
T8 N+ FEAA P 3R tH SDM (Sparse Distributed Memory)##! [Kanerva,
1988] B & H ZI B MBS, ([B)5RMARHZE R AI, SDM K
BRAmAGALEIZERLE . Widt. MRS DO RE M B B o T I AEAE, AT B £ 5
SRR E T B K. E?iiﬂ%@?%ﬂ‘]@ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%%)@ﬁﬁ?ﬁ
AP TOAR. LdrAtk. BRAROEE, W “ARNTHES” LEERE—
A B BRARIKE K L WX TS 3, HLE8%E SRR SRt &
HEEMA, ERE —ERARBERREE.

1.7 RiEM#

[Mitchell, 1997] & %8 — A8 2% J L 1B M, [Duda et al., 2001; Al-
paydin, 2004; Flach, 2012] #5/2 H & A [ TiE4). [Hastie et al., 2009] 2R &
(I 3EM 524, [Bishop, 2006]) tHRA SHME, RHESE T W% X (hif#.
[Shalev-Shwartz and Ben-David, 2014] W& & THGMITE. [Witten et al,,
2011] 2ET WEKA #5RATTERY), FUTH¥EEL WEKA LR E
BHEANSE I

AH 1.5 1.6 W EERMT A&, 2007, (HLAS%¥%S: —FATER
#®42) [Michalski et al., 1983] JLAE T 20 M2 EBRE K 16 ML E, ZHLAE%
BHIEEENCER. ZPHBREE TR KR, Morgan Kaufmann H AL /5
FR4rHIT 1986 M 1990 FHR T HBWLER, MAE _EME=%. (AL
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ANFEITERE 15%.

RRFEILLE 8%

BEETMY RIRERREABEE. A. Feigenbaum 5K F%E AER BT, %
=4 [Cohen and Feigenbaum, 1983] X HLES2E 34T Ti4ie, VLSS ¥Y
AR EZE CHR. [Dietterich, 1997) X HLE8F > SR R R AT T PHRRI R EE.
BHARR 2 U S RUVER B, — SRR B R BRI P 5 W] R M
RBFHTE S, GIIERFATH) “EB %37 (transfer learning) [Pan and Yang,
2010], 41 “Z&H%%3]” (learning by analogy) FEZL % I B AR KK B /5 HIF
BhR; AW —FH “BRE2S]” (deep learning) 75 BAE LR B3 M — it
4 )\ ERE AR S TR

PLER T h R TR ST TR E, Wb 7= 2R A > BAR X A
PR HZ M. FIER ERE TR —HIREM 2, siRE TR
T #ES T B BB 45 #8152 [Hunt and Hovland, 1963]. [Winston, 1970] 763
ARy BRI B, B SEI SETZ AR B RTERRE
K. [Simon and Lea, 1974] B R4&H T “%>5)” RIERBEZH PRI .
[Mitchell, 1977) REJE 32 tH T AA 28 0 O ME . MEA% SR A RS TN
HKIAE.

BRI TR ERikE 5 AR NE B R H BB K, B BRRE
WHE., RICFFHIRDR—AT AW HKNERERN, Flind e B R “H
DU EBZ —E T HFLHER “HuO ¥l BEEBE/AERIONN. 8
RUH TITENARF IR FIRLEREHE [Blumer et al., 1996]. HHLIF5]
AR “ERRRT XA RS- ERREFITEAN, Bk, X E-REHTIE
WLa$ 2% S TR VR H — B A A2 % 4+ [Webb, 1996; Domingos, 1999]. FHEE
MR, BRI FFERIEA 5T M — A AT IR B ER R, Bl n ok & %
KA BENG & (A TUAT34L4E—FI2704E )3 H ) “ 2B RN (principle of multiple
explanations), ETK{R B 15 20 WA — B T4 Bt [Asmis, 1984), 3% 54k
23] (ensemble learning) 77 THi [IFH 55 B INW &

LA 2 ) SR EE N E R 2 AR S U E R % I S (ICML). HFR
AR BLERASW(NIPS) M E R I H R4 (COLT), ERMXEM &
WEEH RIS S U(ECML)F W #1281 (ACML); BREEK
E bRz AR BATI 2 Journal of Machine Learning Research 1 Machine Learning.
ATERESE M EE LA IJCAL. AAATL LR EEHTI Artificial Intelli-
gence Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research, I MR P EE S W
1 KDD. ICDM AR EZETI1 ACM Transactions on Knowledge Discovery
from Data. Data Mining and Knowledge Discovery, v+ E LR 515
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18 & it

W EE SV CVPR LR EZE YT 4 IEEE Transactions on Pattern
Analysis and Machine Intelligence, #2248 SUS K EZ M TIW Neural Com-
putation~ IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems %
WEHRRIBRFIFHRL. I, S0 EZHT W Annals of
Statistics FEWMEHRTHIWF I FHMERBRLERKE.

AR BECEHERZEI AR, Gl [Fhiks, 1996]. [Z=41, 2012]
USRI EI A EFKEY. EANSEISEEEERNENZRPIFE R
(K E M2 % 3 K4 (CCML) LA R B FEZATH) “HlLEg% ] RERH” Bt
£ (MLA); REZ%ARTIVHEZH TIBH RHLEEF I MRS
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ALK 3 AR
HHTIR.

®7: 2 ETRER,
fm(A=a)V(A=%)
5 (A=) FH

PP RA Y h4EIRA 0
BRI

8
1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4*

1.5

% 11PERAEGHEN 1R 4 PR, R HA R FR A 2 ).
5 PR B S BGRRBEAT B R E, B BT & AR
WA ) A EIRMRRE S Bl
B o ((Ea= ) A (A= B640) A (iP= )
v ((@5%1%%) A (B8E= %) A (%&%:ﬁm)),
S8 “(BBE=HE) A RE=IL) A RFE=ER)” IR “(A%=
5 A (RB=TEE) A (BE=U00)” HAKE R . EERR

LR ENEBEMT S EARERER 1.1 PR 5 K0 E KRR
6], WAEE I 2 /DP T RERI Bk

EHRIEAERS, MBS A P A RS T VI A A5 — 2
ffse. EXAEET, Wit —M g A TR

AE 14 FERRE “BERBANTFRE” THEN, BAEHT “2R4E
WRR” MR MR B R 4 BT IRMY. FB A HMRER ¢ W
RO HEH

EuellX, 1) =Y. 3 P@e(h(@),f(2)P(h] X, L) |

h xzeX-X

WIER “BB RBMITRER” JIRROL.

TRIRHLAS 3 X HEFE BB P R IR LR IR A A R A
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BABRAAR A £ B4R
ATRALFIER 2L
%16 %.

AEE: YBFI” LFHEX

1952 4, B & « P4 /R (Arthur Samuel, 1901—1990)
EIBM AHEBFHT —NEERERF, INMNEFAAH
FAMRN, TERNAERRNATEHHRELARE
T FH” fo <M, ATAB RS FHAT, FR
BRTHRIFESRAED. 1956 &£, FERRN A% -5 F45%
(John McCarthy, “ATHE#2ZR” , 1971 FER LB E) 2%, EHFTEA
THEFREENBRFH WA FXATM. FEREKET NB¥D”
B, HERX N “FERAGRHB T HEIEI AR . X
# “Some studies in machine learning using the game of checkers” 1959 4F 7
IBM Journal ERXR KR J&, B4 « R # %% (Edward Feigenbaum, “MiRT
B2ZR” 1994 FEREEBE) AT HEF Computers and Thought, £ 1961
FHFEFEERRE-NZBFRFEORFLA. TE, FERENRERE
MOREEE. IeXHLFEERFLETHE, ERFERBFRE,
L5 REK.

FXLE FERRMBFAREATE RGHT LT EARH, LY W2
EMTENRFERE BRI ENRFETRAA, HENL TR ERELE
FERAGRENES, MFESRMEFTIET X MER. B, INMEFE&R
BEWNEN L PATEREHHESFHBFZ —, REFHA YT BBR AP
g T IBM it EALE I AR, SRRt it EALR St R A




HEFBAFTHIREX
(1- ) x 100%.

XA “RE” 3
RREHA.

ERGHED T HAB
KRR 8% 3 Foik g T Bl
B E .

s AR “ithe” .

RIpETAR “REC” .

FIRIRE LT
X”, ReF I Fikfg
A B R,

FoEm BT SEE

21 ZWRESINUE

BHBRMNESREROFEEB SRR BB ELBIFRA “HRE” (error
rate), BIIIRTE m MEEPEH o MEASFREIR, W IRE E = a/m; HNK,
1—a/mHHA “KEE” (accuracy), Bl “FEE=1-8RE" . E—fH, RATE
FARPEFTMNAHESHANEERHZ WKEREA “RE” (error),
ZIBEINGE LR RERA “NEIRE" (training error)&, “ LK iR
#” (empirical error), ZEF A LHRZERHA “ZAIRE" (generalization
error). B4R, RAMVTFERIZHREPRFE R, R, ROTFLIFASER
HARRM AR, EREBIES HFLRRER /ML TEREBBEHT, RATATL
FHRALRRREMRD . HEINGHE ELRIBREGF R FE R, FlmEEX A%
BRI RIER, BIDRERERNE, HRBEAH100%, HEXRNREINEE
2 ]88 0e 7 BIREI R, XHEZE I BEZ BB FEAL.

BRAVEGAEN, REFHE LREENBREFNZEIE I TERXA
HE, MZzMAGEADRATREHERTHRAEBERERR “TENR” , X
B TR BRI AR IEF R, AT, S BBIEVSEFEERER “X
F” THIEHME, RATREDEIEVIGIEER B 50— S5 e T TE SR AR
SERAR—BMER, SNSRI TR XM ENERE T FRA

“TEE” (overfitting). & “FHE” HXTHIR “KIME” (underfitting), X
RIS EARR — BRI AR ZLT. B 21 5T RTEMESRKUEH—
MET EREFRIKLL. |

BEMEETRSSEHE, EHRELNELERTEIRALTTREK,
UZETIEIGHERFTESHAR—RIFHEEER T, mMAUENEEZH
THIRNETERN. RIUESHRES R, BlIERENZEI DT RS
X TEME M S S p NI R B, Tl RlE AR BRI 755 T B % >
BATVKE R, EE RIS FE I H G R R EER, &REZIFEHMDBARTHE —
eetxhd LA BT IE; R LAUA RS, E-& =TT R i, AP R
MRE “GF” , E VDK, RTIX— K, ATABUXFEER: Hl3%]
T I ) ) LT 2 NP SRR BE X, TR K% I R LR B AE 2 T A) Y
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g5 BAFHERERE

BERFAESF 12T A
& e nt ) 4K . A
4. THRERFFTHGE
£, X2 ARHE Kz

RE.

SRS EKLER:
o —> R EMfet
ot ) (R Aot s A 484 )
Ll E
%
## * .
A RAEAER 5 R 4ER:
N — A#fet
TR A G E AR RT)

B 2.1 idbs. A EREk

BATTERL, # AT AR S i 0, WIE I 2250 1R 72 B MU R BESR BAR AR, X B
TREBRATMIEHEIIE T “P=NP” ; Bk, {EHE “P £ NP7, d#l&H
AR

EISEAL S, BAVEER SR S Skt £, EExtFE- A8
%, BEAARMSHEERN, B ENE PB4, BANZIEHBE- 1
REVE GHAM—FSHAECEY? X RN P “BIIIERE” (model
selection) [a] . FRAR AR R TT 2 AR R AHEE T )z R Z T VAL, KR
R R ZE B/ NARAELEY. SR b AT e B, AR AR AL
w7, MlZiRZEX HTE GRS FEETNAEEVERE, T4, IS
e FEAT R BV ke ?

2.2 {HEFH*

T, BRI SR WA 2 57 52 (032 442 2 HEAT VP4 FEAE T B 2t
BB, T — A “TUBREE” (testing set) AT 2L 3T B 0H 5 R A 0 1B At
5, RIEATRAE EH “IRIRE” (testing error)fE T ALIREHIELL. B
AV RO SR 7t A RE A BS99 7 O S R 4 A SRR 78 BBV R
R, RSP R B8 5 4T, BN AR B ATV AR L.
e AR e

SRR A A2 B8 BT RE R BV RS TR Y S BRI — 4, KU 18
SR — M ZITH T 10 3T BAERIZEN 1460, %020 SR R 10
AR I, IR SR A AR W R 2 A T SRS
SR, FTREAT A2 HLA 0K 10 AN AR/ 2. [EIBUT AT R E 3R, Befl]
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AIL3IAE 2.1

) B T AR5 4 R 49 4R
BE.

FEBINZAHERET, IFHRFER NN REZERE . RE T
IR B—R=7 WEES; WISREARM DS TH R M4 E, IR
WAL THR. R, HUEEAEAHENET, WERRERTT “S0” 1K
fhvh &R,

AR, BRMNAE-TEE m MREAREIESE D= {(z1,1), (2,%2), ...,
(Tm, ym)}, BREINGR, XEWR, B EMETE? HRE: B D #TEXY
IACE, AP VIZREE S MRS T . TR AR LR R LA A,

221 B
“BEM¥E” (hold-out) EEEMEIEE D RS AFENEFHNES, HP—4

EREEANGES, B AMMEABRET, MD=SuT,SNT=w2. %S £l

SGHBES, A T RWHEHIRRZE, /BN AR ZER T
PAZ 43 AR5 A6, € D AE 1000 MEA, KHRIHH S &5 700 M
K, T &E 300 MEA, i S BTG, SRR T B 90 MEASKEE
R, IAHAIRZEN (90/300) x 100% = 30%, MK, FEHX 1 - 30% = 70%.
TERRE, WZR/MRE R R 7 BT Re AR EFBHE 70 A0 (1 — 300k, #k
B B R 43 i F2 5 I N BN ) 22 T X B 46 5 SR = AR A, ) AR 4 R AE &
ZOBERFEFEAR A LA a0 R KA (sampling) B A BE KB Fr S48
SRR it e, MR B R B RRETXBERA “BEFRE” (stratified
sampling). FlAEE X D #1754 ERETIRE & 70% HEAMIIGE S e
30% HEARINIRLE T, & D A% 500 N EF. 500 A=A, W42 REFRIH
S RALA 350 ANIEF]. 350 AN B, T T WIES 150 A~ IEFIF 150 Bl #F
S\ T PREAEFILEIZRIRA, MIRZMS T BTN/ MR EE S A 2R
[lihage=t b= ;
FH—AFERN AR, BMEES ENG/NRENREARILE G, FES
il 475 R VIEA RS D #HATHE]. FlingE L gsl 7, 7S D ke
KHEF, SRIEHERET 350 N EFB BV G&E P, A LLER S 350 N EFIR I
GREE, oo XL E R 54 R BOR R 25 /MR, AR, BEBLTEAE Y
SR MSFZR. Hik, B EHERBNMA TS REEIERE TSR, £
fEF B HvER, —RRERAE TIRBENLRI S . EE AT SER VPG F BT EE
h B VRS E R BanHEAT 100 RBEHLRI S, BIRF=E— NS /MR A
TSEB VAL, 100 KRG #AE 2] 100 A~45 R, T B H¥EIR B ZX 100 45 R
st BATABIFEM A D VISR KRR, EE HERRI
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L /TR, SRARE A BAVGE S BAHKLYREE, IYI%H
e A e, WA REE BT T D IS OB, (e T T B, VPSR AR
MK FEARA R T T S SRR, WIS S 5 D EHILAT, iR
Barmngsk | WHEELSA D YIG RIAR LT R AR R, TS T VA% R AR

—mmr mkgsy SrE(fdelity). XARBBA TERIMRITE, W ILBIERK KL 2/3 ~ 4/5 1)

AL 30 AR [Mitchell, AT S5, RIARFEAH TR

1997].
2.2.2 XX

“RENIGUEYE” (cross validation) e BHEE D K45 HK k SRR

HFTF4%, B0 D=DiUDyU...UDy, D;ND;j =& (i # j). §NF5H D; #6

R BROREEEE A i — Bk, BN D i@ 5 EXRFEEE. R, BXH

k— 1 NFERFEERINGE, KRB TEEDMERE; XHEH RS £

YNGR/ MRREE, AT ATEAT b XN RN, B 2k BB 20X kAR 45 R

PIBME. B, A XBAUEETEAL 45 R AR @ E R R E PR IR AR B Bk T &

AIERAE, AR — L, WE A RUEERA “ k 738 XHAE” (k-fold cross

A SR BRI yalidation). k R FIROBUER 10, JERTFRA 10 750 XHAT; B H AR k &
5. 205, B 2245 HT 10 I XRAER 7SR,

| D |
o

(02D [ Ds | D [ Ds | D3 [ D1 [ D5 [ Do [ D,

5% RS
[D:[D: ] Ds | Di | s | Ds [ D7 [ Ds [ D | | D1 | —> misxss g1

[D.[D: [Ds Dy [Ds [Ds [D: [Ds D] | Dy | —> MEER2 |23 5w
. ; . E S

(B2 [0 e [0 e [or e [ [o] [21] —> miskes o

2.2 10 FRABIETE

58 B, KEIESE D X8 kA TRASFES M T 4
N EREA RN ARSI KIZER, ke 3728 ORI E 5 22 R AN F %1 73
BEE p Ik, REAKVHESRER p IR k T3 NKAEL RIVSE, GIanF LEA

“10 R 10 R LB «qn W 25 Y IATE Y
s kw10 W0 FANBIE”

A RREAT 10K RS D R m MR, B b= m, AT SOURIEE)
o Al B — ¥ (Leave-One-Out, Fi#k LOO). B4R, B —: R HNEEARIS
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ARAF2.2.
NFL ZEZ 45N 1.4 %,

XTHAILAEEZL
MEZAH AR, A0
12%. .

Bootstrap A& 2 “fEH
L RXRERAERAKE
18 # &L FH & (R4
XEFHIR) F R A
ey, ARAHFH

“HBhE” . BBIRAF
FCTEALRE & “K
AE R .

e RARFH.

“\" AT RAHA,

RRFILNE 8 F.

TR, BA m MEAERBEE-RTARID A m M TFE—BNTEES

C TVEERE; BRI GE SR BEREMEL R D T —MER, Xt fER

FEARZHIEOUT, B LTRSS I ETEAE KA D IR
RURACL Bk, B VARV S R AR R, R, B — Rt R
BeRE: FERHRR BRI, YISk m AMEBYF VB8 7T e 2 3 DL 232 i (] 3
BEAE 1 BAMER, WRIE 1 BAMER), MXERERTEBEERS
KBS T, 535k, B—IERh T4 R R U AGE AR PP T VA ER; “BR %
TR EN LRI TR RS

223 BEiE

BANAEWERZEA D 4 H SR B H HEMZ X RIEES, HT
RE T — AR TR, B SEpr Pl R E TR I ZRE&E L D /b, X
PBREFIN—ERNSGHEAMEAR T SBH A RE. B IEZISFEERMR
BRI, B EERENKET. BERE M4 IMER LIRS I g
A FE R, [FE e LR S R AT SE Rk T ?

“HBhE” (bootstrapping) & — MU HIMER TR, ©HE L HBIRAE
£ (bootstrap sampling) AZfili [Efron and Tibshirani, 1993]. 4 & m ME
KEFIEE D, RATTEHATREESIEE D': FREHL D HkiE—14
BEA, M HEEIRA D', RIG R EZHERBEWIGEIES D |, FR/EFEERLE
TR IE A R R R, XNMIRESRIT m KRG, RITABETEE m
MERBIEE D, X2 BBRFENGER. BR, D P E —MAHRLE D
HE R, 15— RN HI. v DA — /N E SR AT, FEARTE m IR
PERIREARPCRBIMMERZ (1 - L)™, BRI

. 1\™ 1
lim (1-—) — P 0.368 , (2.1)

m—oo m

BUIEE B BRAE, MIEaHAEE D F4H 36.8% KIHEAR HIERIFHIEE D/
. TREMNTHR D' AEIIZE, D\ D' AFEINAS; Xk, SERriPi Rl 5

SHETHAERBREIERAE A m MIGAEER, MBIMTESIEEEL 1/3 1. BAEI

SR B RO RE AR T TR, SRR ROTRSE B, JRFR “AMEH” (out-of-bag
estimate).

A BEE IR RN M LU RIS VI R R i AN, 1 B
B TR B B T o 2 S AR R V| SR, BN R ST ST WA TR K I AP
SR, BB A B T I BORE M 475, XA 5 AR,
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F2F HAFHE5RE

Bl kB “REFI

BRLEH FHERARK.

b, VG EAR B RS, B IR A XRHE R A —

224ﬂ£55%ﬁi

REFZEEEH AL Z‘%ﬁ(parameter)ﬁﬁgﬁ% SHECEANE, FHEHE
B MR R B 250, Fih, e TEETh SR, BT EXNER%EY
HET RS, ERENEESHEATRGE, XHEEHETHN “SHFET” %
fEj#% “IWZ” (parameter tuning).

EEMRD EER], WSMEEERRMA AR RX G G735 E
IR HAERY, R I N B IFEE M S HAE NG R, XFEREEEA R EHR,
B — SEER: ¥ IEENRESEOR A LS E WIE, Fik, dHEFHSH
B EH A HEBRRATATH. WL EHRME, BXYENS80ke—1
Ja ARG, FlIn7E [0,0.2] FEE A L 0.05 KB, NISERREERIRES
BER 5, REARNX 5 MEEMEF=EEEE B, XFEENSHERE
AR “BfE” H, BEXEATEFFHEMERMETZRBETIHPRER, &
XA, R4 BB IT. FLE, EEHITXENTTTE, BSEE
TR A, AT AR BAAE S —F: BEBER 3 A%, 8NS5 ER 5 Mk
8, XEEX A%/ NRERE 53 = 125 MERFEE, REBANEIHE
EERESHFRE, XEFBHRRPHSTEE, UETEADNAEST,
SHRBF AR R AR M R R MR .

SEAE m MEARBIESE D, ARG SEBEEBETH THRERH
— ¥ BARBATIPAE IR, S ERATRAER T — 8 Sa I g, ®i, 76
MRS R, ¥ EENSHIE Bk e, N ZAEIEE D EFI%G
AL EXAMEREN GRS R P TR m MER, A RBITERERTEH
yalin]: %k

T, FEBRRR, BATE H 2B BA 7 2 A a8 2 i B AR ol
WA, AT MCAX S, APl S T EER R ERA “K
iF4E” (validation set). I3, ZERFFIN AR RISEE I ALPERERT, FRATAIIR
£ _E A R R A VR AE SE O I BRVZ AL BB g, TSR I SR8 S Al 23
RNGEMBAESE, ETRIFSE R RRETHIEENFS.

2.3 HREEE

Xt 3 E AL P REHEAT VRA, MUBERROTAT R SERAL V74, BF
BEREERAZ AR VPN AR, X5t 2 1§88 (performance measure).
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FEGMEE
9%,

Fﬂr
[

Nid
=

R R R TS K, FEXT A RRE B w, (AR R MR B
HEXIBARKPALR, XEWRERMEK G387 RAEXEK, farpEi
R, AU R T HEMEE, EgE THESFR.

AT S, BERBIE D = {(z1,11), (@2, 92), - - -, (Tm), Ym)}, HF yi
ETWaa%E%hflEﬁﬁ%?%fﬁ&&»ﬁ%ﬂ??%ﬁﬂ%%f@)
BSESHRE y BT

BEES BH PR E R “7RE" (mean squared error)

B(f5D) = — 3" (f (@)~ w)” 2.2

i=1
B, W TR D MBREE R p(), WHRENHRA

B(rD) = [ (@ -y ple)de 23)

A THEEN AP RESPEAKMERER.

231 $BIRESEE

AT RBRE T HRE R, 3R A% 45 o B BT FO P BB R,
BT T = ARAES, EATEHRES. HRERASREROHAY
AR, R TR 5 KT OREA 5 R A R L. A REBISE D, 4
FHREE XN

m

B(f;D) = — S 1(f (@) £ 31) @
i=1
FEEEME XA
acc(f;D) = — ZI[ = i) (2.5)
~ 1B,

B, ST HIES A D MR E LR E p(), HIRRESHEE TR
BA
B(D) = [ 1) #wae)de, @)
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B2E BERESEE

acc(f;D) = / 107 (@) =) pla)de @)
= 1-E(f;D).

232 BHEE, BEeEXHFR

FIRRANE R B E M, B ARG ES TR, iR REE R E, B
JRRBLR—ZETER, AT NSRRI R X L7 NBEAT A A, B, SRR

- BTHZOLAIRTHAER. ERERMNLERE “BH KT ha2D

EREFH A
EoEi A BEE

LB RN, B “PIAEFRPHEZOHABRT HR” | BAFRERER
RABHT, XNFEMHIMNEREER.

KUK T RERBME . WebBRENATLHE B, HlWERBRER
B, RITEESRL “RERBNERTHEEZLOWHRA BB “H
FRERXBHIERTELZLERRHURT” . “EHZE” (precision)5 “EE
R (recall) RENEHTHATRMEEEER.

X T4y R AR, AR AR AR R SRR 5 5 5 S AR TR A 9 4 & R
43 N EIE Bl (true positive). 1B IE #l(false positive). E & fi(true negative).
{85 (false negative) UFHETY, & TPy FP. TN. FN 453 3R iy
BBI%, WERE TP+ FP+ TN + FN =B EE. RE RN “IBEE
FE” (confusion matrix)WFE 2.1 Fi7R.

£21 SALERRAES

s R

JEA) B
EA TP (AEH) | FN (fREH)
E#l | FP (BiEfl) | TN (FLEAMH)

AR

BWE P 5SEEE RNHELH

TP

P=7prFp- (28)
TP
B=rprrnN (2:9)

BHENE SRR -NPENER. —BokH, BRESH, BaRER
fWf%; MESRREN, EWRELMIC. G0, ZH BT TURTTRES HE H Sk,
U Y 3 3o 8 i T B BB SR SN, A SRKe T T AT B, A BT IS A
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A B & R A b
BAEE R PR T R
A Z E, BT A
ok, ik

AR PR @ K7 K
“PR @” .

H B TR A AN, T
BB R T B LR,
{2ILFEAE S 6§ P-R wh
FRAERLE. REF,
FERS ByaA LT .

WARHRPEE 17, (B AR gl BUE; 2 A B P A B RV AT i
=, AT R Pk oA 4R AR, B R ST A DTN, EREERE
%, BH AFE L RS, 4 R B SR M EERAR .

FEARZAETE T, TA 1T M5 2 ST 2% B T 45 R0 BEGUEAT £ 7, HEFE AT
FRS SN “RARE” BRIEGIRREAR, HERERMIEZ SN “&
ANUTRE” R IEBIRIFEA. S5 P2 A B AR O I ZEAT I, T4 n] A
EHAINESR., AR UEERNNME. S 0mmER, ez
TEER-EERML, FK “P-RMLZL” , BnixMLr By “P-RE” .
2358 T I rEA.

1.0

0.8} %

4 O6[
B
®loat

0.2}

0 02 04 06 08 10
Bk

E 2.3 P-ROWALSPHEFE

P-R B EWME R 1A SRR S LR Ee R, ElER E#THER
i, = AR ) P-R & S — M SR doe e “aE” WS
JEERMERM TR, flnk 2.3 H2>) 8% A MR T¥8% C; wiEHEA
IR P-R MR R TR, HInE 23 1A 5 B, WML — RS
P BRI, R BRI B R B E SR L0 THATILE. A, £R 21
T, MIEEDNA ISR A 5 B LB RER. X —A R A 2 H 5 7
R P-R & T HARIRD, BA—ERE BRI T2 SEEERME 4
RSN “WE” Mgl BRMERKRESMME, ik, Mt T —
GEEBEME, SLRMEER.
“SPT 7 (Break-Event Point, ##8 BEP)Si R XHE— N ERE, B “&
HER=T K" INHHE, FIIE 2.3 7524 C i BEP & 0.64, & T BEP
RILEE:, FHAR 223 AT B
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{8 BEP M THA T 2, EHANE F1 R
‘ 2x PxR 2x TP
MI="PYR ~WHER+TP-TN (2.10)
7E— S o, X EEHE R R A R IR BT . B Un7ETS S
I RO, T RTINS P A R P R, S A
mean) SL#: REEY; MEBE BRERG, BA R AOREBE, kNSRS
Lob(Leh) EEFUSES SV Fp SURAREE SR/ ST

Fg I & A A i o - 3.
11 1 B2
Fs 1+62'(F+E>
5ERFH(BLE
HT$3( /P x R A%, A
Fo 34 AR DA

i, BN
P (1+B)xPxR
T (B xP)+R
L Ht B> 0 R T ELRMEWR AN EE M [Van Rijsbergen, 1979]. f =1
RHEAIFRAER FL; B> 1 RESRAEREN; § < 1 HERREFEREMN.

(2.11)

RERERBRATE BN RIBEFHERE, FlEETE RGN, FREE
—MREFEFE; RSN EIEE LTI/ R, BEMGTEEN “2R”
Phe; EERIITE 0 RIES, BRSNS N —AMRE R -
BZ, BNHEE n AN O RREES LESERERFNELE

—HEENMERAESBEER LA EHERENELE,
8K (P, R1),(Po, Ra), ..., (Po,Ry), B EFHE, XEMRBE “REH
K” (macro-P). “EBELZE” (macro-R), LEANK “ZF1” (macro-F1):

1 n
macro-P =~ P, (2.12)
i
: L
macro-R = — Z R;, (2.13)
' s
P -
macroF1 — 2 x macro-P X macro-R © (2.14)

macro-P + macro-R

BT SR A TR VR A R BN N T R #EAT Y, 88| TP FP. TN. FN i
SEHME, 518k TPy FP. TN. FN, BETXEPHETE R “MEn
Z” (micro-P)s “BEAER” (micro-R)F “MF1” (micro-F1):

TP

micro-P = ————— s
TP+ FP

(2.15)
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micro-R = :TP: , (2.16)
TP+ FN
2 X micro-P X micro-
microF1 — 2 X Wicro-P X micro-R (2.17)

micro-P + micro-R
2.3.3 ROC 5 AUC

MRZ 22 SRR A PR A — A SLE BRI, RN TME S
— 50 KB A (threshold ) BEAT HLER, KT BIEN 24 1ER, 0 RK. F

i, WML BT T R AN IR AT — A (0.0, 1.0] ZRIHSEE,

RERXMES 0.5 BATHE, KT 0.5 WFAIES], & N4 RE]. XA EIHER
BRI E RIIFA, BREPUE T % IR MZACRE ). EF b, BRI LER
BTG R, BATT RS ABATHR, “&TRE” IS HAE AT,
“RATTAE” RIEBIRHERJEE. X, 2 d AR S T AR
FA “EWT R (cut point)BHEA ST APIERSY, BT —EFAUWEIES], &N
HE B

FEAF IR S, BATRRRYEAE 5 SRR AR K8 T R, s
BATEEN “EER” | WATEFEH P SRR A B TR, HEEN ‘&
SR WSRO ERTERE. Fik, $iFAS KRB, AHT %
EHBEIBENFAMES TR “HIEZMER” KFE, /&R, “—HER
T ZALPERERIST IR, ROC BIZR R AIXA A1 i RORBIT 9T X 28z AL P R
fHH IR,

ROC &% & “ZRE T/ERFTE” (Receiver Operating Characteristic) ]
&, BT T8 PR TEYSIKNEFEES S TEAR, ekttt
ERFRBH T - HOES., EARNNAS, EHTIAPLE Y ) S
[Spackman, 1989]. 5 2.3.2 T A-A K P-R Lkl HRATVBIEZE T[T
W25 et BB AT HE P, $ U B A FEAE A AE 4 IE B BEAT TR, |kt &
HEANEEENE, 25 VBT, QAR ER, RE T “ROC HLL” .
5 PR M&MAHEREE. ELEIN. BHAFE, ROC iKMW ARE “EIE
#1227 (True Positive Rate, fii#% TPR), ®#i & “fRIEHxR” (False Positive
Rate, f#% FPR), 2T % 2.1 RS, BEHE Y

TP

TPR = ———
TP+FN’

(2.18)

FP

FPR= ——— .
PR TN+ FP

(2.19)
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B7R ROC M MERA “ROC E” . B 244l T —MrEE, 84,
SRR T “BEHUISI” BIE TG  (0, 1) NN R F BT ERIHETE R
B2 BT “FRARAERL”

. e 0 ey
0.2 0.4 0.6

mESE ' BEHSE
(a) ROC ®4.5 AUC (b) £FH Fﬁ*iﬁl%%léé ROC # £,
AUC

" HE 24 ROC#®Z5AUC ~&HE

LS AL o R B ANURBEBIR 5] ROC B, ME I B3R
BN (RETEBI, BIEBIZ)ALHRRE, Tovkr=E I 2.4(a) (K63 ROC HiZk, Rk

o e el il 2.4(b) FURHIE R ROC HLL. SERRAIH: A5 mt MEGIA
REsl e i mo ARG, RSB G R OIATHIT, R4 KB RO BK,
e A T T BT RTINS 51, B EL I (ISR IE IS4 0, ZEABER (0,0) &b
- FRIE A R, BRI ARG B, BKYCS M
RIS HTED. BRT—HRIC SRR (2,y), HR0E D ELE, MK RIAFIE

BARI (2,y + k) SRTE B BES], WA RARIE SBIAARN (2 + -,0), A

JE S BOEHAEAR RUBNAS.

HATH RN, 5 P-R BARL, H—NEJ8HBE ROC Mgy 5n—
MEH/IMETE S “AE” , NS EERERIL TS, HEWAN%IH
) ROC M KA X, NI A— RS PiE L. R S — e B
ATERR, T 4 B B 9 2 L ROC 4R R ITE A, Bl AUC (Area Under
ROC Curve), a1 2.4 7R,

MFE AT 4, AUC AI5@EE % ROC 4k F & A MERRkAmHE ®
5E ROC HiZ 2 HASRA {(21,v1), (@2,92), - - -, (Tm, ym) } B IEFIERLTTE
Bi(z1 =0, T, = 1), Z WK 2.4(b), W AUC FI{EHE K



03 MEEE %
1 m—1
2 =1

AR HE, AUC B H AT R HE 7 &R, Et%"—?ﬁﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁ’%
FEERR. A8 mtT ANEHIFI m~ AN, 4 DY D™ SHIRRE. REIES,
WHEF “BiR” (loss)E XA

1
mtm—

Zrank =

1
> ¥ (10Eh < @)+ e = 1),
zteD+t z—€D~
(2.21)
BB —xIE. &6, # EFRTNEDT =60, ME— “§i47 , FH
& W2 054 “T1ar” . BEFEH, Lrank X NKE ROC ik LR &
—ANEBIE ROC 1k bX AR E s AR A (z,y), W = B RHFERZ AT
KRBT & B, B IEGI 2. Rtk f

AUC =1 — bronss - (2.22)

234 RINBRBERESK ML

FEREAL P HERBRXEM B R AR R TIERNERANF.
BlanZEE T, AR B SR SRR S B,
FERREIR/ILT “—UER” , BEERRWREN T —BRE WS, §
BRI RATRER R T IRBAE M BN YL, B, TR R E
TN BFELETISN, B F P R AN, (RS R BE AR A RO T, &3k
TEE M2 EEY. WA FZRE R TG IR R K, A RE T “JE
WM (unequal cost).

PL =43 B AE % B, BATA R 4B 55 SRR E — A <RI 5E
FE” (cost matrix), 158 2.2 Fi7n, HH costyj RanKEEE o REEARTI A 5 K
BRI, —BORUL, costys = 0; BHEE 0 KB N | KPTEROBKRE

AT, ERUE g G costyy > costio; THRTEEAIERK, costo; 5 costio HMIZBIBA.

AR AR 7 E 3148, 4
4o costgy : costip = 5: 1

550 10 FrAL AR Y.

FT 2.2 —HENRMERE

- T %4 5
FESS | a— :
FOX | HF1 X
AV 0 costor

%1% cost1g 0
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H2E HATEHERE

ARAH 2.7

“HLIEAL”  (normaliza-
tion) R RF] ALK B 89
A8 At AR R 49 Bl 258 B
F,FILHR [0, 1], SLIF T
R a—” . ARIH
2.8.

[B A A 2 K — et R R WA L, B AR R R T AT,
Bl (2.4) friE LR ER BRI “HRRE | FHFERAEZEBAFES RS
BRI JE R, EAEERMT, BA1HrA B B2 4 B i MU B R I
%, MR ERNME CBIERM” (total cost). BHHREFE 2.2 PHIZE 0 K/ERIE
K. B1IEIEARSK, & DT 5 D™ 4 HARRHGIE D BIERF 75N &P T
£, W “LRUTBUER” (cost-sensitive)FiiRE N

E(f; D;cost) ( Z IL(f (=) # yi) X costor

x; €Dt

+ )0 L(f (@) £ w) xcostm) . (2.23)

x, €D~

RALEG, AIEy HET 910 € XA BURSEIRE, DA h— MR EE
WA RN BURRR A, 4 costyy HHI iv j BUEARRTO. 1, WA EXHE
DREFHRNBREREEE.

A FERM T, ROC A REE B & B 2 5 35 B 28 R e, T
“HRUTEHER” (cost curve) MITTIABZ B 1. A4 #h < B B2 EE R [0, 1]
B IE B ZR AR A

p X costoy

P(+)cost = X costor + (1 — p) X costrg (2.24)
Horbp RGN IEBI RIRESR; HABZEUE N [0, 1] BIH—4LAAH0
COStpom = FNR x p x costp1 + FPR x (1 — p) X costyg ’ (2.25) ’

p X costor + (1 — p) X costig

Hr FPR £30(2.19) % X HFMEEHIZ, FNR = 1 — TPR £ ERBIE. {4 sk
(IR B ROC Hi L4 — SR T AR P i —44 8, % ROC i
% LA KR (TPR, FPR), MR AR5 FNR, R Ja BRI B4z
—% M (0,FPR) #| (1,FNR) 4B, &B T HIARBIRR T x50 TR
B Ttk ROC MiZ: IS s ORI FIE B — & 2B, R)5
WUFTE LR BN T AL, BRI AR R 7E T A 44 T 22 S BRI B BN,
K 2.5 FoR.
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£ % X FHRBEABGN
28T £ JL[Wellek, 2010].

37
1.0
§ FNR
Q‘E 0.5F
m ARt 2%,
FPR e
0 0.5 1.0

ESRERS
2.5 KMrih %5 BB BARKA

2.4 BEBAELE

AT ERIHE TR RE R, B Rt REx 2% 51 43 #0 P REREAT VRAd EL R
T SAEREM LRI T ENRE I BHEMERERE R, RENIXLL
REATHE. EEARMIZA “HER” R? REEREHREENERE “tb
RA” 5?7 sERR b, FlasE PG EFELRZBRNERES. X
BEEPENAEERNR: G55, RIOBELBKREZAMRE, RTET LR
TEBAIREHRIALE ERIERE, P BIXTEL S R AT RER AR, 3=, WA
K LR SUREA S REFAERARR, EARMERARRRPIRES
BEIARRER, EAMARKDIRE, HOEKURERIAR, W5 R
WEEANR; B=, RENFJLIEELGE —EHREIE, BERHERKNSH
BWEAER MK L2 BT, RERBSAAR. B4, FEREELRTE
X2 3] A PR REHEAT LAY

et R B (hypothesis test) hy BATHEAT 22 S 8 E RE LLELIROE T K
P&, ETHRERRERBATTHERH, FENRE EMEEEI 8 A B 5,
WA FZA R EELR RN EMT B, UEARANGRHMITEEFTL K. TH
BATVEN AP BER R BT, KRG ILAE YL ) MRt Ty
% AETIE, ATEABRF MR E, A « £

2.4.1 RIgHRLE

BRI AP R X SR IS W BUE AR, i
e = eo”. PUSEAESPRAVEAFIE R BHZ A RE, RAERMEANREE
R & ZUHBEREEIRERERLME, BEWN L, —FHEE T RN
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F2E HAMESRE

a 8 F A RMEA
0.05. 0.1, B 26 ¥ a &
REATHEFR.

st. & “subject to” #)
BB, EAXTFELR
S R AR L.

R, ABZEART O TT AR LB . BRI, P AR Uk 8 2 92 AL R R
A ‘

EALES IR € ()2 ST 80— AMREAR L JUAS IO R 2 ¢ DINREERE ¢ Bk
BAE m NIRRT & x m MR, B MIARE AR WREA S AR 415
ST SRR, B A A RN e (M2 T80 b m/ MREARIR K. K
SRR KIEFIMER ™ (1 — )™ ; gt {555 HAHE & x m A
PEAR SRR I T RFTR, XWFRETEAS m MERKNRE L, 24k
HERER ¢ I3 ST SO AR R R N ¢ M.

m

P(¢) = ( >e€><m(1 _ gietRm (2.26)

EXm
A sEMRENRE, AR OP(& ¢)/8c = 0 ATHI, P(&¢) 7E e = & WK, [e — ¢
KEF P& €) . X4 =T (binomial) 534, & 2.6 Fi7R, & e = 0.3, M 10
MR 3 MRS KT BK.

0.25-
0.20- T
0.15-
o+
® ;
0.10-
. (8%
0.05 ‘ —
053

[\
=
" (=]
o
=
[em)

2.6 —FHATEE(m=10,e=0.3)

BAVATFER “ TR ” (binomial test)>X “e < 0.3” (B} “Z M REE
BAKRT 0.37 ) XM BRRFTRE. F—KHK, BRBER “c <e”, WE
1 — o FIREZ A BT BE LI B B REE R B W T oH . IXHE 1 — o RBET 25181

“EIFEE” (confidence), HMHIKE, HHNTHE 2.6 TR/ KL HE.

m

e=maxe st. Y (T) dl-em™ i <a. (2.27)

t=egXm—+1
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il BRUER  JCREETIARAE ¢ NI €, UIRE— TR TR 4i0: 15 o M BHE
&3 ¥ Tl it gbinom(1 — . s . - .

A e T e < e ML, BIRELL 1 — o OB SN, 2 5 B0 MR

& soarCotnontal! 1= FORKT eo; NGB R AT, B o H0 BB TN 22 BHOZ A
T BRERT .

%3 A @ G5 A R A . B, TRET £ R
PRl mnt FEAR S IR BAII AR — B A4S, TIRE I 2R E R B ke’

www.r-project.org. X WAUEEFEHAT 2 RN G/, FHESBE SN RE, LR
“tRK” (t-test). REBRMNBET k£ MIRERE, &,8,.. ., &, WFHRRA
BARE u F%E o H '
1A,
2 1 &, 2
ot =7 2:(62 —p)e. (2.29)
i=1

FREX b MURERF B EZUERE ¢ KHSIREE, NZE

L)) (2.30)

RMNBHERE— 1Kt 04, e 2.7 B,

10

B 2.7 toA=&EBE k= 10)

FHBB u = eo” FBEE o, RATATTHELH SRS REIE N ¢ T, 70
1 — o MR RENLIU B BB R, RIS SR, 3 % R 00 (bwo-tailed) 1B
%, W 2.7 PR, FAP RS EA o/2 MIER; R EE 54
[~00, /o] il [ta/2,00]. EFHIHIRE 1 55 e 23 | — eo| T IAETHE
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H2E BEITMHEEE

16 to,, £ RIBF
P qt(l — o/2,k —
1 #HH, £ Matlab ¥ &
icdf ('T',1 — a/2,k—1).

[t_a/2:tasel W, MIARBIELRE ‘u = eo”, BIFINAHZWEREN ¢, BEEN
1—a; ﬁﬁ!ﬂﬂ?ﬁéﬁiﬁ@*&, MEZEEE FTAAANZHERES ¢ FEERN
M. o % FBUER 0.05 F1 0.1. & 2.3 ill T L% H g FHE.

+ 2.3 Rt BB F RAERME

k
2 5 10 20 30

0.05 12.706 2.776 2.262 2.093 2.045
0.10 6.314 2132 1.833 1.729 1.699

«

LTHA B IR 7 VAR R R T BN 22 ) 2R AL M RE BRI T I G, T
EISEATEZF, BELRBAIFTXNAFE 2 20T R, THBNHE
T S B R 56 7 v :

2.4.2 TN t I

XMEANESHE AMB, HRMNFEA b I XBIRER B F MRS R R4
A el ef, . ef T eP, €8, ... €8, K e 1 P RAMBRILE « 7Y% /M
RELBRNLER, NWeTH kA XEIE “ Xt ¢ %7 (paired t-tests)RiHAT
PR R, X B R EARERE WA IR AR, N EII6EHAAR I

/RIS BIROIREE R, B e = B

ELARSR, Xk A XRAEE A b XIR AR JE AR G R 22,
A; = e — B, EFAE BN, WEMEHENHE. B, TREZE
Ar,Ag,..., Ay XL S5 A L5 B HERRHIR B ¢ B3, T2
WM o R o2, TERERE o F, B8
Vi
ag

Tt = (231)

INTUGTE to)o, k-1, WRBABERAELE, RPN 2] SRR ARG BF =
Al BB 8RR BE 25, B P8R EE DB
FYERERAMN. KBty p 1 REHEN k-1t 340 LRMBRIAA /2
il SAE.

AT AR BB R, — N EEATRE AR RE L A Z A R
SERFE. AR, TEHEBLT BT REAE R, 550 R AR S L RAG TH 7R,
ARBRONGELSE —ERENESR, ZREEIREIRR IR LI AROL,
S FBOEE TR BCRSLRIBER. hERIX— A, fIRA “5 x 2 A XEIE”
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FAAMA FFHA

& F18 x2 £ R #E
F ¥ T it qchisq(l —
o, k—1)3 &, £ Matlab ¥
& icdf(’Chisquare’,1 —
ak—1). REM k=2
ABAT AR 0 FE AN

¥ [Dietterich, 1998].

5 x 2 3 HAE R 5 1K 2 H7A8 XURTE, 7ERRIK 2 748 U E 2 RTBEALA A
SEATHL, 643 5 YOS AT EOBR R A R E R, XA I8 AR B, 850 K
2 HFAS XA AP R IR R, RATREAI B, BRI 14 L
i A} FIEE 237 LI A2 HEMINRM R RGBS, R 1
W 2 73T BAE A G R PRI o = 0.5(A1 + A2), (EXHE K 2 4755
BRASEIIOE of = (L - AHA1) 1 (a2 818D a4

O S ) (2.32)

[ s
02 o?
i=1

A B ERBED 5 B ¢ A, HRULARIR KIS FE to/0, 5 23 o = 0.05 I 24 2.5706,
a = 0.1 B4 2.0150.
2.4.3 McNemar #&I&

XF 42K 0A R, B ATl v A 38 A RN B BOBlAAE R 2R, B
AR P B RERNER, PIERER. HEIR, —DEFA—ME
RIEEASL, W “ZIBkR” (contingency table) 2.4 Fi7m.

* 24 AFIBHEERFNBRL

Hix A
AxB *
A AR
iﬁf?] €00 €01
iR €10 €11

BRI R R EIBEGEMEE, WNH e = e, WAL E

|€01 - 610| &é’lﬂl?‘x}}\IE%}ﬁﬁﬁ, Hﬁjfﬁi’ 1, 75%7’3 eg1 + €10. lﬂff)tE%
_ _ 2

T = —(|e°1601 j:”!m 2 (2.33)
M E BN 1K X2 o, B EESSAEER TS, AEEEE o, 4L
FARENTIRIE X2 B, RREL MR, BAABEI BN EREE BEE
Al TNIEAMR L, BIAA P H P GEE B3 25, BT HEHR R BN I 2
R BEEN 1M 2 REMIEFMES o = 0.05 K4 3.8415, a = 0.1
I 4 2.7055.
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2.4.4 Friedman #2898 5 Nemenyi [F4EH058

AT XA ¢ A3 A McNemar #5#8 278 — M5 £ LB PIA LK
PERE, TIFETR £ IR, &1f]%ﬁ~éﬁi&%$"tﬁ§/‘l\ﬁ&i&ﬁI:Bﬁ. HHELZA
HES SN, —MHiERES NSRS L RIFI AR ERNER, TE
PP BN AT AR A BT 7 vk S — R OTIEE OV EEE, AR T REHEF K
Friedman &5,

BERMA Div Doy D3 1 Dy UAMEHREXNHIE AL By C HEATHE.
SR, B B R IR A B B H RS MRS EIAS R, R
BERABRE LRENAERE i 2R, FRTEL 2, .. HEIER
MR LA, WS4 F1E. Bitn, £ D, #1 D3 b, A B&#F. B HikK. C &E,
M# Dy b, A B4, B5 CHREAHH, - , WAF| R 2.5, &5 —1T#
xRS FERTY, BEFAFE.

F 2.5 FkEAMEAR

¥EH kA £E%B Bk C
D, 1 2 3
D, 1 2.5 2.5
Ds 1 2 3
Dy 1 2 3

F ¥R 1 2.125 2.875

RJG, M Friedman K%k HIWrix S B BB MR A R, A AHE], e
TIHPFE P ER AR, B BATE N NMIEE FHE kE NEE, & r RAE
i NMEERPFE, AR, BAEE A FENIEI, U r; RIAESS
i, HEMFES AR (K +1)/2 80 (B2 - 1)/12. TE

Ty2 =

X R "

12N (& k(k +1)2
T kk+1) (;”2_ ( I )> (2.34)

76 kAN EBORE, R BIRE K — 1 10 X2 AV
R, LIRIXEER “JR4G Friedman M50 ” TR, BB EHFHEE

k-1 12N & ( k+1>2
Y2

(N — 1)7‘X2

FENE-1) -7’

(2.35)
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Hr 7 BIR(2.34)8E. 7p BMEBENR k- 18 (k- )V — 1) i F 5,
K26 4H T —LHAHIRAAE.

+ 2.6 FRBWGERERME

a=0.05 .
% HIEAH
F#35e s RME £ R % NN 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

TP T#iE gf(l —a,k—
1,(k—1)(N—1)) i, £ 4 10.128 5.143 3.863 3.259 2.901 2.661 2.488 2.355 2.250
Matlab ¥ & icdf ('F/,1 — 5 7.709 4459 3.490 3.007 2.711 2.508 2.359 2.244 2.153
a,k—1,(k—1)*(N—1)). 8 5591 3.739 3.072 2.714 2485 2.324 2203 2.109 2.032

10 5.117 3.555 2.960 2.634 2.422 2272 2.159 2.070 1.998

15 4.600 3.340 2.827 2.537 2.346 2.209 2.104 2.022 1.955
20 4381 3.245 2766 2492 2310 2.179 2.079 2.000 1.935

a=0.1

BiEse ' HENM K

MLN 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
4 5.538 3.463 2.813 2480 2.273 2.130 2.023 1.940 1.874
5 4545 3.113 2.606 2.333 2.158 2.035 1.943 1.870 1.811
8 3.580 2.726 2.365 2.157 2.019 1.919 1.843 1.782 1.733

10 3.360 2.624 2299 2108 1980 1.886 1.814 1.757 1.710
15 3.102 2503 2219 2048 1.931 1.845 1.779 1.726 1.682
20 2990 2448 2182 2020 1.909 1.826 1.762 1.711 1.668

F AR R” XM R ETE 4, mﬂﬁifﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%m
M. XA FFHEAT “JFERL” (post-hoc test) Rt — X4 &HE. HHKE
Nemenyi [5G 424156,

Nemenyi for 56 v+ H P35 778 2 51 16 s FE 38

k(k + 1)

CD =q, 6N »

(2.36)

ﬁE’%ET;k%Z:f?g R2THHT a=0.05f0.1 BHEHK g, H. HERMERKFYPEZEBL

Jiqtukey‘ﬁlﬁ—a,k, we/  TIGFES OD, MR MBS RS “H MR X—E&.
sqrt (2) it F-.

F 2.7 Nemenyi B3 ¥ A4 g, 14
HEM K
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

0.05 1.960 2344 2569 2728 2.850 2949 3.031 3.102 3.164
0.1 1.645 2.052 2291 2459 2.589 2.693 2.780 2.855 2.920
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HoBE BEAELSEE

AT et TRk AR AR

© YD #Y.

PAF 2.5 H BB W, SeARYE R (2.34)F1(2.35) L H 77 = 24.429, I
2.6 AN, ERT a = 0.05 B FRRIGFE 5.143, FibiE4 “raHEhk
BEAA” XAMB . AR5 H Nemenyi [FER K, 7% 2.7 v E &k = 3 1
go.05 = 2.344, IRAE(2.36)tF HHIFFEEL CD = 1.657, HEK 2.5 THEHYF
4N, Bk A5 B WEE, UAKE B S C WEBEREIE G ES, mE
®AL CHERBSEAMES, HERRERIIEE AL CHEREER
R, Mk AL B, UREEB S CHikREE BEEH.

ORI LB AT LA WM A Friedman K50 2R, BIU0ARIER 2.5 7
EERTLEIHE 2.8, BFYQHE RSN, Bl PP E eI EE,
A=A R B3R E, DR A8 O R BUR 7 Il FE R/, 2%
JER T B LR, ERAEIEOREBAERE, WX HAEEEE B
Z, ENER A BZEER. WE 2.8 FrIAGMER, HZAEBRAEE
Z5, RAEMKBREBEAETEXR, MEE A BERTHEE C, BAENH
BEBRAREBXE.

R
kA |- 1 -
H£B FH ], e
1.0 2.0 3.0

2.8 Friedman #% B

25 RESHE

XFaE ) HRRR TR ki i v N A R, AMITEEERE T HE “ it
A7 BAXBERTERE. “WE-JTZEMR” (bias-variance decomposition) & fif
BN ERZ AR — M EE T A

{27 22 3R BRI 2 5] S (K A B2 AL B R SR AT AR . A0, &
FEARIGE E2BRERRATREAR, BEXLYIGERKE F—210.
MARAEER ¢, & yp A o EHITETHIRIL, y b o KESERL, f(e; D) Rl

| Y5 D RRAER f 7E « LTSS ARNRAESS A, 5 2 SRR E B
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Bk |
f(@) =Eplf(a; D)) , (2.37)
i BRI 2 0 720
var(@) = Ep [(f (@ D) - [ (2))°] (2.38)
Yl
e =Ep [(yD -y)? } - (2.39)
SR 5 SUSAR E K2 BIRR 4 2 (bias), B
bias*(z) = (f (z) — y)2 . (2.40)
RET I, BAREWENE, W Eplyp — o] = 0. BEF LY STRET 4
I, PTASELUR A S L AT AR
E(f; D) = Ep (f (%; D) — y)’|
=Ep [(f(2:D) - f (@) + F (=) —yp)’]

=Ep [(f (@ D) - F (®))°] +Ep [(F (=) - un)’]
e Reme +Ep [ << D)~ F (@) (F(@) ~vo)]
-ED[ ))2]+1Ep[f(w) p)’|
=Ep [(f (@;D) -~ £ (2))°] +Ep [(F (= y+y~yp)2]
~Ep [( F@)*] +Ep [(f @) - v)°] +Ep |(w—yp)*]
ﬁ]igﬁigﬁ +2Ep [(f () —y) (v — vp)]
—Ep [(f (% D) - @))°] + (f @) - 4)* +Ep [0 - v)7]
(2.41)
TR,
E(f; D) = bias® (x) + var (x) + €2 , (2.42)

BN, ZHRETIEARE. TEEGEZM.
FlEURZE. T2 BFERE X WMEQ40)EE T % IHENHERN S
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F2E HEMMESERE

B % 5 3 FHAVT de 4|
WA, Hlde e F AT
R B ATERSETE
# hibd, ERFIF
B ARRAE D B

B AE R RS, BIZE T ¥ EEAS WA/, FE(2.38)ERTH
BER/INHO VI 58 1 28 30 7S B0 10 3 T M AR 62 Ak, BNV T BB 3h 7 e A
B, W7 (2.39) FRIX T 76 MRS EATAT 23 3 SV BT REIA B 1 1 2892 1033
ZMT A, BN T % 3] ) A B (A . ey 2= o MR, Akt Re R
FHENRETT . BER RS R E A SR G AT e . 4
SRS, N T BARIF R A RE, MIFB MR, WA 74 BIa SR, I
HAETEBUD, BMESEEERSI ™ L K.

—RRUL, REH T ERE MRE), XA ZE—T7 % E % (bias-variance
dilemma). & 2.9 & T — M rEE. SEFEIES, RERMBERIFEIEE
WV GRAERE, MIZEVIZRAR 20T, B HR4 8 AR, ISR MMITE
DAE2 5] B3 F= A BB AR, SRHMRE X G TR IR %, FEE VISR E RN,
S BRMA R R ETE R, VI AEE R LIS Re 2 S B R, mE
BW ST ZUERE; ENSBEERRERE, FIRNPERIDIERRE, V4
Bl RAEREMIRS S FBF B RERERML, FISAEHEEFH. 2
SRR I SRR R T, W R AT RLE.

—_ 5%4&‘%2‘5_

R4

Y hA2 L

Bl 2.9 ZhiEE5GE. FENLAEZTER

2.6 [RiEiR

H B RAREENL 8 2 S P EE R, [Efron and Tibshirani, 1993 % i

AT T VR4 B8,

ROC 2 — 4 )\ A5 B 51 AVLAS 3] [Spackman, 1989],

- AUC R M AR TR AENL A 5 S S A [Bradley, 1997), EAIA
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234 WS T A TA
AR ERM.

ROC Bk FHE AR F M B A B B8 M AR MBS E E T A I B B 2 [Hanley
and McNeil, 1983]. [Hand and Till, 2001] % ROC #1£ \ — 43 RAES5HE 3%
43RAT4. [Fawcett, 2006] Z58 T ROC kI 2.

[Drummond and Holte, 2006] /& B 7 A4t f£k. FUiBIn2, Ml
R RV RBMANY, B T RO KA, BEARKA . fRiclor. BEA
5g, BIEALE R AR, U5 mrdt— 25 R 43 B 385 R 23 A A K
HETHEERRDBRM. MUK ] (cost-sensitive learning) [Elkan, 2001;
Zhou and Liu, 2006] & [THAIEERM TR,

[Dietterich, 1998] #& 1 T H# k P XBIEIAAF RIS, FRHT 5 x 2
R XHE¥E. [Demsar, 2006] W18 T %t 2 NEHAT LU B L6 7 5. .

[Geman et al., 1992] &5 [EF4E45 45 T i 77 Z-Wh 77 2 53 ## (bias-
variance-covariance decomposition), J& K4 R AME—TT E 4. BRIWE
MT7ERRERR T BRZIMEFWERRERERR, HR(2.42)XHEMNEM
BHNARETHTRENEIFES DA UETE. WNORMES, BT 0/1 K
RN, B ERSHREITESRBRME CH S M EELE
55 X 22 0 7 Z 74T 51T [Kong and Dietterich, 1995; Kohavi and Wolpert,
1996; Breiman, 1996; Friedman, 1997; Domingos, 2000].
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2.2

2.3

24

2.5
2.6
2.7

2.8

2.9

H2E HETHEIERE

RS 1000 MEA, Frh 500 MEBIL 500 AR, KIS H
BE 70% FAKIVIZEM 30% FEA KRN T 8 HIEPA, Wb
BIHZ DML TR

BEREEE 100 MEA, HPIE. REIE—F, BEFEIFER4
IR 2L R K S A A T D VN R A B0 2 (9 2R 3 (VI R A A )
BEATRENLIE D), W4t A 10 3738 CRAE A B — 323 Sl 0 8 R R i
ITPFfE TR SR '

FHEABRAWFLEREIBB S, AT AKX BEP HAEHIE B A.

RARIEHZF(TPR). RIEFIE(FPR)SEHE(P). ALE(R)ZIH
HIBCR.

RUEAR(2.22).
RIRHRES ROC HILLHELR.
WIEPER—% ROC MEHA — KR ML 5N, RZIFA.

Min-max BB z-score MBI R FEFHE HIMIELTEE. £ 2 M
o' 4y R BTG ET S RBUE, HNE, 2 Zmin B Tnee BN
FUEACHT B/ ME R B KA, 2!, T 2., RARMTEAJE B B/ ME A
B, z M oy 43 HIRAITERT R IEAARHEZE, W min-max TG
k. z-score MVEAL BN (2.43) T (2.44) Fizs. AT =3 FIDLBR A

T — Tmin

g = w;'mn + X (x;naa: - m;mn) s (2'43)
Tmazx — Tmin
,;, T—T - X
= . 2.44
T P (2.44)
RiR x? M.

2.10* AARTE Friedman K% {8 2K (2.34) 5 (2.35) KX .
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MEE: BB, B, ¥4 5 RE-RER

1899 4, I FTERZAMMNFERHEE RETH

ot ST T RS R A, S R e R - X

F 4% (William Gosset, 1876—1937) 2%/ st R, F 24t
WAENMFR R THRELF IR AREEEREREE
WA, XREHRLAT t Bk, 1908 4% Biometrika X
FOABLEMEELIE, REFARXERATEL “¥4£ , TRUATEH
A “¥£K BB (Student’s t-test).

EREEBE) R XRAERAASL, FRFERAR G EAE, &
FRER—HEFHRAR “¥RM|> , 1906—1907 £ X B E U3 “4%
HH¥2ZR” KR« fR#F (Karl Pearson, 1857—1936) HIX AR K AF ¥ K
(University College London, & # UCL) By L% ZE 7 B % 3. Bk, RAEMN ¢
BRHRFERXFIFERE AREUCLT¥HEREMN, B “¥4” 5%
FRZFANKREEY UCL WA FXNEAAN, AHEIERBEZERER
Biometrika W £ 4.







AR TR (un-
derstandability).

3T LMHER

3.1 EEXEKX

4l d N BHERERMRE © = (v1;22;. . 57q), KPP o R EFE i NE
P _ERHUE, SRR (linear model) IR B2 15 — MBI B I &M A & REHT
T e £, BP

f(@) =wizi +waze + ...+ wgzg + b, (3.1)

—R A RS
f@)=wTz+b, (3.2)

Hotw = (wi;we;...;wg). w M b HFH/ZE, HABRBLIFE.

LA R E, 5 T8, EHNERENEF] P - EEENELR
. FZIhEEE N 53R K IEL MR (nonlinear model) I 7E 2 HEARAY () Z At b
BEEFINBRE MBS LN TS, WA, BT w EMRET EBHEETN S
FIEEM, K& R H R I 1 0] R (comprehensibility). 113 7E 78K
W ER “fan(®) = 0.2  Tgm + 0.5 Tgs + 0.3 - oy + 17, WEBRE ]
B ZEEBORE. R KA WAL, HPRERER, TS
BEEEE.

KENF] MR BEHEET. RATSEMNEIEES TS, REIHE 438
M2 5rRAES.

3.2 #EEYT
%%ﬁﬁ% D = {(mlﬁy1)7(w2ay2)a“'7(mm7ym)}a ﬁl:':l T; = (m’tla

Tio;---3Tid), ¥i € R “Z8HE[EIJF” (linear regression)if Bl 215 — /N

7Y DUR AT RE VRS h T SEE B i AR

BAVEE B MR EKEE: MARMENEERE - AETIL, i
I BRATRIE R T B TR, B D = {(2s, 4:)}2y, HHF 2; € R W E BB,
EHRMEEFE “FF” (order) KR, ALET AR AN ELMHE, Flan—
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F3E fEm

EWERAE B W&,
MARBHMIINELE,
MBS B IS EE
FEARRF, AL 93T,

WFREFREFRE

(square loss).

w*, b* R w F= b 4.

Bk ARAS,
AT £ ke )2,

XE E(w,b) RATwh
by, HEXTwi
b SR A TR, 55 w
#a b W R

st B [a,b] £ & L
MR f, FEENR
PAEERE 1,00 BH
f(ah;zz) < f(wl);“f(wz)’
AR f HRE [a,b] L&G 0

U B Ko)&K
flx) = 22, BF R HHK.

K R T
B R FHRFA:
FNFHARA LEAR,
MARA SR FoRE
#ERF EEBXT 0, WA
ok 2Lt S

EHREME “Bm” WBUVE “&” “B” il {1.0,00}, =ZEHRBEH “HE”
MEE “B” “F” “IR” ATEE4LA {1.0,0.5,0.0}; & B HEBAREEFX
&, BEE kAN B, MEEELY L fEaE, flaEet < Rk” MEE “7
JR” “mR” “FJR” AT (0,0,1),(0,1,0),(1,0,0).

gt TR B %5
fz) = wz; + b, F13 f(z) 2y - (3.3)
UAHESE w R b WE? BAR, REBAETWMAER f(z) 5 y ZHFER. 2.3

NG, BHRE 22)REFESPRERAKMLEER, HBRITT ALY

TRER/ME, Bl
(w*,b*) = ar(g ril)inz (f (z:) — w)?
wo) =1

= argmin Z(yq, —waz; — b)2 . (3.4)

wh) =1

B REFEFHFRIVEREX, BXNT R E AR AR B
[KBEE” (Euclidean distance). 33577 1R 2 B/ My AT BB R 8 (K 07 VAR
% “B/h =" (least square method). 7EZHEMIAT, B~ Ferkit RRA
RE—&HL, FHAFERBIEL LRI Z f8 .

SKIE w R b AE Elyp) = Doim (v — w; — b)? BMERIERR, FREAEEIA
KRB /N 9 “B " (parameter estimation).  FRATTAI¥F By 3y 735
5w R b RS, 83 |

OE(w b _ ( Zx _ Z (y; — b) wz) , (3.5)
=1 =1
0E,
WIFAR(3.5)F1(3.6) B B BE] w A b BALARE IR (closed-form) i
i Yi (371 - *T)
w = i=1 (37)
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A “3RELME

yar

(3.8)

Fobz =13 % o WHIE
=1
& TG RAA T K EORRAE D, B d RIS, HRRAT
R

flx:) =wTa; + b, 8 f(z:) >y,
XA “Z kM JH” (multivariate linear regression).

K, SR BN IR w A b HATE . HET I, RATE w
Ao BN FBEFEK @ = (w;b), HPLKT, FBHHEE D Ro-A—Pm x (d+1)
KPR X, P ITN T — AN, ZATH d N mEXN N TREIH 4 4
BHAE, BE— N TEEEN 1, B

11 12 ZT1d 1 :I:ir 1
21 22 ... X24 1 .’Bg 1
X = . . . . N . A
1 T
Iml Tm2 .- Typd T,

BB ERTEER ¥ = (350 s ym), WELTR(34), &

W* = argmin (y — X)" (y — Xb) . (3.9)
4 By = (y — Xw)T (y — Xa), X @ KB
3E,,1, . T ~

L EXAFAE w RN AR, B T8 RAEEERTHE, HREEREE
BRI TEIAM— MG RETL. '

2 XTX Ay 3% Bk 58 B (full-rank matrix) 8% IE & %E B (positive definite ma-
trix) B, 43(3.10) 4 F 0]
W = (XTX) ' XTy, (3.11)

Hep (XTX) ™ RIERE (XTX) KIBMERE. 4 & = (2:,1), UBRLEBHET
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HI3E KMEER

Hlde, A M1E B F ek
B %A #EFFAHARTFE
A Btk, 124542 RA L
+. EEAAEL

Bile—TF: MEtire
aer, FREELE, M4
1Bk % .

VAR AL 149, E
MALAET 6.4, 11.4 .

5 AeACIVEL ZRichy
fla) = af (X"X)

XTy . (3.12)

AT, BRSEAESS h XTX AR ARSI M. I anfEF 2425 RAT&E R
KRR, B E LSBT R, S8 X K582 T8, XTX 2RAWH
R WA 2 w, EATER R T IR E R Mb. SRR —MRAE AR,
W 27 S BEI AR T TRE, F LRSS R FINIENML (regularization) Tt

LRI BRI, A E R, Bl TR (2,y), v € R, BRAIA
B MR (3.2) KITRIMEEIE B SEARD y I, HiAG 38 T LB a&E8. AET
B, BA LN BB 55 %

y=w'z+b. (3.13)

A SRR TMEELT y MIATAEYIVR? B an i, B 3A 1A A 7 i 5t . i
AR IS RAETR RO AR, AR AT e AR g R B o8 e MR RYE IR 1 H
Fx, Bl

Iny =w 2z +b. (3.14)

XEE R “XTERIEEA” (log-linear regression), B 32k5_ b 7ER KL ew @t
&I y. AN (3.14) R B REME A, (H52)5 b C R A KB 25 8 24
23 [B) R AR S R B S, AnE 3.1 Biros. X B AN 0 R B0 B TR A [ AR
IR TRIE 5 K SEAR LB R R I VEH.

3.1 M#HL&HEEAFTER
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g(-) 5 B AN,

I KA 0 B g s
AR D =Rk
RAL KA i HAT

TR AR Heaviside 4.

B —fth, 5B AT RS g(), 4
y=g '(w'z+b), (3.15)

XFETFBIMBERIRR Y T L PEHEAL” (generalized linear model), 71 5%
g(") A “BRRBE” (link function). B4R, WHLMEREIERT XL MR
g(:) = In(-) B HIERFH.

3.3 WEJLEK[ET

TR T A AR R AT R )25 3T, (B B R RAE ST
BAT? BEREWAEEXB15)KT LA h: AHH— R MRk
SIRAEF IR ERRIC y 5 S BRI T (B B R

HRE RS, HHARID y € {0, 1}, T2kt Bl AR Y 7= A= f Tl 4
z=wle+bREM, T/, BRITTHHIE 2 Hih 0/1 6. BIREHZ “ 8L
MrEReRi %L ” (unit-step function)

0, z2<0;
y=4 05, z=0; (3.16)
1, 2>0,

B FMIME 2 KFZR o IEH, /N2 A s, FOE e (8 2 ) a]
EEHF, anpE 3.2 Fros.

3.2 Bk RS s HOUE R
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EINE 3.2 AT E M, BALHRRECAELE, Fitk g E#EHER(3.15)F
B g () TRRMAEXRINGE —EEE LEMUNRCHRREK “ &
R $” (surrogate function), & B 'E B A . 5T HJL K & $(logistic
Lt function) IE & IXFE—ANE A IR E L
2 A LR S S 1
“3t$0F % In(-) RE. y= Tre (3.17)

Sigmoid & # BF % L S
& B R HHA Sig-
moid H R EZH KK,
EH S TREIHECEMNSE
WP ey EEHM.

AXBREH “BHET
27 fad X “iEHE” 5
logistic #= logit # & X 48
> it BAPEEH
“stELEEE” | BK
e '

ME 3.2 TTEH, MEILRRERZE—F “Sigmoid B |, B¥ 2 HELLI—
BT 011y {8, FEHEBEBERE 2z = 0 WITBILIREE. B3 EBLREREIER
g~ () RARK(3.15), B ZI

1

y= 14 o—@Tarb) - (3.18)
EKLFH(3.14), K (3.18) [ ZE4L A
y _,T
lnl_y—'w z+b. (3.19)

Ry ARER o N IEFIRIATREYE, U 1 — y RERBITREN:, W K EE

Y (3.20)

I-y
FRA “JLE” (odds), RELT o /BN IEGI BRI TR, X JLZRECHT OB 2
“X#JLE” (log odds, 7MFK logit) '
Y

1 .
nl—y

(3.21)

BT H, 5(3.18) 52 B b 2 7 FE 2 U B TN 45 R 2 33

- ESEFRE R BOILR, F, HX MR RER A X HUILEEH” (logistic

regression, JF#K logit regression). 5T F R, BAREBWLFE “FIF” 2
LFRER—M A RETE. XM ATEFIREMR A, Hline REEN 5 EKA 6
HHATEE, TRBFABRKEIE S, XS T BRI SmAERTHR R
R BRI 2507, T2 A48 BT MRE R T, 0V 2 757 AR
FRB RS RA H; B, ERBRERN TSR N RE, FIRGHIH
MR, IE B2 BUER AR ET rT B A TSR EUR LR,
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THENKREE WTHEN(3.18)F K w Ml b. FHHX(3.18) ) y MAK
JERMEEME T p(y =1 z), WX(B.19)TES R ‘

ply=112) _ 1 .,
In——~=w'z+5b. 3.22
ply=0]|=z) (3:22)
BRE
eme+b
ply=1|z)= 11 cotait (3.23)
1

TR, BRATTET “MAP4ARTE” (maximum likelihood method )3 i ++
BABBERLTZT . o f0 b S EBABRE (i, 90}y, M EENEEB B A “HHBA” (log-
likelihood) '
: i=1
SN ERE T HESHFIEHBERRNBE. HETITE, & 8 = (w;bd),
&= (z;1), WMwlz+ b AREH T2 BL p(&0) =y =1 #0),
po(#8) =p(y =0 & 8) =1—p1(&;B), MK (3.25) HHLARTATESH

p(ys | Ts;w,b) = yip1 (&5 B8) + (1 — wi)po (&5 8) - (3.26)

¥ (3.26)1N(3.25), HARHE(3.23)F1(3.24) AT 40, B A4L R (3.25) %M T
B/ -
4B) =Y (~yiB di+1n (1+e77%)) . (3.27)
K (3.27)RXT B HIBH AT S E LN B 4, A48 AR AL I8 [Boyd and
Vandenberghe, 2004], Z S BE RSB T % % (gradient descent
ALH R B4 method). 4:i5ij% (Newton method)&# 7 KB HHENME, TRMEZ

B* = argmin4(8) . (3.28)
8

CAARR A B, FA ¢+ 1 AR E R A h

2 -1
gt =p - ( ;;gg)T) agl(eﬂ) : (3.29)
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HAPRT g H—Fr. ZBrS&ahlh

m;'?—(ﬂm T4 Zi(yi — (@53 8)) (3.30)
2 m
gﬁea(gg - ; &7 p1 (&5 B)(1 - p1(&:; ) - (3.31)

3.4 ZIEFIH oA

Z2 14 # 5 4 #1 (Linear Discriminant Analysis, f&#K LDA) 2 —Fh £ #1112
SR DA S Feher W SI TR, A 4P SR K R e (Fisher, 1936] 321, VK “Fisher )
BRT B RBAGHTE BT .
FE A8 B) ELihAK.
LDA AR AEE AN e WAREBIE, R RO — & HE& L,
15 FIZEFEG] B UL AT BRI . 52 RE) B R ARURUPT BB B 7R A
AHAT /0, B L EE B RIRERX & H 42 L, PR s A 3 SR s
FEARIR. B 334HT M _4drei.

) “ T

BT he "

y

0 I

3.3 LDA#—4F&H. “+7 . “7 SARKEHFFRY], #HERTFHERY
IR, BARTHEY, LERCEAFRRSZ ARSI AR TAES AR B O A,

BEHBIEE D = {(z,v:) ™y, vi € {0,1}, & Xiv pin Z; FHRERE
i€ (0,1} KRBIES . WEAE. HoTEmiE SEEREIES v,
U2 B ) R FE B E IR 5 Bk wT o A wT puy; 4 T REA A 0
RS L, WHEREARN T 2580 0T Sew M w Siw. HFELER
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— 42N, R wTpos wlpys wTSow M wT S w #4528

BRAE R ARG BB U AT RERA, 7T DAL RIS 80 i b o7 2R T
e, Bl wTSow + wTSw RITE/D; ARG R ARG BB AR TR,
A LR L2 B R BB R AT AR, B lwT o — wTp |3 RATREK. FIR % &
=%, AR BAE KAL) B AR

e — w3
wTTgw + wTSw
_ wh(po — 1) (o — p)"w (3.32)
wT(Xp + I1)w ' '

SEX “HRABERFE” (within-class scatter matrix)

Sw=%+3%1
=Y (@—po)(@—p)"+ D (@—p)(@—p)" (3.33)
x€Xo ) zEX]

PLE “KEEUEFERE” (between-class scatter matrix)

Sp = (o — p1) (o — p1)™ (3.34)
WX (3.32)TES N .
_ w Spw
J = wTS,w (3.35)

Xt /2 LDA kI R EFR, B Sy 5 Sy, B “T XEFIF ” (generalized
Rayleigh quotient).
TR RE w WB? VEREI(3.35) 2> TR AR R T w MR, Bt
Euw koMM REI0)IRE w KRB, RERITRER. RA—BHE, 4 0w S,w =1,

FHEEFK a, ow LE
X(3.35) 4 4. =R (3.35) &M T

min —wTSyw (3.36)

st. wiSu,w=1.

i;};ﬁ%ﬁ}] ARTESLE el AT, ERENT

Syw = AS,w , (3.37)
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R A BRWSERT. EEE Sow K5 FER puo — p1, i
Spw = A(po — p1) , (3.38)

RN (3.37) 8118

w=S (o — p1) . (3.39)

(FRASMARMR B ER RN, EERTENEN S, BT HRASE, B S, =
USVT, KB % B AEN, KMA% ENTRLE S, NERE, RF
Bl St =veTluT B3 s
BRI, LDA T JUH- B S B0 1A BE SR MR, JETTAE I, 47
SRAMTS.  RHERGR. VRN BT EASR, LDA TABIBM 3.
T LDA 7 BB HREE . BERE N K, BE i KRHIEH
mi. BATETE S “A RS

S: =Sy + S
=D (@) -pw)T, (3.40)
=1
e RFTE T IR M2 BB S,y B SO AR
KR R, B . '
Sw=_ Su ' (3.41)
=1
He
Su.= 3 (@—pa) (@ — )" . (3.42)
zeX;
3 (3.40)~(3.42) [ &
Sy =S¢ — Su
N
=" mi(pi — ) (i — )T (3.43)
=1

BR, 20 LDA \TUHF L HMEITT%: MR Sy, Sw, S¢ =& P HEMH
ANENT. F LA —Fh SR SR AL B AR
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MHhSNE 10 F.

Bl L—FRENBY
LDA 3.

“HREB” (classifier).

AFEAEBHER,
2RE 8%

OvR 7 #% OvA (One vs.
All), 4120vA EAHLikE R =
#, BARTHIE Pk
£ HAHRE.

FTHREBESEBGTR
B BAZEHAE LHATEA,
AR 8.4%.

tr (WTS,W)
W (WTS, W)’
HP W e RN-D ) tr(.) RRFE MR (trace). T (3.44) AT 0 R~ HHE
1B 1) KA

(3.44)

SyW = AS, W . (3.45)

W K AR R S,1Sp I N — 1 ANRKS SURHEE T3 Y MIRFAE 1) 8 28 1R

- HEFE.

R W A — N ERHE, WL 5K LDA BHEAREE N — 1 g5,
N — LBEHZ/DTHREFRREER. T2, Wil XA BUE R/ EE RN
4%, BB T IS, FILLDA Ay —Fh 2 S I %

3.5 gﬁa\éé:-‘r-‘il

ML FIBRN L HREIES. FEROAREIFETN BRI B2 03K,
BEELERT, RAVZET —LEARNE, FIH - 5REIB/RMEREHE
i) .

AR —ftE, BB N ANEH C,Co,...,Cn, BHREINERTEZ
“HRE”, B 2 REFHTAE TN 0 REE KA. Bk, 5Ex i #
BT, BB AR EREAN Z 0 RES IG5 K8, AR, xixesy
KBTI RBATRRURB R AW L R4 R, XERRER ML 5
RAEFZBATIRG, LARIAIXS A 2R #ATEM. AT EBNHFHKE.

B MMIR S REH =f: “—Xt—” (One vs. One, f&FK OvO). “—%f
HA” (One vs. Rest, H# OVR)F “£X£” (Many vs. Many, ## MvM).

HRPIEE D = {(z1,11), (€2, 92), - - -, (®m, ym) }, vi € {C1,Cs, ..., On}-
OvO ¥iX N MRFNPIRECK, W=tk N(N — 1)/2 N Z43 8414, Flim OvO
¥ HR 4 KP C; 1 C; WG —A4r K88, %8RI D P C; FREGIERIE
B, C; RFEBIER B, TERAB B, AR RIS AR 4K, TERR
IIREI NN —-1)/2 M RER, BAE TR RE=4: HEgENE &
ZHRIMEARA D RGER. B34 A HT —IMrER.

OvR M 2= IR — N RBIEEBIE R IES] . B HARKE R REFIAE A Rk
W&k N Ao 2Ka%. EMRRE 2 CE — A 288 T B8, WX B 2 BlkRid
VEA ARG R, WE 3.4 Fin. HAZASRIBMHIER, MEEZEE



BIEFE LRy

BT EC, HHRES

——
wex (G ] o] ]o]

7 \’V
AT AT 580

ﬂfv 4@#4}1

Cym o «_m HRB ﬁfé i‘ﬁﬂ@l
(e ) =+~ :
(Ce] ) = 5
(G ER)=r-a| i G

(Lo ] (&) = 72~ 0
(L] ) = 5~

:’)ﬁfs—*ca_

"B 3.4 OvO5OvRF&HE

RBIOTMERE, SREEFERRRINIFEIER I RER.

BHEH, OR RFING N AN4rK3%, T OvOo Fillgk N(NV —1)/2 M5
282, BRIk, OvORITE A FF44 R PR A 18] FF44 38 % bk OVR T K. {B7E VI ZRH,
OVR. ({4543 2 223 1 F AR VISR RE I, TG OvO I/ 4 28 B BIT A35
FIREG, BRI, ZEKBIRZ I, OvO MVIZm AFFR4E %t OVR B/, ETFH
PR, ME BT BARRBAR M, 2B FREERE.

MvM REUCRETNRIERIER, HHMHAMBEA KK BA, OvO
- OvR 2 MvM I4#46]. MvM [1E. RBHE LT R R T, D EeRERE
B X EBAINA TS HE MvM £0R: “4I48%H5” (Error Correcting
Output Codes, fEi#x ECOC).

ECOC [Dietterich and Bakiri, 1995] & ¥ 4mfE i BT AR RITFS, HR
A REFEMRR I R LA A4 . ECOC TIEN R EE S NP

o ZifG: X N NG M KRNy, BRRIDHF— B IARINIEE, —#8
DRIKRE, NITERR—A =0 RINGREE; XA —37 4 M AR, 7T
IR M M523,

o SRR M AN53RAE 5 HIRT P RBEA ST I, X LLTIAR A B —

. OREXA BN GRS 5 B0 % B R EEAT LU, SR R BB e
EFUNSE 2 S THIE 2
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HKHRFEIT “HIEBHERE” (coding matrix)tR E. FIDEMEZHER,
# MW EFEH 05 [Dietterich and Bakiri, 1995] f1 = L5 [Allwein et al.,
2000]. FUERKEENRHDHITEENERMRER, FEEIE. REZS, BT
E CUERHER” . E35 AT M rRE, £E 3.5()F, 4KE L CL KR
Cs KIEIBBIERIED], Co K Cy KREIFEBIE R R, ZEH 3.5(b)H, K8
fa ¥ C1 50 Cy BIIREBIVENEG], Cs RIFEBINER B TEMRDMER, &5
KA TR 25 R AR BT MR B 1) Gl ZGRhS 55 5 S Bt Y. (K 4w A
AT HOBR, 5 8 B /IS GBS BT ot L BRI 28 0 4k T 45 1. BlEn#E B 3.5(a)
FETRRICEEES, T4 R0 2 Cs.

hh b h b f F 22
14 L4

2

(a) = TLECOC # (b) =5t ECOC #&

3.5 ECOC4%4AFEHE. “+17 . “-1” 3MNATEIE i Wi EHLEH
E. BB SR Y07 AT f; RMEAEEAK

A AFRA “AERBTE” Y7 XREE DEN R B, ECOC %ibhxisrR
SR RE A ZABIER . H1anE 3.5(a) xR 4] K I TR 4
R (=1,41,41, -1, +1), MEATRN AN D REWE T, G0 f BT
FETH RS (-1, -1,+1, -1, +1), BET XGRS EERARL S
RER C3. —BERY, WFR—NEIES, ECOC Hifdalic, 214588, &
1, SISEK, BREMRIGR O RBRL, 1. FHRIFHBLER 55—
JiiH, A RERE, TRAASHERERK, Bl -EREERRET
B

X Pl B S, B LR, AR RPN 2 1R) A g B B Bz, T2
BERE MR, Bk, 7EREU R TR RN R T B IR e w. AR T,
PR R — e ol DA St il B g fl, S5k BIXR NP XS, A, BH
BAVFA TR BB, B A AR HmALAE LR P AR R R R B 4
Wior2RE%. — T, FEAR gD B BT, o Rk Re i, B pLaR
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FIE fumn

2t OvR. MvM &%, &
Fotr A LHRATT AR
W, AHFMEg 5K
£ 50 K A KPR F R
A BN, BREFR
FEIIRE.

AR EAR G £ 3] bbb 9 %
£ FFIRRE. ‘

A REY EREER, GlIBEANRFBIFN “RATFE”  RRFEY
BT I PN 1 4R A DX X BEARAE AN ], B 3 B30 — 20 288 10 A ) e 32
AR TR, ~ANERUEMFRE . ESBW —0KHEEEN%E, 55—
ANER A R, B RBUN o KRR R RTY, B RRA
PEREBRBA IS IRAE VL.

3.6 FA AT 5] R

R R 70 % 2 TT R8T — A LR E AR, B RZA K ZE
I E A, WRARER ISR EMEER, BEEZRAK, BEE7
WK, MaxrEdERmER. Flns 998 MR, HIEFRE 21, Ba%
ST ERFIRE—ANKTH FRE AT A R #5188, BLAEIAE] 99.8% KM
JE; SRTIIXAE 22 S SRR IME, B ENRETRIN AR IEH].

AN AT 4 (class-imbalance) 5t 2 8 2 34 55 7 A 7 28 55 0 Y1 S5 510 2
HEMRKHEOS. A%tk AW EREEREHED, REFEOEL.
LB LIS 2% RS, BAMTL % 2B BIK BN L4, 410078 Bt 475 4
TEAR P oy SR e B, B S A6 ) R P S [ S VI SR B B A 2, AR 68
FOVR. MvMSRRE B =41 — A RAEL W AR LA AP S, HtE
BT MR ATE A A TT .

NG R BRI TR 5 B, ERATH y = wlo + b X FFEA
HAT RN, HE ERFEMI WK y H5 — DN EEATHRE, FlE 1
y > 0.5 BB ER, TA R yLhF LRk T EFIR TR, JLE e
Wl e T IE AT REAE 5 R AT R 2 LUAE, BIMEBED 0.5 R KA A
ESLIE. ROITTAEYEAIR, B2 ey

% 1%, > 1 U Bk E. (3.46)

SR, MYNGEPIE. REINE BRI, & mt RREFEKE, m™ xR
RGIECE, MBI LR MO o B T30 3 ) e 2 B SR AR A I T O
FRE, FEIRLER AR TEILE. TR, RESRE TN ILE S T
JUERBR LA E I, B

e Y mt . ‘
FH o—— > — W TP IEH. (3.47)
l—-y m
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3.7 FiEME

FAk “H-PHE” (rebal-

ance).

RAFETA T RA
(downsampling), i R #
AR “ERAE (upsam-
pling).

KM B FE T AL
BERKTHED. 2L
234%,

A% 11%.

B, TATH 3 REERET N (346)BAT YK, B, FTxt HMRMEHRAT A
B, FHARET A (3.46) KR, SEFFREPITA(3.47). EHBIX—HIRES,
O=A

NI
!

ﬂy,:ﬁx%. (3.48)
KR RAATPHTFE SII— N IEA TG — “HEE4ER” (rescaling).

YRR EAR B 5, (HSEPRERAERIF AL, FEEhY “UIGERRE
FEA R AR RERE” XMRREEHF AL, W, RATAR D 6EE K
MR T VISR JL 2R HEWT B B SE LR, A BAR KRk L =Rk 5
—RRBEENIIGE R K REFEFHIT “ XK (undersampling), Bl 2Bk
—BREMERIE. O EEERL REBHATFE ], B KRB IAERER
ERFEBIHEAT “IERFE” (oversampling), BII N — B EFIFBE. REIZKH
BiE, REHHEITES, B=RKNEEEETRBISGERIT ], BEH
Y ZRIF I 4> B BEAT TR I, #5348 A B e st R b, A “BIER
3))” (threshold-moving).

RKAEVE BV R TP B T /D TRl R A, BATE 27 TIRE R4, 4
B RBBINGER /D THRINGE, TS RAEGNTIRZ IER, HII%GE
RFWHIGE. FHEERE, SREEFRE LTV EARERHEITE
EXE, BUNSHBOERNLHE; ERFEENARREAE SMOTE [Chawla
et al., 2002] /28 1 XF Y ZrR B 1 IE B AT 1 (B K 7= AL BN IEH). 35— 05,
RREZEERIEF RG], TRRER -SEEFR; RREENRRERE
EasyEnsemble [Liu et al., 2009] 2% FH 5 52 AL, 3 =51 %193 4 EFA
FEEMANRE /A, XX A2 S BB RB AT T KM, (HERRR
BNAEREZEGEL.

ER-ROE, “HEB e “ARNBEFES” (cost-sensitive learn-
ing) MIZER. ZEARMEURS S (3. 48)'13[34] m~/m* F cost™ [cost™ FREEE]
"], Fo cost™ RKFIEBIIR 5 A RBIFIARMY, cost™ ZHKf RBITR I A IEFIERIALHT.

3.7 FER R

“Frtn N (sparse representation)iTERIRSZ I, (HEIMEXT £ ng M
(] IR TR SRR, RGBT R “HRBitE” (sparsity) I HIFAR 5. #
BPE ) A R _EXHRE T Lo SR AL, SXAEE H 44 T & NP #ii . LASSO
[Tibshirani, 1996] i L; EHCRIELL Lo 4L, RRKEBBRM I EZEA.
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ERE IRk

A BAIEBEA, OvO 1 OvR # & ECOC KR [Allwein et al., 2000]. AfIEA
A BT E 4515, [Crammer and Singer, 2002] 3% H 2% 18 ) @l 4 &
R R, BT “ KR IIgRASE, JHEH FRER I E B REEER—
NP 524 R, WG, B ZF i BKE K ECOC MiBvEpiR N, WHE 2ETHR
HAFREMERN =R R EBRFEIT4S [Pujol et al., 2006, 2008]. [Escalera et
al., 2010] JF & T —AFFiK ECOC JE. :

MvM f& T ECOC i& 7l H At L3 77 =, 14 DAG (Directed Acyclic

Graph) #7475 [Platt et al., 2000] ¥ 27 Xl 4 RiE BT 41, BAE R0
AR RE. CE-STERB A TEEKRME KA, FlnEEX
- EEHLTTE LR 5 [Crammer and Singer, 2001; Lee et al., 2004].

REBEEITHABERSHRET RN “RIPER
#t” (misclassification cost), AT HEPEWR 2.2 Fix; B ER KA B
20, BRARHREE. BN, N ZaREFTEDL “HER REHER
BALME [Elkan, 2001], {EXF £ 73 RAE 5, (NAEFLAFIRIETE T #7478 M 2\ A# [Zhou
and Liu, 2006a). EIHERMFAINA TG RREATEE “FRER” BR,
{EFEARAFE [Zhou and Liu, 2006b]. FEENEZ, KN FEZEIPEE

RB/NRHAN T, B UL THATRRACEL.

L HRENFERAZANIGN, BRMERURT LA mRBEHR

AR R S A KR, B0 —IEE R T R ARE N “BR” |

“EZT” . (R . C“ARBERT  SRNESHRABEE SRS, L
“ZRid2% 3”7 (multi-label learning), X 21252 X FITFERAH LIE KK —A
WIHTOUR. X 2 5103 S BB 3% W 214 [Zhang and Zhou, 2014].



3 &R
3.1 EHEMAER TA(3.2) P AL BIREIR b.

3.2 WIEW, MTSH w, NREAK H AR S(3.18) 244, BHIH
IR B 5 (3.27) & .

%i’f;f_‘*% ®30ap8 33 EAESTHIR I, HA T NEELE 3.0 LI9SR,

WGBS, gy, 34 VEFEPU UCTHURAE, L 10 4730 X M — AT A6t RORT
SEIBI MR RR.

3.5  GEESEIRRMEHIA AT, Jhe i PMBHRER 3.00 LR

KT ORI ELM S g o | s 71 SR ;
GETORREAML 36 WYEMAIMHNEGIT AR LRGSR, Wit — gk

ENF. BAL63Y. Frik, AR B IFH A T IR g v 2 $R
8.7 AWKN 9, KA 4, KL HEHEEE T EBRMN ECOC
TS IIERH . '

3.8* ECOC gmiSfeiE 2| BB NEZ MR £ HRE Ll
HINMERAR = BB, AT £ 2 RES2 ECOC g ar= £ =K
ARSI T R K e P AR .

3.9 fEF OvR Fl MvM ¥4 2 0 RALS5 M 73 RAEF KRN, Rk 0 ]
T T 16 XA T AT Ab 2.

310 RIS HE AR BRI (U R ET X RS IR
“HEAT RRIRBE R AR &
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HIE BHER

5 WAL R BEAE B H A
S, ZAMKE T
ARE, AR “3L7 .

N E: KT BN TR

1801 4, BAA R XF KK TEF
RAT 1E5/MTE “BWE” , BER
BT 40 X5, BAME % EKME
TR, KEFAETAWENME.
WERXFFZREEFREEMHE, 2 (1993 58 E 10 B A& H L ag HIHE)
Mk H LK X ETHFANEE]K
F R B (1777—1855) Wik &, MK T — b7 ik, R E T 7+ o U B3 3t
MW T Ak B, B oRAE E R U R A B B TS A B B R AT,
FHRE T AME. 1809 F, BM MW EME (REZH®) FRKRTXMF
*, RN k.

1805 4, EME R 4~ Habfe /LA 7 WA E AT E B ARE R L
B (1752—1833) £k T CHEHEPEMH FiEY , A FRHR T RN ZFK
EOBUEREEE B MARFRN =B E — RORFEMNFERR
+. {EEH BB R A W R BN IR IR Z 04, BT 1809 £ EE TR A
EIXFENAE, ZRD A THEST. TESRONBFEIAR
HEEWEL. B TEHNX—FATM, WA FERE T 1799 F 31 0 4
FXAT %, BRE A RN TN L AR AR B, Y Ff
ARFREETELNRERZ S, WERAHF LRI LR ETTHTRE, £F
A EFEB R ERELW T R =Tk,

GDI6T4LITONG

st

“2iiagh, DEUTSCHE BUNDESBANK

?:F’; N .
S NGD9ET 417589

| VS R




AR “HEHA . R
LFX, ABPe <R
B AR RIFE T F ok,
A BRI PO,

Fa4E R K W

4.1 BERRE

R (decision tree) & —RFE MM E I T UZFRBELZ R, R
MFENG E W HHIEE LT —MER A U H R8T 02K, XM ERA
RS, FTBEXN “LuitEARETIERG?” XAHER “HRE” B “H
B AR B2 B, YRR TS HREAT RN, e R AR IR
K1) BRI — AR B ARBI AL EALE]. Bltn, RAVEXT “XRHFRG?” KR ) &
BAT R, BESHET—RIVMHWER “ FIRE” : RIVEFE “ERH A
B WRE “H&E” , WRINTEE “ERRFRMAARE?” , MR “i
487, RNBAN “EREEERMA4BEE?” , &E, RIIBHELIE: X1
FR. XARFLEWE 4.1 s

4.1 FENFIREH—AR kR

B, RETRBA LRI T RAVFTH UG HELER, Bl “B” R
“ARR” N RS TR W A A AR A B TR
Pl “EE=?" “WFE=0"; FMIRKNERRE T HELZS R, NEFH
H BRI RS, X EEHRE LRRRERNBEGE A, FlaEE
“BERE=FR" ZEBRAN “WFE=7" , WMEEEEFRENR.

— R, —RISEREE —MRE R BT DNREE S T4
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F4E R K #®

#yaia e, FH(1).

#yJ3EE, HH(2).

EMBAET—Fitid
TR RAMARI OB

R e, HH(3).

WA T £ a,.

M5 SN TR R, HAbBA 4 AU N T —NMa s 804888
MIREAREARE BRI S R B FE md; RSB eEAL2%E N
WSS B2 RN T — AN EIRFS. RER ST E RN
TRz AR 58, B ALIE R Lo 181 RE 77 55 I Y SRR, O R AN I FE A A
B HBEWE “rmiEL” (divide-and-conquer) i, 101 4.2 FiR.

ﬁ)\: i)”gg\% D= {(w17y1)7 (w2a y2)’ reey (mmay'm)}v
E‘E%Az{ahaz,...,ad}. -
& M TreeGenerate(D, A)
1: RS A node;
:if DHEARLERBTE 25 C then
# node Frich C M4 &; return
end if i
if A=2 OR D 47 A LBUEMF then
¥ node AFiC M, HBAFIEHN D PREEBR LK, return
end if
¢ A FIEEERRS B a.;
9: for a, ME—ME a¥ do
10: A node EF—AH; 4 D, R D P a. LEUEN o? MR TE,
11:  if D, A% then
12; W8 bRt g s, HRAIARIEN D hREERE LK, return

13: else

R ISR

14: PL TreeGenerate(D,, A\ {a.}) AFZLE R
15:  end if »
16: end for

¥iti: L node R4 p i — AR PSR

4.2 RFMFJEREE

B, BN ERE B, R AR, FEMERS
SEGHHRE: (1) 4% ABEHEASRE TR KL, BERS; (2) 4§
B %, R FTE R FTE B EEVEAR ], TR (3) MRIA AR
EHREARSE S N A, REERIS. ’

FEHQMIBERT, BATEHATE SR b &, JRR 25 85 b 1% 4
RETERARLZ RN, EEG)MBERT, FHICHES mbrid A g N,
R A B A H G R S AR D B0, R IXPAE T H A B A
[Fl: 167 (2) RN M HETE A R R0, BT (3)RIBA L mIIFEA 21
(SETEFVinp Lol
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7

tFREERN YR £
p=0, ¥ plog,p=0.

Ent(D) 84 & M EH 0,
RAMAA logy |V

ID3 & F 81D & It-
erative Dichotomiser (%X,
=58 H Ak

4.2 X9k

HIEE 4.2 WA, REM I REESE 8 17, BT EFRMAI DR
. — B E, BEES ST, BANIH BRI L TR R
AR AR TR —35A, B4R “SiRE” (purity) BRE.

421 52185

“f5HEJH” (information entropy) &8 B AN A 21 B F ) —FRBAx.
BEHMHEASES D HE k BERFTEREGN p (k=1,2,...,|Y]), W D

5 B E XA .

Ent(D) = - pilogy i - (4.1)
k=1

Ent(D) MR, T D RIS .

BEBERE o B V DUTRKEE {a',d?,...,d"}, B o RHHEARE
D #iTRIG, WS V Mg, HhE v 4‘%&?‘5%&@@7 D 1R
JBYE o EEUER o¥ MFEA, 84 DY BATRIREN(4.1) WHEH D HE B4,
BERBIIAF D ZE RS SHREAENRE, 40X 48R FHE |DY|/|D),
BIRE A 15 3045 S IR, TR ATVHE B M o SHREASE D BT
XI5 BTk “/5 B3825” (information gain) :

’U

|4
Gain(D, a) = Ent(D) Z (4.2)
=1

— RS, 5B, NERELFHBYE o KETRISAIREH “2
BERFA” MoK, Fi, AT G BRI T RN R0 B HEIER, BAER
4.2 HEHE S ITERERY a. = argn;‘ax Gain(D,a). E&MK ID3 EMFIH

ac
% [Quinlan, 1986] 2 A5 B 3G 21 9 SR IE #2120 B 1.

DL 4.1 PRI BEEE 2.0 A6, ZEI/BELS 17 MINGHEE], HLl%E

| ﬂﬁb?ﬁw&ﬁﬂﬁm;exieﬁmﬁﬁﬂ%%m‘ B, |V =2. ERENEIFF

B4R, HRLEEAA D R RES], JURERE py = &, BBl pp = &, F
£, m&:—m 1) Ao RS 01 B

2
8 8 9
Ent(D) = — g i logy pr, = — (1710g2 7 + 7log2 17) 0.998 .
k=1
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F 4.1 HREIEE 20

e (e s Wi g i fah 2% K
1 Ha B4 VR 5l 1B by =
2 1= A 5 b iz B =
3 el 2 S| TE W MR N &
4 Fg W Ui W MK TRE P
5 =] ] oL il MRE 3 S -
6 HFik ik b B M M L/ ¢t =
7 =R} pictic LI pict FHM L@ b
8 €N bicl e TE W M i =
9 =i bicl Uritd bichii FHIM wE o B
10 H& T B b P L2 @it =
11 ®A W R HOH iR T T
12 ®H S48 TRIR I el A e
13 HEt ik T bict 1 B e &
14 ®HE g vl i MR b &
15 =4 bicliz VA TE W T L7 i1 =
I = TR bt e g 5
17 HE O Ba N bt M g &

RIS, BAVEHHUuTREES (A%, W, 85, 403, B, AR}
A B NE R NE. UMK “@B” A, BF 3 RNIUE: (4%, 5
B ORE). EEREZBEN D 3BTRS, JUJT{%EIJ 3T, éa‘%lhaﬁ Dl (s
E=HF4%), D? (i¥%= 3¥), D3 (B%=1N).

FHE D' EEHSH {1, 4, 6, 10, 13, 17} £ 6 MBI, HAPER L py = &,
R po=3; D2 BERSH {2,3,7,8,9, 15} 1 6 MBI, HpE, REIS
B p =3, p2 =3 DX RAEARESH {5, 11, 12, 14, 16} ¥ 5 MG, Pk,
BB &G pr =1L, pp = & MERQLD)ATHEHA “EBF” RHZEHKE
(¥ 8 o34 MR %Jﬁ%

Ent(D!) = — (—— log,
4 4

Ent(D?) = — (— log, G + —log,
3 - 1

Ent(D®) = — | < log, 5 + —log,

TR, MER(L2) A H R “ 687 1 BME A
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. 3 v
Gain(D, t4%) = Ent(D) — ) %' Ent (D)
v=1

6 6 5
=0.998 — (1—7 % 1.000 + 17 x 0.918 + 17 X 0.722)

=0.109 .

FANR, BATAT v H HAR B PR f5 B I 2
Gain(D, #17%) = 0.143; Gain(D, =) = 0.141;
Gain(D, £(¥#) = 0.381; Gain(D, fif &) = 0.289;
Gain(D, filt/&) = 0.006.
B, B <4 R RMmEK, TRESENRS B, B 4345
TET “QUE” WRERHEITHANER, &34 R8I TEER
G R,

=7
Y i B

(11,2,3,4,5,6,8,10,15}) ({7,9, 13,14, 17}] ({11, 12, 16}

B 43 AT 202 BHsHRE RN

G, PRW % S RS XTEAN SU 4 Rt — R4y, DB 4.3 PEE—
NG R “CSE=EW AR, ZERBENERES D PRERSH {1,
2,3,4,5,6, 8,10, 15} (11 9 MEGI, o7 FHBHEEA N {BEF, B, /U=, B,
iy FHEARE gy, T D USRI B
' Gain(D?, f83%) = 0.043; Gain(D!, #%) = 0.458;
Gain(D?, #i#) = 0.331; Gain(D?, FF&8) = 0.458;
Gain(D?, fili/&k) = 0.458. ‘
CRRFE L OCBFE” . “AUR” 3ANBHNIE T BANE B, W
WH A2 —E ARG B KR, XA S AT LR Bk, BABRIN
YRR 4.4 Fios.
422 HIE

fE RN A, BRIAERBE TR 4.1 PR “GS7 X—F). &L “%
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4.4 AEHRNEFER 2.0 LRTE B R RFAH

T AR —AMRERI S R, NARSE R (4.2) B B E RIS BI85 5 0.998,
TERFHAMEER SR, XREFEM: “GS” B~k 11X, B9
EERMBE —MER, XES T RNAE EERK. R, XHKRENE
RARAZAEE )1, TorEnd BT A AT A TR

Sehr b, {5 608 25 A U FTER (2 H R R R BT R A, b X
R T Re R AR R I, 4 1) C4.5 BRsRE% [Quinlan, 1993) REEAF
FAfR BaS, TRMM “MABR” (gain ratio) REFRMK B RS
K (42)MFEFT SRR, Wi e LN

Gain_ratio(D, a) = %Lli—il[%))ﬁ)- s (4.3)
Hrr
IV(a) Z ||D| log, %' (4.4)

HMABH oW “BHFME” (mtrmsm value) [Qujnlan, 1993]. B o B AT RE
BEHHBZE VBX), WIV(e) MERESBX. Bl MR 41075
JRHESE 2.0, H VLK) = 0.874 (V = 2), IV(f25%) = 1.580 (V = 3),
IV(%5) = 4.088 (V = 17).

TR, R A N T BE 2 H B R B YR R, Bk, C4.5
HEFANREREFEN N REERNREEN B, MEEHT MR EK
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CART & Classification
and Regression Tree # 1
A, XA —FF LG RE
R ok, A EfE )
AESART A

*FEAS AR2.17F.

[Quinlan, 1993]: S A &IEX] ﬁz\)% e R AR B T PHACE R, A
oh L 2 R R .

423 %E#‘éé&

CART #EM [Breiman et al., 1984] ] “ZEHE%(” (Gini index)ki%E
Bl R, RA S5 (4.1) MRKFS, @k D R HEREREER:

d

Gini(D Z Z PrDk!

k=1k'#k
8%

=1-Y p}. (4.5)
k=1

HMRYL, Gini(D) KRBT NEHEE D HEEHLHBRAMEAR, HIFhRE
AR, Bk, Gini(D) B/, WEHRSE D KSR BE.
KAER(42) MR SRR, Bk o KERIREE Y
, ¢

Gini_index(D,a) = Z
1 .

G1n1 DY) (4.6)

T, RIVERGEREES A, EBERMERRISEEBIREE/ DR
Ve BALRI S B, Bl ar = arg min Gini_index(D, a).
acA

4.3 BIRIALIE

BYKL (pruning) 2 PLRM 2 S HPAT “d A WEETFBR. FERERE
A, AT RATRIEH A RINGHER, 4 m R d AW ER, B Sk
SOt %, XA R R IGHAER X7 T, UBTEIGERE S
) — SBE AR TR SR AR R A N — R B LA, Fit, WEd ES)
FEP— B ORI A R

VORM B R AR ERH “TBIA” (prepruning)fl “J5BIH” (post-

* pruning) [Quinlan, 1993]. TBIARIGTE KN LI R, XA G RAER]

IYHTSEREAT A VL, B 2 HT S R IR 2 A REHOR R AERNZ AL PR RESR T, WS R
I3 IR T HT G5 KR A 45 R TR BB R SE VI ZRERAE B — IR SEBE I RS,
5 B [ L AR AT B 5, FOR RS RO LR TR O 45 R RE
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TR PP ACTEREIR T, TR % TR 45

T A BT R SRR Z AR RE R B AR T WE? X AEA 2.2 B R VEAY
T AVEERAE L% BB B0 8ERAE “RIEE” DLETHE
REVPME. Bt R 4.1 B8N E IR 4 2.0, RAVEELFENLRI 2 H B4, W
F4.2 PR, SR {1,2,3,6,7,10,14,15,16, 17} KIFEBIARRIIAE, 5 H
{4,5,8,9,11,12,13} FIFEBIZH BRIGIEEE.

42 EREIEE 2.0 X9k 4991 4 & (L) 5 Bir & (UK T )

RS OB%E ORFE O mE 4 O M A
1 Hao W4 wm EMT MBs BRE
2 LR B Yl WM M R

3 LR B4 wm FEM B R

6

7

g M Mmoo WM M B
LR THEE MM BB MM B

10 FH O OEE  ER O OEW FE R
14 wBEH M Ul MM M ER
15 BRE O fHEE MM WM MM K
16 wE B Wm0 FE ER
17 g OB VI M MM R
w5 BF RE  OmFE O g®E B MR gX
Hakx o % Ul EMT MBS R
wH g wm EMT M B
LR fHEE MW WEMT MM BEE
LR e VUM MM MM B
] T EME B PR R
wH W4 - Mmoo B SFE B
ek Mg whm AW M BRE

Ol T T D f | u fo & Fo- g

5ol e -J IR TN
N
iy

o T T T | FT fT A

ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁMH%%%E%%@M%%ﬁﬂ%E@%%JM@MQm

GRS RN 4.5 PRI, R E T, AT E R 5

ZEMTRS.
4.3.1 FRETHL
BAVEIHE TR, TS5 BRI, RATSEDURBYE “Brap” Sl
GREEFATRISY, FFE 3, WK 4.6 Fis. R, 275N ZHATIX RIS
We? FRBI R EST R4 B JE Bz Ak BRI T A T
RSB, FrEREBIE P ER S M. BT, NRIEEE 428 6
1T, GG BAARIC A 45 5, S RIART R I R R 2 i3, RRRRAN
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B A L
AT 42.9%
= 71, 4%

£ X

T BiE AR R \ IR A
“EIF=DT XA T1. 4% CARF=2T RIpET: T 4%
X5 57.1% X5 T1.4%

FRWA R ZiExHy TR AH R 2R

B 4.6 £ TFF£ 4242 RGTRITHEER

SRR S METET A NGE SARIR N IR L IR 4.2 WRTER B 4 SR T Y
' i, WSS {4,5,8) HIBEBIB Y K B0, Boh 4 MREBI S K512, T2, BAF
EREER 2 x 100% = 42.9%.

FERBY B XAZE, B 46 FHRE R O @ @ 5l
524 {1,2,3,14}. {6,7,15,17}. {10,16} MV ZEEH], FILIX 3 45 &5 51
PARID A IS S “IFR7 o “EFIRY . “IRJR7 . R, RIEET RS
{4,5,8,11,12} HIFEGIRE /TS IEHE, WAFERERER 2 x 100% = 71.4% > 42.9%.
T, B B #EATRIE A E.
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F4E R KB W

AT TR E AR
BARG 2RELTE
BTN, ARG AR
Hranm iy TaYE
HATHA. RKBAHALAH
FAE, R T R AR
F R

RJE, YRR BLIEIN IZ 0 4 i @REATRI 23, 2 T15 B 0 28 v UK Bk H el
TR BRI, A BB RIE, 50 {5} MKRIERR A
SRS HIEME VR, MAKRIEEREE TR 57.1%. TR, TSR R
1L RIS

X4 RE), BRI BEAD “RFE” , RS ERIEEREL A 71.4%. X4
R ARERTHRAE NG, T2, PIHSRIREE 45 S B

X5 R @, P& OB TR—K, AEETRS.

TR, BT HBIEKIR AR 4.2 B3PI RAEN K 4.6 Fizs, HRIE
EREA 71.4%. ER—IRNE — BRI BPFER, TR “RIERHE” (decision
stump).

XTECE 4.6 FE 4.5 AT E H, I BB REM IR 0 XHMEH “R&
TE7, BRI T A 8RR, 3 B3 5> T kS 8 VI SR 18] T 45 A0
W EIF. B3 —J5m, A5 SaRs BRIz ERE. BEEW
REFBOZALTEREE I T B, (BZEHEM BT R LR 2B RSB R
LR, FOTRET ‘300”7 AR XSS LRI, AT RERER T
RKIE IR

432 [FEIR

JEBIBSE NI GREEAE i —IRSE BRI, BN TR 4.2 MR BRA S 2]
W 4.5 FrosBIRsER. 550, SR RSN 42.9%.

JEEIR e R 4.5 RIS EG). FHEAAE RS R, AN T
O Bt m. BHRENTEREERS N {7,15} MIIGHEAR, T, %
25 REIRAINRIE N “BFR” | BEI SRS RIS RS R E 2 57.1%. T &,
JEBIA SRE v BY KL, i 4.7 s,

RIEFZERE RO, HRILTHHT RSN R, WERERTSRE
TR {6,7,15} FINGRRER], M-45 mRBIBRIC A “HFR” , BERT R IE
BRI 57.1%. TR, TUAHTIR. \

XNEERQ, FRLTH I TRBERAN LA, WBREIHERBERS
A {1,2,3,14} BIVIGRRED], M45 mARIE A I N7 . B PR SRS i 50 IF K B
RWE 71.4%. TR, 5B RS e B, ,
 XEHOMQD, EHIHE TR B G R, WETE R RS
KRN 11.4% 5 42.9%, WARBERE. TRENBIRE.
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2 “ 2 ok _ AT 4E b R
Bk “&iF=2" BurEHAE

WAAT: 57.1%
YHE: TL 4%

. o Bk “um@=2" iERAE A
B WA R WA

WALAT: 42. 9%
A HHE: 57.1%
BWARE: T

4.7 AT AR 42 AR E TR E R

B, FT SR SRRE AR 4.2 098 BT AR B e SR I ] 4.7 s, FLBE
BEREEE R 71.4%.

XFECEE 4.7 FIE 4.6 AT, S5 BY AL YRS I L TR e S R B T
ZMH. —RIET, J5 BB SR 0 K& KRR /S, V2 A Re AR A A T 9
BUR R SRAR. {85 BRI PR R A AR e AR 2 JE T, JE A AR L
i B A R BT AR G R AT B — 552 DRI EL VI R I ) 4 bU R B A ok SR
FNTHBG G o AR HRBERAF 2.

4.4 EFG5HEE

4.4.1 EE{ELE

B H R EFRAOE 7T B HUB R A R SN . TLSE 2 SR
SIBRIEL BV, BB WM 7E PR 22 3] h A RS R

BT ESL BT ATEES B ABAR, Fik, Aot BRI EsE T
BUE R &5 B AT R 4. dei, 8B BRI AR IR B Y. &E SRR
B R K H — 23 (bi-partition) X IELE B AT A HE, X IE R C4.5 thREEM ik
KA RIALE [Quinlan, 1993].

BIEFEASE D MIELEN o, B2 o 7E D EHILT n MAEBIEUE, HiX
S MNBIRIEATHERE, B8 {a),a?, ... a"}. TR S t T D T4
D; 1 D, He Dy BEALEERN o FBUEAKT ¢ B, 1 D NaE
LA B o REVERT ¢ BUREAR. B4R, WA EHIE ¢ 5 o Rk, ¢
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F4E R KB W

TR X SRR AZEH
ENGETHRGFKX
TR EMRKME AR
AT Rk R R 6 X
SEAMEVGEF BRAL
[Quinlan, 1993].

FEX 8] [af, o' t1) HEER AR A MR 445 AR, Bk, SEEL R o, B
WEREE n— 1 PURIOEERIS RES

7 i+1 .
Ta:{“+2a |1<z‘<n—1}, (4.7)

BRG] [af, af*1) MR AL A S Mg kA . ARG, RATHE AR B AL
JB YA —FER T BRIX R 53 a1 ﬁﬁxﬁﬁtmﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi&mtw B,
AL (4.2) F it :

Gain(D,a) =max Gain(D,a,t)

teT,
=max Ent(D) — Ej-gﬁmmpw (4.8)
t€Ta |D| 8
Ae{—+}

Hef Gain(D, a,£) BRERE D ETFRA A ¢ —HENE RN TR, RIS
TR Gain(D, o, £) BALEIRIL A,

YER—AMF, BRATER 4.1 BT REHELE 2.0 L MmMELRME “%F
BE” O “EHEER” | BEIR 4.3 i REEESE 3.0 THRIMARX/NMEES
AR — R PRI
% 4.3 HRIIEE 30 |
BEORF O OBFE 43 W B BE O SEE O

w5
1 Hek W v EEF M R 0.697  0.460 pis
2 HE O pRgE. IR W MK EE 0774 0.376 £
3 LM ggE v VENT MR W 0634 0.264 £
4 B B4 Uyl YENWF M BRI 0608 0.318 2
5 WRH  wgE vhem JEMT [MPE ABEWE 0556 0.215 2
6 Hae  THEE v EMT RHIM WS 0403 0.237 =
7 LR fHEE v AR REM Bl 0481 0.149 =
8 LR R o VBB FERD BN 0437 0.211 2
9 LR MRE  UUW RM AN WER 0666 0.091 =
10 HH WHE  EREOBMT FE R 0243 0.267 5
1 wE WEE iR B PR BR o245 0057 0F
12 ®BA 4 wm B FIH KRR 0343 0.099 &
13 HE  MHEE vom AWM Mg B 0639 0.161 &
14 &A™ FEM Mg B 0657 0.198 &
15 LB fukE v VAWM FEM WA 0360 0.370 &
16 kB BBg v o MR P BEE 0593 0.042 T
17 HHZ W Ui R MM BEE 0719 0.103 &
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XNEM CEE”, ERENEIFHEN, RESEEH 17 NI
HAEZBHE LMEHARE BERAT, ZBENBREN > SEE
B4 16 MEEHE: Ty = {0.244, 0.204, 0.351, 0.381, 0.420, 0.459, 0.518
0.574, 0.600, 0.621, 0.636, 0.648, 0.661, 0.681, 0.708, 0.746}. H(4.8) W&
HEME “BEE” KE BN 0.262, X TXI4 A 0.381.

R “EHER” REERSAEGHEAE 16 MEEME: Topz =
{0.049, 0.074, 0.095, 0.101, 0.126, 0.155, 0.179, 0.204, 0.213, 0.226, 0.250, 0.265,
0.292, 0.344, 0.373, 0.418}. KUKy, RIER (4.8) A T E HHAF BIG 254 0.349,
XTI RL0.126.

FHE 4.2.1 5] 40, R 4.3 FIEEE & BHERE BN

Gain(D, f55%) = 0.109; Gain(D, %) = 0.143;
Gain(D, #7) = 0.141; Gain(D,8(3) = 0.381;
Gain(D, &) = 0.289; Gain(D, fil/&) = 0.006;
Gain(D, ) = 0.262; Gain(D, GHEZ) = 0.349.

TR, “GUE” BOEERE RRIa B, WSS R R IEHAT, B

AP 4.8 FTs B SRR .

Ll

4.8 FEREESE 3.0 LATAE LB & R4 RFAH

SRb iR AT MR, SHEURHIRR, TS AR B SR, RS
kEFHELEERA <F AMENHERE SRR R
HE<0.204” .
4.4.2 FRE(ELLIE
MEAEEFHSBRIATEERAR, AR LB EESR K. Hlinh T2
WA, BRRFERR, BENETHIRAF LR M EAIE (G HIV JK

SRR THEEREHEERZS LT, A KERA NI AE.
IR R HIEFA TEAER, (U TRREREARRET S, BREXH
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5 BARRIIR R, Bltn, 3R 4.4 BR 4.1 7 TEIEE 2.0 HIVBCRERR
&, MPRFEAN TR, MRS {4, 7, 14, 16} I 4 MEARBMEH. B
R, B FE e R B 25 B M B R SR AT 225

F= 4.4 HREEE 200

e BE OWE S gE kR
1 - R4 PRI b1 Bl g =
2 Lm s Pl TR 17 - 2
3 = - TE ] e 2
4 'HEOBE W TE T ] B T 2
5 - i 475 LR TEMT MR e 2
6 H Mk ok T b - LY ¢ 2
7 LE Ak R pictei i1t ¢ 2
8 Lo Fict TR - M T =
9 =N} - UL bichvi M T 5
10 Hi i B - SEiR L@ =
11 =] TEE OBl E SE3H - &
12 ®Be TR - B FiH L€ %
13 - Tz L bich ] F S =
14 A bl vk Fict i ] T w5
15 e TR il V& i - WG =
16 ®HA BaE L] R EHE R &
17 EE - i b3e i M R B

BATHEMRHRPA B (1) Qe 7E B PEE SRR R 0L R BEAT R 70 J e 97
(2) SRR, ERAEZESE LR EGK, WA TR

Y| 44 D FURYE o, & D %% D P7ERME o EREBUREIRAT
. XER(L), BARBATCTHE D RHW RN o 0. BEml o VA
AEUE {al,02,...,a"}, & D¥ #F D EERH o EIUEE o REATE, Dy
ERDBBTELE (k=1,2,..., V) OHATE WaAHED = U, Dy,

FERF I FE S TR, n_ 11V 7 =) PR I AN N S
R ETEHAORER D =,—; D¥. BRBATATBNMER ¢ BT —MUE w,, FFEX

H4kh 1.
ZmeD Wa
ZwED W ( )
Zm‘eDk We
ZwED We
F e Ve gy (4.11)
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EWHE, XBYE o, p AT REREAFT G LG, pr RASTHRRERFAH

Bk RPT AR, 7, MR TSR RERE A PR o LEVE o¥ KRR FT S

sl B8, S =1, 3V 7 = 1.
T B X, BATKE B it EX(4.2)#Ah

Gain(D, a) = p x Gain(D, a)
.
=px (Ent (D) - ;rv Ent (D”)) , (4.12)

Hem(41), H
4

Ent(D) = — _ flogy p -
k=1
XAE(2), FHEEA o 2RI B o ERBEC R, MK = RIS HEUEX
TSR, BAERBUETE T4 RN we. BREAR o FERI DB o EHER
EARS, W z FINRIAFTE 74 A, BAERREESBHE o MNFFEH R
HREEN 7y - we; BHE, KB LR —ANFEA DA [F] A2 R\ AN 6] 1)
TR E.

C4.5 BIEM M T LR Rt )7 & [Quinlan, 1993]. FHEEATUEK 4.4 HIEIE
M BIRAE L — IR SR

PRSI ERE, ARG HASREARSE D R & 17 MG, ARG RIBUE
Bh1 UBM BB Ak, ZEME L ERREMES TE D BEREN
{2,3,4,6,7,8,9,10,11,12, 14 15,16, 17} 9 14 MEEBL. B4R, D 115 BN

Ent(D) Zpk logs Bk
k=1

6 6 8 8
= (14 10g2 + m log, ﬂ) =0.985 .

4 D', D? 55 DY S RRAAIRE “ @9 LN TR 587 U
B “RE” WEETE A

~ 2. 2 2 2
Ent(D') = — (Z logy 7 + 7 logy Z) =1.000 ,

~ 4 4 2 2
EIlt(DQ) = — (g 10g2 6 + '6 10g2 -6-> = 0918 N



F4E R K #

0

Ent(D3) = — (Z log, g + ilogQ 4

— | =0.00
) =0,

Rk, #ATHE D LR MR M5 RMHEN
‘ : \
Gain(D, %) = Ent(D) — ) _ 7, Ent(D")

v=1

4 6 4
=0.985 — (—1—4 x 1.000 + 1 x 0.918 + 1 X 0.000)

= 0.306 .
TR, B&E D LREM “AR” KfE RN

\ ~ . 14
Gain(D, t8%) = p x Gain(D, 4&) = T7 % 0.306 =0.252 .

KAV TR B D _ERfE B2
Gain(D, f83%) = 0.252; Gain(D, 1R%¥) = 0.171;
Gain(D, #iF) = 0.145; Gain(D, (3) = 0.424;
Gain(D, B &) = 0.289; Gain(D, fil/&) = 0.006.

“QE” TR B PEUR T SRS B, BT RRE AHATRIS
IR RMERE N {1,2,3,4,5,6,15} FIFEABEN “O3=EW" 5%, /5
i {7,9,13,14, 17} FIREAREN “SUE=FER” 43, 45 H {11,12, 16} KIFE
HEN CGHE=MM” 32, AFATES TS AT ERREN 1. FERN
B, 950 {8) MBEARZERE “gi” BB T Sk, Rt R RN =
AN, AREE=ATE AT SHEEN L. S L. HmS5H {10} K

CRERLRISER.

EREE AR IRRIAPAT, BB AERKI RN WA 4.9 FTR.

45 BEHERFER

HBATHEFA B A AL AR (8] 1 — AN A8 A5, T d AN B YRR R A
AT T o o= 1) o B — N 508 A, R A A 23 20 T A R R X N A A 2 [ T 7
AN FE SRR BB 43 RIA T, AW BT TE U 2 U 7 A — N B A
B4 AT (axis-parallel), BIE §14r 20 5T -5 80580 FAT 10 7 BL 4 AR
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4.9 AEBREER 200 AT LG E LR RER

LA 4.5 HBPEJREHE 3.00 A B, K ErEAVIZRER 15 B 4.10 PRy
M, SRR BT B R 7 A S 0 B 4.11 B,

HAHIEE 300 A F 45 HIRKIEL 300

434 0%
PP s mT  mE  AWE N

1 0.697 0.460

2 0.774 0.376

3 0.634 0.264

4 0.608 0.318

5 0.556 0.215

6 0.403 0.237

7 0.481 0.149

8 0.437 0.211

9 0.666 0.091
10 0.243 0.267
11 0.245 0.057
12 0.343 0.099
13 0.639 0.161
14 0.657 0.198
15 0.360 0.370
16 0.593 0.042
17 0.719 0.103

T Hf T T Tf T} I T T | fn # fin fo fo #o fo fo

BR, PRAFHTBMES BV TATH. XRMRLFERES]
S RA VIR, BV — BRI A E N N T A B EUE. B
SRS R SE RIA T BRI, W ZAE FIR £ BLXI 43 7 BERAG BT HIAE B,
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AR 4R FH (oblique

decision tree).

EHER <0.126?

&
Z 3
HID
3

B 4.10 AE&RKEE 300 LA R EFM

|

+ FA
0.6H — RN
0.4}
40
0.2F
1 _ 1 -I- L o
0 0.2 0 0.6 0.8

4.11 B 4.10 RS e5 KT

W 4.12 Fros; S PSRN S E 2, BT EZHTRER B IENL,
I E A SRR '

R HARHORI A 5, i 4.12 FAELEB TR, NIRRT KR
faitk. “ZBEWRFM” (multivariate decision tree) 2 FESLIIXFER “RLkl
437 BRERZRIF I RFM. DLSZIURIRI S 2 3 B Sm o ], 7e itk
FW R, JEMS AAE RIS EA B, TR BHERNEHEHEHTIN; 85
Z, A G SR —ANEW Y0 wia; = t MZMEN8E, Kb w; B a;
HIE, w; M ¢ ATIERG RT S A EMELE L2E. T2, 545K ‘8
ZRBRFM” (univariate decision tree) AN, 7L ZBREM AT EF,
ARAFANEMZ IR BB, TRREESL - MEER &S
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yi

o

4.12  REMIT B Fep FK AT 5 BEEAL

MEARBARE I om0 7 AR 3.00, BATATAE 413 SRR A RERSER, J00 26
AT 4.14 Fizs.

(-0.800 x B [ —0.044 x £ HEF <-03137 )
%

[ -0.365x % + 0366 x & B % <-0.158? ]

&

D G

B 4.13 AEHRIHEE 3.0 LAERN S T B RN

|
+ 4FN
0.6 — 3N
-
0.4
4n
0.2}
L \1 5T 1 -
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
B

B 4.14 B 413 2 T FRFHT RS EDLR
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H4E R B MW

Ak, EFr4F IRk
F5 i ¥ A F e e X
N EWiLEE HERESL
R 11 %,

£ F Bfotfnid 2 M 4,
ARE5E,

4.6 [RIEHRL

REEWS 2 3] BV B 3 4 140K £ ID3 [Quinlan, 1979, 1986]. C4.5 [Quin-
lan, 1993] A1 CART [Breiman et al., 1984]. [Murthy, 1998] &4t T —/ T ¥k
S SCERIK) B 324575, C4.5Rule 2 —/MKF C4.5 PRI FAL N RF 5 MU B Bk
[Quinlan, 1993], PFEK KN4 X AT IR ZHEE H— &M, {2 C4.5Rule
HiEfEHN B SHATRNET G5 MBS, FthaE LN EREZ 10
PEREEL 2 AT RBOL T SR LR SR '

EREBEME. WaE., BBIEHZIN, AMIBERIT ¥ 2 HoAth N A
FHRIBEM R ERE, RTE LR EKA [Mingers, 1989b], iX L7 M| B AR XF
PSR B RS FB AW, EXHZ AR N/R A M. [Raileanu and Stoffel,
2004] X5 B M AME BT THER Tt B, BAUAE 2% KB T
SEFAE. 4.3 FHA T REN BB IR RS, BIE 7 AR BN P sz
WHERERI AR 2 B3, B ERHFARY [Mingers, 1989a], LR A B E R
I BB H 2 W R R Z AP RE IR B 25%.

2B REREZEEESR OC1 [Murthy et al., 1994] 1 [Brodley and Ut-
goff, 1995] M —RFIFE. OCL £ LI RENBHENEMBUE, £F
AR I Bl PR 43 S8 AT BEALIR ) LI B R B FE 47 34 55 [Brodley
and Utgoff, 1995] M EEEGIAN T etk 53 K882 I Ml _5ik. BF —8&5%
RE YR 45 R BRI NS, LLE5E X B SIHLEI RS, B0

“RREIPLIRE” (Perceptron tree) [Utgoff, 1989b] 7E R SEH (4N &5 m il %k
—ANMEHIHL, T [Guo and Gelfand, 1992] W HBAEM 4 pi LR Z EHE M 4.

B —Le R 2 S B AEAT “HE )7 (incremental learning), BI7E
BWREFHEAR N CESRELET R MAHTEER%Y. FEN
Tl A 1 1o R 2 4y S B AR b IR 43 IR PR TR SR X B BEAT B > A, R EEEE
% ID4 [Schlimmer and Fisher, 1986]. ID5R [Utgoff, 1989a]. ITI [Utgoff et al.,
1997) 4. 3985 5 A B AR AR R B BIBTREA S5 B VIR R T4, (HZ 20
R FREN S 5ET 2B AMA KR E B ARED.
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4.2

4.3

4.4

4.5

UCIHERRL -
http:/ /archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/. . 4.6

G BFRLR AL
247%.

4.7

4.8*

4.9

4.10

EREIE % 3.0 L p.84
# £ 4.3.

WA B T AN 3 b S B8 (RIARAE 1) B 58 2 RE AR IS A [ K91 2k
&, BIFESIIZRE - B(RIIZRREN 0) IR

VTR “B/MIZRIRE" VR0 HR SR Rl 7 3 6 AE U 3R .

PR LI T5 BT R - S SR MR R Sk, JF R 4.3 3
PR A R — ARG ‘

GRS IR T 2 RIS H0d AT RI R H R B L, AR 4.2 75
VAR RTNBIRG. JE YRR, JF 5 RBTA pu s AT L.

TAGRRE SEHLE T35 2 [B] 9 AT R - R B R BE, AR 4.3 F
B £ AR R

RIEHE 4 A UCLERER, X ik 3 MhEERT ™= AR BB, TREIAL,
JE BB SR AT SER U, AT E ST BE R R

B 4.2 B—ABHEE, HEREERIE, WRENKESSRE, #
RBBIRTTES S M7 wll. WEH “A3” HEsiH, S5
MazxDepth #ZHIN B KERE, 5HEE 4.2 54, EAEHEEEE

UK B SRARE BRI B BRI R B ST BRI ER, USH
MazNode = I B B K48 RM, K 4.7 H 2T BAFI B RS HI%
HATHE. XA 4.7 RS, AT B S TRARENT -
FAEREAE A

WK 4.4.2 FXTBRARE R A BN HIE 21 B Ie B T 2.

MW ETFHEE B%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ% B—MZREREMEE, #M@ﬁﬁ:
FIREIEL 3.0 L=t mg;
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C4.0 & Classifier 4.0 #9
18 #k.

C4.5 £ WEKA F # 5
PARA J4.8.
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IR kMG B e B2

PHARRERE, BARER BB AR T i+ N F K
Z i « B2 (J. Ross Quinlan, 1943— ).

BRI R E R CEFRFEITENB ¥ KX E. B.
Hunt 1962 FEF XA XN M F I TR R E K CLS
(Concept Learning System), 3X M &8 3L T RIKM “20T
B WEEH. BH . B2A Hunt 935 T T 1968 478 £ E B AF
KB ENE LA, RE BB R AFEH. 1978 FMAEF AMAT 2 HTEE KA
FY ], %87 B RN EF D. Michie F RN —THRLERE. REFA-AK
B, ERERFRFI N EEEHBAN, DHBERERER T —FTRE
LSERSHEPHI. BE2F T —MNEMUF CLS WEBFRZRMEL, HFRE
EHRHARINTEREHEN. FRMAEXANDTHEEEERE 1979 F LXK,
X ID3 E i,

1986 4 Machine Learning #5487, BN #ER T & LEH L% T ID3
Bk, W T RER R R, EEJLFERA S REMEEF#, ID4. ID5
SAFABPHAMAXREZREGEZ SR, BERAHE W ID3 R H 4
&K CA.0, IR b — PR T HFLW C45. ABHE, BZEMR CL51X
RAt C40 T WK, A ERL N “B45R9KB”  MHELHH
WA RA#R K C5.0.







AR AT
BRB | ARENEE
PO e

X & T. Kohonen 1988
44 Neural Networks £))F)
5 B# ey L

neuron 7F AR unit.

7R AR bias. EHERA
CRAEY , ERAEA L
HEMTF W1

FHE HEML

5.1 #LZTIRE

122 ) 4% (neural networks) J7 [ FIBF 70 IR At DI, AR “Hpgspigg”
SR KK, 2R X ERUR. & HRFER A ML E X%
TR pE, AR A B AU HARTZ 0 —H, B “ M Mg 2 iR A E N A )
] B B TG BT V2 AT B B 45, e B R BE AL AR ) 0 2 TR G0 B
TR FTE A B R W7 [Kohonen, 1988]. FiATTFENLER 2 3 kIS M
LERTIRINZE “MEMEE ] | BT, RS 3] 54 I 4% I > 2 R4
RS SR

o 5 Y 285 R i B S 1D R4 2 A 2 T (neuron )RR BY B R IARE U )« B
I . FEEYMEM T, G E T S AL AuHEE, T NET N
4 AHE B G 0 R IEA D) BT, T BRI L 40 22 6 A Y BT 2 SR A
ZILHEA L T —A “BI{E” (threshold), I A BELS MBS, B “XM&E”
Hok, mHA SRS TR IE Y.

1943 4, [McCulloch and Pitts, 1943] % _FR &% A&l 5.1 A & i
B XR—HEHZEAS T “M-P &I | FEXMRE D, Mo
WEIR B n ANHABMHE TR RMAGE , XSG 5@ A E )%
¥z (connection ) BEAT A3, #H4 Jo B B 1Y BB S5 M & T B E AT T

F E

Z AN i ;. A

= PN

x / \\\m ’,‘,’ [ /]\ﬂ? 25_7‘2 ‘\\

GikERE > A

B 5.1 M-PAvZ TR
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H5E WMEME

X RN RIS
Mgk % 469 B AR 40U
F % )2 Sigmoid F 3K
HRARE. AN 33 %,

AR b 2 R 4%
R iAFaFtF TatAh 2 W 4%
P — AN K HL A,

Bl 4a 10 MY 2 T FH B
HHE, A 100 A4k 90
A AR AR 10 AN BIE.

B, ARG “BIERE” (activation function) AbEE DL A: I ZE I 5 H .

AR o (R0 R R I 5.2(a) s BOBY BR R, BRSO B BRET Ok
E “0” B “17, B “17 XM TMHETNE, “07 MM THEICE. 4
1M, My EK R A AL AU A KU 5, B 52 Fr % Sigmoid
BRI AR R TS R B, LAY Sigmoid BEANE 5.2(b) iR, ‘BRI RETER K
o B A A R MBS E R (0,1) M EEHE A, BE WS “HER
#” (squashing function).

sgn(z) sigmoid(x)
TTTTTTEETETTTT 1.0 mﬁ‘“—_?—“"_—_
‘j
-1 o L'z 70 -05 1o o5 10z
1 2 0; N 1
sgn(z) = {0: i <0 sigmoid(z) = T

(a) Mrkdid (b) Sigmoid H#k

5.2 HA G2 TUHE B
V2N IXFE PR TR — I E IR G R R, SRR T pha M.
HS b, NIFENRFEEE A S, BRATA LA B A P 45 &5 E
BT AYmamss, ARG - MHEREMAEE THZSHNHFERE X
MEBRE TR, Bl y; = f (O, wims — 0;) FE(BRE)RATS. AR
o0 [ 28 2 3 B K 2 LABIUEUE B A S H%.

52 BHN S % EML

&SN Hl(Perceptron) i % )2 41 & JL A B, W1 & 5.3 iR, BN E B4
RN ESEfhEsmd )z mHER M-P W&, AR “HEEZES
JG” (threshold logic unit).

BENLRE A S LIZE S, B, FEH. EES y = O, wiz
E f 5.2 TR, A

—09), &

o “57” (ziAz): Fuwr=w=1,0=2 My=f(1-z1+1 25—2), 1Y
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B &
w1 Wa

WANE
z1 T2

5.3 AAMIAAZAHNBINRBLEMTER

fEzy=z=10,y=1;

o “Ey” (:I}l\/(EQ): %w1=w2:1,0=0.5, mUny(l~.’L'1+1-.T2-0.5),
Yoy =1Hzy=10,y=1;

o “JE” (—x1): ® w1 =06, wy=0,0=—-05 My=f(—06-21+0-
22+05), a1 =10, y=0, Ha =0/, y=1

B, AR SGHIEE, NEw (1=1,2,...,n) LKBEE 0 FTELS

33 BME 0 WEE—MEEMAN —1.0 ) “M43” (dummy node) HTXf

L E A E w0, B, EMBE RS E— ABER %S, B

FIIMNAEF B, SWGFREB] (2, y), FLETBEIPLEE E A 9, R

JLEoMETR mAEEE |
w; — w; + Aw; , (56.1)

Aw; =y — 9z , (56.2)

5 ;?j REA—MDE g € (0,1) BN ¥ R (learning rate). MK (5.1) TR th, EHEFHL IS
B (z,y) TIES, B § =y, WRMNA R LR, BN RESIROERE
BEATIUE .
FERIE, B R gHHENE T T RN, NRHE R
LI REA £ TG (functional neuron), 2N REHIEEF MR, FxL b, BiRE. =,
3 1) BB AR A& £k 4 7] 73+ (linearly separable) #] ] #. 7] LUIEBA [Minsky and Papert,
1969], #H P IR R L), BIFAE— MRS RTINS I, Wi
5.4(a)-(c) B, MUBRSIHLH 2 ST 72 — 2 28 (converge) TR 7538 4 FIAL ]
B w = (wi;wa;. .. ;wnqg1); BB S EFER 2R 3RS (fuctuation), w
R Eokh HELLRRE TR, NEERBEER, FlaRailE 2N aefg s an & 5.4(d) Fisi
AEBRTFEAENS.  FREOXFERE B IR AT 43 19 .
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ELE MEME

| | _
(0,0) (1,00 21 N(L,0) T
@ “5” B (21 A z2) G “& M (z1V29)
3 2
, RoRFEm, LA -
> L e e (0,1) \ 11
-+ - N -I-\\\
® l= p \ -
0 | 1 (0,0) N 1,00 T
© “# BE (-z) @ “RK AR (21D 32)
5.4 HMTHH B <R

B R AR LT
i B AT O J RS Ll RE AR R e B ) L. (1% 5.5 (a) 7, Ha )

“IFT AL AFRMT oM TR FA

F o A, i AL LR e eh e n. Hlin &l 5.5 XA

3 = s

AN Z A E—

JERRE TG, BERR A BRZ BRR A 2 (hidden layer), a2 Rl H 2 40 42 70 #1240
A7 B B U T eI T

R, F AR 2 TR 5.6 FTsMEREH, §EWETS T
JEMA e HIE, MATTZ AR EER, WAFEREER. XEK

WSS IBRIY “% 2

y$n
[5]480.5

$1440.5
1
T
(@ H

I E R 4”7 (multi-layer feedforward neural

\ﬂb (0,1)
[5]440.5

_1 1 — :
®
. 0,001 N (1,0 21
s 4EH (b) 4~ & X%,
5.5

RO ke 7 3K BV AL 84 ) RS AT
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T FRERER
%PIET ARG ES R
RAGMBIEA M ER G
AERREH; AN5557F.

BpAP 2 LB E.

TR “REEEEE

BYEME b4
EBWAERGE R £
M T AT 440 TR
BEHCALERE kA
BAis. AN 32F.

5.6 3 EATHAE R 4~

networks), HH A SMHETEBSNRA, BESHHEMETTNESHAT
L, RAGRbMLEMETTHE; 52, MABHETNEEZRAN, &
BATREACE, BEERBEGSTIREMZ . Bk, B 5.6(a) BEHRA “H
BRI | BRI N, AR “RBREME” . RFATRE, MK
NE R, A MRS TR, R REE I 2R 5 s R AR 2 T 2 [ 1)
“EHAL” (connection weight) LA REANTHEEME TR BE; T2, HEMN
4“7 FRIRYE, BEIRTEEEN S BIES.

5.3 IREMEIBEZE

ZEMNKMEIRALEBZROVGESZ. SKlG2EMLE, (5.1)K
R BB ANHLZE I BARAGE T, WEFE R KWH I HIE RET A (error
BackPropagation, fij#% BP)E k2 H A EAH KIRE, ©RES BT
ZoW % SR, DLSEAE S b A H A2 MR I, K RAEAE T BP SLIEHEATYI
% AR, BP B H T2 ERT 2 M4, &l -+ H A
FR 2R %, B3 2R3 IH A2 4% [Pineda, 1987]. {EEEH 3L “BP M4” i,
— T8 BP HiEVIAHZ ERI a2 m 4.

THRIMNKREE BP HEARRMH 4. A% E D = {(=1,n),
(®2,Y2)s -+ (B, Ym) }, T € RY, y; € RY BN RGI B d AN B MR, # 1
PESpEEE. E TS, B 5T AT —AMEE d MAAHETT. [ MR
ZT0. ¢ MEEMETHZ ERmMg L, XhmB RS i ME A
H 0, £, BESE h ML THBER v B, MABRE i MHETERES
h NRETTZ A PPEBRUN v, BES LW ML T SRHESE j MMETTZH
HEBERUN wpy. CEESE h MZTTEREIRAR an = 20 v, B
B § AT BINRANA B = YL whibs, HH by HRESE b MHE
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$5E MEME

5B AT E A A, A
3379,

BB 1/2 - T B%
R,

F
9
S

TF

kg
15

M3 B.4.

AR A2 R i

q
131 —= E wh,jbh
h=1

bq
- 5§ h NG EAYZ TN
d
Qp = Z‘Uz‘hl’z‘
i=1

B 5.7 BP REARFETHIZ /5

JCIA . AR B E RS 22 oA B 5.2(b) H' 1) Sigmoid 3L

KNGO (g, yi), BN (RN g = (9F, 95, ... 9F), BN
95 = f(B; — 05 , (5.3)
WM EBTE (p, yp) LBTTIRER
1 l
By =5 (05— ) (5.4)
j=1

K57 MM E (d+1+1) g+ I MBEFHE: MARIBEN dxq
MUE. REZHFHER ¢ x LMUE. ¢ MEEMETTRBIE. [ Mt E0
2L EIME. BP 2 MEREIEE, AR PR XN
RN Z O EFAGE, BN E(5.1) MU, RS H v KBRS T

v v+ Av. (5.5)

NTFRATLNE 5.7 P B ZE 2% 1 2 R wy; ABIRIATHES.
BP SiEE T HEE | P (gradient descent) k%, L H Fr 1 618k 5 77 8 % &
AT . W (5A)RNRE By, FEFIEN B

oLy,

J
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ahA EXEM” .

ERE wy EHWEE MR ERETRMAE 8;, BREMBHRNE 9,
RIERME By, B
0B, _ 0B, 03 08

durp;  OF 0B Own; G0
Wi B; HE X, BAH 0w
Fun; ~ (5.8)
B 5.2 1 H Sigmoid BREH —MREF KR
ff@=f@)0-f(@), - (5.9)
TFRIBHENX(5.4)F(5.3), B
OE;, Oif
gj = *5@{ ’ Tﬁj
= —(@ —y))f'(B; = 05)
=951 —9))(y5 — 55) - (5.10)

#R(5.10)M(BRAK(GB.T), BRAKX(56), B2 TBP HikhxT
why BIEH A

Awp; = ngjbn . (5.11)
ESPEIES
Aéj = —ngj , (5.12)
Avip, = nepz; (5.13)
Ayp = —nen , (5.14)
X (5.13)F(5.14)
o, — _OFk Obn
h 5bh 8ah
9Bk 95



104

H5E MENE

FXREH n=0.1.

1Bk A4 BP i
AR K.

l
Z wrig; f' (oh — Yh)
= bh(l - bh) thjgj . (515)

%R g e (0,1) BHEERE - RERFHEI DK, HERXXUES TR
W, A/NNICSIORE AR, FHON T HOBARY, T4R(5.11) 5(5.12) 4
H 1, R(5.13) 55(5.14) A no, P& RILAHZE.

B 5.8 4 T BP BEH TR XM IZEED], BP SIE3/TL T
fE: S ATRBIRELSMAEHET, KRR ERRETIfE, ERF=4EiHH
BERER, RETHEALEENRESE 4517, BB REFNEREREMSE
JG(%E 6 1T), B RIEREME TR ZERX IELA B ERT R 717).
ZIERS BB AT, BERIER R LEZ L&A 0 1L, FlmlZGiRE SRR —4
RANKIE B5.9AHTHE2ANBE. 5 /\#ZIKE’J@IL\%E&_ BEE VIR H
B, W4 S5 d00 IS

A IR D = {(=k, yr) ity
BE g
SR
.1 7E(0, 1) VG A BENLHTSA 10 P25 b B A S AR B (B
2: repeat ’
for all (zx,yx) € D do
AR L HTSHMN(5.3) HESRIFEA R 9x;
TRAEE(5.10) T4 HE & TR g;;
HRAE (5.15) THEEEFLTTHRIBEEIN en;
RE(5.11)-(5.14) EFEEN wiy, vin SHEE 05, 1
8: end for -

9: until L L&
Wit EENSRERENSERPEM L

5.8 EEBAIEE &

.

TSR, BP B B2 = e/ MUIlgi&E D B RERE

1 m
=— > B, (5.16)
k=1

@ﬁiﬂ‘]iﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ@ “FriE BP Bk A UCBUER X — NI ZREE ] B B AL
B, R, & 5.8 FERIER MU ZET RN B TR, W
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R 45 E—a AR A&
47T “—#” (one round,
7 #k one epoch)# 7.

e BP JLikAe R AR BP
Fok b KA R AT REALA
J& F B (stochastic gradient
descent, f#k SGD)5 474
HETREZR R

FIAE R R sty 4b 22
MeE# 6FHSYM T
EF AL

~
~
2| - ~ - 2| - - 2| - -
s N
\\\ \\ \\
) - S W S - L FINAN -
= AN B AN \
N \\ \\
o =+ - o 4= -\\ of 4 N
0 H 2 [ 1 \. 2 0 s 1
A s wH
(a) % 25 % (b) % 50 % (c) % 100 %

5.9 FE2NBK. SR HANGIE L BPR& S48 B3 A0 K0 R4 T

REVHMESHETBRRERMUOEHHN, BT EREEL4L
##(accumulated error backpropagation) 5¥%. R BP L 51n#E BP HIE#
REH. — okt drif BP FERIRER R BRG], SEEFHIEE M
&, A AFEFEF AT ER AR TR I “HE” R Bk, AT A3
FEHBRRERD A, 730 BP A A RHATE 2 &M, 2R BP &%
B BRRZER DG, BERBEEMNMISGE D —EA XN SHOHETER,
HZHEEHFRREE L. BER2EST, BEREE TR —2EELE, #
— TSRS, Xl BP 4844 RIREEIT I, THEES
£ DAEHRNERE.

[Hornik et al., 1989] iE#, AF—MAELEBLMAETHRE, £Z/T5MN
EREUEEREELEEERENESRH. A, i REREMHZEITH
MR R E, LN APEER R (trial-by-error) 3.

IERBETHEANRRGE S, BP HENELE BTG, HlGRER
BEREAR, EAKIRENTTRE LT, A PRI AR ZMBPM S MLl E. 5
—FREEE “ AT (early stopping): K EIE B IIZREFKAREE, VIZEH
KT EARE . EFEEAEE, BIEEARMTRE, HIISERERIE
KrubfeiRZETHE, WS 1LIIg, B0 iR ELR A /NS IEE 3R ZE SRR B E.
PR “IENML” (regularization) [Barron, 1991; Girosi et al., 1995],

B BBRAERE B RPN — A TR MR R AR, Bl
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E5E WHEMEK

Bk RS BT

ik — R, I LA
LARAT I B 4 i A
o B, 14 458t o
R, ML 48
# PR

B Wi RS
FIBUEMER.

BdatLEHAN X (5.1)
F= BP £ATHN X (5.11)-
(5.14) AR THA TR

WS BERERT . 74 Ey BRE MGG ERRE, w, BaEERA
BIE, WRZE H iR H(5.16) SRR

1 &
E:AE;EHQ—A)ZUJ?, , (5.17)
= B 1

Hepd e (0,1) ATXERRES MK B REEXHBHATH+, HiEde Xk

CAEVESRAE T

5.4 £R&/NN5EEBH

FH ERTHEMBAEVISGE LHIRE, WEEBREXRTEZN w MH
26 MRS shit, MEMERNGSIETEE-SHINITRE, MESHE
[, FE—HBRSEER E B

BATH SRR “BAE” © BB (local minimum)Fl “ 2 5
/N (global minimum). %} w* fl 6*, FHFTE € > 0 fFR

V (w;0) € {(w; 0) | ||(w;0) — (w5 6%)[| <€},

#E E(w;0) > E(w*;0%) BOL, W (w*;0%) RHR/IME; EXTSEER T W
R (w; 0) #AE E(w;0) > E(w*,0%), W (w*;60*) A2 REE. ERHE, K
AR /ME RSB B A R, AR R 2 R BE AN T iZ s R 5
f8; &R/ MEN RIS F A SR ERBEINNFZANRER
. BT RE E(w*; 0%) 4 BIFR 1522 R 500 R/ ME N 4 R & /IME.
B, SRERABRE AT A, RELRZRBMEDTAANREZRH
&, SRR R; FTREEZANRHRME, BHRSF M R&/ME.
HWELEY, “@REB/N —ER “BERAD , RZMARL. Fia, B 5.10 #
HHANREHAD, BREXFZ—RERED. BRBIESHIRTEFR
FHEKRBERED.
ETHENEREERBN ZHSHIMy . TR ED, BRI
AR R, BRI RBRSHE. FUOEAF, BRIV RER IS
B A OBERE, RS AR BE R SR IR T 1. U, e T SRR T 1 R M R
AR BT ], RISRBE R T BRI B T i R B, BB ERE
MRS B E AR, WEER R, EHRERNE, XRWESHMENAE
FrlEE k. BAR, WRRZE BB — AN R IR, B4 MR B R
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5.10 & && 15 AR

MRS R BN, R, MRRERSEA 2 RESD, NA RIS B4
REREUN. WE—MEE, BIRSHETMEA T BERD, XERAZEAM

P B2 .
FEBLSEAESS R, NATTHCR A LR SRk & “Bht” R, At —
AR 4 R

o UZANFSHENIHZ AN HEME, irETRENSE, L PRE
RADKIRE A RE S ZIMA T NES ARG ST EER, XA
I BERE AN (R B AR A, R AT IR A T REIRAT B AR A R /N Y
iR,

o M “HEHE K” (simulated annealing) # K [Aarts and Korst, 1989)].

BRPIR KIEF — U —E R RZ L L E R EEZR SR, WTH B

Py F B R, FER SRR, B2 R R
I 1 PR RS T TR PRI, AT R AUE SRR E .

o MEFIBENUBEE TFE. SARUHERDIE T S H v SRR AN, REALBRE T %
BV HEAER A TR, T2, BERA RN, EvE
IR BT T REAN A2, IXFERL A AL BE IR B/ AR SRR,

B, BAEHTE (genetic algorithms) [Goldberg, 1989) th ¥ F I 54414 M
HUBEGFHEL SRR/ FERNE, FRHTBHRHR/NIEARKNES 2
FBER, Bk h M= R



108

E5E HEMK

B LRHTHEA EA
8, 127 Lé RBF & &
REPBE.

BRETAR AL LA
TR

5.5 HiE NiBEmLE

MM, BB, RWARETEISHIE, RO LI JLA R 44
TR

5.5.1 RBFR4%

RBF(Radial Basis Function, 4% ] 2% 5% %) ¥ £% [Broomhead and Lowe,
1988] B —MELE BRI Ah 2 M 4%, B A AR [ B s B E N R E M A T A R
B, W R RN RS T L LA S, BERMAA d R o, Fiih
HSE{E, W RBF W4T RzR A

. q
o(x) = wip(x,ei) (5.18)
=1

Hop q AREMZETTNH, e T w; 3HIRE i B3 EARZTTHTR MK O AL
g, p(z, ¢;) REMNERE, KRR ARG ER L, BHEE R
o RO o ZFIBKRE B RERE. ®HORIREREREE

p(m,c;) = e Aille—al® (5.19)

[Park and Sandberg, 1991] iEBH, BH 2% ZREMETH RBF M LUER
BHRAF L ARG RBF W&%: 558, fEMEndo o, HAK
FRAIERBYIRFE. K%, B0, FIH BP HESRMESH v M 6.

5.5.2 ARTMI%&

3% 4 B 22 3 (competitive learning) &M1& M 4 —FE A T B %
S, TEAE BRI, W& MR T B R, BRI — R
3R 00 1 22 T R S, LA 22 T RRASBIIHL. SXFHLRIIRRR B T
RZ” (winner-take-all) R JU. '

ART(Adaptive Resonance Theory, H &M i&fR# i)k 4% [Carpenter and
Grossberg, 1987] &7 4R % S M EBE AR, ZMLKHLEE. WHE. R
BEAMEBBIA R, K, BRSOt Bi ARE, JRR R B A
275, WHBESMMETTN N —MERR, E T H ARSI R P o5
LA I AR 2.

ERRFILBERMAGS/E, VARG 0L A T8 S DU A 3R A
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EHR “BAEL R
UULSECS7 N

HEFIRBAELIHE
BB, FEIE) )| A
B, AR ARSE AT A ) 2 AL
BT 847, R EH
GEAMER FAANE
AR A AT & DA “oF
# ERFIARBER
F—AFHARBT—K
B LA R, ERES
AKX EF I A, 0
FEITAH “PAEX”
(batch-mode)#) £ &5 3 .

AR B 4R A AE Bk
#t” (Self-Organizing Fea-
ture Map). Kohonen M %-.

Zu. REREEATAE, ERARE SN EWE TR MR
RIRR B W R, BEER/NEM. SR ok [ HALRA EHE T
RIRET, WHIFROE. FHR B 3R A T I R AR 1 B T (A
PR TRABME, AR AR 2 SRR B ITE S, FR, Mgk
HEEAUG T, A LR TER BRI U A AR SRR S T HERK
FHAURE, AT 3R A 22 TT R BE R AT REFR I ; B AR VAN K TR A0 B, W&
BERYH R B R —MRME s, HARMERREN TR R E.

B, RHIBIEXT ART M KPR RER EE 0. 255 B m A, BARE
AR R L . BB RS, T R R B EBUR, W& =4t
Bb U S ORI, '

ARTHUEUF MM T PRSI “af BEME-FRE R E B (stability-
plasticity dilemma), A] %8204 W 48 B9G22 ST F iR Re 7, A e vl
TR N AR 3T B AR ZE AR [H AR BEZ. X RART M4 RA

AMBEEZERL A AT HEATH & % 3 (incremental learning) 5 7F £ %% ] (online

learning).

FHAK ART W% R BEACE A /R B N SR, M5 ART R T —MHEE
R, BIEREALE EEMAR ART2 M4, 255858 A E I Fuzzy ART M4%, L
BT AT B 2 51 ) ARTMAP R4845.

5.5.3 SOMM &

SOM(Self-Organizing Map, H 412 BSR4 [Kohonen, 1982] &— 3
e ] RURTC BB PR 2 I 4%, 8 BE K T 4 B N B WS B 4 = 1R (G A —
), I ORER RN BOE AR S 2 2 (R R 0 25 1), BIDRE o 4 2 TR AR IO A 01
BR A 21 9 2% S 4 2 P AR IE A 2 G,

0l 5.11 Fron, SOM P &% v i) i t 2 A 22 70 LA M 07 s HE S 7E — 4 =5[]
o, FAMHETEEE MU B, MEEREICRA RS, ¥arekhtZER
MEMEZTT, BRE T IZMA R BEMRETR P HME. SOM BNk BRHER
B EME TR ERR AR, LUABRFHE IR B 8.

SOM Kyl FRAR A 88 FEERB — M GEA )G, B MR EME i
WHRAZFEARS B 557 R B2 [0 KPR R, BE B &l A o i ch w43kt
#, FR N B AEVLHL 3G (best matching unit). #RJ5, SAEVCHD 80 & HATIT
TCHIAL ) R R, DAEAS X SR il B S S AT N FE AR M BE B 46 /. XA
FEAWTHER, EREEL
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¥55 MEMK

M “MEdE”  (construc-
tive) AP 42 W %,

5.5.2 ¥4 ART W
Yl T I8 BATZTLHE T
Bk FEK B
AR —F LM B E A
R 4.

BN &

B 5.11 SOM M4

5.5.4 ZREKFERX ML

iR R A ) 3% A AR SRR S R 4 S R RS L E 1Y, VIR RS A
IR AR 2 S & MIERER. BESESH. SR, 451 B N M 2% R
W& Sk 2 4 22 ST 1) H bR 22—, JF A R E VI 2R 12 4R BN AT 15 HHa Ry o5
AP 25 6544 2156 AH 9% (Cascade-Correlation) (2% [Fahlman and Lebiere, 1990]
Pt AISBEINAREA TR € Sl

= =

(a) ds k2 (b) Ao —Ata gtz & (c) #Mhndh AL ELE &

B 5.12 ABARX W &e)| kit eGIas SN, L A BAUR TR R 4
S B W 4R £ 2 A 6948 X MR AT 4.

FERAR R XA L Z M PR M MR . RIRIRRLZIR
BN ERAEN. RGN, NERIFRARNRDER, LT RN
H; BEEVIZRRIHEAT, W 5.12 Fios, B REMRETEH A, NTeIEEz
JEEH. ZFTHRERETTIAR, B A IE SRR S B E 1. 52
T T e KA T Ao 22 T B i Y 5 PP 4% 43R 22 2[R R A S A (correlation) SR Il 2R AH

5B RS MR L, SR AM B TR REMNKXZH. BEHE
o H, BZRE R, EHARIRE N S AT IS,
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5.5.5 Elmanf&

A “recursive neural ERIRMEMNEAE, “BEMHEME” (recurrent neural networks) L 7F
nepvorke” 45 of I BLER R 45 M0, AT ATk — S22 70 (0 8 e R B SRAE WS 5 3K
BERIEE M 515 B AR, (78 AR AE ¢ I ZI i3 HORS S ¢ 2B

XK, 5t — 1 BRI MEREE K, W REL IS I (0] 21 sh&ZRL.
Elman M %% [Elman, 1990] &% H @ IAME Mg 2 —, HamnE 5.13
FiR, BREHEZ BiTR N RAERL, EREMSITIHE R BER, 5T
—NZIMANBHERENE S &, EAREWMEITE F—HZIMEA. B
JEZ I R Sigmoid W B 5, T P 48 I ZR U0 H B #E) ) BP BV

4T [Pineda, 1987].

B 5.13 Elman M&44

5.5.6 Boltzmann#fl
AW —REB RN MEOREE X —A “BER” (energy), BEE-
B /A B I 44 0k B BEARDIR AR, T 9 4% 1R 1 R R R R /D A X ) BE B R B
Boltzmann #l [Ackley et al., 1985] g2 —Ff “ETHEE A" (energy-based
Bo’iijﬁ;ﬁ% ——?Iﬁé;é?a’ model), ¥ WMWK 5.14(a) iR, BRMZTHNBHE: BEEERE. BEM
AE % TRABIE RN S, B2 0 A8 4 3035 1 A 7ERIE. Boltzmann HlH
IR TR AT /R BURY, BILBEER 06 1 WIAPIRAS, & 1 BonldE, RS 0E
AL A HE s € {0,1}" TR n MHETTHIRE, wi; RAMEAETL 5 j 2
BIEBAY, 0, RAAMETT  MBME, WRE R E s Frxd S Boltzmann HLEEE

& XK 1
n— n n
B(s)=—)_ > wisis;— Y _0is; . (5.20)
i1 jmit =1

Bokzmann % # o # A W25 R 22 0 DME R AR T M B RUBUPREAT SE 3T, WM 4B R 4ok

“FHA” (equilibrium) i A ‘
K “FHHA" (station- I5Z Boltzmann 447, LAPIRAE M & s HILBZR B L EE ST vl R

ary distribution).



112

C AR 6 FAT A X T KA
RAF.

(a) Boltzmann#fb (b) % F&Boltzmann#t

B 5.14 Boltzmann #.5 % & Boltzmann #L

e—E(s)

e E0

Boltzmann ML Y E BB R EB M INEHE LM A —MRERE, F
HH IR R AT B8 K. Fr¥ER Boltzmann Ml —NEEEZE, MM
BRERE, XMEHAEDHETRAIAEMES. WL HRHZRE Boltzmann
Hl(Restricted Boltzmann Machine, f&j#k RBM). & 5.14(b) fr7x, KR Boltz-
mann R E B8R 5 BB Z AKERE, MR Boltzmann FLE5#4 t 584 B {4
1k —ER .

%% [} Boltzmann L% A “ X L& fE” (Contrastive Divergence, f& #X
CD)# % [Hinton, 2010] R #H AT NZE. BREMZTHF JANAEEMETH ¢
MEEMETT, & v M h HHEREEERENRSHE, WHTR—-BAAR
FIER, H

P(s) = (5.21)

P(v|h) = HP vi | h) (5.22)

P(hlv) = H P(hj | v (5.23)
CD HFXEMNAHA v, FBIRYEN(5.23) 7H 5 B2 M L T0IRS IR A7,
SRR X AR A RSB by B, RBMRIER(5.22) M h 724 o, B
Mo’ P=AE B R EHT AR N

Aw =1 (uhT - v'h'T) : (5.24)
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5.6 REF

4

Nd
=

ATEFIBEE,
#12%.

P

i K, SRS R R, “AR” (capacity) BK, X
R T R RE AR SIS BT T, B AR I GRS, B
N, AL B AR, TR E . KBIER AR,
A 17 B K42 6 T B AN GO, 1 R0 0 8 1 T A L KR,
ARRAFDRETE Gl DL “YREER " (deep learning) H R R E MBI E AATRIFE.

EH LERASH
- WAV IR R IRRE M A M. BR, XM MNEER =5
BEN—MEEIMNERGMBENSE. BREZT, HNRHEIEEN. H
HESERSFE L. BEISE 2% th AT @i B A in b 2 #2270 i 80 H SR SEIL,
ATERNTRENS, RRENZ EMRMNS D BRGRBARMFEIDGET; ENE M
HABRENMERE, BNEENHE BA MR ZE AT E EH,
BR A 38 ke E SO U N T A BE R S T8, EHEN T B R HUk
EREE. AT, 2 RZEME M2 E 2 S E (B inbr it BP 839%)#4T
iéiiﬁiﬁiﬁiﬁ W&, BAREEZREAUARERN, £ES “KE” (diverge) T ABEK S E]
FIRUARAMELE  FRERE.
ES £ 2193
76 458 % JZ Yl 4k (unsupervised layer-wise training) & % [ 2 W 4% Il 4k 11
CHRFR, HEABREEGXIISG—ERE N, G L —BR4E S
HAEABAN, MARRSE SRR BIENT —ZRE AmamA, XA “Hil
257 (pre-training); ZE I EEG, BB RMEHEIT “HMiH” (fine-
tuning) Y %k. B0, IR &M% (deep belief network, f#FFDBN) [Hinton
et al., 2006) ', I EH R —ZFR Boltzmann 1, BIFEA W4 1AL AE T4
RBM #& M. £ HTREZEZIIER, ERINFEE—E, XRXTIIZHHE
AMRBMAAL, FTHARMEN RBM Uik 5, #58 — BN RRE S
FZEWRMNG S, X E BTG - K RIS, FF A BP
SRR A TS HAT Y 25,
HE b, “TING+HHR” FIBERTR S RESEUH, X4 EREE
BRI E, RGBT X R &5 RS &R ET2RIFN.
SRR T B K B S HUTR BN B FERIFEII, ARBTTE T 24,
53— ¥ 4 VI 45T B 0 EME R RIS (weight sharing), Bl ik — 41
M CAE FAH ] R XA SRS T 5 B 4 M 2% (Convolutional Neural
Network, faj#% CNN) [LeCun and Bengio, 1995; LeCun et al., 1998] K T
EE/EA. Ll CNN BT FEHFIRAIMES A [LeCun et al., 1998], A& 5.15
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BoE WENL

i F A EA4E A CNN
B 4 Sigmoid $LE & 4L
M A5 2T L

f(@) = {2

EAF YA B TR A Re-
LU(Rectified Linear Unit);
g, LA B AR R
AOCRAT A CEHT
PR TERF DT
—iefRtE, AL g4 .

if x <0,

otherwise,

B P AT EA
A A R BATAFAE R
T, RfemE— AR EE
R EHRAT £ W
o FEAE R R — A E
AEAL

AR -

BARE
16@10x 10

628 % 28

N
32%32

A
6@14x 14

RAER
16@5% 5

5.15 BN E W% A T F 54575 [LeCun et al., 1998

PR, RSN A 32x32 I TSR EIE, BHUe HIRBE4 R, CNN 24
A CBRRT M CREERT ARG S HAT I L, SRR R SIS
HAr Z [RGB AR A AL 2 MR IR (feature map), FEMRFAEBR
SHE—AN 2 A TOR B IR A AR IR s PR B —
FRAE. #ltn, B 5.15 A DBIRZ 1 6 MR K, S AE RS = —
A~ 28%28 B TCRES, Horp R TT U TT A 55 Y R I3 18 25 AR PRI 4=
RREURERAE. RFEZIFRA “ILE” (pooling) &, HAEH RH: T/ #iAH K
JRER AT R AE, AT AE R/ HiE 2 f R R B A A R i 5.15 P —
ANRIEEA 6 D 14x14 KRB, Hha M E Tt b — 2 oo BARFE
STHT 2% 2 APEARE, SRR S, B E S EREFRER, B 5.15 P
CNN K Js 46 B B R 5 120 ZEAFAE [ &, il i — iy 84 Mo
ERERRHEERETRBGRAMES. CNN 7 H BP B3 AT IS, BRI,
TWRERELRRHER, K —HMZIu(BE 5.15 H &4 “Fm” )#E
M RFBERA, A ITKIERED T RENGHHNSHEHE.

AT LS — A A ER AR IR 5 5] Bk /2 DBN 82 CNN, HZ &
EHES . BEX LR ST A B LS, W EAE RN MAE S AT
BEINT, NTEAEH. Skl B iR ARRAAKE VR AERR, Bl
B B AR B R A M AR, AR RO AR T R S — B i LA DL 5B
FCAESS AT RE. T 2, B 2 R4, BHEEVIMHEI 027 FrIERR
A h “EET RHMERIRE, HOCfERR” Bl AT 5E R 2 1 4y SRR ST
55 UL RTAG VR B 4 5 B AT “HFAES 37 (feature learning)El “ EIRF

>]” (representation learning).

DA ZENLAR 5 ) F T ISR 45 0, R A R 8 77 AR T 5ok i
TF, XA “REIE TFE” (feature engineering). AT JE%N, FHIE T IRXTIZALPE
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2012 # A7 49 & AR &
IEEE Transactions on Neu-
ral Networks.

ik NIPS £ E FAH
B3,

LMS 7r #& Widrow-Hoff
HLR R 5 FLR.

A ZEREENRW, ART ik MR I 4R 5 3 R I NEE L
B EOR B B R, XN | “ 2 A EdE T SETH T

5.7 [RiEM

[Haykin, 1998] 1R 4 1M & M 45 # R 45, [Bishop, 1995] Nk = FHLEE%
SRR A. 02 N B A R EARIATIH Neural Computation. Neural
Networks. IEEE Transactions on Neural Networks and Learning Systems;
FHEERAARS VA EFHEE BEE RS (NIPS) FE Frifs Mg K a
LW (IJCNN), B3 [ B i 3 S RN A 22 ) 2 < L (ICANN) Fl L K # £2
M4 < (ICONIP).

M-PH#Z T BME F B AT 2, HEH — ML uR R 1% 3%, m%
FE T R ik i A TR T T AN 2 2R AR FRASE B Bk i 44 22 TT (spiking neuron) #E Y
[Gerstner and Kistler, 2002].

BP S H [Werbos, 1974] B 565 H, IL/5 [Rumelhart et al., 1986a,b] ZHr
KB, BP HyESEFE LMS (Least Mean Square) B yEHI#E. LMS iR K fF
4% (0t 207 AR 2 /b, TP T2 TR O B ST B R TP 3T 4 LS
B B AR AT R S T B 2 R AT M 4R, S 3 BP 3%, Hik BP &
EINFRT X 6 R [Chauvin and Rumelhart, 1995].

[MacKay, 1992] 7 NUH- 242 TR K T B 3h#i & W& M 4% IE WL S5
77, [Gori and Tesi, 1992] Xt BP R %% i) 5 34K /)N i) @HEAT T 41118, [Yao,
1999] £k T A A LA 4% B A AR M AL 7 5 (evolutionary computation)$
AR A AP 0 2% IR 58 TAE. X BP Skt A KB, Bl 73R,
AEYIGR AR T BRGNS %, e EHRAREIRREES 5D, &
% “#511” (trick) A2 [Reed and Marks, 1998; Orr and Miiller, 1998].

KT RBF Wil Zid #2754 [Schwenker et al., 2001]. [Carpenter and
Grossberg, 1991] /M8 T ART J&E . SOM METERAE. S4EHHE il ik,
B& 5 &% HA] Z M, 712 [Kohonen, 2001]. [Bengio et al., 2013] £
BT R T HRIT AR

MR — TR “RAAEA”  HEF S TEZRBENE
W4 1 R R, FERE R NME M S I G T EME NS5, 7S H
[Tickle et al., 1998; Zhou, 2004].
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F5E WaEMLE

BN L 3.0 L p.sa
Wk 4.3.

UCl &% £ L

http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/.

- BREIE S 3.00 I p.89
4R 45,

MNIST #a# L
http://yann.lecun.com/
exdb/mnist/.

5.4

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

- 5.9*

5.10

WK RS f () — wa FE A TR B A B,
TR 5.2(b) WO B B MI2S 6 S5 0 R E OB R.
X 5.7 B vin, WIES Ui BP ST ER AR (5.13).
TR (5.6) 112 31 B8 AL M 28 21| U B

REFELIRE BP BRI B BP 53k, 2576 R4 3.0 25
PRI A L G5 — A B R P 2, SE3AT L |
REH— BP Mk, LB B R 5] 5 B R T O
GARILLETE, M EF A UCI SRR 5 HvE BP Bk LR
AR

RAEX(5.18)/1(5.19), WA E— N EEMBRF R ITEK £ Z RBF 2

MR BT B E SRR SOM R4S, WS H A vE INEHE S 3.00
BRI R.

RIS AT Elman M43/ BP Hik.

MR _EFEEE SR — N ERMAE N, IFET 5
& MNIST _EHEAT 52563, '
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R A 2 F 1969 K B
R

B PFH RS X TAHE
W 46 A gm kg L, f2 £ &
BT S G B R, A
Fhz R TS BN LA fe A
PR FR I = 4 T AR SR mE
W %em, B bEAb s W4
FXAAE, ZB T B R
2 A, 1988 F F AR AT,
RT3 T —F 0
Vg

AN & SRR E- S DIV Y

ZH LN+ FK M-P #ETHEA . Hebb 3 J
HIE, TH4REIT U &L Adaline A RFH—
RAER, XRWBEWERRENE - NEHH. T£H
A, MIT it EAFF o 5 EEEA S X« BT (Marvin
Minsky, 1927— ) 5 Seymour Papert 7 1969 4 i hg 7
CRREHLY —F, B, BEWAE WL LiEBREL
Ve, T2 B W& EHE N E TR AL, XA
HEFEWENERRHNT KAH” | ZERAITKHYEILE T 84N EHR
WY B, 2T A R DDA AT, R D BN BT k. e K¥EH
Paul Werbos £ 1974 4 & ¥ BP # ik b, [EAH 10 2 Pl % oK P, B b ok 5 2| L
HETEA.

1083 4F, i # T % I #h 4 FE ¥ K John Hopfield £ # £ W 4, ZiKATH
[B] BL3X AN NP 5e4 B Ay sk # EIRB Y R4 R, 51827 &2, #5, UCSD
# David Rumelhart 5 James McClelland 41 S 8 PDP NH Y R T «FHF4T74
A E: AR A EE) — 3, Rumelhart EAEH LA T BP £k, 1 F
LB} I A F Hopfield # R My X a2 4, BP ik M £ 41, AR T HE W%
WE KRG —THLATERPH, BE ST F I E NI X Fm BV X
M, WAMEFANEAER IS ESL. AENER. EFATREFAE “5F
117 (trick) 95 R ENRE, TREWEFLEH K LHENEE, NIPS 2WEE S
AR T VLM & P %8 £ R

2010 4 3B, HE 38y 0 SRR o A BB B T AL, W B T AR R

“WEFX” 4 T LEH WA, 567 7 ImageNet 35 T 7 5 _E LA

T, WEAR. BE. BHEQXADRBRNE T HAAK, WENZN KT
FZREH.

Expanded Fdition

ng
e

I




F6E XFEEN

6.1 BfRSXFEOE -

HENGHAEAE D = {(z1,11), (@2,42),- - (@msYm) }, ¥ € {—1,+1}, 5
R BHERAER AL T INGE D FEFEACE A P 3R B — AR 48 1, R
REZEF R TF. (HEEE SRR S TR L H T e 1R %, WK 6.1
B, BAINAZES 1 2B — A7

CU2‘

o

6.1 HKESARSRT@EA LN BAAST

B EE, MiZERA TRRIGHA “IEFRE” KR8 FE, e el
L ERITRAS, BRI I AR R g “ w2 . f
w, BT RER BRI SR BRI R R, VIZGEIMEATTRELLE 6.1 F K%
REAS SEHOE PSSR0 23 BB S, SR 17 2 ol 20 1 T S B4R, T 40 8 B
HZEWED. $52, RANRGEF AT LRy RE REREEE, XTRL
BBz AL RE T B 5.

FEREA (6], Rl 2388~ T AT 3 5 4 R e 7 RE SR i

wre +b=0, (6.1)

Hw = (w;we;...;wg) HIEFE, 2 THEFEM G ; b AMBIN, -E
THTPHSRSZEPES. 28, 58 PEATHEERE o AL b #iE,
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ST 6.1, THEHBRNMEHALA (w,b). AR FEE S ¢ 2EFH (w,b) WEERIS N
| |lwTax + b| :

- 6.2

"= el (6.2)

R (w,d) e INZEHEARERDE, BIXNT (z,w) € D, Hyi =

FHRTE (w, V) RH i T, . =1 T, N

SRR T & +1, WE whz; +b6 > 0; F y; 1, WHE wlae; +b< 0. 4
BEBEATHR cw — w

F cb s b 12X (6.3)RE. { wTe; +b>+1, y=-+1; ©3)

wle;+b< -1, y=-1. .

‘ 0P 6.2 Fi, BRI EBATHI LAV A2 (6.3) M2 S AL,
o PRRRABAR EATAR N “ R (support vector), BRI i AP E K
ZAH ,

7= o]l

, (6.4)

MR “EFE” (margin).

6.2 ZFHFHELHERG

S B R B FIRE” (maxinum margin) W18 1, AR TR
SRR R(6.3) TLRINSH w A1 b, 4648 Bk, B

2
max

ne W (6.5)

s.t. yi(mei+b) =1, i=12,...,m.
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W Fe SR 5 w A %,
¥ %L bl RIEX
B E w IRME, #H
SRR

S AW FE B.1

B, AT BARARRE, XEBEKMN w7, XENTREML |w|?. T2,
K(65)AEFNH

.1 2
win 5 Jul 69)
st y(wlae; +b)>1, i=1,2,...,m.

Xl 37 3 B AL (Support Vector Machine, f&iFK SVM) fZE AR,

6.2 XJ1& B
BAIF B RARR (6.6) KA B 160 &l 43681 T o L A

fle)=wle +b, (6.7)

Hb wMb2EASH EEIX(6.6)F 52— = KM (convex
quadratic programming) &, At H & HILB MR T E AR, HBRATE
A B B INE.

XF = (6.6) 15 B BA H e AT A2 H “XHBRRE” (dual problem). B
Pk, XT3(6.6) IR KLRBRINPAE B HTT o > 0, W ] B A& B H

RBAER

1 ) m .
L(w,b,a) = 5 lw|+) i (1 —ys(w" s +b)) | - (6.8)
i=1

H a=(a;09;...;0m). 2 L{w,b,a) X w fM b KkFHEAR

m

w = Z YT (6.9)
i=1
m

0= Z 4Yi (6.10)
i=1

KR (6.9)RN(6.8), BIAIHE L(w,b, o) FHI w R b %, B ER6.10)04
W, B8 FIK(6.6) HOXHB i

m m

m
1 T
max ;ai —5 Z Zaiajyiyja:i x; (6.11)

i=1 j=1
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FoE ZFHEN

AJLKEFE B.1.

4o [Vapnik, 1999] A&,
EIHGENENMLFEA
THEFIENAEL
FTINEFH & MR LR
Flot s w A LR REL
ZHIHAETHHEA X

ZRAR BT B.2.

m
s.t. Zaiyi =0,
i=1

Rl o )5, Skth w5 b BRIV 15 RIBLRY
f(x)=wTz+b

m
= Zaiyi:c?a: +0b. (6.12)

=1

MR ) 7R (6.11) R B o 2 3R(6.8)F I ag B H e 7, B8 5T RE Il
GHEEX (x;,y). FEEIRXGE6)FEAFRAR, FHik LRIERFH L KKT
(Karush-Kuhn-Tucker) 454, BRZ Kk

;2 0;
vif(zi) —1>0; - (6.13)

(e (yzf(a:l) — 1) =0..

T, MERNGHEE (2, v:), 8F i =0 yif(z:) = 1. F o = 0, W1ZFE
KA (6.12) FIRMBHIL, ALK f(z) BEMEMN; & o > 0,
WAEH yif (x;) = 1, BFixt EBEA S FRKABOR b, B—AZERE.
XERHEZRAENN—NEEMG: EERE, KBNS REAERE
T, RABEIM S FmER L.

A, JATSRABIR(6.11) WB? AR A, B — A YK W, AT
FH B VRN B SR SR A R, 3% 0 R R I B TN SRR AR 3, X 7 S
S IE SR KB, b TEEFIXANERG, A A A 5 e, 42
H TR Z EMHE I, SMO (Sequential Minimal Optimization) 2HF—NELZ
B [Platt, 1998]. :

SMO HIEA B RAEE o ZAMPTHSE, BER o DERE. BT
FAELAR ST oy =0, FERE ; Z MO R, W o; ATHEMTESH.
TR, SMO SIRIEEFH MR o Fl oy, HFEEHMBSEL XHE, FESEIHL
J&, SMO AWi#AT I WA B A RS

o MEE—XBEF LR o; H oy
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o [HRE oy M oy LANISEL, SKAFEK(6.11) KB EHE 1 o F .

FRERTERY o; M oy PH MWL KKT 414:(6.13), BAr & E0h
STEEMRSGD [Osuna et al., 1997). BEWKE, KKT &4HEE WREE-BK, N
ARG AT B H AR R BUERIERCK. T2, SMO % EUEH KKT 4
HREEERNNEE. B ANTENEE M EFRBER DRI TR,
T H A AR B ont I B A Bk BB IR R R 2 BT, BRIk SMO SR T —
AME R FERPRERN MR B RFEEA. —FHERNARR, X
BRI BHRRMZER, 5L BT B AL, eI
EHaws HinRBEE R,

SMO B2 Fr AR, 1h B FEE E HMsEUE, (MMUENSH LR
BEMBIAER B BACRY, (VB a; Al oy B, R(6.11)FRIARTES K

iy +ajyj=c, =20, 0; 20, (6.14)
Hr
' cC=— Z Y (6.15)
ki g

m
BAE S oy = 0 ROLBE L. H
=1
oY +ajy; =c (6.16)

WER6.11) TR o, MEB—AET o, AR RIS, CE
ZIRR a; > 0. ARERIL, BRI — Youll i LR P, TR AR08 A
PAL S BN AT B B o BB 0 o A oy

AT AR T b VB2 VBB B LR (., y.) BH vaf(zs) = 1,
By

Ys (Z Y] T + b) =1, (6.17)
€S

Ho S={i|a>0,i=12,...,m} AFEZHFARK TIRE =ik, Wik
HUAE B 36 1] B8 FESE I SR AR (6.17) 3148 b, (R BLSLAE45F 3 SR — B 1)
ks P AT SO T B R A ) P

b= ’%,—i Z (ys - Z aiyi:ciTzcs) . (6.18)

seS €S
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6.3 HZEEL

FEA AT PR, BAVRBINGREAR LR 7310, B — DRI
P I AR I R A E# 7028, RMAEBLSEAESS 7, SR AR A28 (8] Y B VRS A
FAE—AREIEFIRI T PSRRI T [, Bl 6.3 i “FE” AR
Ze MRl I3 H.

Bl 6.3 F2RFAL5 AE 4R 4 a4

o KA ) 1) R, R AR A DA J8R 2 71 i) B A B e 4 PR AE R (R, AR
BEAR AR IX AR AE 25 (6] PR R T 4. Bt 7E B 6.3 rh ) 370 SR R B — o 25 ] i
B —ANEEH =48, SR B E R BT . EERE, WRRS
a2 R, RBHEER, IBa— @ —A YRR 2= R A AT 4.

4 ¢(x) Ko o BLGHERFRIE R &, T2, TERRIE S 8] b &I 43 481 il Birvd
R AR AT R 7R Ay

f(x) =wTe(z)+ b, (6.19)

ot 0 b BRI, £UR(6.6), B
A
min 5[] (6.20)

st y(wle(e) +0) =1, i=1,2,...,m.

HLX 1 1] R

mm

“ 1
max > ai- 3 >3 aiagyyd(a) T é(x;) (6.21)
i=1

i=1 j=1
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m
s.t. Zaiy,- =0,
i=1

K (6.21) 8 K EITHE ¢ ()T (), XRFER z; 5 ; B BIRHE )
ZJERIAR. B TR AR TRER =, EETRER TS %, R EERTH
b)) T p(ay) BH R EAMER. A T BEFFIXARER, AT ORI — A R

(@i, ;) = (¢(xi), (x;)) = d(x:) T d(;) (6.22)
Bl x; 5 o; FERRIEZS A A AR T B TE SR AR R AR 28 (B OB I B 3K (-, ) T

R RO e g TR B, RATI S EL R SR RSN
BN, TRN(6.2)ATEER

! m 1 m m
max ;ai— 5 ;;ai%yiyjﬁ(wi,mg’) (6.23)

m
s.t. Zaiyi =0,
i=1

KA BT 4951
f(@) =w ¢(x) +b

=D amid(a) (@) +b
i=1

= Z aiyik(z, ;) + b . (6.24)

=1
XEMRE k() A “ZEE” (kernel function). X (6.24) &7~ H A&
PR W AR RS R, X—RATPK “ZHFRERR” (support

vector expansion). .

BR, HFOMETEBRS ¢(-) KHEAER, NS HERE (). EAEHK
S FBRAVEEAFE ¢(-) ZHARR, WA, SENRRERE —EFFER?
2R i R B e Mo R BOYE T BA T T T A e
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ﬁsﬁﬁ T % 5 [Scholkopf IR 6.1 (&&ﬁ) A x jbﬁ?)\%il‘ﬂ], K‘,(~,‘) B V7E X x X FHIRHR
and Smola, 2002]. N .
] glﬁa IJ-I\IJ K %*ﬁ@ﬁé’lﬂﬁ%ﬁ?&%ﬁﬁ D = {m1,$2,--.,$m}, «&%ﬁ
F£” (kernel matrix) K &3 IF & [#):

k(x1,21) - KT, T) o k(X1 Tm)
K= |k(ziz1) - kK@iz;) - KT Tm)
_m(wm, 1) - K(@m,xj) o K(Tm, a:m)_

SEHE 6.1 R B, RE—ANNHR R BT )R B2 1 58, Bt B AR A %
REAEH. BLE, WF—ANRESHEEE, BEERE A5 2 %R st
¢. BB, BAM—MZRHHERAMBE LT —Mh “BERERARE
/#” (Reproducing Kernel Hilbert Space, &%k RKHS)E‘J%E’EWJ.
TS HI T AR T A, FRATIA B AT RAE T A N R T 5, TR ARRAE S
ERFAN LM ENNHRREXEE. FEEWE, ENMIEREBS K
KB, ATHAFEF 2P R EOREER, MZRERNRRR M LT
e RAMEEEN. TR, MR Oy R RN AR B R

%;gﬁlri#z. waxae EFAEE, WEWREBEABRSE T M ESERRMEZ W, 7S B
ThREZERGMAZ.

REAEE.
& 6.1 5 T LA R
* 6.1 FHRAZHK

& #k AEX x4

EREL>A k(zs, Tj) = T} T,
d =1 BN KB 2 AR k(zi, ;) = (T x;)? d>143 AKX R
& M4 7 Ak RBF 4. 4% K(zi, ;) = exp (— "”—;;i) o > 0 % HATH Y 5 (width)

FEEHE k(wi, @) =exp(— "w;—w’“) a>0

Sigmoid #  k(z;,@;) = tanh(Bz]x; +60) tanh HRHEHK, 8>0,0<0

B, A R A AR, B
o H ry Ml kg JIZBRE NN TAERES v o, HEMAE

Y1K1 + Y2k (6.25)
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R R
< K1 Gl K2 7'3*2@?&, % ek 5 B AR
K1 @ kalx, z) = k1 (x, 2)ke(x, 2) (6.26)
ERE TS
o B k) AR, NX TAERERE g(x),
r(x, z) = g(@)ri (2, 2)g(2) (6.27)

WRZEHL

6.4 EESIEN L

FERTH IR, BATT— BARUE VIZRRE A YRR AR 25 (8] B AE 2% ] o 2 2k 1
AIARH, BIARAE — NP 1 BER AS F2R AR A 8 2 Xl 4 FF. R T, R SEAE S5
PR AR MR E 58 A R B AT VI SR A TERRAE A8 (A Fh et v] 45 1R — 280,
RIS 5 2 4R 21 1 FE M2 B B I SRR AE R AR 25 W) P B P 3, O AR HE T s 31
AN F] 23 B 5 SRAN 2 T U5 B ).

D 7 ) IR — > T 2 SOV S e EEALAE — S8Rk B A, A, 5]
A “ERIEFE” (soft margin) IS, Wil 6.4 Fs.

To A

0

B 6.4 RABTER. LE&BE T —® 5L RGHEK

BARSRL, B/ 49 B SR ) AL TR 22 25Kk A A AR 11 2 4 R (6.3),
BT FEARES A 20 RN 43 IEAf, IXFR K “RERIBE” (hard margin), T 4K A f% U 2&
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F6E IFEEHN

NESIE ST T &
R, st RJZHEANL 33
.
SESTEE ek S &
A Liog(), B 3hX(6.33)4
X(3.15)F # In(") KB A
log(-)-

RFFELEREAR RN R AR
yi(wTe;+b) > 1. (6.28)

AR, ERAALE R RN, AL RHEARN R AT, T2, Mk Birml
BH

1 -
min §||w||2 + C;KO/I (ys (wTa; +0) 1) , (6.29)
Hok O > 0 R—AHHL, Lo R “O/1IHRKEI”
1, if z<0;
80/1(25) = (630)
0, otherwise.

B, M CAHEFRE, K(6.29)EF FrHFERYHELR®SG.28), T
K (6.29)F M T(6.6); 21 C BUERMER, X (6.29) AiF—EERRHLLR.

R, Loy AR SR, B RAKE, H5K(6.20) A HHEKME. T
F, NATEH I HAl— 2 iR B L)1, BRA “BAIRK” (surrogate loss).
BARIARE— B EABIF OB LR, mEfTETE R MKEEREEE ),
MBSt B 6.5 4l T =R E B R R

hinge 1K Lhinge(z) = max(0,1 — z) ; (6.31)
FEEAR 2K (exponential 10ss): Legp(2) = exp(—2) ; (6.32)
Xﬂ%?ﬁﬁ%(logistic loss): Zlog(z) =log(1 + exp(—2)) . (6.33)

#F A hinge 2%, W5 (6.29) 3

1 i " -
min ,§||w|[2+§';max (0,1 — y; (wTa; +b)) . (6.34)

SIN “FAihAZE” (slack variables) & > 0, AL E(6.34)EE N

S U -
min 5wl +C;& (6.35)
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Y biog(2) = log(1 + exp(—2))

-~

B 6.5 =% LGHNRMKBI: hinge A FHHFK . sTEME

st yi(wla; +b) >1-&
&>0,i=12,...,m

KRR AR ENL”
R, 3(6.35) T EMEAEA — DX AIFA AR R, H LURIEZFEA AN

LR (6.28) KR, (HZ, 530(6.6)MHLL, X2 —A "R F . T2, 36
15X (6.8), il fuixk B H 351 Al 43 230(6.35) H k& B H B %
1 m
L(w» b, &, IJ’) = 5”“’”2 + ngz
=1
+ Zai (1 —&i— yz w’ T; + b Zﬂ'l& ) (6.36)
i=1

ﬁ\:q:l a; 20, Wi = 0 %?ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬂ EI%%Z
4 L(w,b, o, &, p) 5T w, b, & KRS HEF 5

m

w = Z QY Ti (6.37)
m

0= as, (6:38)
i=1

C=q;+ JI7n (639)
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5 3X(6.37)—(6.39) R AT (6.36) BN AT 5K (6.35) f % {8 )

T
max i_E 1 =g ;_1 jg_l OGO Ys Y5 T T (6.40)

m
s.t. Zaiyi =0,
i=1

0<y<C, i=12,...,m.

AR (6.40) SHEIR G T KX 8 A (6. 11) % LRI i, P& ME—BIZRBZE
TXHEEENARSR: fIEROS < C, FER O o TR, AIKA 6.2
5 R E R R R AR R (6.40); ZESIAAZ RS se 8 2 5 30.(6.24) FIFE I ST 1)
2R

HRAUAK(6.13), MEIAI SRR AENL, KKT £HFEK

yif(xi)—1+& 20,
a; (yif () —1+&) =0,
( & =>0, p&i=0.

(6.41)

T, WEBRNEHEE (2, v:), BH ;i =08 yif(x) =1-&. H a; =0, U
BREEANRX f(x) HEMEN; & o > 0, WLE v f (2;) = 1 - &, HZEE
RIFmE: d(6.39) T4, & o < C, W p; >0, #HME & =0, Hl%FEA
BERKNERRAR L F o = C, WA p; =0, BB & < 1 MIEFEATETE &
KIEIFEAES, & & > 1 NZFEABHR IS, BHILATE H, KA 6E SRR E L
BABAM S IR m B R, Bl R A hinge 37 K% 6 B IRFE T FBi .

A, BeA T (6.29) 18 A H A BRI IR H ?

AT LAURHL, S0 SRAE R B 40 R IR B L0 SRR (6.20) 7 (9 0/1 BHR BREL,
LB 2] T xR BB (3.27). Sk b, SCFF E LS X R EIA KL
HAMHEE, EHEE T eI e, SR AR E2A T M R
A BRIMERE X, BIZESS I TR I R N e ds T HER, T SCiF B AL
AR EBMRR X, S 2R L TR PR AL E [Platt, 2000]; B4, Xt
A f E%Hﬂ?%ﬁ%ﬁ%, SR B AL A U 7 #EATH#E [Hsu and Lin,
2002]. F—J5TH, M 6.5 AT F t, hinge $1RHF —H “FH” WX, X(F
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3E 46T 32 AR S — FF

“REHERT, BT AA
PRB & REAER,
MR RAC LA A& T
A B AR Aot 4 4t
A ERAE, EUNAT
R T BA R
WA

AN 114 %,

AR AR BRI, TN B R R A R e B, RS

SRR [ RIS, R 2 [B] 3 A AR T 38 2 RO G A, TR FF4H
B

FAVIETT AR (6.29) B 0/1 451 5% B o dhe i A B AR 2R o F LS B
Hofthog SRR IR BV B 5 B B R B B A o0, BN RA —
I DAL B AR P SR — T SRR R -8 F T B “ TR RR 7 KA, 55— 30
Yoim A(f (), yi) FIRFRV GRS ERIRE, ATEHE—REER

min Q(f) +C;af<wi>,yi>, (6.42)
He Q(f) B A “EHRE” (structural risk), - FHEBEAE f RS R, 5
IS (S (i), ys) BRA CEIG AR (empirical risk), T RGBT 52k
AR RERE;, C TN & T, NEK XK/ MURIHERE, Q(f)
TR T BATA B IRAGEA (AT A0 4 T 8L (1 40 75 B IRAG B D AR L),
XA ISR AR R R AL T @ 4R; 5 — 7, A5 B B T HI R
23 18], AT PR T B MUV G 2 i BIA K. XA Bk, 2X(6.42) %K
J “IENML” (regularization) ) &, Q(f) FRAIENALTN, C MIFRA IENILH 2.
L, V&4 (norm) 2% A M IEALIR, HP Ly 4 |lw] BT w K2 EHRE
REHME, WEESENMBRERE, T Lo W |w|o A1 Ly 8 ||w]|y WA
T w M ERERG, MEFSFEMRIED.

6.5 FrEER)T

PABRMKFE EEHAE HENGHEER D = {(@1,1), (x2,%2),- -,
(®m, Um)}, vi € R, MBEZF/—AFIK(6.7)WEIER, 7 f(x) 5y BT
BEHRIE, w A b RAFF I E KIS 4.

WA (z,y), S EABAE T BEE THEAMY f(z) 5EZHB y 2
R ZERITES R, BHNY f(2) 5 y EEMER, KA HEF. SHAM,
X ¥ & A3 (Support Vector Regression, fEi#k SVR)BRBEMERL f(x) 5
y ZIABEZH e Bz, BN f(x) 5 y ZEPENEERT ¢ B4 HHR
Fe. K 6.6 Frow, XARY T f(z) AL, MET —MNREEN 2¢ BIRREHT, &
WIZRREATE N LRI RE T, TUIIA Ay 2 B TUI IEAf ).
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yA
(;1:) =wlz+b
oS @) -
0 -3

B6.6 (IFaTalarER. SERTH HE%, EALFHUBEATITERL.
T2, SVR ] K
! R
min {w|*+C Y 4 (f(@i) —yi) (6.43)
’ i=1

Hrph O HIENMCEE, € 2Kl 6.7 BT e MBI (e-insensitive loss) pR#L

0 if [2] <e;
b(z)=1 iz < e (6.44)
|z| — €, otherwise.
19 1'% 3 7 0] & A 7o A2 B S\ L £ Wz ="
AT, FINFAGAZ R & A &5, AR (6.43) EE Y
1 m
5 2 2
Join 5wl + CY (& +6) (6.45)
3058451 i=1
£(z) A
U(z) = 2*

. 0, if |z| < ¢
(‘F(;) = { ! l | ‘

|2| —€, otherwise.

z

0
B 6.7 THEMA B
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st. flx) —yi<et+&i,
vi— fle) <e+&,
£>0,6>0,i=1,2,...,m

A (6.36), WL FIANMBAERT 1 >0, 4 >0, 05 >0, & =0, HEL
¥ B H e 1] 15 25X(6.45) IRk BA H R %

L(w,b,cx, &6, . )
SR IURTI DCRIORD SRR 2

i=1

+ ) ai(f () —e—&) JrZozz flx) —e—&) . (6.46)
=1

%ﬁ(ﬁ’?){%]\’ Eé\ L('ll), b7a7 d) 6757 H, p") X‘j— w, b> g’i $H é’i B‘]ﬁ%‘yﬂgﬁﬁg

w = i(dz - Oéi)ilti s (6.47)
i=1

0= i(a — ), (6.48)
i=1

C=qo;+p (6.49)

C = &; + fis - (6.50)

#3X(6.47)—(6.50)FC A\ (6.46), BIFTRE] SVR, F% 18 7] 7

m
max Y yi(@& — ) - e(Gi + o) (6.51)
o,& =1
1 m m
- 522(@1 ;) (8 — aj)@; T;
=1 j=1
m
s.t. Z(@Faz) -0,
i=1

RS EP T L KKT 44, BIEsk
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Bodm IHEMEN

B R R TR
HHBR ; =0H & =0.

AEW, BEMNE fo) —y—e—& = 01 o
yi — fa) —e— & = O B &

ai(flxs)) —yi—e—&) =0,
Gi(yi — flz) —e—§&) =0,
Qi =0, &€ =0,

\ (C_ai)&zov (O_&Z)éz:()

(6.52)

REREERMHE, B AN
REEVAERME. ME 2, DUARER (@, y:) NEN e[H]

RaA R, MRV o 1 Gy A BEERAE AN, BhAh, 200K f(ai) —yi—e— & = O A

yz“‘f(wi)_e_ i =

0 ABERIRAL, Bk o B &y P RDH—NAZE.

¥ (6.47)RN(6.7), M| SVR BRI

(6.53)

REREN(6.53)F [ (4 — cu) # 0 BIHEARD N SVR WX E, B L%
e-[AIBRHZ5h. B, SVR RISTHRF M ENRIGFHEARN—E Y, MR LA

Btk

i KKT %’»ﬁ:(ﬁ 52) & H, WML (2, y:) BE (C - ) =0 H
=0. TR B o B, FHo<a <C, MNWEHE =0,

)

i)

m

b= y¢_+ € — Z(é&z - a,)m?x ..

=1

(6.54)

E ik, 7ERE(6.51)138] o; Ja, Bt kU, AIERERINL 0 < o; < C HIHE
A B (6.54)5K G b LB H R —MEG#ENIME: ﬂﬁx%"(;‘iﬁﬁﬁ)
R0 < oy < C HIBEASKR b JEHCFIME.

- EEEREBUNTE(6.19), WARRLEY, 50(6.47)%¢ dn

w = Z(OA[@ — a@)gb(a:z) .
=1

# R (6.55)10N(6.19), N SVR AT E RN

(6.55)
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80 £ [Schélkopf and
Smola, 2002], £+ A2 T
KT EatARIEMEE X M A
LA Mercer 732

ZHAHHHA 347,

Fl@) =D (&u — cw)rla, @) + b, (6.56)

i=1

He ki, x5) = (i)Y p(z;) FZLEREL

6.6 ¥Z7%

B8] i 5% (6.24)F1(6.56) 7T & BL, 4 & Y % M & {(1,0), (x2,42), - -,
(m, ym)}, B AL EBRBIN b, WL SVM &2 SVR, #5HHEA SR
TRBUIZ R ke, ;) FERMEA &, DU, HE ERATE FEXARA “F
JNFEHR” (representer theorem )5 -—RZ 14518

EH 6.2 (RFTE) 4 H AR« 3P 1B AR R, ([hlln
s HZEHRT h KTEH, W TR RS RE Q - [0,00] —» R AUERTE
FIKREE L : R™ — [0, 00], TRkl &

min F(h) = Q(Ihlk) +£(h(@1), (@), hlem))  (6.57)

RSN -
h*(z) = Z k(T ;) . (6.58)
i=1

RN e BERT R R B0 R BRI, 0 IE LT O A EESK B Y, A
3K Q2 MR, BRE X T — B R R B E AL IR, AL 5] R (6.57) B B Al
% b () BATRF AR w(, @) WA A, X BRI E RS,

ANMIRBE —RIIE TR BIE TR, GRA “BITIE” (kernel
methods). ¥ LK, BET “BA” (BI5IANZEB) R LM 22 ) B IRRA
Ae gk 3188, R FRAT DAL kS 5 43 7 A 481 R U o 1T 3 A A e L
ITARL IR, TR 2] “REMEH 5 47” (Kernelized Linear Discriminant
Analysis, fAlfk KLDA).

WAV TR IERIBI ¢« X > FHFERPUE B MFEZE F, 4
JEHE F R HATEAMEFIA 4T, AR

h(z) = wlé(x) . (6.59}
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F6E XFEEN

FMTFR(3.35), KLDA H12 > HARZ

wTS,?w

wISsw

mua}xJ(w) = (6.60)
Hoop SP AN SS 43 Bk N SRk A 7E AT A () T A 2K ] B0 A R 2 P K
BREERE. & X B8 i e {0,1} REANES, HERECH m; BHEAHK
m =mq+my. F i BERTEREZE F PRSER

pf = _%; > ¢, (6.61)
acks
PIAE AR R 43 3 4
S = (uf — ) (wf — )" ; (6.62)
8%, = 213 > (#le) = uf) (@) — )" - (6.6)

=0 xcX;

TR AT LA B ¢ 10 BT, B B () =
()T d(a) FBR HE I W G2 F. 38 J(w) 16 R (6.57) %
AR AR L, B4 Q =0, RFEHE, BY h(x) 715N

h(x) =Y ain(z, i), (6.64)
i=1
FREK(6.59)7178 _
=1

4 K € R™™ J R it METZFEFE, (K)ij = k(i x;). 2 1; €
{1,031 555 i REEAKTORAE, B 1, 158 j MrEN 1 BHMNH 25 € X,
N 1 5 G RN 0. B

1

i],() = —-K]_() y ' (666)
mo

R 1

H1 = —K11 s (6.67)
my

M = (jro — 1) (ﬁo - ), (6.68)
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1
N =KKT - > “mipal . (6.69)
=0
TR, K(6.60)%MH
aT™Ma
max J(a) = “TNa (6.70)

RBFEHLR 34T,

E MM SYM £ 4152
XASRGERBAR —
AEZRATHE: EFF
BB H AR
— A B, % Bk R
BHAREG, REER/K, £
FoE 8 H RN R B LA

T . X TR AR
12.4 %,

m RFFAE.

AR, SRSB4 M KRBT VLRI AT B 3] o, HETI W] B3 (6.64) BB #H%
R h(x).

6.7 FiEMH

SRR ENLT 1995 F£1ER KK [Cortes and Vapnik, 1995], T4 XA 4>
HALE B H HE AR [Joachims, 1998], R ERECANLES = I M EREA, I
HEWERT “4it3%3” (statistical learning)?E 2000 /0 5 I =), E LR
k, XEFMENMSREE - THLATERR S BN, it BmRELT4E
R EREL. SR EBWAFFE R, Mercer i [Cristianini and Shawe-Taylor,
2000] FTE W] 1909 F, RKHS WI7E P+ 5 SR, BES %S NE
B, BEIAEERANSEINBREARAR. X TXHEABIRETEE
REETTHEMANBHSCE [Cristianini and Shawe-Taylor, 2000; Burges, 1998;
XT3 5 HHEZR, 2009; Scholkopf et al., 1999; Scholkopf and Smola, 2002], 4t
T W F 28 [Vapnik, 1995, 1998, 1999].

R ENL R SRAEE H A TR ER [Boyd and Vandenberghe,
2004]. AT R E, A SVM BEEH T RS — BRI E A &I
SVM C.H 1R % B R, Bl 403 T %) 7 H 7% (cutting plane algorithm)f] SVMPert
BH MBI [Joachims, 2006], 2 T BEALEEE T B 1 Pegasos HE HEH
Bt [Shalev-Shwartz et al., 2011], TaAEAR T 3k W AR R EHE LB REHRE
[Hsieh et al., 2008]. E£etEi SVM KM B B2 BEAE# 1 EART AR T O(m?),
R R RV RIBIE A SE, BT RAEHK CVM [Tsang et al., 2006]+
EFEAKEIE K Nystrom J5¥% [Williams and Seeger, 2001]. FEFFEALE B i
FFER)J7 [Rahimi and Recht, 2007)%. S&IEAAR BN, DEEMFSIEER
IR KZHIN, Nystrom JEAEEN T BEAE B HFE )72 [Yang et al., 2012].

SRR R ENLRE X T RAES AT, W RESEHAT RTINS
[Hsu and Lin, 2002], X ¥ 4514 % t i 4E 55t © A #8 S K 503 [Tsochantaridis
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—HMRAR Aab” .

et al., 2005]. 32 ¥%F [ = B H K EF R4 T [Drucker et al., 1997], [Smola and
Schélkopf, 2004] 45 H T — MRS INAE. ,

BERBEERE T R B SR O7T ER R & TERE, (BRI, BR
PIERE R AR R B, £ %% 3 (multiple kernel learning) {3 F £ 4M% B 49
i 22 SRR H AR A S N B 2 A% R 3L [Lanckriet et al., 2004; Bach et
al., 2004}, X5Lkr b2 7R B AR i S L.

BRBARRBENSEZITHZMEH B2, B RMERTEK
REBIANRGNERERNENHE? XEERLELRAIBRIMEP “—HK
P£” (consistency)in] . [Vapnik and Chervonenkis, 1991] 44 T & F &R K
RFATER R B/ MU — B RRE 4, [Zhang, 2004] TEB T LR I
AHR R R B — Bk

SVM CHMREZHRM4E, WHE & A LIBSVM [Chang and Lin, 2011]
LIBLINEAR [Fan et al., 2008] .
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6.1

LIBSVM JL http:/ /www. 2
csie.ntu.edu.tw/~cjlin/libsvm/.

& JRHAE & 3.00 L p.89
# 4 4.5.

UCH BRI 6.3
http://archive.ics.uci.edu/mi/.

6.4
6.5
6.6
6.7

6.8

6.9

6.10*

WIEHHEA S B ER A = 2P H (w,b) KIEEEHK(6.2).

WAL A LIBSVM, 7676 REIEE 3.0a 43 B F 2 R s B Al 45
—ASVM, FHILBRETRRERER.

EEMA UCI R R, 2R AL Bl g—1 SV, It
BP M2 L1 C4.5 PSRM AT LR AR,

iﬁiﬁ@éﬁﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂéﬂﬁ—’%ﬁmziﬁrﬁiméﬁﬁ Pt FEM
RIAFERZ SVM 5 RBF #0144 2 (A B AR

AT SVM X = UK JR A

s H(6.52) 15788 KKT 44

DUVE RAUHRAE 3.00 (1 “TREE” BN, “AMER” b, W
LIBSVM llg—~ SVR.

R EGHE IR [EH, P24 R EH”

CRB AN EEEE R SVM A SR E B I HE T3 Rz At

BEFI T I%.
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SVM ##h 5 4h 2 W %A
E A BHBENE
TR E AW AR,
BHA Y AR Z—
ANAR TR, ) & AT
E e R R E R
RBF W% (% 0.5.5.1 %)
5 & H A SVM ¢ TR %
HAGR.

INEE: R FAERZRIAPERR-RERRE

#IHEKR « RER K (Vladimir N. Vapnik, 1936— )
EABHEER. FIHFR. HEIRFR. HETH
B, 1958 47 5 2 3 30 B oL K ¥ R BCF & F4L, 1964 4
EREGHEHURFFERANFE L FA, b5 —EEIR
THEFEETENR F M. 1990 45 (FRBEARR I BT — 4 )
BAABRAFFEMNGXE R EERAENRERE T, 1995 F %7
RATH SVM X &, Lot A M & E Y4, H XA X EHRAUR BTl Machine
Learning XML “XFHENE” e XKk

Sk, REETAE 1963 FHERE T XFHHEHBA, 1968 £ 5 5
— AL A BEFE K A. Chervonenkis # W T U1 AR H KL W “VC %~
1974 S XFW T EMARRDMCEN, #EERIHEIERAE - HLE 4R
BB RA. (B8 T E BR DR X R RN, B2 KR 5 EH R & fo i
BAKIEW AR FZB RARANZE, XA ENARA LT FART R
BN, I HED. IFHEN. B RETHERKIKRE.

R ¥R 50 2002 48 8 JF % B 3 A 8 m N AT NEC 25 %,
2014 4 Ao ¥ & 4 (Facebook) A A A T & B L3 % . 1995 47 2 o B AR K K
¥ AL TRFEREXZR. BRRERRERRRE —RFHE ¥ T HE
RELE A —H4 =W HthiE: “Nothing is more practical than a good
theory.”







RERTH LR
R ARA R (risk) .

BIREBHET 0/1 H A
&k, ZRE 6%,

BTE RHNSRE

7.1 NMHETDRER

DU 7 4 3R 18 (Bayesian decision theory) 2 R HEZL T SEHE R 3R FIEEA
. XRES KU, AR R DN EAE T, N skin® s
] B X SRR AR BB e SR R A MR, NIRRT L 43RS
T RARRE A SR AL »

BRE N HATREMRRFR, BT Y = {c1,ca,...,en}y Ay RHE— M EAE
PRIEA ¢ BIBERRD A o Fir=EmHik. BT RRME P(q | z) IREH
BEAR ¢ 235 c; =2 M AR H 2% (expected loss), BIFAEREAR = LI “ 44X
" (conditional risk)

N
R(ci| @) =) MjPlcj | @) - (7.1)
=1 ‘

BATMES BRI R —ADHEEL b X — Y DAR/MEE RS
R(h) =Ea[R(h(2) | ®)] - (7.2

BAR, WMEAMER , B h BBER/MEFHERE R(h(x) | z), WEAXE R(R) 4
B M. XA T TSk ¥ U (Bayes decision rule): & /Mb S 4%
R, RBESMEA BRI BELIF R R(c | =) B/DRIZEHRIL, BI

h*(z) = argmin R(c | =) , (73)
cey

BERE, A* R DL BT A 43 2K 48 (Bayes optimal classifier), 5 2 % R i 44 X
B R(h*) K% T KU (Bayes risk). 1 — R(h*) RBRT 4328857 ik B 10 B
L PERE, B I LAS S S BT RERS A AR BORS FE A R0 R

HARRL, & BArRR/MERERE, MIRABIK A\i; WTEA
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BTE NHHSESR

£, ER AN EAE

ReY A EAZRAIEEA;
FRLBAINBZIHA
AP B ERBE
R E RS

Pla) # Hi A #4723
.

HAE T 3k, RAMRE
FiA B3t B#AL. sf
EG B THEREE
F# P() BT T EF

< #p().

0, ifiej;
)\ij:{  BYEd (7.4)

1, otherwise,

SRR 2 XU

R(c|@)=1-P(c|a), (7.5)
F R, Bo/Mb A SR A T M 11 4 2558

h*(z) = argmax P(c| ) , ' (7.6)
€y
BIXTREMER @, IR G RMER P(c | ©) ARIZEFRL.
A HH, AR DU S0 40 R v U SR do N R SR XU, o S RS SR I
% P(c| ). AT, SRS PEH B U EBERE. WX ABERE, Al
BE T E LI RE T H R I Sk A5 R 7T RevE R A5 o 5 AR
Plc| z). KEERMN, TEAHFEE: 48 =, TELEEEE P(c| z) X
P ¢, XEABIME “HRRER” (discriminative models); A 5N B A
WENTG Pz, c) B, REBHLIKE Plc | =), XHARMA “4RAM
B” (generative models). B4R, AUEI M AR PRN . BP MIZM%, XHFHE
PLEE, # AN A AR s, XA R AR UL, R E

Hﬂ@:i@?. | (7.7)
HF NHRER, Plc|z)WSN
P@uﬂzﬁﬁggiﬂ, (7.8)

R, Ple) B3 “kR” (prior)MEZ; P(z | ¢) RFEA o MIXT TRAFIE ¢ (R
&M% (class-conditional probability), BF#A “AUIR” (likelihood); P(x) »&
T IA—4kE) “IEHE” (evidence)H T-. XA EFA =, IFREF P(z) 5F45
B, B P | x) ] A A A o ey 6 T I R 8HE D kbR

" P(c) MR Pz | c).

HAIMEER P(c) Fik TREAZE IR 4 K RE AR BT 5 1 B, 1R KB A,
S AL T R BB AR AT, P(c) T3 4 SRRE A R A4 et
A | '

SREAMEE P(x | ¢) R, T BB RET z i BGOSR, B
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ART13%.

- ERESFTAHBEETE
FH p(z | ).

Mot #m ==+ 5K
FHBERTHELILE
ke Tt A 2 Ok 6y ik,
EAOMERY:. BIRER
2 FZFMERNETE,
RN AR RSN
LA . A AR
i & T £/ [Efron, 2005;
Samaniego, 2010].

AR BRAARE” .

BB REAR HTL R A oK BB TR . B0, BRRREAR 0 d R
PSR ), NUREA AR A 20 AT REROERAE, EBUSRTF o, 3
BRF YGRS m, WARY, B RATM AN AR RARH 1B, B
BAMFIBAR G P(o | o) BARAIT, B “REMME" 5 « 1 IEER
7 EHRAR.

7.2 AN

il vk S5 A R 1K) — b B SRS 2 S (R e L B A Al s RO MR 43 A
K, BETINGSRERNBER MRS BT, B, WX T3 c )K%
HEEEA P(x | c), R Pz | c) RAERNEAI BHESH & 6, H—iE,
MBATRES S EFANAE D Mt S48 0. HHAFHEIL, A1 P(x | o) id
K4 P(x | 6,). .

L b, BRI S 2 5R S B il 7 (parameter estimation)if 72,
TS, Gt E RPN 2 IR DR AL T AR IR IT 5 R N
& (Frequentist) I\ A S HBARAR SN, B2 Z WAL E € E, Bk, arEdm
AR B 5 S U SR A 8 S 401E; L7 22 UK (Bayesian) A A ZHUR R WL
FIRBENRE, KA WA F M, Hik, ATE SR\ —NMERS 0, RE
ET VLI E B R E S B R R . AT YR B IR SCEIREIR R
IR A 7H (Maximum Likelihood Estimation, f&i#% MLE), iX 2R 4& £ ¥ KAER
ETHER MBS L M ITE. |

4 D, RANWGEE D P& c BRERABRMES, BB LA RIS [F 5y
#if), WS 0. W FHIEE D MBRE

P(Dc | oc) = H P(:B | oc) . (7'9)
xeD,
X 0o HATRALRA, LR X FHERKUUR P(D. | 6.) WSHIE 0. B
M EE, MAKUAMGE T R ELE 6, 5 FT R BUES, KB —ReAE5HE 13
) “RrRetE” BOREME.
(7.9) FF I EE THRAE 5 AR TN, 3% 8 A W BALIAR (log-likelihood)

LL(6.) = log P(D. | 6.)

='Z log P(z | 6,) , (7.10)
x€D,



B7E NSRS

N AEENH, AW
FkC17.

ATFHERIGHALE

ik, A EE
43 3% 40 A MR K P AL,
FE# I LA 28 B A AR
B, B S, P
APEE

LI S8 0. R UAG T 6. K

6, = arg max LL(6.) . ' (7.11) .

filtn, EESEBIERTE T, MIMEELRE p(x | ) ~ N(pe, 07), WS
pe A o2 BIRRK AR T4

Z T, (7.12)

C |wED
67 = |Z(m fre)(@ — fre)” . (7.13)
xeD,

AR, BERALREEE N ESS TR AR EREESE, TERE
(= frc)(x — pre)T HIIME, TERR—NFEERNER. EEHEEEET,
AT RIS 5 A TR R A .

- WERRE, XFSHACHITTIE R R A T RS AXS R &, (2
il vH &5 R R M RO T BT RO R A e R R S A LS5
a4, AEPLSE N A, AR AR MBI M A L SE A A B e, TEAE R —
SEREE ERART MRS A S MERMI, FUHECE 7 REEHE
AATE, R R AR FHER.

7.3 RN IERE

AR, T AT AR(7.8) RAGH ERME P(c | =) M EEF AT
REMHE P(x | o) RITE R LRRSHE, UNE RKIIGHEAEE
fETHTTAR. kB FFIX ARG, Ah 3R DL 43 2888 (naive Bayes classifier) X H T

“BYHAHMSIER®” (attribute conditional independence assumption): X
B, BRFE BTN, $52, RS BRI 7R Rk
R

TR A P, (78T ES Y
| P() P( | o)

d
Ple|x) = “O5 211:((;))1—{P($ilc),‘ (7.14)

1=
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@ FRER—A B
B> s, Hlee <&
EB=FR | HETFite,
EETXAME, HoFK
MA z A7E i NBM
SHEMEF(e ‘3,
HWABEA LKz £5
i B BRI (e “F
@®” ).

HNHIEL 3.0 L p.8a
%43,

Hep d HEMEHE, 2 K o 725 MR EREUE.
BT BT A RAR UL P(x) MR, KR EET30(7.6) i DL S < Ve U

d

hap(x) = argc;ergl)ax P(c) HP(arz | e}, (7.15)

=1

SR RANE T4 R R M RA R,

AR, AN TR SR VI S R R T VI 58 D R S R
P(e), 3 AN RIS Pz | o).

& D, FARVIGHE D 5 ¢ FREAMBINES, B TR ML RIS 1R
7, A7 At o th e R R

De|

P(c) = D] -

(7.16)

MEBURMETS, & Dee, RN Do TR i MR LBUEA «; BIFEAL K
&, WZAEEER P(z; | c) AIETHA

(7.17)

S R T PR S SE B, B 0t | ©) ~ Nt 022), B s A 02,
YRR o KRATER AR R R 2,

1
. — R S N o LA [ 7.1
p(z; | ¢ Srons exp ( 203,1' ) (7.18)

THERATH VRS EEE 3.0 YR —NANE UM 2 2888, SHalR e«
1”7 T4

Gy BB ORE BRSO A EBE SER R
W1 FH g Mw B MBS R 0697 0460 ?

HRMTTRERBIER P(c), BRE

PR = £) = % ~ 0.471,
PR =7) = % ~ 0.529 .
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ETE NHES%ES

&, ALK RS
% 0t oF et AT A ELe kR
BAET. R BAEA FR
£ 3.0 sHE T EMK
AN B R

WE, AR BREMTFEEER P2 | o):

Pygp = P(63% = B4 | F/N = £) =
Pags = P(0%% = % | 1K = ) =
Pyggie = PURT: = 047 | 1PN = ) =
Py = P(IR# = B4 | IF /X =) =
Py = PR = WM | 37K = &) =
éﬁuﬁu@ = P(fE = MM | FK =) =
Pygie = P(SUE = W | F/R = &) =
Py = P(SCE = 1807 | K = &) =
P = POBFEE = [MIF4 | 4R = &) =
Pupgyz = PFFHE = W | 1)K = 78) =
Py = PR = B8 | 47/ = &) =
P@%;% = P(fill& = B0 | IR =) =

=.0.375 ,
~ 0.333,
=0.375,
~ 0.333
=0.750 ,
~ 0.444 ,
= 0.875 ,
~ 0.222 ,
= 0.750 ,
=~ 0.222 ,
= 0.750 ,

~ 0.667 ,

OIS OIS Wi oI OIN OO~ WOl 00| O] W o] Ot O] w 0ol w

Pag: 0.corie = PUEE = 0.697 | #FK = &)

1
= —F—— €X
Vo 0129 P (

(0.697 — 0.574)2

Pasgs: 0.607) = P(EE = 0.697 | 4K = )

1
T V2r-0195 T (
P oas0e = P(EHER = 0.460 | /K =

—_— -——e —
Var - 0.101 Xp(

Do 04605 = P(EHEE = 0.460 | #F/1 =

(0.460 — 0.154)2
2.0.1082

1
= —————e€xp| —
V2r - 0.108 p(

5 01992 ) ~ 1.959 ,
(0.697 — 0.496)*\
T 2ooa0 ) T
)
(0.460 — 0.279)%
oo )N0T

&)

) =~ 0.066 .
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SR F @R 4
FRAH ERT AN
“HEho” ABRBALT R

TR, A

P(HFR = &) x Pgiz % Pagnr X Pae ¥ Pz < Pug)z

X Prog X P 0.60718 X Do 04602 ~ 0.038,
PR = ) X Pz % Pz X Paiz X Pawia X P

X Pywim X Pasie: 0.697)% X Pagir: 0460w = 6.80 X 107°.

BT 0.038 > 6.80 x 107°, Bk, AMFE W75 KEGMERAREAR “P 17 H50 %
“%m» . '

TER, BFENBHEENAEETERE EEANRRN B, WEEET
R(7TIN BT A, FRAE(7.15) BEATHIB0KE 301 . 4o, ZE 43 F 7
JREHEER 3.0 YILRAhZR DU 70 2838 0, X —A> “RiE=Eia” raRel, &

Pigyy 2 = PR = ¥l | J0 = ) = £ =0,
T2 (7.15) R THE H K RME RN F, B, TR A i oAb B A
A, BHATEHAD B L RAREFIR, RN REK R “IFR=5" , XEAAS
REH.

AT @EHMBEBEFOFEMINEETRBAKBEE “HKE”,
A RN E Y BEHRAT “ P87 (smoothing), # A “ % #7&
IE” (Laplacian correction). HFRi, & N RARWLE D 7 88 #9K 5
], N, B o NEMERT R BUER, W= (7.16)F(7.17) 2 AIMEER

. ‘Dcl—i'l

> Dczi +1
P(z; | c) = I!Dcl j|L N (7.20)
Bilgn, FEATTEGITH, RCBBRATE TN
> BN 8+1 - A . . 9+1 -
PUFK = ) = g N 0474, PUFR = &) = T g~ 05%
%ﬂ’/\Lﬂﬂ, P%Eﬁl%%ﬂpﬁgi‘ﬁ ﬂ’fﬁﬁfi‘j\j
P P N e =} 3 + 1
Py = P(OF = FE [ = 2) = 53~ 0364,
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ETE NMES S

BEBMEERFK LR
BT BHAEL £ R 45
A, &R AEANE ot
JidAEF FIFIAMLT
AR B

p%%l@ =P =FF | R =F)= g% ~ 0.333 .
IR, EICHREIFIMEER Py AT
ﬁ}%ﬂﬁ(E = P(RiAE = {%Eﬂf@ | FIK = &) = g—ié ~0.091 .

BAR, PR e E s T B VISR REAR AT 2 T 5 BUME A58 8 1 1) 4,
It AAEVGER RN, B IELFRFTEIAKISEE (prior) KM 2B ¥ LB T 2
W, AR (T 1 T SE PR R .

TEBLSEAESS PAh 2 TUM 7 43 25887 2R 7R, I, 5 4E-45 % TR
BRI &, WA IGRE, AT Fh R D i K88 RN T A R fh
ST E IR R, KRR RF&E “&ER” W7 HR; HESH
BERME, NWRA “WE¥>" (lazy learning) 773, AT EMUIL,
R OB TR Kk I AR AR 2 AU BB R AT MR R A B PR AW n, MR
DA AR b, (O HT IR A 3B AT R MR A (AT VB IE B AT
IR

7.4 FFERIHS LS

%T%T&ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ(?&*ﬁﬁ)ﬁ%ﬁ% P(c| =) MR, FE o
RBERAT BHLMABSIHERE, EEREES PR MOREERESRL. T
£, NI BSOS MR B AT — e R B B, B A T — 28R
H CEAE MR 2KES” (semi-naive Bayes classifiers) 122 3] 77v2.

e AD R DU 7 43 S8 38 I B A AR R R 1T 24 2% 18— 4 JB Mk B A EL AR
B, MR SE A A R 8, XA B TR 20 7 EL AL 1 & T AR
WRR, “MIKBAETH” (One-Dependent Estimator, f# ODE)2Z:FhE& Tt
Hr oy RAG BRI -FhoRRG. A AL, BriE “Aom” stR RSN BT
FANZ AR B AR T — N FHoAb B, Bl

d .
P(c| ) «x P(c) ]:[P(avz | ¢, pa;) , (7.21)

i=1
Horf pa; KB o FTRBIRURYE, B0 o, SR IE. BEI, XA B o), &
HARBE pa; B0, WARARBAR(7.20) BIIMERM T ERE Pz | ¢, pas).
TR, BB SRR AN AT i B A B R SOR M, AR AR



74 FHENHETS S 155

RIS 7 245

BEENMEEEEITE B RE TR —NEME, Rl “HBR” (super-
parent), $R JE I AT N AF FHE A R LR E BB, HILEHR T
SPODE (Super-Parent ODE)77v%. #ilan, ZE/E 7.1(b)H, =, £EXEM.

(a) NB (b) SPODE (o) TAN

7.1 ANE Rt S BAFAE Nt Mo R BATH By B X R

TAN (Tree Augmented naive Bayes) [Friedman et al., 1997] | 2 7E& K
A B (maximum weighted spanning tree)# ¥% [Chow and Liu, 1968] 2
fii b, Eid LA T BB R KBS R AR AW E 7.1(c) Frn BN 4

(1) HEALE PN B P18 K444 B {5 B (conditional mutual information)

Howes |9 = Y Plous|Jlos prorsdio—s (122

zi,x5; cEY

(2 UEHE NG AR T2 HE, E%ﬁﬁﬁ’h%ﬁil‘ﬂﬁﬂ@ﬁiﬁ%

(3) R FTE B RAHAVERN, IEREE, KILEHFM,;
(4) IIANERIEE Ry, I y BN EHERE L.

BOEW, FMEER (2, ¢ | y) ZIE T @M% z; M o; FECHRFEH T
BIAE SR, BRIk, 8 KA B B92:, TAN SEfR EAVARBE T 58 AH R B 2 /)
AR L.
AODE (Averaged One-Dependent Estimator) [Webb et al., 2005] &—Ff
RAFASRESE. TR SIHE FHBARRMKHS K. 5 SPODE BIL A 5 2
B EEAR, AODE Zi K FN B HA/E AR E SPODE, A5 £ 7kL
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Eﬁ&%ﬁ”%iﬁt%i%ﬁ’] SPODE R RIE AR LR, B

d

Z P(c,z; H (zj| e, xi) , (7.23)

iDm |>m

A S0 M gepy Dy RS i AR LI o (OREANRE, m I MERSL B4,
AODE #flivl P(e,z;) M P(z; | ¢, z;). KB (7.20), H

. D] +1
P(c,z;) = |[l;’|$i AR (7.24)
k2
: |Deaszy| +1
P(zj | c,:) = |D‘”” TJ+ [y (7.25)
C,24 J

Hrf N; 5 i AN BT REKBUES, Do, BFMNA c BES « MEME ERE
A x; FHERRE, Do, o, REMA ¢ B « M j @M LBUED BN 2
Moy BEARE. Flin, NTEMEEL3.0F

Py g = PR = 2, B = ) = % =0.350 ,
P g = PO = 1K | 59K = 2, R = Jhol) = 3t g4,

6+3

A, SHE T HBA, AODE M4t R “HHE
Ew%ﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁA%#MﬁiLﬁﬁﬁMEﬁ.5%%&%%%ﬁ$w
{b), AODE G MRS, BE AR T 51042 T 1, AR Bl 27 0
AT AT I8, IF B TSR )

HUE A R e 28 B S B R S M OB B T RE SRR AL R 4R

Bt BT EAESE, EL RRR L F] B B AR — 2 B THZ A R R L,
A4 70(7.23) I HE po; BEN AL b NMRIERISE S pay, WTTH ODE $i/% 0
KDE. YERINR, B b I, MR R P(a; | y, pay) BT I 250
ARHRA LSS, L, VI SRR 4R 3 740 2 A R T AR (B
TR IRREALZAT, WA TR A MR ROV,

Mot MAR—HEEY 5
mamsn memms (0 RITHTM
ANLE 14 %,

DUr-47 ™ (Bayesian network)ZRFR “f5& M7 (belief network), ‘B BIH
ToH B (Directed Acyclic Graph, fEi#% DAG)RZIiHE &M [ KRB R, HAE
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AT BT, KPR
FHTA B3 B R
xtF ik g Bk, KR
AT AEMBEBE

e AR LY\ € Ly
H8 Bt BIERT 4L
A BB R

X BRI EATA
St ikt

FH 44448 2% & (Conditional Probability Table, fAlfR CPT)RHik & I (186 A 1

Bk, —~ W7 B 450 G 124 0 WAL, Bl B = (G, ©).
W&t G R—NE LT E, KGN NTF— B, EWABEE
HERB R, WEIH—4&UEEER 25 0 2R XK R,
BEeEMN o &GP AENm, e 88 TENBHERNFMHER
Oijme = Po(2i | ).

YER—M0, B 7.2 45 T G IR R A — B L R A B AR
7R ER. NEIP WS SMTTEH, “a5F” BEEREKBT “0m”
“EREE” T AR WEBKR T TR #E— P WA ME RG]
CIRFE” ST “THEE” BAGKEIOCR, W PR = 0L | % = &) = 0.1 2.

B 7.2 BNFEAe—F ot M MA R B AR e R

7.5.1 &

U7 P G5 A AR IE TR IR B A ML . 45 & midR, DU i
MRS BES ERIEEFERBMEMAL, T2 B=(G,0) BEM z1,22,...,24
RIBR SRR AT 5 LA

d d
Pp(z1, 22, .., 2a) = [ [ Po(@i | m) = [ Oasim, - (7.26)
=1 =1

PLE 7.2 1, BRAEMEZR A0 E R
P(z1,29,x3,24,75) = P(x1)P(z2)P(x3 | 21)P(x4 | 21, 22)P(25 | 22)

BR, 23 M x4 T4 E 21 FRBUERN AL, 24 0 x5 FELRE 2o WEE R AL, 47
BEICAN 23 Lz | 21 Fl2g L 35 | 20

Bl 7.3 B U Y o = A3 2 (A ) R B OC R, H PRI A AR
X (7.26)F EF AL
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o RN VA 4 H AR 5H
7.3 Mot AT EX M RARM X 2

7E “[FA” (common parent) &, B E i o1 WEUE, W z3 5 24
FBMSL. 7E “IF” W, A o WE, Wy 5 2 £4050. v BIEH(V-
structure)JRAR “MHE” GiM, BT 4R vg FIUE, 11 5 22 BB HY
HIR, # g MBUESE SR, UV EGEWT 21 5 zo HEMAEHSLE. R
—/M&] B ) BRI

P(z1,22) = Y P(x1,22,74)

T4

= ZP(m | 21, 22)P(x1)P(z2)

= P(z1)P(x2) . (7.27)

ﬁi%_ﬁ*“ﬁ\g’“*ﬁ"’r XA BSLERR N “TOFRMSIPE” (marginal independence), 184 1l 5.
M B ERW”  (marginal-

fzation). Bz b, — M EREERHE 57, BER 5 A8 B I (0T e A
EAILG A V B FTE. IIERR G, F M 25 L 2y | 2
AL, B 2 RIBUE RN, W 23 A1 zq SEATST, B 25 1l x4 AESL; FEIRF S
M,y Lz |z, B yllz REAL.
BTN R E R &G, T CERSE (D
D4 A" (direct  goparation). BAISEIEA 1 EIREA H— T

ed).

g;ﬁ;ﬁi’i@ﬁiﬁ . #ﬁﬂjﬁ@@ FHIFTE V RGN, 78 V RSN RE Sz A E—4%
BT BRELAS BeY Telaid;

B, 55 [Pearl, 1988].
o KFTHEA [MUBAT L.

LARA HER e gy S5 [ EIFR S “XEEME” (moral graph), 45245 UM I R FEAR

“HEiRLT BB H “rdifh ” ..
FHR AT 1&E4k” (moralization) [Cowell et al., 1999].

R, BMAAELRY. ETEEMAGREN. REMRBTEEKLGHIE. BeEERTEL
B gy MBRBES z = {z), H#XE o My B E B 2 47, BIMGE & %
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ERBIFEIL 14,

BERMNEEANCAE
—ABtk, BF @, R—AE
HERpIFEANGOE.

RERES 2 ZR)E, 2 Wy FERANEESG X, WHRERE o My 3z FRSHE,
@ Ly |z BaL. B, B 7.2 Fixt RS E e 7.4 FoR, MBI ERR 5k
HET A RI&HMALRR: 23 L zg | 71, 74 L 25 | 20, 23 L 20 | 71, 73 L 25 | 71,
z3 L x5 | 22 %

7.4 B 723 EEERE

752 ¥3]

F WL g5 BN, BB PR KO R 240, T Dm0 Y A 2 50 5 AR AR
fa B, RREEXYIGEAE “vH 8 , vt S R AR R (B
PSS A R BRAVEAEFEAN MR R 41, T2, Nt e EES 2
R\ NNGBIEER LD SR “faZ” KM, S8R REx—
) R R . BARSR, BATTE R L — NP2 ki # (score function), BALLR
PRAl UM R 51 583 i R AR, RIEETXMES RER I RE MR
M. BAR, TR R IN T R T RATA BRI AR 1 W R )9
1wt ‘

VRS R EOE B TR B R HE I, BLSHENK 22 3] ) A — MR &
EAESS, %S B AR R IR B — 68 DL A A g A FE 1 R I SR B0 ROAR Y, Bk
RSB AR T R R B 5 B 7 775 KB RS A B 4 3 B0 o 7%
RIFIRE. WU T E, ARBER — AN DU, [, A DL
R T —MEGEHRE ERMER S, BF —EmEILE R ERLLE H
ROFEAFERRG. TR, RIIMEERNZERmEKEEERRMSE
RGP EHR) B W Hr 0, X3t 2 “ B/ M#ERKE” (Minimal Description
Length, f&j#x MDL)#EN).

U YISE D = {@1, @), ..., @}, WM B = (G,0) 7£ D LA EH
Gy
s(B| D)= f(0)|B| - LL(B| D), (7.28)
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B7TE NHESER

BES AN GHELE

#l4= TAN [Friedman et
al., 1997] ¥4k Hy FRE A #F
BEEAERTHSES
= A AR T ot 5 R 4 4.

S, | B R DSHTRGSHA; £(6) FRMARAB 0 FHNOF I, T

LL(B|D)="_log Pp (x:) (7.29)
i=1
2t B KX ER. B4R, X (7.28) M 5B — TR TS 4w AL DL a2 B
TR, B R WHE B T NMBERS M Pp &% /DF KR D.
TR, FAMEERFENN —MEAES, BIFH—A TN B P50 K
s(B | D) &/].

#f0) =1, WENSHH 1 FHHAR, M1EE| AIC (Akaike Informatioﬁ
Criterion) ¥4 i

AIC(B | D) =|B|— LL(B | D) . (7.30)

# f(6) = %log m, BIENSEH %logm F R, N2 BIC (Bayesian
Information Criterion)¥F4 &k

logm

BIC(B | D) = —

|B| - LL(B| D). (7.31)

BAR, # £(6) =0, BIARTHEXT WL BT 4D IR, IYP4 BB K f

SHEIAR, IR, 2 RSB AR USR G T

KRR, E UMW B = (G,0) MMBLEN G F R, U455
s(B | D) MIB—TUhEE. 1L, B/ML s(B | D) SW TS © M AR
k. R (7.20)R1(7.26) T &I, B3 0,,,,, B EBLEVZHIE D HE 2R,
TH3rsa, B »

o Ouiime = Po (@i | m3) (7.32)

EEP pD() 7E'E D L%%gﬁﬁﬁ B_E“H:, %T%/J\{,tﬂzﬁg[%z S(B | D), F\%X‘“ﬂ
SAMHATIER, TGRSR RS B EE7E 4 785,

REEMIR, IITH T RE I 0 45 G540 2 R 48 2R Bt DL 30 0 45 44 2 — A~ NP
S )R, e DARTESR AR, A R B (0 SR REAE AT PRI TR P9 SRAS I AR 58—
PR TG, BIUAEA MLk, BUCORE— &AM, MR
), BEIPFD MBUEARFF A 1k 25— FoR 8 i 4 B 2% 5 4 Jt i 20 SROR B
FR A6, BIInH P S M R A T AR,
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EAELTAE—ANBK
xE.

EEATHREGAZRL
¥ 14%E,

EyRWALBRFR, &
R145%.

ESEATLRTRER
EFRMABEGAELRL
145 .

7.5.3 HEH

Ut I ZR0F 2 JE R BE SR EIZ “EH#)” (query), Bl —EMHEE
PR R 01 R+ 00 At 8 P 2 B O B AL, 43 G e P UK e R A, A BT DUL I B 7 K
BTG, BUEMNg, RS, HaET R R BT, XAES D
AR BN ERAERN A E MR BRI ER KD “HEW” (inference), DA ENR
WMERRA “UEHE” (evidence).

B FRAR I R ELHARE TUr 357 P s SO BR-B R 2R 43 A SR B v B 5 Tt 2,
ANZHR, XFER “RHER” SHHEHE NP %# [Cooper, 1990]; #5 2Z,
LML R L RN, BTN, R &R EEN
I PR FEEESR, 72 BRI IE] A SRAGIE AU, ZEIRSERZ A AR, R34 I R A
el 8 45 Pl T A R AE (Gibbs sampling) R 58 /R, X & —FhBENLRAE ¥k, BTl
REEC WA LTIER.

4 Q=1{Q1,Q2,...,Q) RARFANEER, E = {(E1, By, ..., By} HiEEE
&, DAEBUEY e = {e1, e2,..., ). BRI EFEREEP(Q=q|E=e),
Hbq={q,q,...,¢} REFEHEER—HIE. DI KRB L, FERE
BH Q= {IF)K, #iE}, iFEEEN E = {5, &5, R%) B miEEN
e = {HEL, WM, B4}, AN ERER q = {&£, &}, NXLF/KERERK
BMEEZ K.

W 7.5 B, HAHRBEEESEREN 4 — A 5IEH E = e —BUHESE
o EAVIE A, REEBPNLRIREAR R E T MR, Bk, 8¢
TRAEH, FEERE o = o', REXIRERRRZR AT KA SR HEUE,
KRR UM P B FIH AR B ) 4T BUE (R Z = 20 HRE. Bes
T RREBRNE g —BRHERILE ng A, WRHEBUHEE H SR
P(Q:q|E=e):%—?. (7.33)
ERE, HAARERENMHIMAEEENRARSTHSUERE=c
—HHTFE BT “PEVLE Y ” (random walk). F— ST RT— 2
FIRE, XR—A “B/RAKRHE” (Markov chain). ZE—E &M T, T8N
HAWIMERE T, D/RFTRES ¢ PHRRESF Wt — oo FBWKT—
AT %243 A (stationary distribution); XfF 75 A #f SRAEER I, XA At I 2
P(Q|E =e). B, £ T RXE, HALKFEMA YL TIRE P(Q | E = e) FFF,
MIERIE T K (7.33) 8T P(Q=q | E =e).
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ET1E NMHETSHRE

RERE Q; eyt

BT “UR” FATH
kBB REN, Bkt
HMR B EM #ERiE
b —RAEA B AT
In(-) .

WA M B = (G, 0);
SKAEIREL T;
TR E RHEE e
FEWRE Q KHBE q.

Uy 0

1:ng=0

2. f = 7 Q BEHURAIE

3: fort=1,2,...,7 do

4: for @Q; €Q do

5 Z=EUQ\{Q:i}

6 z=eUq '\ {¢ '}

7 R¥E B iHHE 2 Pe(Q: | Z = z);

8: g = 184 Pp(Qi | Z = z) RFEFTIK Q; AUE;

9: o =¥ g FH o of B

10: end for

11:  if ¢ = q then
12: ng=mng+1
13:  end if

14: end for

#ith: PQ=q|E=e)~7¢

7.5 EAMRMEFE

LB MR, BT T3/ T R B R 1o Rt TP R 1, R
ARSI SR e, B, 35 DU b A AR 07 3k
“17 MR REGRE TR AT RBERFAE PRSI, JET 2SR S48 RO
LR

7.6 EMEX

ERTE RS, BAT—BEREIIGEATA R R E R EH SN2,
BIUIREAR “5E8” . BAEIENAPEESBES “AE8” WilgHE
A, BN e TR OB, TEE MR %7 B “BERE” | Mg
KK M7 BHEREBERS. EXMELE “RAN” ZEKERLT, 25N
REX AR SERAT A T ?

AMMTER L E “BaZEE” (latent variable). 4 X R~ WNIAE &

R, ZRFRERESE, 0 KBS EHX © MR, MIN& KL

AR
LL(® | X,Z) = P(X,Z | ©) . (7.34)

RMTET Z RRTE, FREEEERE. N RITTESY Z e, &
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B AL S EHE x4 “IABRSR” (marginal likelihood)

LLO|X)=InP(X|60)=In ZZ P(X,Z|©). (7.35)

;LZ@ %‘ gﬁiiﬁi EM (Expectation-Maximization) %% [Dempster et al., 1977] & & F K1
# HSHERENFE, ER—FERANTE, HELABER: 250 B,
AR A BER N & IR RE Z 1ME (E #); ke, HZ WECH, WET

X B *H N N
_ERaRR T BB 6 HRABUMST (M ).

9.437%F. F2, LT 00 HiE &, 2(7.35), AERHAT U T HBE T

e BT o HEWTRAR Z HIE, idh ZY
o BT OUNZE X M 2! W% 0 MR URMET, 124 60

KRR EM Sk AL
%, BERMARR Z WHE, MRET 0 HHBER Z BRI
P(Z | X, 0%, Ml EM HEMHRAN S BE:

o E J (Expectation): LAAFTSH ©° MR REN G P(Z | X, 0, it
HXHR LL(O | X, Z) X T Z i ‘

Q8| 6") =Egzxet LL(O | X,Z) . (7.36)
o M (Maximization): F#RSH R AMHELR, B

O = argmax Q(O | ©%) . (7.37)
e

BERP, EM EE R BN SBOSHE: $— SR MEE)S, FAY

B 5 0 S B SR S SR BB EE M 55 2B R B AL (M) 25, FHREAE

EM Ssia sy B SEENUABEEALNSHE K5, FAINSEEEFRATES,
AR Wu 1083 HESHE BB,

EM i T & # A & 47 HEL b, BARE AR B T E AR T RS VA KR, B B TSRO
% (coordinate descen s y AR NE=E A > 22 Vi
T (cooinate desent) 15 WA W R AL B LR B T, SR BET S APICRAT; T EM 51
sitsz. AR THEAL VENATEE—FEAEREMAL T, :
Fit % B.5.
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F7E NHESEH

J. Pearl 4L B iX 5 dey -

3 AT KM KT 2011 F
AR ALE 14%.

Wt 7 W R 28 3 6 Aot B
BHY, SALE 14 %

7.7 EiEME

M- R FENL AR 2 2 BRI G 2 R TE SR 7 A7 10 U R A 1R
A EZERMAL X U B AT IR AR, AP I R R R T
—FEBORRR. G U B SR AR T S A& R A . REATRBE AR, A
E N K BEINT B SERSI . X AME S E B S N A P AR 1R
HMERRAL, (R EBH)R, bR U o> RBRIER LB TE T e IRBAH L iF R
[Domingos and Pazzani, 1997; Ng and Jordan, 2002]. —Ff#R 2 X7 RAT45
K, RBERMNKEMHEMERITFER. TAEESREN T SBUER 2R
% [Domingos and Pazzani, 1997]; 53— MR, # 8 AKX A KA %
Wi AH R, BRAKHLSSZR IR0 BEAE ELHKTH, TRt 4R S M AR R A PRI v ST
B R AL X ReF= A S A [Zhang, 2004]. #M3 W75 2K 81015 B
RUIBIL A F [Lewis, 1998], [McCallum and Nigam, 1998] % ﬁ@iﬁﬁ%
BN AT T H.

RYEX B AR R, UM KRBT — A “iE” . HEN
M HT 0 RBAE BRI AR, TN RS ERBE R KK, =&
SAALT 7 BIRN; ATREZRRR —RIEAR A Hi0KE, B
MZET &R B L AR 8 P[] 3 o B AT AR, — i, AR

U7 43 R AR IS T [Kononenko, 1991]. ODE X% @Kk i — AN J& 1,

HETERR T MK R4 258840 TAN [Friedman et al., 1997]. AODE [Webb et al.,
2005]. LBR (lazy Bayesian Rule) [Zheng and Webb, 2000] %; kDE % & &
ZHRI k ANRJBHE, BT kKBS KEBSWKDB [Sahami, 1996]. NBtree
[Kohavi, 1996])%.

DUt Hir 432528 (Bayes Classifier) 5 — & X L8y “ NH-Hi%3]” (Bayesian
Learning) A RFX 5, #7328 & X5 RAMF AT B S fhivt, J5E NR#HT
srAaflvt. KT M4 S KN A T2 M [Bishop, 2006).

TRt 5 Y A AN E 2 S R HERT IR AL T B AHESE, R BR KR IREE
R UF AT RBE R TIS 52 551F [Pearl, 1988]. J1H-H7 M %3] EMHL;:FJ?Z%D
SR SIWES. B Y STEE B0 B2, T 45 HI% 5 WAL I NP 3 i
& [Cooper, 1990; Chickering et al., 2004], ATA MR H T LFIE BRI E
[Friedman and Goldszmidt, 1996]. DU 34 W38 H & 1 £ B AL, (HIL4ER
W ARDIETF DU B A H K& 3 F 5T [Grossman and Domingos, 2004]. 3%
F DU B W B B 2 A4 RT S [Jensen, 1997; Heckerman, 1998].

EM SR EF KRR H L, EVESFEITHERAT ZIHE, 6
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WH % R 22 3 R TR & AR (Gaussian mixture model, f&#R GMM) KIS
9.4 TRNAW b HERREERL - EM Bk BEZXT EM B
fI43#T. $RBMBL A RIZ 5 [McLachlan and Krishnan, 2008].
“&'ﬁ"}@i&"— kﬁ&” == N N E hY &« 2 Nasgll
o AR RN BRRNR IR AR EM S A SRR

Ca5. CART ¥#t. £ [Wu et al., 2007].
Bad, AR LER

24445 AdaBoost. k 3

ARE. kBAREES.
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B7E AHESEHF

ENHAEE 3.0 L p.sa
k& 4.3.

BEEAEE, 2R 34
5.

HINKAEE 2.0 L p.76
Wk 4.1.

SE

7.1

7.2*

7.3

7.4

7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

7.9

7.10

B PR R AR A S5 TG TR 4R 3.0 T 3 AN B PERIR AR

WAEM: £ BB AN BT I, AR 38 UM 07 5 28 38 9 71 g2k
B UM 7 R 8%

DGR FE S ILA 8 BB 1E RN 2 DU 202888, I DATE IMEE 4R 3.0
AL, X p.151 “P 17 BEAFEATHIH.

ST 2 (7.15) R A AR, EROR 0 Al s, MRS
7 1%, P(o: | o) G RBE SR BIET 0 AT SB TR RBH
(TR TR . |

WIER: 0 RS RREE T Lm0 B 7 ZMFE N, Stk
bl Wt UL Uk = d i S

W4 FESLI AODE 73 3K4%, F LATE RE IR L 3.0 HIZRER, X p.151

CHY W17 BEAHEAT A

$E d AN ZEBYERN RS, BRI T 58 5 A28 10 i 16 5
Z /T 30 MR, WAEANER T4 2588 3 (7.15) F G B AL ML FR IR
P(c) % 30 x 2 = 60 NMFER. R AGTHE AODE 3 (7.23) F i 5L 1A%
IR P(c, z;) BT BRI (5 525 FE B i R B R 1B 7).

ZRE 7.3, RiFH: EEREWS, F o FEUERA, W 251l x4 A
S FENRPREEMIT, y L 2 |z, B yllz AL

PAVE REHE4E 2.0 B VIZREE, AT BIC #E NI E —> IS .

DAVG RHHRSE 2.0 FRME “Bras” AR E, WET EM Hiklg—
AN DU J A
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1763 45 12 A 23 B, £ & #f « Il * #7 (Thomas Bayes,
17017—1761)85 % = F W% R. Price K FE X E E R ¥
SEE T W RE CRAL2F T —NE R KEY
Ho AW T MU, X — R IR Y A e e 2
AH. BRI R EEARERAIBMER T RE LA K
Z—, BN ARAREEAREF.

AAFREA, Wt HTR — A BRAR, K XEEA B F 5 R Y
FHEOBOR, ANERFFEGEWRN T LFNFAE. M 1742 45 Y
BEEFERF 24+, ERHLIRAMMNARIEAREFRHFRX.
WREARMERFLNERERANLEN, B LRE URM AT Y B,
EAMREANGR. T H K TRt RA Tt B RR RO AAKE, I
Y EERAEREABBET, BRARF RO LW AE© EHFRAF R
AR, EHIA T HEMERNFN) ZEAAEAZRE. T B A FD
EAURABRHE, BEX TS EREQMNEREFE N AN,
W47 77 4L







8.1 MEEER

. _ensemble 3% 41 “F & £ B % >] (ensemble learning)ifid M@ H &5& 2N ¥ I B RTBERFEIE
FOAECERRT g 4RO % 5 2% B R i(multi-classifier system), B FER L%

X (committee-based learning) 4.

Bl BErxtHER¥IN—KEH: Rt —4H “Mg¥
#%” (individual learner), FFHIEM MK BN L EREK. MEIREE
H—MNEH % S BRI EIE 7, filn C4.5 W H L. BP AN
ZHRSE, WINE R R B SR AMEFE SIS, Bl < Rsmm e
AR REM, “MENMBER" FLERMEMLE, XFERNERZL “RRI”
ff)(homogeneous). [FFEE MK FIMAZE S BINR “H2E388” (base learner),
AR % S BVER D “E 2 BIE” (base learning algorithm). SRt AT A&
AREB S S 58, FlInFARE& RERMIMS %, SENERRE “F
J2” [(heterogenous). SRR HIAMASE S 38 AR B2 S HIE AR R, X
RAERBEESIEIE; AN, MEFEIB[B—RATNEESE 3R, BRA 41t
223 #%” (component learner)Ek B EHR A AMAE S ) 5%

SR TR S A% I BT S, WA LR I R EH
g T BERS IR AR XA “BFTB (weak learner) TN, BLMK 1R E R
G A= RPN WIS SR 5 AT (0, TS ) B I o B Rk 39 ) 8. (8

BERTSO%MARE. et BRI bR 55 2 ST SR R LIRS AT B P A, (EL7ESE
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H8E HEREN

AMEIBESRET
BEDE.

H Efeiti, B T A
.

LA 8.1.

BRrb T AR R R, A DI AMEE IR, SRERXTEREY
B[RS, AR BRI S 5.

E—RERT, MREHFRRENREB R —k, BaEEERSE LR
B —2% B IF I BIR — L R RS AN BB ARk, TRk
15 LB A 1 B — 2 S R AT X PR R

ERAEREF: £ -5 ES S, BEEASEBRE=ATREE
bR mE 8.2 Fiaw, Hhy/ BRI RIEM, xBRPRER, BRFEINS
RIBL B FVE (voting) 4, Bl “DEIRMZH” . 7EE 8.2(a) F, BAFHH
#HRH 66.6% MRS, (BERFIHERT 100%; £ 8.2(b)H, =4~43KH
BEEN, ERZEEREERRE; £/ 8.2(c)F, BN RBIBERAE
33.3%, EREINGREB/EM. IMIRKHF Bt BREBIFRER,
MEESI RN “IFTIAR” , BIAMAESIBRER —EM AR, ¥R
ABERIR, HHEE “ZHMH” (diversity), BB HEFER.

M AR AR RSN MRl XA MaXph Adpl MR -
oV v X b v v X b X X
kX hy v by x v

Vv X X
by X hs v x  hox X v
EET VRV, X X

k3 IV v R x X
(a) AR MEAE ) EARSEER CEREAER

8.2 ERMKE “UPRRE” (h; ATH iNFEE)
BATRMA TR, ZE-AEHB y € {-1,+1} MELRK 7, B
R RABHIRER ¢, XN EN RS B
P(hi(m) # f (@) =€ | (1)
@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%1“4%%%%%5%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#@ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁEﬁ,
RS RR A 30 T ]
H(x) =sign (Z h; (a:)) . (8.2)
i=1

e 43 2R B RUAS R B A BT, U B Hoeffding AN AT 41, HERHIEE R
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[T/2]
PUH@ A f@)= Y () a-gke

k=0

< exp (—%T (1- 25)2) . (8.3)

ERERH, BEERBPMESRBEE T KK, ERNEREERELT
B, m& B TE.

RMRATBIERE], EEBOITE - RBEBRE: B¥EISMREME
ML, FEISEAESF, MEE S SRR A RE B ZHERE, EMNERA
FIREAHELISL | HSL b, MAE SR HERTE” A “ RN AR B ER
R, —f&, ERERSZ G, EMnE R TR, FX ) mfr
HHGEE “HTAR” KMEFETE8, BRERS ITRNZL.

REMEE I BRERTTR, BTRRRFE I TTERBT 2 B R, B
M SIS AR RBIOR R WABAT R FFITTE, U RAMEE S5
AR KBRR . 7R AR HAT T VE; BT KRR R Boosting, &
# KK & Bagging Fl “BEHLE#M” (Random Forest).

8.2 Boosting

Boosting /& — KA 55 % S SR T AR S S E . XIREER TIEN
HIRAL: SEMFERINGEN G H — /N EE X 8, BREEE BRI
FEAR A BEAT I, AR EAT RS I BN ISR G LTI E L X,
RIEETRBENREASMRINGET —NEEIE, WhESHIT, E2E%¥
BB EHRBHELEIRERE T, BARKX T MNEEBIHITINEE.

Boosting JRE % & E 4 111 F £ AdaBoost [Freund and Schapire, 1997],
HiR e 8.3 Fizw, B y; € {-1,+1}, f RELRH

AdaBoost EEH 2 MES T, UBRBZZFEMBHEET “mH&E
B1” (additive model), Bl EE% I B MEHA G

T
H(z) =) ah() (8.4)
t=1

KB/ MU TR K B %K (exponential loss function) [Friedman et al., 2000]

loxp(H | D) = Eqple F@H®)] | (8.5)
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A WHEE D = {(z1,11), (®2,92)s - - -, (Tm, Ym) };

HEEE L
WEHRET.
UK -2
MIEAAEFALS A 1: Di(z) = 1/m.
ETHH D AEKEE 2: fort=1,2,...,T do
D ¥FINGHSEE by 3 hy=£(D,Dy);
it by HhIRE. 4 € = Ppp,(he(x) # f(2));
5. if ¢, > 0.5 then break
HESEE hy hRE. 6 o =1ln (1—_)

€t ”

ZHHANSH, £F Z

' _ D) exp(—ay), if () = f(x)
EREARF, AR T Pen(®) =27 X explar), if hal(e) £ f(a)
Dyyp1 Z—ANHTH. _ Dz(m)exp(—zatf(w)ht(m))
8: end for ‘

Wii: H(x) = sign (Zil atht(w))

8.3 AdaBoostH ik

# H(z) REAIEEIURREE ML, MFEK(8.5)% H(x) KIRT

Olexp(H | D)

oH@) —e—H(m)P(f(a;) =1|z)+@P(f(x)=—-1|z), (8.6)
23 (8.6) h EAEA
_ 1 P(fz)=1]=)
H(m)_ilnP(f(x)z—lm) , (8.7)
Bk, &

| o (L PU@ =1]2)
sien (1)) = (3 gy = 1)
KE2RBT P(f(z) = .

24;3;13@(1):-1@) | :{1, P(f(w)=1|$)>P(f(z)=-1|f'3’)
a ~1, P(f(z)=1|z) < P(f(z) = —1| x)

= argmax P(f(z) =y | @) , (88)
ye{-1,1}

IXRBRA sign (H(x)) KB T AR RE. B2, FREBRBER N

e, TS SSHERE ALK /M X BB EOR R R SR 5 JAE 45 S5 0/1 B 2%

SRR BB TR R — B (consistent) BAVBUR IR 1 IR EHAR IR BOH SE AP RO B A
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R, Blne R ESE MRS, FBRAAEENR 0/1 SRR B A AL B 7.

7E AdaBoostHiE 1, H— MR h BET HERKES I HEMTH
BRI AT, SL/E BRI by A o, Z9FE5RER hy BT 200 Dy 74EJE,
GEEDRBINE o MR ashy B/ MESREER KR

gexp (atht I Dt) = Egznp, [e_f(w)atht(a’)]

= B, [1(f (@) = he (@) + € 1(F (@) # e (2)]
=€ % Ponp, (f (@) = he (@) + €% Ponp, (f () # hs ()
=e % (1l —¢)+e%e , (8.9)

H e = Poop, (he() # f()). FHIBIREH KRR FH

aeexp (atht | Dt)
8at

2K (8.10) A F T HFF

=—e %1 —¢) + e (8.10)

at=%1n(1"et) , (8.11)

€t

XtGRE 8.3 PHIER 6 T RBNEEH AKX,

AdaBoost HEERE Hy 1 ZRHEERS BT RE, T —RIEEY
B he BRLUIE Hy oy M —E45R, FHARN by BRI IE H, ) MIEEESR, BE/ ML

Coxp(Hi—1 + hi | D) = Egople™/ @ Hir@)+he(@))
' = Egple /@ Hi-1(@) o= f@)he(@)] (8.12)

EREE F2(x) = M (x) = 1, R(812) T e~ /@) R RRIELN
b (o1 + 1 | D) B [/ (1 slayn(o) + T ENERD)]
=Fpup [e—f(m)Hi—1(m) (1 — f(z)he(z) + %)] A (8.13)

TR, BEGEETE

hi(x) = arg min £exp,(Hy—1 + h | D)
h
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~ argminEaup | @@ (1 fahte) + 5 ) |
: ;
= argmaxEgnp [e‘f @ Hi-1(=) ¢ (w)h(w)}

e—f(@)Hi1(x)
Eg~ple—f (@ Hi-1(2)] f@)h(=z)|, (8.14)

= argmaxEonp
h

RS Egnple/@H@) R—MEH 4 D R0

D(a)e—f@Hem1(@)

Dil(@) = Epple~f@Hi-1(2)] ’ (8.15)
MIARESCE BRI E X, XEN T4
o~ @) Hi1 (@)
hu(@) = arg max Bonpy | g iy (@)R(@)
— ergmaxEa o, [f(@h(e)] (8.16)
m f(w)7h($) € {_'1a+1}, ﬁ
F@)h(@) =1 - 21(f(z) # h(z) , (817
T AR B B2 3] 4%
hi(x) = arg;nin]EwN»Dt [I(f(x) # h(z))] - (8.18)

B AT L, BAR by BRSO D, FlAMEARIRE. FH, 540K EHE T4
i Dy Kk, BES Dy B9ZREEN/NF 0.5, XE—EREE LI “RERE
B B, ZRE D Ml Doy FIRR, B

D (x) e~/ (@) He(@)
Egp [e) @ H@)]
D (z) e f @ He-1(®) g~ f(@)ache(x)
B Eqp [/ @H:(@)]

Dy (x) =

—f(x)H¢—
— Dt ($) . e_f(w)atht(aﬁ) E:l!ND [6 f( ) l(m)]

Ezp [6_f(1’)Ht(:c)] ’ (8.19)
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hE/FELER25F.
RFAAEEp 3B B R F o,
243,

KRR ERT &
SR BHE .

XM 8.3 HEVEE TATHRASAEH AR,

T2, Ha(8.11)F1(8.19) 7] ., FATMET hn A B kR XML T Bk
BRI S T B 8.3 i) AdaBoost B2,

Boosting H%EERKEL2ZE 5] 3 AEXTAT € AR - kT % ], Xl “E
TRAE” (re-weighting) SEHE, BIEN AT RS —+, WA AEA
WHHAEFR T —MUE. N EEEZWREARNESSIHE, W@l

“ERMIE” (re-sampling)RACE, BIERE —5% 2], WAL XTI
SEEBHATRAE, 7 BRI MR A SRR S 22 3 AT IR, — IR S, X
B EBE BEMINS ER. BHERMRE, Boosting BHiEAEVI S —R AR
BEAE U RS ] B RE WALt (B E 8.3 ISR 51T, MAEXHT
B RBRERWHENIBNG), — ELABHAFRE, U257 R,
B8 E b ERAER T, IR R ERNFE IR T HiFEERik s, mTRe
FEEAEKRTREEMRDMER B MERAE. HRA “EXRFEE" , N
ARG “E)Fsh” Pla gl gl f2id B & 1k [Kohavi and Wolpert, 1996],
ENZEPD A B B TR B 2 5, ATARYE X457 /A0 EHoo ISkt A ik

| ATSRRE, EEET KA RISt 2 S 5, T (A 2 S R T LU

SR T 5.

MR ZE—T Z 5 R f &, Boosting 5 3 i BE{% 4 2, B Boosting
REEE T2 AR RBAR 2 9 I 2 S BB AR BRIV AR . TRATT AR S Al B2 )
#%, 7ER 4.5 KT NEHELE 3.000 LIB1T AdaBoost Bk, A IR (size) MIER L
B2 X SRR B 53 A 5t 8.4 FioR. :

B

@ 3INEFIS

8.
H(RE)HHEDR.

®) SAEFTH

+ FN + A + 3N
0.6 — 3N 0.6 - N 0.6 - A
- + - + o+ +
%
ﬁo«x 504 ﬁm—
+ - + - +
- + " +, = +
- - - =
0.2 ++ T 0.2k ++ — 0.k )"’++
|+ - -] — ) + :
. ’u T i - s L R I L
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 0 0.8 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

B
© UNMEEDE

4 BRHIEE 300 k AdaBoost EAMMA 3. 5. 110, BA(LE)51Z
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Bagging AN 4 F R &
Bootstrap AGGregatING %

PP ) B AR
RAREHRE. F+34.

Dys & B BIRF MY
HAEDH.

8.3 Bagging SREHLARHK

HY 8.1 T AT 40, SRAFENZ AL BESR AR AR, SR IME A ST 88 NS W] REAH
HAST; BAR S FEILSAE S P IR, (AT DLk R A 5 28 R T e
BEABRINER. G —NIGEHEE, —F MR I GHEABTR
B, AERETAIAANTE, SASNEETEFIGE -NEEIR X
B, BT IIAEIEAR, RIOREHEZIFTERFUERNZESR. AW, K
RIS HEN, RONAREFEMEEIBARRE. WRRHELNENTE
AR, NEANEEIRRAHET — Do ISERE, EERNLURTE
B, X BRTCERRT AL IWBIF R 2 2 88 AR, BT %
RERAELEREBIRETE.

8.3.1 Bagging

Bagging [Breiman, 1996a] & 34T R S HiERE A NARR. N FH
AEH, CEEEETRAIE 2.2.3 THHEIH BBIRFEYE (bootstrap sampling).
SREAE m MERNEHEE, RV —MERRAREE D, BiiX
FEATR BRI EARE, 18 T UCRHERHZFEARE AT RS, X8, @ m
RBENLRFE AR, BRAVBEIE m DMEARNRFEE, VIEZREFH MR ARTER
PR LW, AR L. @R (2.1) 750, VIR A7 63.2%
RIREA LA R .

FROIXHEE, BATIRFEH T NS m MNGREERRREEE, RIEETEAREE
SEYISR AN ST 58 BRI S BT 45 . KR Bagging HIZA
AR, ZEXT TR 4 BT 455 1, Bagging % X 20 AT 458 A i s e vk, X
(B Y214 4515 ) 5 BLSP 3899 3 40 ST I IR T AN 2Rl B R B SR B % 7,
B 18] B BB R BB — A, VT — 2D B 82 22 ) SRR SR N B B R 8 B
4. Bagging WEEHA MK 8.5 FiR.

ﬁj)\: U”%% D= {(wl;yl)y (wZ’yZ)y LR (wmyym)}v
S HIL &
WERE T.

R

1: fort=1,2,..., T do

2: ht = E(D,Dbs)

3: end for

HWith: H(z) = arg mafo;l I(hi(z) = y)
- yey

8.5 Bagging f i
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A % SR RE L
4%-, AdaBoost & #AT5
AW CAERGRAEE
[Zhou, 2012].

BoMET AR 223 %,

A/ FEER25F.

*FHAMKSH 2L
853 ¥F.

BeEFI BN EEREN O(m), Ul Bagging WERERKEH

TOm)+0(s), ZRERHEERE/FHIRNERE OG) RN, M T
WHEE—MARKKKFE L, Fi, %— Bagging FN S BEREMAE¥ IR
ENG—ANE I BHERE R, X 38 Bagging & —MBEREMMERF I H
. bk, HhsHE AdaBoost HUEH T 53 E4E %A F, Bagging REA LB B
HAFZ£4%. BA%ES.
- ERRME, BEREIEIES Bagging R T H— ML BHTEA
FE )RR TN EE DY 63.2% FIREZR, FIT Y 36.8% MkEA ] HE
RSN ZAGE R IEAT “BIMETE” (out-of-bag estimate) [Breiman, 1996a;
Wolpert and Macready, 1999]. It i F 8/~ 52 5 88 B 4 A A VI SR s
R4 Dy FoR hy LT RV GREASE, & Ho(x) RARMWHEAR = B
W, B AR R AT & YIGRAEE I 8AE ¢ LT, &

T

H(x) = arg maxZH(ht(:z:) =y) Iz ¢ Dy, (8.20)
veY =1
] Bagging 72 LR ZE RIBIME T K
1
- 3 W) ). (8:21)
(=,y)eD

B b GAMNEARE L HMAR. Blin 2452 ] 282 R, oA
ALAMEASKR R BB A, B T4 T Y SRR o 2% 4 2 105 S LU B 3 B 1 4%
FEARG RBACEL, BB AR RME PRGN, WA AR R EE
RAB/ N AL R

IR 275 258 974 OB, Bagging EECTERHE ) 2, B ETE A4
PFEN . MEMEEGZRARNNZ IR ERHENRE. RIOUETHER
WA RN IR AT E 88, 7ER 4.5 TH)REFESE 3.0a _LIEFT Bagging &
%, A RIAAR G AR M B2 ST 83 BT L 2 2R3 5 i 1 8.6 BT,

8.3.2 BEHL IR

FEHLER R (Random Forest, ##% RF) [Breiman, 2001a] /& Bagging f—/
P RARK. RF 78 DLURSER O 5L % 5] 83/ B Bagging 2RI AL b, #F—5 7
YRRV RE R FIAN T RN M. BARRUE, 40 o i fE i R0 43
BN RIS AN BHES (BRER d MRS T EE—ABMEN; T7E
RF 1, W RFM AN R, ENEE R BER G P RVIESE MRS &
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+ N + HFN
0.6 = A 0.61| = || 0.6
*;it 0.4F I . :;t 0.4 i
4 L ___l+ ++ 2:1
0.2 S 0.2
__________ oo
0 0.‘2 0.‘4 0‘6 0.‘8 0 OAIZ 0.‘4 0.'6 0,‘8 0 0. 2 04 - 0_6 o.lg -
EHE (34 %R
(a) INEFIE (b) 5AKF3] (b) 1143

X THAKS. B
H%¥, AN 853 .

8.6 WRIIEL 3.0a £ Bagging ERMAEH 3. 5. 11 B, EAR(LE)SHA
%(ﬁ AL 27D

F3)

MBI T, REBFNXANTFEPEE -NRUBIEA TS, KRS
k35 T BN S IATRRE: B4 k= d, WEIERSER IR S5 AL S8 e SR AT ),
HAR k=1, WDEREHUERE AN BHEA TR BT, #EF £ = logy d
[Breiman, 2001a).

BEALARMR AT 2L . A5 SEB . PR, S ANTRET R, ETEIR 2 BT
- R SR KR RE, B “REREBZE I AR RITNE” . ATLLEH,
FENLARMST Bagging R T /hekish, 1H)2 5 Bagging 3824 24811 “ 2R
ACIE I FEAIR B (B IS XA W AR RAFE) TR AN A, BENLARAR TP B2 S 2R 2

REHEABUR BRRAIE, ok BB RIS, XL B A AR A IZ A T g TR

AR 3] A8 2 18122 57 R I3 i 2k — 2D 4R I
BEHLARBR I WS 5 Bagging AHEL. & 8.7 PR, BEHLARM A 46 1 8
AN B ZE, Rl RAER T LB G — MR SIS, XA S HEME, HohE

EEINBIEDE), BENLARM A2 SIS MR RBAE A BT RRAR. AR, BEEMA

034 - 0.028;.
032K\ = Rk ™ —— W
- ‘\\‘ ----- Bagging o024 |\ ... Bagging
0.30 b A \
& e & 0020
;& 028} X : o \
= : #0016
& \ L G
E 0261 h.Y A/‘UL W d l.f”#dxl -1 * \
= 024 \ \j \\ ® 0012 e
e \ LR it Y Y | I ' { R
w ~W 0.008 VAR o
022 J\‘AMI’U’%'-&' b— oy Li—n
020 0.004
10° 10! 10° 10° 10° 10! 10° 10°
ErABHF AN ERKF

(a) glass #IEHE (b) auto-mpg #IE &

B 8.7 AE®MA UCI#3E £, £ RMAET MAAEME Bagging 49%h
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S AR BB N, BENLARMRIE B S W SE BRI AR E. EAR—RIE, bl
LR B R E LT Bagging, FUATEME PN KIME RS, Bagging
FEFIRR “HaE Bl WREEW, FEIEFERI 0 RIE R ZEX 45 | T B T % 28,
TIREHLARAMREFT B “BENLEL” B A TR DEE T

8.4 LHETRRE

H)BEE G Re S N =A T A SR AT AL [Dietterich, 2000): B4, MGt
M HRE, BT %IEENERTREAIRK, 7 6E 2 MR RENSE L
L EFISEVERE, B B2 ) 3 T R R T S BUZ A REANE, A2
AN S BN et NI — s 58 =, MTHB T THERE, 2 BEEESBAR
AR, 0 SRR /S ST N R A PR RE ET REAR MRS, I 2 s AT 2 )
BTG, T BEAR B AL R AR/ s R, 35 =, NRORIN T TSR, Fhie
5 SIAT S5 (0 B SEAR B m] BEANTE 2 i 2% ) BLVE T % SR B R v [a) o, W I 2 5 P
FLAE SRR E B, B G A A8, BTN MRS YK,
A REAE L HIELL. B 88 AT — MNEHMRER.

) %1 Al 69 48X AR R R

(a) it ey R B (b) HH 49 R A (c) KTty RE
B 8.8 3 BHETRAZATG @F RIFA Dietterich, 2000]

B S T S8 (b, o, hr), o0 by 0] @ LRSI
W hy(a). KHAGIUHRS hy BAT 554 1938 TS50,

8.4.1 ik
MEERE hi(z) € R, B LSS HEIR R FIE (averaging).

o A5 F¥)i% (simple averaging)

H(z) = Z hi(z) . (8.22)
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Breiman [1996b] £ AF
Stacking B Y2 By & I, 5050
R RRE S RLARE
P T — R AR
¥ %, AwEERET
Pt BHRER
PEISEE S

Bl detE B AR E T E
Wik E, REARER]
5ig £ XD RE .

o A% (weighted averaging)

T

H(z) = Zwihi(w) . (8.23)

=1
ok g RAMARE S by WOLE, EAER i >0, S wi = 1.
R =1

B, BB PERMBCEEES w; = 1/T WFI. IACES e — i
LA+ERDH EAFEH [Markowitz, 1952], [Perrone and Cooper, 1993] IE
BHATEREN. BEERFIFAFTREINNEN, EREIFHEMES
TR ER A AL HA I SRR 4. L b, IOBCTEIVERTIAN R4 R ST A I3
ARH R R, WA EREES 88, R R RS AE X R FT A A B IR F A 7 2R
B AR R R 2 S B

IR 359 AL — R VIR 303 b 2 ST T, BRSEAE 4 I 2R A
WA BRAERES, X EREHINEARTE TR, BHENTRELLR
RIGEBRN, BEIONERREZ, BRERSBOLRIE. F, LR Y
B, IBCFE R0 — T B3 [Xu et al., 1992; Ho et al., 1994;
Kittler et al., 1998]. —#XTI &, 7642 > 250k REAH 22 50K I B4 A A F
v, e =) 280 R AR N 2L P 167 2 A v, |
8.4.2 ¥E%

X RAER KU, 2 3I8% hy BNKAFRLES {c1,02,...,en} PTIH—
AMFRIE, B K45 A S 2 1 P 3 22 (voting). AE Titid, BRA T hs ZERE
&z FOTRMRHERT S~ N REE (b () h2(@):. .. kY (), K5 b ()
R hy TERBRFIE ¢ LRI,

o 5% 2 HIEVE (majority voting)

T . N T
¢, if k! (x) > 0.5 R () ;
H@@)={ ~ = (@) gu:zl (@) (8.24)
reject, otherwise.

B FAR DB B 4, TR Z%dwic; & TR TR

o FXTZE I (plurality voting)

H(x)=c (8.25)

arg max T, h{: (=) .
i
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BB A AR R % AL, B RN S MRl s R, WA BENLEE

_./I\'
o A EE (weighted voting)

H(z) = (8.26)

c .
arg max ST wiki(z) .
i

ST, w; 2 h B, 82w > 0, > wi = 1.
=1

FRYEN L0 2 BT (B2 R T “HRATIN” M0, XA T R
B ST TR — MRIF RN, (R 33255 B SR AR BTN 45 8,
BI85} 2 SR IEHOB A AR 2 MR, R, 268 VPR T 245

P Areiacalil i 2 NEIPEZ €8 S i PTRE 2 CE g

KD oo votng & (3.24)(8.26) WA R 1 O FERIAES S, A
ST S AT B AR R B () M, 36 LI

- IR B () € {0,1}, & hi BREA @ TP HHKH ¢; MIBE S 1, TH
0. FHEFFCBRENR “BERE" (hard voting).

- KM Bl () € [0,1], U TXEREE P(c; | ) B—MbH. MHK
MR RBEIR “HRIE” (soft voting).

ARRIHKE b (z) EARBEIRAL. 3 — Lo REZE TR i 25 2 BR 2 4 /8 B 7= 22

DREFEMEINR KOREGETHEN D BMEMR. I BERHE

ATHLTEAL, 30 SR ) BEALE 43 3 (AT BR 18, T Z5UAE ) — e B R 30 Platt 45

7 (Platt scaling) [Platt, 2000}, %4} [HJH (isotonic regression) [Zadrozny and

Elkan, 2001)%3#4T “K#E” (calibration) /a4 BEVE W R R H. HBHIE,

BRI RBAGTHH MR — AR AR VER, (ER TR RRTE R
WEEBETFRROHITE G HAETEL. TERNE, FHEFEIB/MARERE, N

i AMEATARR IR M AN AR B BHEAT LG LRI TE T, 09 AR SR 1 b 2

B AMREDE. 2 R ‘
‘ FRICHT H (B A MR S R K ) () ¥28 1, ik 0) REHHRE.
8.4.3 ¥3)i%
LNGHEIRIB LN, —FENBRKNE SRS RMH “%23%” , @t
zi;*’;;;@ii”ii AN S BESfHEAT 45 4. Stacking [Wolpert, 1992; Breiman, 1996b] /&2 5%
R ERED T MRBR. XRBAENMEE I BRNREA R, ATEE0FEIRTA
i%ﬁiﬁi g;/f g\f R4 3] S BTT 5 3] 4% (meta-learner).
IR N A '
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Stacking JE AN HLHR IR AT F 5188, AR “HER —MHTECREE
GER ESETRE NSt e DIPTSR LG S LN
HEAE, TOFIRE AR OB AE UM 24 1 RE IR A2, Stacking MSHE A 2 8.9 7
o DEABLTRAR R X BRI BRI S, WIS R SR,

ﬁj)\: ‘U”%% D= {(:171, y1)7 (m2a 212)7 sy (wm,ym)}7
%z&%gﬁ& £1)£27'~')£T; )

WRFINE L.
TR
wRMBAFIEE L 1: fort=1,2,...,T do
FENBEDE b 2 hy=£,D)
3. end for
EARK B G 4 D' = o,
5. fori=1,2,...,m do
6: fort=1,2,...,7 do
T 2it = ht(mi);
8: end for
9 D'=D'U((zi1, zi2,- - -, %)y Yi)s
10: end for
ED LRAKXEEIE 11: B = &(D');
ELCFERBEIB .

Hith: H(z) = b/ (hi(x), ha(z), ..., hr(z))

8.9 Stacking F ik

TV B, RN S R R P I2 T B8 = A, 5 P I 0 2 =1 5%
I GRSk e A I G, L A R 2 bRk (R, — R S A
Y IF SR B — IR R, P IR 2 ) 58 ok A PR O RE A SR 7 2 IR 2 )
BRAYIGREAR. Lh k3750 XBAE N B, MIEAYIZREE D BBENLRIZ N & K/
K4S D1, Ds,...,D. % D; #1 D; = D\ D; B HRRE § HH0WRERM
WEHEE. e T MRS B, W12 15 nY) Wit#E D; HAFFISE ¢ 2
SHETIE. X Dy AR 24, & 2 = b (a:), W a; BFTr=2E MR G
GREBIBITRBIIRAD N 25 = (2015 2025 . -3 2ar), WRCEN N g, TR, EBIEX
WAFIRREE R, WX T M52 ST BB A W B SR 2 D' = {(=i, ) 10y,
RIE D AT UGB I .

MLR R AT &b E1ja ) R S BBV B M FOR AR 2% ) %t Stacking 225 V2 ALk B
HEE, EHEANALSA :

ai s, Arat HRKEW. HTFRY, VIG5 M IR R % > SRR
:;;lﬁ#?{;;ﬁtﬁg g _fg f‘? i:_ B, F 2w .28 7% [5] )5 (Multi-response Linear Regression, fii#k MLR) fE4
“ﬂ*ﬁ%g%*&%}%ﬁrﬂ:ﬁ W2 S BESUR BT [Ting and Witten, 1999], 78 MLR =48 I A~ [ & 1
PR :
s £ {F [Seewald, 2002].
WEKA ¥ #) StackingC
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U 455 S %) (Bayes Model Averaging, %8 BMA)X T Ja MRk 4
AEBER R TRE, 7700 ACE SR — M e Bk St [Clarke, 2003] X¢
Stacking A1 BMA #AT T HLEL. 3id FoRUE, IR A AR R TE 4 AT % 18 1)
A, PR AR, U BMA ANZT Stacking; #ATT, ZEI0SE N H F1 6
TR EE A R A — e fE AT R A A rh, EE 2 T e vk DUR 24 A% e AR B
SRIATIEAL, ik, Stacking WL F BMA, HhH &ML BMA ¥4, mH
BMA XH#EBGE IR 2 JE 7 BUK. '

8.5 ZHMH

8.5.1 IRE-HB N
8.1 WHRH], AAMIEIZ AL B H IR OB, A ST IR “IFTIARR” . BIAE
TATRA B EE Y4347
BEBRMAANMEZEIIL by, he, ..., hy BITINBCEFE15(8.23) 45 & 7= 4 M
SRR EE SIS £ RO o R KRB @, X8 b 0“5
%7 (ambiguity)
Alhi | @) = (hi(z) — H())® (8.27)

LR “ori” =2

= Zil wi(hi () — H () )? . (8.28)

TR, KB OB TRAE T AMASE T BIEREAE o LA B, B
— SRR LR T MRS ST RIS R ARSI by RIEERR H (ViR
A51H

E(h; | ) = (f(2) - hi(x))? (8.29)

E(H | ) = (f(z) - H(2))" . (8.30)
A Eh|x) =YL, wi-E(h; | ®) FRAMEES SR ZHMBCME, F
.
Ah|x)=>> wiE(h; | x)— E(H | z)
i=1

=E(h|z)—EH |z). (8.31)
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EIE HEHES

XEEMA E; = A;
WA E(hi) A= Ahs).

XEEMA E HET
E(H).

KE3)MFEHAE « BHIL, 4 p(e) RAHEANRRERE, NESHEE
tH

T T
w; | A(h; | @)p(x)dz = w; | E(h; |« de — | E(H | x)p(x)dx .
;/(i)p() ;/u)p(m)m/(umm

(8.32)
ZR4BAH, Aﬁ#ﬂ%ﬁ h; Eéﬁﬁiﬂ‘]ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ
B = / E(h; | @)p(@)dz | (8.33)
A = / Ahi | 2)p(a)das . (8.34)
ERRZARER
"E= / E(H | 2)p(x)d . (8.35)

$3K(8.33)~(8.35) AT (8.32), F4 E = S0, wi By R/ME% BT

WARE RIIAUSE, A = Y1) wi Ay RoRMEE S SIS B, &

E=E-A. (8.36)

K (8.36) X MER AT IIHR R H: MEZE I B[R, SR
K, MG REREF. EEZANHTE JEH [Krogh and Vedelsby, 1995] 44 H, R4
“PRE-SrBSE” (error-ambiguity decomposition).

ik, WRE AR R RAVEEE E — A R0 B ARRKAR, Rt he
BERRMERT? BBOR, ERIEL P RAEEN E — 4 #ATHR, K
T EATRE AR b, Bl T A RE AT EERE S R
BB, BIVERRME T2 R A BT, IO EEROR, LHRSIR
REATERYS, B ESR B8 REIES B X

8.5.2 ZHMES

9146 56 X, R BERE (diversity measure) BT BERAE A48 2 520
LAV, EMAEEAMASE ST R0 % AL TRRE . ST R 1 0 8 P
AL/ AR A,
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) g{%‘ﬁzﬁﬁ% D = {(mhyl)a (mQayQ)a ey (mmayM)}7 ﬁ:ﬁ%'ﬁi%a Yi €
SR232WRARME. () 11}, B b 5 by FTIIS R 5B (contingency table) X

hi=+1 h;=-1
hj =+1 a c
hj=-1 b d

H, o Box hi 5 by HBAERKHEELLHE; by oo d G S H LK
a+b+ct+d=m EFTENIRE, THSH EFLKSHEEER.

o A B (disagreement measure)

disij = btc . (837)
diss; FIEIRA [0, 1]. (EACRN 2 AR,
o MK FEH(correlation coefficient)
pis = ad _be (8:38)

Vet bda+tolcrd)b+d)

pi BB [-1,1). & hy 5 hy ok, MHEA 0; & hy 55 by IEAISRNIE
AIE, ERAA.

e Q-7 E(Q-statistic)

ad — be
| | Q=" (8.39)
Qi GHRERE pi; FFFSHE, B |Quyl < lpigl-
o k-Hiil B (k-statistic)
_ P1— P2
neBR (8.40)

H, pi BN RBRE—BHIBER; po BFAN D RBJERIER
HIBER, BT B4 D 5

. %c_l, \ (8.41)
py = 2Vt +(ctd)btd) (8.42)

m2

BAKI b 5 by 2 D E5EA B W k= 1 EETUURBARE R,
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Wk =0. kBEREOME, FE b 5 hy BEBEOBRE 2L THR
PRI LT BUCG(E.

PAEA R “ AL (pairwise) ZREMEEE R, 'EATTR] LLA B HiiE i 2
R HImR. BIEAN “RER”, BB IR E LR —
AR, BARPR R IZNS 7 AR ko {H, PR R ENMFHIRE, BI04 T
AT AR, Bl R A A B R, W AME S SRS TR RERALE
HSEAT, WA AR 2] 3 (0 2 RPN,

040 e 0.40 : |
0.35 0.35
0.30 0.30
w -
% 025 ® 025
Jias KN
R =3
s 020 & 020
Q.15 0.15
0.10 0.10
-0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 -0.2 0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8
K K
(a) AdaBoost & &, (b) Bagging % &,

B 8.10 A UCI #3IEE tic-tac-toe L t4 kiR 28 . HANERA 50 42 C4.5 3kt

8.5.3 ZHFIHIEE ~

TEE N X R T A R AR B AR R I MRS ) 38 ST S E R I
BRI G A 22 S B B, T 5 2 AR Y — M B R A ) i R g
ANBERLE, & WAL FEE RN EERREA . MANBYE. WM FRR. B8l
.

o HHRFEAE)

SR HAREE, I AR AR HGE R, BAHAR MR £
WGRH AN A2 5] 38, B RE AL ahil o 2 58 TRV, I n7E Bagging
WS A B BRAE, 75 AdaBoost HHS R FISRAE. S AEE TR R AR, A &
J7. MR WLAES S8R, BNkt MEMEE, IGREAM IR HES
SEEBH BELY), BARFEAMBNEX XN “AREEEIRE” BAE
SR, A — LI ST AR B A AR IS AU, Bl etk 8% IR E
Bl FhER T, K ITARS: ) 8355, IXFE I 5E 22 ST R Kb Bem 242 ) 4% (stable
base learner), X MR 3] 85 AT AL A A 75 48 A A N B PR B S5 L ARATL .
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F 2 i8] — R AL &Y
BB BMEREY AN
IRE B MR, iR K%
LRGP Y PR RN R BTy
iR, BILE 10 F.

& T s B d.

Fi @4 d ALK
W R, Dy BIRE Fr b
& Bk,

ECOC 435 %.

o BARBIEHLE)

R EE H—ARBMHERHR, ARK “F=M” (subspace, BB T
SR T MEBARAEA. B, AR ET5 8 I 25 H A2 5] 280548
A, Z 2 KLY 258 (random subspace) &%k [Ho, 1998] FAKE T HIA
BH®D), FEEAT S BT ST B TE, BETENRET
FLNG— NS HR, EhR ol 811 FiR. eSS KENAREHEEE,
TEF A YIS S B AP A 2 R R B ME, B4 B R SR>
TIRHE S48 i (8] FF4H, FIRY, B TIURBHEZ, wib—BE R I MM
ABWAETRE. HHEACESOEREYE, SETIRBEMRD, NAREHR
NB RN,

ﬁj)\: U”%ﬁ D= {(1131, Z/1), ($27y2)7 Tty (mmr ym)}a
HEEIHEE L,
FEEIBBT;
FREREES .

oy H

1: fort=1,2,...,T do

2. F=RS(D,d)

3: Dt = Map]_-t (D)

4. hy = £(Dy)

5: end for

Wi H(z) = a,rgen)l;a.xz:;[‘=1 I(he (Mapy, () =)

B 8.11 MHTFZMHEL%x

o R INEN

ISR IR B A S B R X i M R R AT B R B AR, WX SR AR
HIKPR e IEAR S, 1 “B%E” (Flipping Output) [Breiman, 2000] FEALE AR
— YN EREA IR ID; A RS AT AL, 0 “HF i HIEE” (Output
Smearing) [Breiman, 2000] % 4338 % t #4624 [B] 3 %1 )5 #4084 5 = 48
B K R AT S5 P58 0 211 B I SR AE B FAE S5, W ECOC ¥ [Dietterich and
Bakiri, 1995] F|F 4455 D4 2 0 RAEF IR AN — BRI 4 REH KIS E
)8

o LS HIEh

P HERHAESHF AT RE, FlnHEMErREM2TH. 4
MEBAUESE, WA R EARKNSE, A EZ R BRI EE S 2.
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BN “ SRS (Negative Correlation) [Liu and Yao, 1999] 53 i i 1 1]

WSR2 R 25 AR RSH. SRR B, I
S R rp R IR A AR SRAIT R, WTTIE RIS ET B 8, B4 m] H sk
A P PR PR FR LA e B A ) I L. (B I, R —
AR R BEAR N RIEE T ERESHE, REL LOEHTARS
NG B2, RASBRAIUEFL P DI RETHEM, MERE
SIUAR 2 F X e X B A AR, L AT Y, AR T BRI S vt
HIPHIAARLA R R —E IR RRE.

7[R By 25 4 P 05 SR AL A6 T [ I R, 040 8.3.2 A A BEHLARMF R

, Hﬂiﬂﬂ THREHEA WS MBA B RS, FETEEERER T E S HLH

[Zhou, 2012].

8.6 FEiEH

R A E EEREFRY R Zhou, 2012], AFR KW TE WAL
ZRPHEERNEA KA. [Kuncheva, 2004; Rokach, 2010b] A f: &%
[Schapire and Freund, 2012] N )&% 75 F Boosting HIZE1E.

Boosting ¥ T [Schapire, 1990] X} [Kearns and Valiant, 1989] 3£ “55
$ARTENFRYET” ZAEEE R RENHET Y. BHI Boosting
HIFEERRE X, 2%FE% )15 [Freund and Schapire, 1997] $#&H AdaBoost,
FE S IRGHE IS T BB 7 R E T — BHMER . ANREREST T

ORI TR M R B R, Bl R TS 2 A RN R

BARR AR
“H 4 4 AdaBoost fE7
%k £R B RZ B %89
SR GZAME ;
F—ANMNHG T, TMs
R&AEHA.

Boosting F B i MKW £, 11 Bagging £ B R VEMK T 2. MultiBoosting
[Webb, 2000] %77 20805 —F B SN BL4E & 55T Boosting 1 Bagging &
FIRZHERFAL R, \ISH [Zhovy, 2012] 25 2~3 F.

8.2 W45 i) AdaBoost #E R T “LTH LM 7 (statistical view) [Fried-
man et al., 2000], MIREE LA KN AdaBoost SE/& I 2% T 0t 2 (additive
model) AR A PHEAGERMATEBAR R R . 2R &K, Wil kA
BN AR, P24 T GradientBoosting [Friedman, 2001]. LPBoost
[Demiriz et al., 2008] LA B, 4RI, XIRE R4 ML S AdaBoost SR
T HERLKIIZER [Mease and Wyner, 2008], JLHZE A REMBE AdaBoost
AN ABE T BEXANEREINS, HEAD NN, B AEXSBIEFE X,
(L R — N5 AdaBoost AL % S 1 2T 3F9E AdaBoost A5, “[d]
fHi8” (margin theory) [Schapire et al., 1998] fe EMMMBBE XN EZEIS,
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AT ARG IS
R CRBUHER (selec-
tive ensemble), 1234 —
P
B R SE TR R
ML (ensemble selec-

tion).

Bit 2 15 FF—EHAEEF0, BRBENTRSRETRAEB UM, X5
B ST IRH B H TR, KA Zhou, 2014].

AENN BT BREARLGEEITE, FILKEHET D-S it K77
W A RBER. IBAE LT K (mixture of experts) &. REMNNH T Hont i
ZHEPEEE. [Kuncheva and Whitaker, 2003; Tang et al., 2006] 27, HFH
ZHUEEERMEADEGNE. MRS, AN RERZE I T INER R
B RTFHEHEHEMEZHEMTERAZE, RIS [Zhou, 2012] 55 4~5 F.

PSR B 2 J PR B I 2 B — B M X B3R IRAG BUD AR R, 7R
JE BB (ensemble pruning). X7E Bh Tk /MR B B A7 4% T 85 F0 TR B R) R
B BREARFO EEE W P I BT, WUNE RS S Bz AR T R
[Rokach, 2010a]; [Zhou et al., 2002] #75 Hi X HAT WA BT 16 BY BEZE ok
B R R A HZAG R BE, IFEAE T R TR ERB BB, X7 K N &R
27 [Zhou, 2012] % 6 .

FFRE., FMBEY. RNMBUREISELSTEREINNE, TSR
[Zhou, 2012 3 7~8 F. HEL b, KA CH ZHTIILEFRAEREIES.
2B R IR KDDCup FERRE JLFEMEH T E8¥ES.

HTRREEZAFE 8, MEMEE I [H BN ERE, R
RAHEE BF S THERBRE RN TR, 6 a8 Bk ok B
R NER P BURE 500048, X O THT OB SEART A T BB A 1 e R AR
BB ST 2RI “ IR%3]” (twice-learning)Hi AR, filin NeC4.5 ¥k [Zhou and
Jiang, 2004]. FIAALEIAR B ST BBEES — & ). AI2H [Zhou, 2012
FRE.
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NS % 3.00 I p.89
#.45.

8.2

8.3
8.4
8.5

8.6
8.7
8.8

8.9*

8.10*

ﬁ&#@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁjﬂmﬁzﬁ p, REH ERMER 1 - p. é»\ H(n)
REHn ?ﬁ”\@ﬁiﬁf%ﬁﬁﬁﬂiﬂﬁmﬁ, &% k IKIEHE _EREERE R
P(H(n) <k)= 2: (Z)p" 1-p. (8.43)

P > 0, k = (p — 8)n, A Hoeffding 1323,
| P(H(n)< (p—06)n) <e 2. (8.44)

RERHR(83).

¥ 0/1 HARRBOR, TR R R BB R R, %
B (8.5), WIEH: EERBARE (- f(z)H(x)), EXNT H(z) EX
] [—00,4] (6 > 0) EEaiER, W £ & 0/1 HiR R F A — B AR HL

M _ETFEEE ORI AdaBoost, MLABYEE RS A Fe2e 5] 38,

%E@ﬂ@ﬁlﬁﬁ% 3.0a _LIZ—> AdaBoost 5%, 35K 8.4 #AT LLEL.

GradientBoosting [Friedmé,n, 2001] J&—Fh# F i) Boosting Bk, iR
M5 AdaBoost H5[F.

ARG FE LI Bagging, DA N HE 5 ) 38, R NEHE4E 3.0a &
YZE—~ Bagging H 1, 5 E 8.6 #ATHLE.

RHT Bagging 1 ¥ 0 e ASRTHAN 2R DUM-7 43 2K 28 (O B2
BATREHURRAR g ] L PR SEA Bagging SR SR EETE R

‘MultiBoosting £.¥% [Webb, 2000] ¥t AdaBoost {£ 4 Bagging [f13:%

3] %%, Iterative Bagging # V% [Breiman, 2001b] Ml &% Bagging 1E4
AdaBoost FJEE% )8, WRHE ARG . '

BT — MK 2R RER, BT 8.3 A1 2J 8 8.5 AT BB AL
BTV, 5 - REE B

BB —FrRERTT k L5 S AL RE RS ST A
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MEE: FUBHNFR AR

W - 475 % (Leo Breiman, 1928-2005) & =+ # 4
FANATER. E-THERMTFER, KiTFERE
GUHRAR T HEIY, ZRE T WE, ZIHFRZRXTH
A, BEALEREGER. hERSIBFIERENR,
EAX—TRAEAAEARNOMEE R T2 L AkER
— I E RN E ¥ T ¥R, R E CART MR, TAERFIF=Z
A F#k: Bagging. FENLFRAM LK K F Boosting B I+, A, X
R M 1993 4 A An N A 44w A R Gt R B R B AR,

FHRREEMNEIFRRYEE ¥4, RETEAFARLERFA
Y, EEFREEERM, GORAFHFMELERRE T, FRARE
RFERF, FEEFRLERFRN A AN RREHFTL. HL¥
fr. MERFRBMER, EEMMNAFESILB(UCLAVK T 7 FHFE MR
BIBEL, TREEHER. AT HMELEL, BREMEE OXEXELS
ETAXTHMEAGS, REAZ T LMY 134%4, BEAMNAFAER
MABRANZBHT. AmBONERANFE, Y £ UCLA FARMBYHE X3
ARAEHN XALATH, HRHANFENALET R R FLER MR
WABER, EEXSASKEETHFALH K. b AN —ERKEZWH
TR —HEHHAMN, B 70 £ 5 600 K.




FTRGLBEF I
5 A F B AE T (densi-
ty estimation): %% A& R
(anomaly detection) %

MHREFERET, A
IR K.

REMSEESPLTRAR
FRINGHR, 042 5
. 136 ¥, {2H A8y £iTiT
EREFEQEAFAR.

0.1 BRMES

i “?ﬁﬂﬁ’g# 3]” (unsupervised learning) ¥, YA K IRICHEBRER
SH, B AR R T 0 TEAR I VI SRR A IR 2 5T SR AR S0 B N ZE B R R AR, A
H— BRI IR MR, WREIESFIHARSL . MR KR ‘B
2” (clustering).

REABBEIEE T ROREARI S HETNERRAEZNTE, BN TH
MRA—A “8R” (cluster). EILXHEHIRIZ, BT REXT N T — L7 KM
BERA), e CRENT, BRRT TR BE AR

“Hh N7 2 B UHIRR, XEMESX R 5 FERRAN, RELRE
L BE B BhTE AR EEH, FRATIT I I 78 X A B RIC B M dr 4.

R, BEFHEEAE D = {z1,z2,...,zn} BE m MR IEFEE,
BAIMER 2 = (zi;2i2; .. 52m) BN n ERIEME, NWRBEERHELX
EDRIGHEANAMIKEA{C |1 =1,2... .k}, HF CrpuyCi = o
B D=, C. R, BAA N € {1,2,....k} BREEEEX z; ) “HiF
" (cluster label), Bl x; € Cy,. T, BERKERTHEE m NTTRIER
BHE X = (A1;A2;. .. Am) TS,

RRBERE N — N, ATRIBEAEN DML, WAlEA S
REHAZEIESHATIOITE. Flan, 72— Lw kN A &xs P K88
ATHIA, B X “RF KB MR ERUA T REAKE S, T4 T sExt H
FPEBHITRE, BERKEREENMEE XN, REHEETXERI
GrRorREERL, BT R0 % 2R AL

ETARRFE ] HEE, MBS SMRBRNREE L. XEFERITH
XA R R AR R ERITN A, (BN, BITGITRRBHEEY KK
PR 08— M Re B E AR B v

0.0 MEEEE

RRMUAEEBIFRRR “FRMER” (validity index). SREZEIFH
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FoE B %

BEEI I EE
AR 23%.

Bl R AR E R o
R o4 RAE A HA A

BE ks

MRERE B AL, WRRER, RANFTEL AL BRIPE IR, 57—
JiTH, EHHH T RAREMARARNEREER, W BN RIEI RN
B4R, M SE S S BI7F & ZOR IR LS R '

RERWHEAE D WS HETEMLRTE, MHERE B4, 4
FERIR ARG R BT R? BN EF, TAAE “PUUKR” | HIF—HEKAEE
RTT BB BOARL, A RIER AR TR, He 52, BBLERE “BEAMEM
FE” (intra-cluster similarity) s B “#REIAHALE” (inter-cluster similarity){&.

REBBERBREIENE —REHBREEGREREDN “2FK
B ” (reference model) B AT LLEL, XA “SMEBFEAR " (external index); 7 —
KREBELERRLLERTAFAEMASEBE KA “ AIMIEFF” (internal

index).

NEPIE D = {@1,®2,..., T}, BEEITRES HHERITH C = {C,
Cy,...,Cr}, BEBEBGHPERIN A C* = {C},C3,...,Cr}. MMM, & A5
X AR C RO NKE G R R, RITEREEPIRENEE, & X

a=|SS|, 88 ={(zi,x;) | X =Xj, A} = N,i <5)}, (9.1)
b=|SD|, SD = {(mi2;) | X =Aj, A # Aj,i <)}, (9-2)
c=|DS|, DS = {(zi ;)| i # M, \f = \5i <)}, (9.3)
d=|DD|, DD = {(zi,®;) | i # A, Ai # A, i <5)}y (94)

Hfa SSBETECPRETHRARAAEC P hRETHFARKFE
xf, e SDRETECHRETHABEE C* PRETARBAOEE
Xif, e e HTEMEEN (2, z;) (@ < j) NEBHAE-MEST, HLA
a+b+c+d=m(m—1)/2 L.

FT(9.1)~(9.4) W T H FHIXLLH R SRR GERE B MR IE 1T

o Jaccard % (Jaccard Coefficient, f&j#5 JC)

a
JO=—+——. 9.5
C a+b+c (9:5)
o FM 8% (Fowlkes and Mallows Index, f&j#F FMI)
FMI=,/——_ .2 (9.6)

at+b atec’
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¢ Rand 5% (Rand Index, f&j#& RI)

2(a+d)

RI= m(m—1) (9.7)
BR, EARMRERERNERESTE [0,1] XA, EBKCHE.
ERBRRERIIFRISDY C = {C1,C, ..., Cr}, X
2 .
ave(C) = icl(IC] - 1) Zl<i<j<|0| dist(@i, ;) (98)
diam(C) = max;¢;cjg|c| dist(zi, z;) , 9.9
Amin (Ci, Cj) = minmieC’i,a:jECj dist(x;, mj) , (9.10)
deen(Ci, Cj) = dist(psi, p15) (9.11)

s et dist(, ) FIT W E P EA L RUBE G p R AR C LR p =
o Srcicic) @i B, avg(C) MELTHE C PREA I M FLIBER, diam(C) %
R Tk C PAEAI R BUZEE RS, duin (G, Cy) MR T 4% C; 5% C; BILFEAN

E/‘JEE%, dcen(Ci, CJ) Xﬂ‘ﬂﬂ:% C; 5% Cj EP‘D‘,'{":—': I‘ET,I B':JEE%
EF5(9.8)~(9.11) 7] T H PR L5 F 0 KM REfE B ST 45
¢ DB #5%{(Davies-Bouldin Index, f&#§ DBI)
k

i avg(C;) + avg(Cj))
PBI=7 : 9.12
k ;?35( ( een (14 145) (9-12)

e Dunn #§%{(Dunn Index, ##x DI)

. . dunin(Ci, Cj)
_ _ 1
DI= min, {T;é? (maxlsz diam(Cy) (019

24, DBI HE#/ NS, T DI AR, BB

9.3 BEEITE
STRE dist(+, ), HER—A “HEEEE” (distance measure), | FiHE—
S EL AR
Eikﬁl‘fﬁf diSt(mi,iBj) =20; (9.14)

[F—M: dist(x;, @) =0 HHMNY ;=5 ; (9.15)
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SRR dist(x;, x;) = dist(z;, ;) ; (9.16)

#obE A AR ) . . .
“_‘E_‘ﬁ ;r\;;\‘%;tﬁ A Hit: dist(z;, z;) < dist(z;, zx) + dist(zk, z;5) - (9.17)

3—‘(918)2]7)5 xT; — a:j é!J
Lp 2 ||2i — ;lp.

p > oo B RIF R0 E
XRIEH.

WAR “BTRIEE” (city

block distance).

LRI BALRE
#” (numerical attribute),
“BERBM” T “Fl4

B> (nominal attribute).

AL Cont kb BFE
RE A LA

BEME @ = (Ta; 705 %) T 25 = (Tj15252;. -5 7n), BEFKE
“IXIATREFFEFE R ” (Minkowski distance)

distmi (s, ;) = (Z |Ziu — Zjul” ) . (9.18)

X p > 1, (9.18) BATEE K (9.14)~(9.17) HIBE B AL B AN R
p =2 B, XA] 5 7 2 85 B8 B RK FCBE 25 (Euclidean distance)-

n
disted(:ci,a:j) = ||a:1 — :l:jllz = z |-’171lu - .’l:julz . (9.19)
u=1 .

p =1 K, BIATKHATHEE B Bl 2 ra 4 BE B (Manhattan distance)

n

distman(mi,wj) = ||:I:z — :I:j“l = Z |.Tw — .’I)ju| . (9.20)

u=1

BMNEBBER DN “ELLBM” (continuous attribute)Fl “ 5 & B
PE” (categorical attribute), Bi& 7E€ I LHLH Z AT REEUE, 5 ETEE
X ERARANBE. AT, T RERHER, BELRBEEXT “F” X
REHEZ. HlanE ok {1, 2,3} KB R M5 % 52 8 M i iU il — 2,
BREBRERMELUMEER: “1”7 5 “2” WKEE. 5 “3”7 WKE, XN
BHRK “BRFEME” (ordinal attribute); T & IRA{ €L, KZE, M HXHE
MEBRENA AR EREBMEE LW EES, #A “LFEE” (non-ordinal
attribute). AR, K RIEERTHTHF R

4 6 P & P TSR A VDM (Value Difference Metric) [Stanfill and Waltz,
1986]. & my o RANTERBYE v FEER o BIFEARE, my e BAES i MERRK
hEERM u EEUER o FIFEARSL, & WREARES, NEH v EBRANEBE 5 b
Z [E] ) VDM BEES N

k
VDM, Z
=1

p
Muai  Mubi

9.21
My,a Mayb ( )
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A FF, AEEF L
F, A dy =3B A
o 2 MGE L EE, ds B
BRF d 5 dy.

T &, B REEREEREMN VDM &5 b RSB, BER n. ™8
R n—n. NMEFBMW, NR—KE, &8 BHHSIETLF B8,

ne n p
MinkovDM,,(x;, ;) = (Z |Ti0, — 20 |F + Z VDMp(xm,xju)> .
u=1 u=nc+1
(9.22)

LA AP AR BN EEEARN, A “IREER” (weighted
distance). PABNAT AT SR 572 5 55 4 41

S

distomi(®:, B;) = (w1 lza — 2P + ..+ Wy - @i — TP ) (9.23)

FHAE w; > 0 (i = 1,2,....,n) FAERF BN EENE, W8 Y, w; = 1.

TR K, B RATRE T A% 8B &E ke 3 “AHBUE B
&7 (similarity measure), 5B, ML /S, SR, B FAHMUEEEK
B oA 0 — i A B B R BN O SR B, R HEE(9.17). Bl tndE
FEASHEATTRAEAFXENALUERER: “N” “57 2515 “AN5”
FHEL (B “ N7 5“7 RAMBL, SERBEAER, T4 “A” “5” 5
“NG” ZRRBEEELEN, B N7 5 C57 Z[RIFEEEARR, WE 9.1 i
7, WO ZER B AN FR O B, IR EE B AR D “HEEE RIS (non-metric
distance). WAL, AT 2H 0 EE B v S AR F 0 e UF I, (BAEA DI SEAE
Z, B EETHIRAARME SENERITHER, Xl “HERERY
317 (distance metric learning) S

VS /fb
x&” M
(‘ dl + (ZQ < (l’;j

Y g =8 4_ Tith R AL
) A8

=7
s&J

B 9.1 EEEHEBH—AHTF
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CRA RASHAE
b LA KA &

p.89 #) % AHIE £ 3.0c
RBEBRHBIEE 408 T £

H AR o~21 #g K R R
“FR=F" , LHELK
MENZ “FR= 2 .
o F AR LARGAEA,
B k& 5 irieft B kAR
s,

0.4 [RBIERA

BRI “ETIRAEIMEEZ” (prototype-based clustering), HLREIE
B REEW T — 4R BRI E, ERERBELPIRAFH. BEBET,
HREX RBLATHILAML, AR50 R BT IEAREF K E. KAANRKREE
AN ANERSRE I, B EAN RS, AR E S R RR A,

941 kHMEE X

BEFEAREE D = {Z1,T2,...,2m}, “kIYME” (k-means)B L4 TR HT
BERNS C={C1,C,,...,Cr} BAMLTFITIRE

k
E=> Y llo—mwl, (9.24)
i=1 zeC;
B pi = 5y Ygec, @ RE G WERER. BWRE, R(0.24) E—BREL
2 T EARSBERESER BN RERE, E S8/ UEAFERHECERR.
BMER(9.24) ARG, RBICHBRMBRELEELE D i HRNE
R4y, XR—A NP #[5 fB[Aloise et al., 2009]. Ft, k BHEEER A T AoLHE
i, BRI ARRAIERRARR(9.24). FHERBEWE 9.2 Fiw, KA 14754
WHE BT HIE, 7E5 4-8 4T 55 9-16 AT MU 24 B # 4 R M4 1) 3%
AEEFT, FIEAEFERRGERRIFAZ, NS 18 T8 U aT R 5345 Rk M.
THE LR 9.1 P EHE L 4.0 ABRER £ WESERF ISR o7
EROR, BATEFR S Hh i« MERKRA o, XR—NEE “BE” 5 “HHR”
FABHEN —fRE.

£ 9.1 HAKIEE 40

i EE O SHEE | k5 WE AR | %Y BE  OEF
1 0.697 0.460 11 0.245 0.057 21 0.748 0.232
2 0.774 0.376 12 0.343 0.099 22 0.714 0.346
3 . 0.634 0.264 13 0.639 0.161 23 0.483 0.312
4 0.608 0.318 14 0.657 0.198 24 0.478 0.437
5 0.556 0.215 15 0.360 0.370 25 0.525 0.369
6 0.403 0.237 16 0.593 0.042 26 0.751 0.489
7 0.481 0.149 17 0.719 0.103 27 0.532 0.472
8 0.437 0.211 18 0.359 0.188 | 28 0.473 0.376
9 0.666 0.091 19 0.339 0.241 29 0.725 0.445
10 0.243 ~ 0.267 20  0.282 0.257 30 0.446 0.459
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2 B %35 AT R A K,
BERE-ARKEATH
&R QL -3 2Y 4
FHB|R KRR
Bl T BIME, RAFIREAT

ﬁﬁ)\: #2&% D= {-’D],(I}Q,.. . ,:l}m};
RARBH k.

T
1: )\ D FREHLIES k MEREAVIGEERE {11, po, - - -, ux}
2: repeat
4C,=0(1<i<k)
for i=12,...,mdo

Vf‘ﬁﬁ?t mg %%i’ﬂéir‘]ﬁ i (1 <i< k) E‘]EEE dji = ||:c] p,z||2,

.....

B 2 SRR Cs, = c& Uy}
end for
9: fori=1,2,...,kdo
10: WHFSHEAR: p) = 57 X, T

11: if p} # p; then

12: BURERE u; BHh ul
13: else

14: RELRIEREATE

15: end if

16: end for

17: until XEHERBHRER
ﬁ“ﬂ: ﬁﬁtuﬁ C= {01, Cg, ey Ck}

9.2 k¥EE®:
e REEH k = 3, HIETFIRR FEVLIEE = MER z6, 12, To7 TEAWIMH
¥EMNE, B
= (0.403;0.237), po = (0.343;0.099), p3 = (0.532;0.472) .

FEHREAR 1 = (0.697;0.460), 'BE5LRIEIE p1, po, us KIEE 514
0.369,0.506, 0.166, FHIt =1 K RINE CsH. KUK, MEEFEETHIFFEREE
ZE—R)G, AR SRR A

C1 = {zs5, 6, T7, T8, T9, T10, 13, T14, T15, 17, T18, T19, £20, £23};
Cy = {x11, T12, T16};
= {®1, T2, T3, T4, T21, T22, T24, T25, T26, T27, T28, T29, T30 }-
F&, AT C1v Cav Cs 43Sk BT I3 E &

= (0.473;0.214), ph = (0.394;0.066), p = (0.623;0.388) .

EHLEEREE, AMER ERERE, WK 9.3 Fow, B ARIENAER S
REFNRIEAHMA, TREERE L, FRIRLKBRD. '
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T A AR IRE R R
KA “FE M, BEA
TR E—AREK.

0 07 08 09 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
L3 FA
(a) H—4ENRE (b) % st RE
0 0.8
0.7 0.7
0.6, 0.6
0.5
go.«:
4“0.3 F
0.1 02"‘ 0.9

(c) =45 (d) oIk KRG

9.3 MRHIBEE A0k HMIT k(= 3) AL EREHEE. HALLHEY
S LS S NPTy Y3 AT TP

942 FJ@EEN

5 g YWESEERM, %3 mEEN” (Learning Vector Quantization, i
PR LVQ) R i B #R B — 40 JR B ) B ok 2 | SRR 451, (B 5 — B KEIEARR
#72, LVQ BB EIR FEA T A R AIbRd, 22 ) FEA R A R B Bk
HBNZER.

HREMALSE D = {(z1,11), (®2,42), - - » (®m, Yym) }, WK x; R n A
BRI R E (2152525 .3 Tjn), ¥ € YV RFEAR z; BIZHIARE. LVQ I
Hir 2R —4 n R E {p1,ps,..., 0}, BNERHBERE—NRER,
HERIE t; € V.

LVQ H R & 9.4 fron. HIiESE 1ATHEXT RE W AT WM, Bl
X5 g MR AAEGARIC A tq KA BENER — MENREL M &, BIES
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ﬁ)\: ﬁj:%‘l) - {(wlyyl):(w%?&),-'w(mmaym)};
BERmEMN ¢, FRBPEREEFFLE {t1,t2,. .., tg};
FE e (0,1).

TR o

1: Wﬁﬁ%*?ﬂﬁﬁ@% {plap27"'7pq}

2: repeat

3:  MFEREE D BEHUEBURER (24, y5);

4 WEEKXz; 5p (1<i<q) WHES: dj; = ||lz; — pill2;

5

6: if y; =t;« then o

x; 5 pie WEFIAEE. 7 p =pi~+n- (:cj — Dix)

: 8: else
mj—‘?]pia EZIENCR 9. p':pzx —n(azj—p,*)
10:  end if
11: BEREEFEp.- FEHNp
4o BB K ARSI 12: until ## 2 & 144

ﬁﬂj: Eﬂﬁﬁ {p17p2a"'7p!1}

B o4 FIHTENER

‘iégfigfiﬂ 212 75 JE R i BT IR AR AL, 72—, BEREHLIE B — A hRiE

RETAanitAoRE  YIGHEA, i SR BOE IR T &, JHRIPIH ML R A — 20K
o oM IR B AT ISR, 698 12477, B L A B (I E

TREEDSsom AL ISBISKISRIH, SUSE R BREFDEEAE EH), W HIREA R
SR I 2 B E

BR, LVQ KRR 6-10 17, B EF EL &, EM LE, MHEE
x;, HRILEWREFE pr 5 x; BFRHFLEAR, WL pe 7 25 K7 HEER,
WE 7ATHR, R R R

P =pi+n-(z; —pir), (9.25)
p 5 x; ZIEMIEER

1" — zjll2 = ||pix + - (x5 — Pi=) — x4l J2
=1 —n)-|lp —zjll2 - ~(926)

L3 E e (0,1), WREFE px FEEHH p/ ZIEHERIE ;.

B, & p 5 z; MBRFEAHE, WEFHFEWEERES =; ZHIK
BFEBHIERA (1+7) - ||per — 5]|2, NTTEZE ;.

AR AR AR {p1,p2,...,pg} &, BN SEHINHEAZE X L
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F98 B %

E¥ R FHERALAR
HEE p AFw, NTE
RBHE “HREE
(lossy compression), iX #k
A “@EEN” (vector
quantization); LVQ #3tf
B4,

BAEA YFh= R
K| 3ANE, “HFR=F"
HE 2.

TR~ N, ).

3 SARIEE4EME,
S| E R R
o1 B ajiE4EE

. WEBHA z, ERMRIANSEEERENEREE W ENRRNES; 5
2, BMEBEE p; X T H5ZHXK— MR R, ZRBHEMEASE p;
HIEE AR T E SRR & py (7 # 1) KPR, B

Ri={z e X |||z - pilla < ll& — pull2, V' # i} . (9-27)

BUL TR T AR R X BRI S {R,Ra,... Rg}, ZRIZEHEKA
“Voronoiff|43” (Voronoi tessellation).

THEBEMLIE 9.1 KITERERLE 4.0 AFRECR LVQ K251, 4 9-21

SRARRNEMNFIEN co, HMBERRIEIIREN ¢ BE ¢ =5, MEIH

- WREE 5 AN REEE p1, p2, P3, P4, D5, 388 52 X B B9 K BAR 8 49 B

C1, €2, €2, C1, C1-

B IFIAR, IRIEREA BB AR E R I TR 1 28 BRI X R L ) B EAT B
m?ﬂﬂﬁ'%, ﬁ%fmﬁ‘a{%%#ﬁ: &5, 12, 18, T23, T29. Eﬁ—%iﬁ'ﬁ‘?, ﬁ%ﬁﬁ
LB IREAR K o, HHEAR S Y8R E [ & p1, p2, p3, Pa, Ps KIBEE 2 51H
0.283, 0.506, 0.434, 0.260, 0.032. BT ps 5 o, BEREAFEBEFHERKAE
BIFRIE c2, BEFEIE n=0.1, W LVQ E# p; BEFREWE

p =ps+n- (@1 —ps)
= (0.725;0.445) + 0.1 - ((0.697;0.460) — (0.725; 0.445))
- =(0.722;0.442) .

¥ ps BHH p' J5, NTER LR, AR5 KRRE R WE 9.5 .
9.43 SETEARYE

5 E¥E. LvQ RREA M B RZIERELE AR, SRS (Mixture-of-
Gaussian) RIEF AR R R L R BB

AV R LB — T (2 70)EH A E X, b n fEREARE X FIBEHL
H& o, &z RIEH 0, KR ERECh

1 1 Tyi—-1
p(a) = ——F—ce 2@ W E (9.28)
(2m)2|X|2
Hrp oy Bn EHENE, T &nxn WP ZERERE. B3X(0.28)7FH, &fin
e ERE p M TTEERE = XRASHEBE. 4T HHERRmES
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() ERIE TR F
#, [pm(z)de = 1.

207
0.8 0.8
0.7 0.7
o.in'" 0.6
0.5 o 0.5
fgf 0.4[ . " g 0.4
& 0.3T R Ad 0.3 .
02p 0.2
0.1 L 0.1
01 02 03 04 ;(‘)lji . X . 0.9 TR T a—Y f“gji 0.6 07 08 0.9
2 B
(a) 50 %% RE (b) 100 #&ERE
0.8 — 0.8 —
0.7 1 0.7,
0.6,
0.5 .
-
e 0.4
@ 0.3| .
0.2
0.1
01 02 03 0.4 g?:g 06 07 08 09 01 02 03 04 &O‘ji 06 07 08 09
(c) 200 #ERE (d) 400 &Kz

9.5 HNMIEE 4.0 LIVQ Hik(q=35)ERRHHMERBHRELER. ¢, e £4F
ALEEREEGENAM @, o KR, 4 R KR IR EW R E) Voronoi #14.

TSNS EORBRR, R EEREICN pe | 1, X).
BATAE R RE A

k
pm(@) = i pla | ps, ) (9-29)
i=1

AL E kN RE B AR, BNRE RN AN B o 5
3 BB ANENRERSNSE, T o > 0 WHNK “BERH (mixture
coeflicient), Zle a; = 1.

BOBREA R A LR A R & A 4 i B8, IRYE an, 00,0 EX
RISE I IR R M ATR A Y, HoP o WIEFEEE « MRS B B, R)E, 1R
PERIE PRI A Ry HONESE 2 B B HOMATRAE, AT 22 FUAR B A AR
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FNGE D = {z1,22,..., 2} H LRIEER, SHENERE 2; € {1,
Lk} RAREBEAR o, FIRIRA By, REUERM. 8, z; KARHEZE
Pzj =) WMNT o; (i =1,2,..., k). RIE AR, 2; BERS MR NT

P(zj=1) - pm(e; | 25 = 19)
prm(x;)

_ai-plxj | pi, %)
= . (9.30)

> o p(xy | e, )
=1

pm(zj =il xy) =

BEZ, palz =i | @) B TR o B3 & A FITIR A A A R J5 B
. RTERGR, I EID A vi (1=1,2,...,k). : ‘

YRR A4 (9.29) TANE, MR A RIKICREARLE D KK k ME
C= {Cl, Cg, Ce ,Ck}, ﬁ/l\ﬁézg Z; E‘]?‘Jﬁﬁl—ﬁa >\j ﬁ[ﬂr%%

Aj = argmax ji - (9.31)
i€{1,2,....k}

B, WRBIZRRHI A R, RS %%%mﬂ%*&fiﬁi(wﬁﬁﬁﬁ)ﬁﬁi
SEAT 22, Rl 53 ) S I B R R A

M, HFH(9.29), BABH { (o, pi, Ba) | 1 < i <k} WFTRARVE? TR,
STRPREARRTL e AR D, TR ABOCBUAE T, BB A

LL(D)=1n (H pM(wj))

g=1

m

Z (Z o pla; | i J) : 9.32)

EMASALT6F. WA EM BTSRRI S
HEBH {0, 10, 3a) | 1 < i < e} EAEAR(9.32) Bkt M 25HE) — 0%

(@ —ps) =0, (9.33)

i Qy - p$3|uz,2)
Jj=

Mw

L p(e; | py, %)

il
=

B (9.30) LK vy = pm(z =i | ), B
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m
,Zl Vi
i =1 , ' (9.34)
E Vi

Il
iy

J

BN IR & A B3 E T I A A AP 3R v, HEARE R BAMER R T %
RS IR RMER. KA, i 25EP) — o T8

3

2 Vil — ) (x m)*
5 = , (9.35)

m
> Vi
=1

X TFRERY oy, BT ER KM LL(D), BEWL 0; >0, Y8 0, = 1. %8
LL(D) s B H R

. k
LL(D) + A (Z o — 1) , (9.36)

i=1

Horp A pfusk B HIRT. 13(9.36)% o; IRER 0, F

m TS >

k
=t lZ oy - p(aj | p, Z)
=1

Wiiﬂl“]%u a;, ;) :ﬁ #ZKX‘ FETH0 A = -m, ﬁ
a. -_— 3 (9 8)
i 'E— Yii » 3

AN R R TR & R B A A B T2 B A B R R €

H R B AT ERAS R ATR A B AL A EM B ERPIRAUP, SRR
M SHCR U EEIMHEE TENRI RS K EREE 4, (E2), BRI
3(9-34)« (9.35)A1(9.38) B SHL {(cui, s, B3) | 1 <5 < b} (M2P).

FTR S RREERR I E 9.6 fras. HIESE 1ATX R TR & 77 A
SHGEITHIRML. G, FE58 2-12 4T T EM BEN B S PG AT A E BT
F EM SUERE RS0 AR (B0 Bk B SRR AR, SEURR% LL(D) 1
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H9E B %

EM Hiked EF.

EM Fikth M¥.

Bl A BB R BRI

BN BREE D = {x),29,...,@m};

TR A BN k.
TR
1: VIR TR A AT BRSO {(ou, i, 3 | 1 <6 < K}
2: repeat

33 forj=1,2,...,m do ,

4: BIER(9.30)1HH =; AEEE T ERNEERNEER, /I
Vi = pmlzi =i | ;) (1 <i<k)

5. end for

6. fori=1,2,...,k do

T HERSERE p = R0

de1 Vii )

B WEFERER 5| = Dt i),

% WEFEARY: of = D0

10: end for .
11 CRRBISE (o, pi, Bi) | 1 < i <k} BHA {(of, 1}, Z7) |1 < i<k}
12: until ¥ 2 & 14
13: Ci=2 (1<i<k)

14: for 7=1,2,...,m do
15 RER(9.3V)BE z; FIEFRIC N5
16:  # x; MAMNKE: Cy, = Oy, U{z;}

17: end for
ﬁ'cﬂ: ﬁﬁfﬂﬁ} C= {01,02, ces ,Ck}

9.6 HMBRASELE %
KRARERERK), WS 1417 TR RS A E RS, 755 18
AP LTS
LI 0.1 BTG MEERE 4.0 %I, SEHRS A AN k= 3. BWEIFG
i, R ATIE A A S AL H: 01 = 0 = a3 = Ly = g,
M2 = T22, U3 = :1:27‘; 31=3y=33= (g:(l) 2:2)-
B SE T R KR A E R R AR D oy H B,

3 (9.30)H HEHMEER 11 = 0.219, 712 = 0.404, v13 = 0.377. FiAHANE
KERATERE, B3 THRESE:

o = 0.361, o, = 0.323, o} = 0.316
= (0.491;0.251), pf, = (0.571;0.281), p} = (0.534;0.295)
s _ (0025 0004) o (0023 0004\ o, _ (0024 0005
TT\0004 0016) T2 \ooo4 0017/ T \0.005 0.016

RS IHR, RUTES AR, R ARSI 5 RS R 9.7 Fir.



9.5 BERAE 211
03, — 08— —_— —
0.7, 0.7,
0.6| 0.6
0.5| R 0.5 .
a 4 A, A . a,
% 04 * % 0.4 *
o A a A A A
03 ° 4 " 03 st
eo ° o + + ° o ° o + ';
0.2 o ©° 0.2, o °
o °
0.1 ° 1 o 3
o o
Tz o3 04 s s 07 o8 0o iz 3 s 05 06 o7 08 0o
EE EE
(a) 5 #RENRE (b) 10 6 &ERE
0.8, 0.8 - — —
0.7 0.7 1
0.6| 0.6
0.5 . 0.5 . 1
o ‘a - 4.
ﬁ 0.4 . -; . ﬁ 0.4 R s
03 ° * 03 a
° o + + oo o +
021 o ° “ 0.2 +, o A .
-] A
01 ° 01 °
o o
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
FE BH
(c) 20 6 R)E (d) 50 $EERE

24k “Density-Based S-
patial Clustering of Appli-
cations with Noise” .

ERAFREBNET, B
B & # dist(-,) £ KA
HFRARKIES.

9.7 HMRERE(k =3)ERFIHBAREHRELR. LFHRKCL, C2 5 Cs
FHFRESAA O, W 5D RT, EBMBREBRASHEO TR 4+ KT,

0.5 BERY

FEERLIR “ETHEERIERI” (density-based clustering), LR EE
ﬁ%?@%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ?ﬁ%%%fﬁﬁﬁﬁ. HHEBET, BEERRELEIE
AE WA RS AR RIS, R T EBRERAT BERK

AR R AR LL R

DBSCAN B —FhEZEZWHBERKEE, ©ET —4H “4” (neigh-
borhood) 2 # (¢, MinPts) RZEHA ST EERE. S EHEE

D ={zy,z,,..

&}, XTI LA

o A8 X @ € D, 3 AMREAAREALE D P o MEBAAT  HH
A, B Ne(zj) = {z; €D | dist(x;, ;) < €};
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o 12 XF B (core object): #H x; K W B DB E MinPts NMEAR, Rl
[Ne(z;)| > MinPts, W @; &—/MEOI5;

FEHALRATRH o I H A (directly density-reachable): & x; AT @; B 20T, H o, 2

e ot %, WA @ i ; BREEL;
FETALABL LR o #Z A& (density-reachable): Xf x; 5 x;, HFTEFERIFF p1,pa, - - ., Pn,
BRI AR Kb pr = @i, pp = @; H piyr B p BEEEIE, WK o5 i a; BREATIA;

B BARE £ A b AR AR o  F#H3% (density-connected): Xt z; 5 x;, HIFLE x 4 = 5 z; ¥H
' oy, BEAE, WIR x; 5 o; B EAHE.

13

Bl 9.8 45 T LIRS EMETR.

9.8 DBSCAN & X ¢4 £ AMBA (MinPts = 3): RARFH ARH, z, RSt
oxoW ) BEIR xs B a) BETE x5 o, BEAE.

HTIX L, DBSCAN H “#E” 5 Xh: MBI KR G B AR
e s e EEEREASA. R, SIS H (e, MinPts), B C C D R
A (anomaly) A DNV IR Sat s S

B (connectivity): @; € C, z; € C = x; § x; BHEME (9.39)
B KM (maximality): x; € C, x; Hx; EEAIL >z, €C (9.40)

W, i NEEE D FHEFEE U B REBEER? b, F e
ABOMNR, He BEAEHFTERELAARNESEN X = {o/ € D |
o @ BETKY, WA X B Rt S B v . ‘

T /&, DBSCAN & EERBIRE T — ML ONEA “MF” (seed),
B FH O R A A SR 25 HE, BRI 9.9 Fin. FESE I~T AT, Bk
FARIEA E MBI B (e, MinPts) RHFTH RO, RFES 10~24 17,
PME—HZ O 5o R R, 3R B AR AR A s R R, BRI A%
XTSI I i A ik
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ﬁj)\: ﬁﬁ%D:{wl,mg,...,mm};
ARBHL (e, MinPts).
L W LN EE: Q=0
2: for j=1,2,...,mdo )
3 WK x; 1 IR Ne(x;);
4:  if |N(z;)| > MinPts then
5 WA o MABRLNEES: Q= QU {z;}
6: end if
end for :
 FHAREBH: k=0
9: MIgHUARITFFEAEES: T =D
10: while Q # & do
11 ERAEREEAES: Taa =T
12: FENLEER—MZOXNR 0 € Q, MIEHIT Q =< 0 >;
13:  I'=T\ {o};
14:  while Q # @ do
15: BUHBAF Q B HER q;

e N> d

16: if |N.(q)| > MinPts then
17: 4 A=NJ(q)NT;

18: ¥ A FEREEIIARS Q;
19: L=T\A;

20: end if

21:  end while

22: k=k+1, ERREHE C =Toa \I;
23 Q=0\Ch

24: end while

ﬁi&: %%MJ\C = {Cl,CQ,.. ,Ck}

9.9 DBSCAN Ei%

LA 9.1 f VG JRERIEEE 4.0 A6, BB BE (e, MinPts) WEH ¢ =
0.11, MinPts = 5. DBSCAN S E 4R H SR 4B DX S8R
&1 Q = {3, x5, T4, T8, @9, T13, T14, T18, E19, L24, Ta5, T2g, Tao}. A, N Q H
BEHLIE I — M2 O RAEA BT, $RH B'e % B ATk AT R, XA T
BARER. AR, REZORER o Bk ERFF, I DBSCAN
A B — AN RN

Cl = {mﬁam'?amS,wlOale: m187m197m20,$23} .

5, DBSCAN ¥ C; FEEHMZLONEN QT ER: Q= Q\C =
{x3, x5, T9, T13, T14, T4, T25, Tos, Tao}. TFNEFEIIESE Q TREHLIEIR—A
BONBIERNFFRER T —NMREE LRIBAWES, B2 QO 8% B
9.10 27~ DBSCAN SE/EAE MR EKMNEIR. C1 ZJaERIIFERENR
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AGNES &£ AGglomera-
tive NESting # & 5 .

Bod B OXK
0.8 0.8
0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5, R o 0.5 o °
g o o, o4 g o o o,
X R T
0.3 P . 03
0.2f .. . M . ° 0.2,
0.1 o o © 0.1
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 0.1 0.9
%R
(a) A RIEE C, (b) £ REELE C
0.8 — — 0.8
0.7} 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
- -
04 g 04 1
4 4
0.3 0.3
0.2 1 0.2
01 0.1
0.1 0.9 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
R
(c) £AFREIR Cs (d) ARFRER Cy

Bl 9.10 DBSCAN Hik(e = 0.11, MinPts = 5) A RR LR QLB EIL. ot R,
FAZST R RBFHFASA O ‘o W, LERXITFHENNS

Co = {x3, x4, T5, X9, T13, 14, T16, T17, T21} ;

Cs = {x1, @2, T2, T26, T20} ;

Cy = {@24, T25, Ta7, X8, T30} -

9.6 BREEL

JE IR ZE 3 (hierarchical clustering)ik BI7EA | /= O AR E AT R4, T
TR T RIS 1. BOREMRI TR “BiKm B IR G %S, ik
A “BTMT” Mg,

AGNES & —F:RFH BRI LR A KRR REEE. eei s
RANFERBE— NIRRT, RIGTEEEBIT S — P R I S RIE
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EOEMERITET
XAEHMERES (Haus—
dorff distance), &0 J &
9.2

BFEER duin, dmax
A davg-

EEIA RS X -E -2

TR RSE B IR,

* < 5%

PINREEBATEIF, L BARES, HEEIITIRAREENM. KRMR
EMATHERIGRZ RER. Kb b, SMEE - MEEES, Bk, A&
KARTHEAWHEMEEA A, B, 5eREEC 5 0, TEL FTERHKXT
Rt HEEE:

B/MNEBE: dmin(Ci, Cj) = in dist(z, 2) , (9.41)
x iy ]
BOREERS: dmax(Cs, Cj) = emax dist(x, 2) , (9.42)
1y 7
e 1
S{Zi—//gfﬂﬁ% davg(Ci,Cj) = m Z Z diSt(m,Z) . (943)
¢ J zeC; ZECj

BB, /MR H PRI BOE R A YE, B BE B i R M RS A R,
TP 32 BE R DU e P N SRR BT R AL R vk e . AR BRI A B dinins dimax X

BN BEAE D = {z1,22,...,Zm};

RATREER B RH d;
REFH k.

jup Y

1: for j=1,2,...,m do

2 Cj={z;}

3: end for

4: fori=1,2,...,m do

5 forj=1,2,...,mdo

T: M (j,4) = M(4, )

8: end for

9: end for

10: WEMEIREENS: g=m

11: while ¢ > k do

12:  HRHEESIENFEANREE C- F G
13: ﬁj’l{: C'i* 25[1 Cj*i Cz* = C’i* UC]‘*;

14: for j=j"+1,"+2,...,qdo

15: KR IHE Gj BT Cj_l

16:  end for

17 WRETEAE M S 4758 5 5,
18: forj=1,2,...,q—1do

19: M(’L*,]) = d(OZ*C]),

200 M(j, i) = M(i*,5)

21: end for

22: g=q—1

23: end while

ﬁﬁj: ﬁiﬂﬁc={01,02,,ck}

9.11 AGNES Ei%



216 ' Eozx B S

davg VI, AGNES S2VERAH N HAR N “ 8484”7 (single-linkage), “ 4/
¥:” (complete-linkage) B, “IJ¥#” (average-linkage) & k.

AGNES SRR 9.11 fizs. 65 1-9 17, FVEEMUE — AR
I UE TR IS AR A I F) BE B REL R BEAT W IR AL, SRJETESS 11-23 17, AGNES A&
FEE R BRI, Hxt-& 18 B R RN BE B FEHEAT BB, ki 2
AWER, HREBITR IR
%':Z)gfﬁm 4.0 L p.202 LD REHE 42 4.0 51, & AGNES Hik—EHPATRFTHREA H IR —
h ANMEF, Bl k=1, MATE8E 9.12 FI/TEI’J “PPIRE” (dendrogram), HHh4EZ2
A RAE.

o7 rrrrrrrrrrererT T T T T T T T T T T T T T

0.6

051

0.4f

0.3

REEER

0.2

0.0 ‘1
12926 22221 3 4232528243027 5 7 917131416 6 8 181910201511 12

REHT

9.12 HN#HEK 4.0 £ AGNES F kA AR E (RA dimax). B THA
Y5, WA T REKIER.

FERPIRIE IR 58 R IR L EAT 20 1, NURT A3 BIAR R I ki 2 45 R ik, DA
9.12 PR BEN FIFIRE, BABIEE 7 MR R

C1 = {x1, 26, Tag}; Co = {2, @3, 4, T21, T2 };
Cs = {3, T24, ®25, T27, T2g, T30 }; Cs = {5, 27}

Cs = {x9, 13, T14, 16, T17}; Co = {Ts, T8, €10, T15, 18, 19, 20 };

C7 = {z11, 12}
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R BR B D IRTT, NGB RIFRZ W > WRRER. FlnE 9.13 B
AT B 9.12 HFEA 7 & 4 ADNRAEHEIKIEE R

0 — 0.8
0.7 0.7,
0.6 0.6
0.5
% o
« 03
0.2
01
01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
&R ER
(a) REKS k=7 (b) BESEH k=06
0 08
0.7 0.7
0.6 0.6
0.5 0.5
g 0.4 g 0.4
@ 0.3 ® 03
0.2 0.2
0.1 0.1
0.1 0.9 0T oz 03 04 05 06 07 08 09
BE
(c) REHZM k=5 (d) REHEH k=14

Bl 9.13 HRMIEL 4.0 L AGNES Bk (RA dpax) ERR R EHH(E =7, 6,5, 4)8F
R R AR O RT, LEBEAR T HERN N

9.7 [#iZ#l

REGFRIBEA D FHE HIRE . BROTR BB

e ey w e RRIAFIEEIIRUE SRR, AN RS DR
gk B FERPARVE T B BT TR [Estivill-Castro, 2002]. AHST T ML > HAh sy
K, BRPFREARE RGN, FIHLE R ERH [Mitchell, 1997 HEREE

RTREMBY. ERIHASGEWNLAES PEHEE, FIATHERA

T R MAGR T, BT HAAR EE I TESHEERE. TRE



218

EES

BEEEEFIEN 106
.

O REEMBP BN A
R MAREEM.

Bregman JE & 7 #&
Bregman divergence, & —
R WA AR WA B3 M
HIBE B .

M A RS 10 .

HEZMAE, TSAXFTHOETBEMEZARLEN [Jain and Dubes, 1988;
Jain et al., 1999; Xu and Wunsch 11, 2005; Jain, 2009] %.

REMRERER 9.2 WHARS, BRMZTHFME. LEE (mutual
information). F¥JBER % (average silhouette width) [Rousseeuw, 1987] %, 7]
%% [Jain and Dubes, 1988; Halkidi et al., 2001; Maulik and Bandyopadhyay,
2002).

BBV R AR 2 2 ST S L ER . BT R LB B4R 4L T HE B o210
—RIER. BRI RETEBE R A, AR RILEFEHRTH, TSR
[Deza and Deza, 2009]. MinkovDM 7E [Zhou and Yu, 2005] H IE=4 . #EX
WAL BB R KR 58 HR R+ F &9 SRR IR [Jacobs et al.,
2000; Tan et al., 2009]. FEBIE B% IV HEIKAZIRES I E Y [Xing et
al., 2003]. '

EBWEEENEERNRSREERERS TEMSE. BEMEENE
Rég—MBE RS WG, ZHEEERE LY HEARTEN%E L KRE
¥R 9, B0 Steinhaus 7 1956 45, Lloyd 7F 1957 4E. McQueen 7E 1967 %
[Jain and Dubes, 1988; Jain, 2009]. k #{EHEEH KEZK, W k-medoids &
¥ [Kaufman and Rousseeuw, 1987] 5& | JR B4 (o] &0 R YA, k-modes &
% [Huang, 1998] AT AbE B E B, Fuzzy C-means (f&j# FCM) [Bezdek, 1981]
R “4REEAHK” (soft clustering) H ik, AVFEMEAUARRABERNBFEA
FRR. TERNE, & BEREEAEMTRE N BRI, Bk iRY,
# RS Bregman BEES, U AT 35 3 98 IR BP0 B8 2 R AR G50 10 & A
[Banerjee et al., 2005]. FIAZB TN AIHB]#% k ¥I{A (kernel k-means) &%
[Scholkopf et al., 1998], X 513K (spectral clustering) [von Luxburg, 2007]
HEVIBER [Dhillon et al., 2004], j53& rl B ELED B H HFFEBLS (Laplacian
Eigenmap) FE4EEIAT & BERK. BEBH cBEFHA R, F %5
KAHT BBHiE k [Pelleg and Moore, 2000; Tibshirani et al., 2001], {2
B RET AR k H2 W4T FIBEURELS R,

LVQ HEE R IERPNEF S LA EE LW R & [N
FH LA ER AR IR RSO, AN SO B LVQ2. LVQ3 %
[Kohonen, 2001]. [McLachlan and Peel, 2000] #4048 T S EHR AR, Hik
1 EM 3L I3 S FEFT 20 [Bilmes, 1998; Jain and Dubes, 1988).

KAARTARMEHEAS AN EHRBRE, TRITHAEKEERRE
%, Bk DBSCAN [Ester et al., 1996] 4t, %% FI 164 OPTICS [Ankerst et al.,
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A #R outlier detection.

1999]. DENCLUE [Hinneburg and Keim, 1998] %. AGNES [Kaufman and
Rousseeuw, 1990] RH T AR M LR ERERT=EBREREW, 52
%, DIANA [Kaufman and Rousseeuw, 1990] Ul & % A B T 7] T 153 95 SR B&.
AGNES #1 DIANA #ANGEXT 2 & 3F 8L 2 247 iR HAT (B 2, %A K
JERE K E P00 BIRCH [Zhang et al., 1996]. ROCK [Guha et al., 1999] Z%f
SEHEAT T ok,

IR (clustering ensemble) it X £ A2 I J/IFITEK, BBAE N
PR AP B SR LR ELEWARF . BT I REYLE S R R R AR
W, W[4 [Zhou, 2012] H 7 E.

FHER M (anomaly detection) [Hodge and Austin, 2004; Chandola et
al., 2009) ¥ & By R BEE B Wt WA AT, BT EHRAEE P OREERER
FHEA, EEERREREAEARE A REEMARBET “BE
P (isolation) AT HRE M H 5% A [Liu et al., 2012].
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HREIEE 4.0 L p.202
9.1

B AR L.

9.2

9.3
9.4

9.5

9.6

9.7

9.8
9.9*

9.10*

WAER: p > 1, 57 SR 7 2 B v A B o R & A IIY 4% B A 4
0<p<1H, FATREEREE AR ESEE, BRI att. F—
Ph XFRYE; p BFRIEIT AR, AT KRR B < o0 N B R4
XFEEE, B

u=1

. :
p»EI-lI-loo (Z |Ziu — ij|p) = max |Zin — Zjul -

FA—HAZEHTRNES X 5 Z ZANEZTET “FHERE
%7 (Hausdorff distance)it#:

disty (X, Z) = max (disty(X, Z), distn(Z, X)) , (9.44)
Hr 7
disty(X, Z) = Ialelea)){{rzneln [l — 2|2 . (9.45)

BUUER: SHT20 SRR B R BE B T A U 4 A .
WA & BMEEIR R B B ME(9.24) KR ALAE.

RO kIR, RE SRR k. SASRAIER O,
FETEIHORAE 4.0 LHHTSER IR, JFid it 4 BRIV B i B AT
IS 25 3.

% F DBSCAN W& E X, # MO, h z BEAEKTE
BERMIRAISEE A X, RIEH: X M (9.39) 5 & K1 (9.40).

BT AGNES 55325 FH 55 /) B B R KB 185 ) DX 551

BA SR L AT — A (SRR S ), Hixee
M EAHZE, TFRA MR, AT AT A G R L R IR ik K e A
MR, MhELRE AR R

REH—ANBERM RIS, 355 9.2 TR mIstrLE.
REH— MR TR A RS R R

R85 B B RSO k B, SRS TR
PR 4.0 _FET.
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AR E R
(Kaunas).

FRMBREF LY L
BRI RR, ST
WA LT AR

WY R AR AR R R
BAERE R OCRTEM
AR

man & Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL.

Zhou, Z.-H. and Y. Yu. (2005). “Ensembling local learners through multimodal
perturbation.” IEEE Transactions on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics - Part
B: Cybernetics, 35(4):725-735.

A BHRBIER G MR T )T AR

% % 4 JE 3 (Manhattan distance)7F #& “ i # % JL
77 (Taxicab geometry), & B K ¥ X MR & « B+
K H % (Hermann Minkowski, 1864-—1909) f7 41 #17 i, 3£
BA M TZEERA T LA &S E P 5 R AR A AR
F LB H vt i BB R AR, X MR N 7 T X R B L
Z W RABATAE, Bl A BRI E A A S 3R ANERL = K5 234
R, FAA (5-3)+(33-23) = 12 M.

Bk 26 W A T B T 7 58 R T (Alexotas) ) — ME KA K E, BT
SERERFEERAA, h\SHELZBELELHRYE, SEREA
ABFRNA AR —FZE AR ENNREZLWHE, WRED L
. F¥foffEeEdm, JLFReXEIR (FHEY ; AZHNTHER, A
HELRERTNGFHFEY; T ESRMBELT n T KRB TEELAKRR, #
RYFERFRAFTEFHRFEAR. 1908 9 AMEREHN —KkFALWN L
MY CRESEEY WELE, RE T HERSER, b)) XA OEL
FrREY . FENE, ZAARMATIERER.

1896 4F X 7] A M A AR A FEHM A, & F WA EW K F LT, # N
R ERBEFEG R, ARTAGENHFETHEFRAT Mo BA
RBE” . WA EZHEE, RAWMEFAS FAFERTHHEE T 1011
FMMBT (RTASELEY . W RMENTFESFE “BRBRZIR",
BIEMAREEFLRAXFEX.




BHE “i koA, i
HE” .

»
EE‘

»

=%

FIE BFHESESEF

10.1 kiT48=%3)

k 340 (k-Nearest Neighbor, fEi#x kNN 3] 2 —FF 8 F 10 1B 22 3] ik,
HUENHIFEE S SrElNRFEA, ETEMEREEERBIIGETS5HE
FEIRM E MNGHER, REETX A “4BF7 MEBRIATIN. B%, £
RAEZHAFEH “BEE”, MEEX b MR HILERZ 25870 /E 5 Tl
MgE R, EENVIES PR PR | BEIX kAR R SSE B ARIE
SEIAEAE A TN 45 3R ; 38 R B TR B A AT A S BN AR SR, PR R
FIRE AR E K.

S HR D FEME, kIRSEIBE - NMHERNAR Z L e
BH B INGERE FL b Bl “WiE]" (lazy learning) K3 4 AR,
2R 2 S FARTE N SR BRI ALRAF TR, VISR B T8 A, FrifcEl
WAL A J5 FFREAT AL BE; AHDY Y, AR LELE I ZR B B X RE A HEAT % > b B 7
B, B “R)% )7 (eager learning).

B 101 G T kB RBHN—NrEE. BR, k2 —NEESH, Yk
WAEHER, 7RERSHFEEAR. H—HH, HRAARKEETE T,
MFH R “U48” "I ReH B ZE R, NS B RERA BEANFE.

HHBRERHRER ‘8% 1, BIRERSHE 2k & NI AR, FATRXT
“BAEARSIRAR” (INN, B k = 1)7E — 432 i) f_E g st — M B A 118

e -
// T~ \\ /n? =]
/ // = \ P By
F R — 2 H A K+
I+ / d —
. 1/ P \ k=3
I " ! Bzl
R Y — 2 5 H-
N > /
-, e — R
\\ \\: o /// //.‘—) ] =i
Y Svennet P — 2305 H+
L s

B 10.1 k#4RHABETER. BEAETHFEL, XM AL L=1R k=5
R\ A EH], k=3 WA B A R
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MR @, HRBATARERN 2, MREAA AL EOERRE o
55 2 FHURSA RN, 0

Plerr)=1-— ZP(C | £)P(c| z). (10.1)

ce)y

R AR R 405, ELAHEE o AUEE/NER 6, 75 o WHE 6 Bissva
PR BB — MY R, B, ARV, MRS R R Va2

FKA0)FHNGEHEAE 2. 4 ¢* = argmaxcy P(c | ) R T st 5%
ﬂﬁjﬁ’fﬁﬁiﬁh\%ﬁi‘% BER A
71%.

P(err) =1— ZP(C | )P(c | z)

ce)y

QI—ZPz(cH:)

cey
<1-P¥c* | =)

= (4P [2)(1-P( |2))

<2><(1—P(c*|a:))., (10.2)

T AR R & TRRIGETH AL ARS8 B KRR B, BENZ AR

EP AT [Cover TR T HTH M0 KA MIBR AP !

and Hart, 1967).

10.2 {R#E#A

BRI RET A BB ERWRRA @ WEER A 6 B
R A R AR B — A e, BN R BOR R BE R K, Bh “3
¥AE” (dense sample). R, XMBRRFEI LS P EERAEHL, FlFE
5 = 0.001, (L% HEEAREE, WL 1000 e ST ALE — LR HIR
PERUECRITE 4, BT G RS BRREAZE LI 0.001 BEBSEIE 0 B AR ) —
AYILERES, LTI 48 5 288 006 AT DU R 043 S 8 i 4
HIPIAE. AT, SXOURRIEESCH | T, B E SRR, WFRERE
BETM. GIINEE RIEEHOD 20, 1 BRI AWLERELME, WEDSH

A ABRE AR (10%)20 = 100 AREd. USERR R A N T 17T, B R R A

(—BELFAA L TS H RERABIGRIIE. HAh, V2% 1070 RO,

PEAET) T R ] 2 S B S S RARACROBRAT, 10 53 R P B S PO L
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[Bellman, 1957] & F 4%
d, AR 4 REILY
“éﬁ.é’k@*}h” .

H—ANEEZRBRE
wE, ARE 11F.

HAEES.

HE b, EEAEBET UK IR AR BE 5 U5 5% )
%ﬁfﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ{%/\ﬂﬁllm e E AT, PR “CHERCR A (curse of
dimensionality).

AR YRR A () — N EE IR R [E 4 (dimension reduction), JRFR “ 4%
2ofer” , B IE T B Ah B A AR Ok R v R I S () A AR — MR T
(6”7 (subspace), ZEIXAF 25 (B P REAZ B RIRER &, EEITEHBEE LR
Gr. WA A REREAT B4 KR BN TEAR 2 I, AATTRRI B 4 2 ) Bt A A

B YR, (5% SRS B V)M R BBV DR MR SE 2 A, BIT iy 4 = R] o
f—/MESE “HR N7 (embedding). & 10.2 5H T —MNEWKIHIT. BiAmE%
AP A S, R MRGE RN T2 i EA G #ATHE .

1

WS B o T
.’?‘cgﬁ".‘?.f- C.o?g
- '."o. LIy ‘: .
"“’ﬂ‘\"wm et e

a) =47 N ALIRB| AL (b) =4 = 18] F 4 vh
B 10.2 KAeSATEH

AR R0 25 8] PP RE A 2 TR) ) B S E AR 4 25 1| PR A5 DUOR S, Jn I 10.2 B
N, B3] “Z4E455” (Multiple Dimensional Scaling, f&#% MDS) [Cox and
Cox, 2001] IXFE—FPE B RELE VL. T HM— A H B AN 8.

B m MERER B AR EEE AR D e R™ ™, HE 1T j JIH7T
2 disti; AFEAE o 2 oy KRR, RATH BARRIREHEARIE @ 4755 0 KRR
Z e RY*™, @' < d, BATEBAREARLE d 45518 9 O BK K BE B 25 T R G 25 (]
MIEEE, B ||z — 25| = disty;.

4 B=2"Z e R™™, b B HREREREARINAREERE, by = 2125, B

distl; = ||zil|* + |1 2]1* — 22"z

= by + bj]‘ —2b;5 . (10.3)
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0cRY H2RAE. HETR, L RER A Z %&znp'm, B ST, 2 = 0. B4R, 4B
AT 512 AR, B S by = Y by = 0. 54

Z dzst2 =tr(B + mbjj (10.4)
Z dzst2 = tr(B) + mb; , (10.5)
Z Z dist}; = 2m tx(B) , (10.6)
=1 j=1

Hoft tr() BTSRRI (trace), tr(B) = T, |12 4

dist? = — Z dist?; (10.7)

dist?, = — Zdzs 2, (10.8)

dist? = W Z Z dist?; , (10.9)
i=1 j=1

i 20(10.3) A1 (10.4)~(10.9) AT 8
1
bij = —§(dist%j — dist] — dist?; + dist®) (10.10)

B P B T I PR BT S RIS I BE B AR RS D SKIX A BERE B.
Xt 4R BE B MU RF AL E 43 ## (cigenvalue decomposition), B = VAVT H
A = diag(\, Ag, - .., Aa) HEFEMEMBR BN AL, A > A > .. 2 0, V
A MEREERE REHEPH & M EFERIEE STHENAERE A, =
diag(A1, Az, ..., Aax), &V, RHNKRERBREME, U Z /JREH

Z = AY2VT e R *m (10.11)

TEPLSE B FE Ph Sk T A 4, AR AR MR 5 4 B T 5 S 2 ] o f B B
K] ﬁb%ﬁ TSR ARLE. B AT & < d AN ORERE (R A Bk A S B
A =diag(\1, Ag, ..., M), 2 V RIRHIPLASE (7 BHEFE, W) Z ATRE N
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BESI < d

AR CEHEINT

Z = AV2VT e RT*™ (10.12)

10.3 4 T MDS &R,

B BB D e R™*™, HIuR dist;; AFE z; 3 o; FIEEE;
RETRES .

puy;H

1: RFER(10.7)~(10.9)7H 5 dist?, dist?;, dist?;

2: HRIER(10.10)H HEE[% B;

3: WHERE B U AEE S,

4 BANRd /\%jcﬂ%%{a‘@?miﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁ% VL AR 1) B

$ih: JERE VA2 € Rmxd | ST R—AEEARMIRAESIT

10.3 MDS Fi%

— R UL, ARIRTBR LT 2 18], 55 T8 B 1) R 0o SR v 4 5 AT AT e 1 AR .
5 d R AFREEER X = (1, 20, ..., @) € R&™ By FHBE| d <d%
ol el N

’ Z=WTX, (10.13)

HP W e R RASHAERE, Z € RY*™ RREAZE S 25 16+ Rk,

BYSERE W BTN d A d BEAE, 2 = Wz 25 i MEASIX & A
HEBSHMARTAEN  EBERE. %52, 2 REBEAE o, F
AFRR {wr, wo, -, wy} PTHAIRME. F w5 w; (0 # j) EZX, MFHFLR
FR—AEXAIFR, B W bR, SR, 52 8 o i 8 12 JE 2 1] o
JEAE (I A

T MR AT RGN TR B, NS E
R (10.13) MR TG, A [ 2 42 316 45 T 22 170 0 o SR S R B 3 5, 4
LT X W MM T RRRLAE. 78 F—HRATELE D, HEREET A RxHE
A EAH BT A, TS B]— Rl h 3 F (0 ek e 15 |

S R VP A, S R LR R AT 2 ST SR B, MR TR R

- MK RRERE TIER. ER AR g =g, NI EE AT LR R E

SO0 1 b o A R

10.3 £

F 343 43 #7 (Principal Component Analysis, fij#% PCA)Z & & fH i —Ff
R4 Tr k. TENE PCA Z AT, AYiEH BIXEE—N a8 X T IE B = 6
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BIREA R, W0 F — AV T (B AR R ) X BT REACREAT A S IR IX?
A5 E, FAERXFERE T, AT KBS RA AR5

o BEEAIME: REA AT (R 2
o BATAMME: A SRR BT LR AR AT A 4 5F.

TR, BT BRI RB AT 2k, 4 578 B2 B 557 1 P
SN, RATENEE B RS

BB REAMAT Tk, B S, o = 0; TR B 5B /B EI Al
WRR {(wy,we, ..., wg}, HF w; RIFEEREAE, |lwillz = 1, wlw; = 0
(i # 7). BHEFFLIRRTHIMUIE, W EEREE & < d, MRS o,
EREBITRPRBRER 2 = (z1522; . 20), BF 21 = w) i £ @ 7K
PAKRR T8 j BIALIR. HRT 2z REM o, LB & = XL, zjw;.

EERENNER, FHEE R o SETRREMIHAR & ZFERR

2

m m
= Z 2Tz —2 Z 2 "WTx; + const
5 i=1 i=1

dl

E Zij’UJj — X;

J=1

const i"’l"%’iﬁ Z
1

m

| o —tr (WT (i ww?) W) . (10.14)
i=1

UG THIPE, R (10.140) MR ML, %183 w, RIVEERE, Y, via]

By AR,
min — tr (W'XX"W) (10.15)
st. WIwW =1.

KRR E RS A RTIORAL B AR

MERA RN, SR EI R TS — MR, BOE, AR
z; EFHER TP E ENBER W, HIHHE KBRS T,
T AR 5 SR A UK T Z B KA, T 10.4 FR.

BEERERRTER Y, Wizl W, TRMRUERTTE N

max tr (WIXXTW) (10.16)

st. WIw =1,



10.3 ERSSHF

231

BE AR R & iy
FRALD HRREWF £
FEME GG AL PR

PCA £ THERZ—ik
B £RKF A, Bkt
AR R, TR KA AE
At E G RIER E wi;
B Y il — MwiwT
A AL 5 R, IR R4
FEAEST B AR E wo;
------ HWESFEIR

m d .
Zmiax;r = Z )\j'wj'w}‘
=1 Jj=1
Th, LRE—RRF £

RAF @R E Ak
BREKX d MFEAFH.

2 4

% % =0.206

7 £ =0.045
0 1

10.4 RATAHAGEYR TR (B FLEAT), WERKER AT £

B4R, £(10.16)5(10.15) 4.
XF2(10.15)8%(10.16) 3 A hri% B H sfe ikl 15

XXTW = \W | (10.17)
F R, RExthr 258 M XXT 34T R 1E1E 4 #8, 8 K5 IR 1T HE 7
A=A > > ), BEGET & NMRIEEXN NP IER EH KR W = (w1,
,we). XERERSMTHIME. PCA ERWE 10.5 Fix.

wa,. ..

BN BEE D = {z1,22,...,Zm};
REZRES .

Suy .t

1 SEFTERERBAT RO @ @ — 237 @5

2 WEREARKY T EZ5HERE XXT;

3: W EMERE XX T S EE R

4: BEKH & ANFAEEFT R FHFAE M & w1, wa, ...
ﬁjn‘ﬂ: &%%EM;W= ,wd/).

y Wq' -
(’wl,’LUz, cee

10.5 PCA A%

e 4 106 4 25 1A O 4280 0 %6 R pl B P SRR, BB E o AR R
A2 18] o} K I AR 4288 (B MIF BB /N ) 2% X 88) HEAT 28 XA SR I BY
B d {E. X PCA, &7 ME%E’J%}E&E—AEWM& Bitn t = 95%, R
JEIREE T RBAL B/ ' 1A

dl
Z'L—l )\1' >

>t. 10.18
Zf_l Ai ( )
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HI0E BHESESF

REHEOERATHE
i) F R kAT A AR A

BAT A,

EE\

<

PCA NUFHRE W 5 FEA B2 ) 8 RV AT I8 5 1] 80 5 1] S ok A - )
BREKTHEARE2MET M. R, (RETR 5 REFESRALE AR,
USRI NT &/ d — d MFALERFERERER T, TERESBNER.
HEFZXHME BEERLEN: —HH, §FXHAE R LR RIXK
FERE K, KIERBEHENEZIN; 705, S50 2 8= L, Fh
FRYS AL R Xt B FRVRFALE ] BAE AR SR PR R, K E A& ReE e e i 2l
EBRHIHCR.

10.4 %L e 4E

4 1 R 4 75 5 B A v 4 22 ) ) I 4 2 1] ) o RS 2 e R ), R T, AL
ADYUSEAES 1, W RERR B ARL MR A PR B 5 MR LEHR . ] 10.6 45 i
T AT, B RN g (B R O RE I RRAE JE BA S T2 #i i IR B = 445
[B], 2 B P e P P 7 0t 2 (A S B IR AS )b AT B 44, DK 2R
AR AELT . D T3 “JRACRIER)” RYE " 0] 5 [ 4 Ja (R 4 180 on BARK
B, BATFRHTE A “AE” (intrinsic) {&4E 55 [A].

(a) Z 40 b e ILEK (b) AAZLELM (c) PCA 44t R

B 10.6 =%% 18 AL ZF] 49 3000 MEAE, BAAKE 45 A bR KIRRAHE
PAS HwndEo, WiEH FTRREELEXIKELEN. BPHRBINOLERTHIKE
7 R} 4 A

JELME B — b B U7, R A TR T X R M B A T VEIEAT “ %
7 (kernelized). I FAT LA 3 553 73 #7 (Kernelized PCA, & #% KPCA)
[Scholkopf et al., 1998] ST IR

18 & FATTH A v e A 25 (8] h AR B B B B Wi P b, B
PCA Rk fi#

m
(Z ziziT> W = \W | (10.19)
i=1
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Hep 2, BREARSE o ZERERHEZEE P B, B
1 [« Nz W
W:X<;ziz;r)W:;zi X
=)z, o (10.20)
=1 .

Hof o = L2TW. BT 2 J2 o AR 2 1) TP RO oy SRS 6 P2k,
B 2= (@), i = 1,2,...,m. & ¢ BB BREA TN, ML CHRAREE
R YA 2 W), FEEAE 25 1A °F M6 PCA BIA). 3X,(10.10)38 8k

(Z ¢($i)¢(wi)T) W= W, (10.21)
i=1
3(10.20) 35 #e Ky | -
W=> ¢(x:)a; . (10.22)
=1

—ET T, RV ¢ MAALR, TRIAKERS
K@i, ;) = $(@:)To(;) (10.23)
ﬂ%fc(lo.n)%n(10.23)4ﬁ)§it(10.21)f54tfﬁﬁf?%
KA = )\A , | (10.24)

HP KA s XNEZERE, (K)ijj = s(e, ), A = (og;a9;...;am). B8,
0 (10.24) ZRFAEAE 2 7] B, B K F K[ & ANRFAEAE X L 4R [7) BB ]

KA ¢, KERENE j (G =1,2,...,d) 8558

2 =wi (@) =) o] d(z:) ()
i=1
= i ol k(s ) (10.25)
i=1

K o BAEMTE, of B a; B8 AR R(10.25) B, HRERE
JEHIAHT, KPCA Tt HraBEASKA, BT HITHE K.
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FI0E BUESEERS

105 RHES

Ui % % > (manifold learning) @& — 28 f& % T #h 4b Ui JE M &5 B0 8 4 U7 k.
CRIET RAE RS BRI 8] [ AR R A, BE 2, TR R A BRI A R )
PR, fe A BR G RE SR AT IR B vH . AR R TR KB K 1
PRI B ez, WA AE ST A BRE EXERE R,
BAE S5y 3B AT B W G A 1) R e 5T, [RIUtG, PT DA B M A JR) 30 2 57 B 4E BR S 5K
R, R BRER R R RIE B2 F. LB R s =Y, fex
FARBEAT P R, RIIR T 22 J WA B R T Tk, RS AR EE K
WIB S T
105.1 HE SRS

55 BB WU (Isometric Mapping, {##K Isomap) [Tenenbaum et al., 2000] [
BEAH RS, RN RERIE AR SET R 2 G, BEEmET NP HEE
IR HA RS, A o 423 (8] o ) B 2k B B AR R4 IR ALY _ERAST IR,
G 10.7(a) B, ARGER AR b (] EE 2 “ M2k (geodesic) R B9
MG —REFN— S CE A — s, e e fhmfr &, B4 E10.7(a)+
L0 26 2 PR B B R K Bt A, B S D b gl 2k, U 28 R B =2 Y A ()
MARIEE. B, BTSSR PR ELE SR 4.

=10

(a) MAERFER 5 H % HAIES (b) MK IEB L W ARSE B

B 10.7 ARARNRT LARBLEIES (LE)REA LT ARSI E, 124
AL ARSE B LA

4, G v B2 BE B R ? X I AT AR AE SR B b S BRI )
(7] RS AN B, o A 2 K PR R G T AT, AR At RE S S — NI AR
ERE, BPIEm 2 [EAFEER, MARENM R Z RAAFEER, TR, HER
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W $BARERFIE
W. Dijkstra #» 1978 5B
#14% R. Floyd 9 #3# 1h
tEL ik, AR
HMBAH.

MDS £, 10.2 % .

A TR U M 2 BE S 1 (), b AR A TR AR B I R R R B R )
. MW 10.7(b) I E H, £ T 4R R BHE IR REIR IR FE ST LW 3 2% FE RS 1R 17
I AL,

TR AR B B b B A B B 4R, TSR A3 4 0 Dijkstra B9E R
Floyd #i%, AR EEER R MEE G, il 10.2 FWAEK MDS iExk
IRAGREAR TR RS (B P AR AR, B 10.8 44 T Isomap HEHHIAR.

ﬁ'k: Eﬁz'gﬁ D= {:L‘l, L2y ,:Bm};
EBBH ks
R4S 0 % d

B

: fori=1,2,...,mdo
e x; 1 k IT4%;
z; 5k IEREAZ EMESREARKER, SEMENEERENLFLX;
end for
- FABERARERTEARENEE S Z RFESE dist(z;, z;);
o ¥ dist (x4, 25) 164 MDS SR
: return MDS S5 H

Will: HAE D EREZEKBE Z = {21,22,. .., 2m}.

\I@Cﬂg}p:).bgo—‘m

10.8 Isomap Hi%

FRERKZ, Tsomap [URBE] T YISk AR 4 8] KA AR, X THAEA,
R FC RS B R 22 A1 WE 73X A B PR 0T R, R VI Grbe s i v 4
A AARE A BN« RGE S T ABARE BB, VI ZR—AN[B1 )5 27 3] B8R x i pe A
AR 22 IR AR AR AT T, IX BAROUR — M E Z 3, H BRI I A 4
IPASF

X 4R B AR 8 A PR A, — R T e 48 RN, A1 T R B B
BRIEH) kAN RAEAR R, REERRIRESERR D kIEWME; B—MEiEEnEE
BME e, BERES/DT e MABOAARIEW R, ZAFBBIRIE RN  ITAE. W
P75 ABAE AL, HlanFEBEE T AEK, NEE R RZT K SR R iRl
FEAD, BORERR L B I IEARE IR AR, B X T R
FABR AR, XA I “ Wi 7. JEE S W BRI a4 JE S &
MR IERIR S

10.5.2 FEBLZMEHRN

55 Tsomap & FEl (5 15 37 45 4% A 7 [ B4 95 B8 R [/, 5 35 42 14 ¢ A (Locally
Linear Embedding, i#XLLE) [Roweis and Saul, 2000] iX B{RE4R A A2
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F10E RBRYESEE®S

A .
Tk
. .
J x
Wi4 . k
. o~ Wjj Wi x; ~
x; S e S R VAL
. wy ] u"’)’%
e, : . il
X - . (I.:l

10.9 FAEZE FHHERAETM LR EREZ T FHARE

ERZMERR. WE 10.9 iR, BERFA S o; FARREET S RS EER <,
xk, o FIAAPRIE T MR &0 A ok, B

Ty = Wix; + Wik Tk + Wiy , (10.26)

LLE 2 83%(10.26) B2 R 7EE 423 8] 8 DUR .

LLE S5 R BMER o; REFIES THRES Qi RAEHHEET Q. T/
HARX o #ATREEM KRS w;:

2
m .
L. Z x; — Z Wi T; (10.27)
=1 JEQ’L 2
s.t. Z w;j =1,
JEQi
ﬁ':P T; %ﬂ T i”’)]%] Ex%ﬂ, A?\ Cjk - (:cz — :z:j)T(a:i — :ck), Wij ﬁlﬂﬁﬁg
, keZQ Cit
Wij =~ . (10.28)
E Clsl
1,s€Q;

LLE 7E{R4E = A FRFFE w; A2, F & o NN IR 4E S (R AR AR 2; mldE T
TSk A#:

2
m
zl,zrﬁl,‘i.{{zm Z 2i— Z Wij Zj (10.29)
i=1 VSO | P

3(10.27)5(10.29) K4 B b5 F T, ME— R 523K (10.27) F FHhE 2
w;, TE(10.29) P FTHAE IR x; 3TN FRMERLE T AR 2;.
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Ak EBREEFT

(distance metric learning).

237
A7 = (21,22,...,2m) €ERT™ (W), = wij,
M=(I — W)T(I‘— W), (10.30)
M=K(10.29) T EE 4
min tr(ZMZT), (10.31)

st. ZZT =1.

X (10.31) T A FHEE AR AF: M %/J\ﬁ’ﬂ d' AR L AR AE 7] B AR
RIFERERT S ZT.

LLE WEE#HBME 10.10 FixR. BiESE 41TERH: STFAEREE z; 48
X IBHEER o;, TRH WIS 2 1 2z, BE TR, XSS
HITE BRI BARE 2 T E A .

WA BEAE D = {z1,%2,...,Zm};
EBH k;
R 4EZ= R 4E 5 d.

o
i

:fori=1,2,...,mdo
e = W k ILAL;
MK (10.27) KB wis, § € Qs;
XNTF & Qi & wiy =0;
end for
: M3(10.30)83] M;
o X M OEATRAMEE S
return M Bi&/) d ANMFFEER B RIRRE [ 2
Wi PR D ERETRNBE Z = (21,22, .., 2m )}

R NPT ®y

10.10 LLE F#

106 EE%3)

TENLER TP, MR ERIE AT RN FE B NEFERE - M EENR
YA A, FEBL AR P HT % S R LU SR AR R (AR BR B AF. FSE b, AN R T
TEREARIE L X — AN B EE, TS RAEMEN, Ei EmEETR—
MEENEEER. B2, AMAEEREZR “%3” H—NEENEEEER?
XA &% 3] (metric learning) FIZEASHL.



238

B10E BRESEESY

PR IER 697, &
RA T BEBRFHEA.

I K BE B AR R S
& P. C. Mahalanobis 4% .
HALKES T M AW
FEEEWGE M =
L EEERI P MK
BF ERAGREH

BN B R R BT, WA METEIMEREEREBA. 9371
LU TREZMERRBHRER, BENHE “BEf” . BHTRTHSH,
B A RE AR o R A AR B 22 ST SR b BA . DA, BRATISEoR A — AN

XA d EREAR s A, AT (A HSF I BR REE RS W 5 o0
dist2; (zi, ;) = ||@s — x;]|3 = dist];; + distfj,z +...+ distfj,d ,  (10.32)

Hrp distyjp B @ 5 o; 7658 k 4 EEER. HREARBREMEZEAMR,
WA FINBRERE w, B2

dista,ed(wi, z;) = ||s — ccjﬂg =wy - distfj’i + ws - d’ist?j’z + ...+ wg- dist?j’d

= (@ — x;)TW(zi — z) , : (10.33)

ﬁEP w; 20, W= dlag('l.U) IEI;L,—/I\X‘—,['%%EM:-, (W)% = W;.

F(10.33)F ) W B 2 Wi, HRAVERFERE D W IIEx
ATLERBANT, KERELIFHRIEAR, BB M, B
FEIXRE, PN ETERG “ER” f “HR” XFHEABE, EINERREM
Kb, Eont B IASARR AR T EAS. Shitk, $30(10.33) i) W By — M B
R ERMARIERE M, TR#ME3 TS5 KR (Mahalanobis distance)

disthan (i, ;) = (i — 25) " M(m; — @) = ||l — 2l , (10.34)

Hep MJARR “BERER” , MEEFINESN M #T7%. BEIN T HE
R HXTRR, M AFUR(CE)EEX R, BNEIERHE P HH M S
A M =PPT,

M #HATELRERE-DER RERMNEFEREEHM KRS
BItERE, T M BEERAZEA S RBHRRNIER T =, Bl
FEbR A N SR AF ML R T BRAT LI 48 % 43 43 BT (Neighbourhood Component
Analysis, fiik NCA) [Goldberger et al., 2005] A #3474,

ITAB Y SRASAEHEAT PR I F 8 2 B Rk, AP I MEAR R 1 R,
WIS IR 0 T AP BB ETE. HTEBHES o, EX o
ZESSES AR ) ’
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TR AR T B R
4 [Goldberger et al., 2005].

exp (— l|; — mj”?w)
> exXp (— l|l; — wz||§/1) ,
% =j 8, pi MK, B, x; N, FREWE BEAE AT 6] B R B KT Y8
#FUHE % (LOO) EMEME RN B iR, MW H5H o, B S ERAE, A
EHE S 2N AR IEH IR A

pij = (10.35)

pi = Z Dij (10.36)
JEQ;
K Q R 5 o BTHRRNKERK g TR, BMEREENE
—VEIEHE R

Z Sy (10.37)

=1 jE;

uMs

#3X(10.35)18 N (10.37), FF%EE M = PPT, Il NCA Ktk s A

_ PT __PT 1|2
. gl

= jea. yexp (- IPTa; - PTa )

(10.38)

SK#(10.38) B AT 15 Elf KAV AR 73 288% LOO 126 f BE 28 FF B P ML

bR b, FATA B A R FRIX A 1) WA B 2 5] HARAE A BE B2 S AL B
¥, BRETEE B Z 5 INGER. Bl F O AMEM. AR
AFRL, AT X “iE” (must-link) ARES M 5 “)#E” (cannot-link) 2y
REEC, (z5,xj) e MBI ; 5 zj ML, (@i, zx) € C 'R i § o S
BAR, BROTH SRR 2 BT B RN, RHOIREA Y BB Bk, TR
T SR AR T XA AL A RS & 4 I FE 2R M M [Xing et al., 2003]:

: |2
min Y [l — 253 (10.39)
(@5,25)eM
s.t. Z llz: — mk||§/l =21,
(m,-,wk)ec
M>0,

HAPAE M = 0 R\ M BFRFEER. 3 (10.39)F R AEA AL A 8] F BB
BEANF 1R T, AR I FE B R AT EE .



240

BI0E BESEEF

BEF]HHEBEFR
BREFFE M R,

HRE 13%,

FURBELL 136 F.

A [ B BER S S DT iR AN B ARIRAS “4F 7 B IE R AR B B B AR
B M, # M 2 —MEBAE R, @S M BHATRIE[E 5, BaekE—4IE
AH, HIEAEHE A 5ERE M AR rank(M), /N TIRBMS 4. T2, BE¥ES
BRI AR — NG P e ROk g TR Hi¥.

10.7 il

WEF I HEFEER kL4 2EI%%. W ERM [Friedman et al., 1996];
Fh2E U577 2R AR AR LASIAE 2 o0 7 A, e L a2 I i A, SRT
EFEIME L AR IS [Aha, 1997]. .

ERA TR — R B B R T, W S R T R R A
RN HIH] 4347 (LDA) [Fisher, 1936], . 3.4 ¥, H#% L4 KLDA [Baudat
and Anouar, 2000] 2. 6.6 1. I BRI N L EE S Z AR, U]
53] “HAEAHX M7 (Canonical Correlation Analysis, f&# CCA) [Hotelling,
1936] K HAZ LR A KCCA [Harden et al., 2004], %773 7E 2 AL E % 3 (multi-
view learning) FH T Z N AH. EHEKX RN FMANTRLIN, B XX
S (1) 20— W P45 ) AT o A 48 A & EORE JEC oy it Oy o) (1) G 38 R (R IR AT Bif %
A B AT R BRI RE, TR~ 4% T 2DPCA [Yang et al.,
2004]. 2DLDA [Ye et al., 2005]. (2D)?PCA [Zhang and Zhou, 2005] % 7%,

* DARE: T KB (tensor) (K1 77 [Kolda and Bader, 2009).

B% T Tsomap 1 LLE, % JLEFR % > I7ikd A hrl ik iE MU (Lapl-
cian Eigenmaps, f## LE) [Belkin and Niyogi, 2003]. J& #8412 8% 5% (Local
Tangent Space Alignment, f&j#% LTSA) [Zhang and Zha, 2004] &. AR

¥ (Locality Preserving Projections, ffi# LPP) [He'and Niyogi, 2004] 2% T

LE Mgt vE. R BE S, MRIERAE BH G R RS [ H LA
ARG A E A F [Geng et al., 2005). HEERME, WHFE A AT
AR N T R AR 2 SRR, T A2 5 415 T8 T 1 I PR B KBRS, PR IR T 22 S
T7 A S R P M REAE R R TR 45 (B AR AR A A ABRE R ML A8 2 2T 1Y
HoAbsy S T B, Gl B S P EE L KRG EE. WBENL
[Belkin et al., 2006]. [Yan et al., 2007) M BRI B4 B T Be4E VA — A
Z—HELE.

WBUERR, WEXRRIENFEIMEE R HIRRLR, 763 0B R0
R EHEE R [Wagstaff et al., 2001]. ZEE B2 H, HTXEARENITH
FEA R B R MR [Xing et al., 2003, FSLHMN K T EEHR A RERSEI T
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% M SRR AR AR B LA K =8k R), MiF=4 T RHER
& B4 2] J7 1k [Weinberger and Saul, 2009], £Z2FH — i 50R B BMER
FHEBREAERN IS EE [Frome et al., 2007; Zhan et al., 2009]. ZEE&K2%>]
S5Ask@g R, ARMEREIFEEERA T ARNEAR, #li0 [Yang et
al., 2006] H¢ B8 2% > B4k I i MRS SR ME B2 T 5 TRE A 1) — 4328 () R
Kf#, [Davis et al., 2007) ¥ EE% S HH A E B RIELR T Bregman 4L il
B, R (EHI TR .
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H10E MBRUESEEYY

S
10.1

EJNHAE & 3.00 2L p.89
#& 4.5.

10.2

10.3
10.4

10.5

princomp SHHF A . 10.6

Yale A #EERL
http://vision.ucsd.edu/content
/yale-face-database.

10.7

10.8*

10.9*

10.10

MRS k IEAR IS, P REHRE 3.00 LHEH Y RIUFE R
SR LT 2 S ' ‘

A erry err* SMFINBIE RS IARE USRS AR B R
x, WRIEH

err* < err < err® (2 - (10.40)

Y| "
|y|_1 XC’I"I") .

FEX B4R PR 2 BTN SR AT oAk B IR K b Ty 22 RE R
XXT #40 XHHTXT, Heh H=1- L1117, S#73Ha0R.

FESEERA, W7 Z5ERE XXT R4 EE 48 H i P Ob 5 TR AR SR FE
X M#F R, RALRE.

FELUEFRI M KB MR IE R B R B IER K. WIRIER. FFEBHE
R T B RO R A

R MATLAB H1 () PCA B0 Yale A EHE 1T 4%, JE0
EZHT 20 NFFAE A1 2 BT R () B 45

IR A Z M YE 55 LT 2 5] 2 R R B AR A

ke JEAR A ¢ 4R B AE7E R AR ER ANT % 17 Rl x4 Tsomap 3 A RA, &
Bt — NI R R %R

BT DR AP AL LLE B4 5 I IRZE AT

TR G A R P B 2 30 7 2 Y B R G A B R R Y I A A
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E10E BESEEFY

Galton & 3A R Xtk 5%,
X L: VN

Mg E: ERDNE FRHRR

ERADH (PCA) RGARERWHE &, CAKF
24%F, Al ERETFNRELEET 2 EL# (SVD).
Gt o B F A7 (factor analysis). 15 AEFHERK
Karhiinen-Loeve 7 # . B 1% 2~ 4T o 4 Hotelling & #. X
AT B BV TEIE SUAMT (LSA). ALIR T8 o By RAE IFE XX
4f% (POD). ARFHFWEREXAH (EOF). &Hah h#HHWEREI T
(EMA). " E Il B % # # Schmidt-Mirsky & % %. _

KR « B /R# (Karl Pearson, 1857—1936) 7 1901 £ % ¥ T PCA. K /R#
E—NUELNEHLBANER, RATFR. NARFER. ¥¥K. ¥

FER.RBFEER. BHFR AXF¥R BET¥X BRHQFEHR. HEK

ER. R BT FMMIFAFEEFREFREL, WEZAEEEEEKX
FOMMKFEEMIEY, B Z. 1884 AT B ERBKKF ¥ (University
College London, & # UCL) £ F $#HFE %%, 39 P o h HEE X ¥
Sht. M 1892 F R AR FEF LML E (BHFHNHRY |, hZHBEAL
THABRETELR. ARRARITFEL TRAEENTR, Al Y T
MXZFH. FEE. FAARR. EFTE, FABRELREL. AiTRKER
ERTHEM BEH “RIHFEIRT .

BARBFREATFARERZE T EHF K F. Galton f1 W. Welton #y ¥
W, FAFEH LR RITEERRAON. 1901 FMAIZ AR LT E4L WS
S F| Biometrika, X FRELEHEE FH. RN E T Egon R E 4
FUFR, REAN “BRE-RARREHE” FHERR, M FARLE# UCL
W it F I UK Biometrika £ 4%, & XA T XEEXHIHF 2.




FNE HEEFSHERFES

11.1 FEHESEN

BAVGEAME BHEHR -/, FlmeadE. RB%F. @5, 808, flUk
% EHEEERRMASERFTERRS. WrRERMELEEE/R. ®E2, X
—ANESMES KR, fEBEE, HhHFLEMETREE. BREH A&
BN REA4H. BITEBHERA “BFIE” (feature), X UET¥IEEH
FRBYHRRA “HHFFE” (relevant feature). WAt4FKIBHMRN “ToREr
iE” (irrelevant feature). %5 5E fIFFESRE & £ AR KRR IE F AR I HE, Fx
Jy “HFEIERE” (feature selection).

FREIEFE R —ANEEN “HIETAE” (data preprocessing) il F2, FEINSE
MUER 2 IS, RBEIE 2 5B e AT RAE e 2, R B INGE S, A
A, A A BT RAEE BB

HHAMREZERNRE: B, BRITEREMESTEF BRI ERIKERE,
RREGTRESZMERK, HRRATEFHEZNE, SREER¥EISE
TRAE— TR AE B AR R, T A 1) 25 KA R, NIXAN R X B,
FHEE B S F10EN BRBEEE MUK, B b EATR 0 & 4508 1
PIRERMBEAR. HoARER, ZERAHIAFEAH SRR SIES S, X
MBI E R, HRHEE RN RmLRE, RETREEE, WEMEE
G E-e R

TERRE, FIEEFIT R DM RA E R EERE, 70545 ] dRE
SBEAEEG REAMERB K. G fiisk, H¥IESEAR, N
FHRFFAEAR FTBEANE], BRIk, FRMEE P AR “ORIFIE” BRIEEAMH¥
EETR. B —EFHERRA “TLR¥FIE” (redundant feature), B IFIESHE
BREAABRRE PR R, B, BRI Tkt &, F OARE “REK”

R, N ORI RIUVKEHE, BV EREN REK” 5 “RmE”
B2, URFEEREZEAREN, ZRENSMEY IEREKfHE. BF
I TLAR R 25 AR 22 STATE S WM 15, 190 T 5 2% 50 B AR R Al B S 7 AR O AR, T
IR EANTURFFE KA BRI R E A S, EYIhu, &5
NICRFFIER X R T S8R IS R i) “HhRMS” | WiZTURFERE
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F1E HEOAFSHRFED

FAT & AR5

BALBHEANBBE v AT
BAL, MV = olAl, 3Tl
R—ANRKME, BbE
By RFARTER AT
v —4 BT K0P
Mfl b KR BATH

k). A8, AR BREEEE B A BIURHL, I B E IR KL
EAESTHANEERFS. '

MR IRIE SR A P IE I — NS TITA EEE RNRE T8, HEA
PTG ARIE y Se BBy, ARB RAF@ DI A T BRI T4 15 ARk AE T+
EHMBEATATH, F XM EBHSRIE, N2 oA T, W17
HIMRER = E—A “IRIETR” , W WEREE, BTN ER~4E T 1
PRIETER, FXEBATIRY, oo BRAARRFERIT T E, EELEREELK
BETHEN L BR, R RFEAKEIAT: MATRETA 4 RIRECT —ME
ERIETER? WAV BIESSAE T SR B IR7

F—NHTR “FEHER” (subset search) ] . 4 ERIEEE {a1,
az,...,aq}, BATATR S MEEFEE—MRETE, WX d MRIERIFET
STV, € {a} B, TR {0} EAE—RNERE, R, £ L—
B R BT IA—/MEFE, MRE SR MEENRETFE, REfERXd-11
RIEPRFFIEFEF {ag, a4} B, BIRT {a2}, TEK {a2, a4} EARKEHIE
L e BUEESR b+ 1 RH, BALMNRE (k+1) FIEFREA W LK%
SESR, WIS IhAE BURE 48, IR b3k e i) k FrE R S E N R EE B4 R
IXPEZ WG AR SSRFAL A SRR FR A “HI )7 (forward)#8ZR. KUK, HRAIM
STCERIFIEER &I, BIREAZH — N RIFIE, KRR HR D> R 1E 1 SR
WA “Jam” (backward)R. EAPKBEI S EREREGER, 8—REH
B 038 58 AH SRFIE (X AP AEAE R SRR PR R A ERR) . R R4S
fiE, IEXFERISEIEFR A “H a7 (bidirectional) R,

BIR, BREEEER LN, BN IE B T Rk e s, Bl
FEEREELSE a5 T ag, TREEHEN {as, a4, a5}, RTTEER VI T HER
{az,a4,a6,as} LLFTH M {az,as, a5, a;} FER. BB, FERFITHEEE,
TTCAE R ) f T Y 1 A7

BAHRTRE “THEIFMN” (subset evaluation) i @, 45 EHIEE D, B
DGR EOBIN g G =1,2,..., V). WEFiTE, BEr
ARUB N EBA, MRETE A, BERELIUEE D ART VATE
(D', D?,..., DV}, BAFHEPHHAL A LREAR, FRRITHEBYE
FHE A M5 B2

v v

Gain(4) = Z

=1

E nt(DY) (11.1)
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AR 421%.

wE “PHBEEE,
I RSRE. MEREF
A A iR PP T A T AR AET
K, £ 852,

Horpfz BREE SCH
: VI

Ent(D) = — ) pilogy pr , (11.2)
i=1

fE R Gain(A) BX, EHRERFIETRE ABENEMTHRNEERE. T

2, WEMEERIETE, ROTTETINAEIESE D RtEHGE R, it

VB VRO R,

B, FHE T4 A S2hr BAE T XEEESE D 19— M5, RIS X
WX NE A ER—ANUE, TREARRCER Y WX REXT D MESER S, @il
EEXWARIGHES, BB A #TWHN. 5 Y SRR RZEREN, 1
Y] A BLF. 5 BRRBOUR AN Z RN —MigR, HibaeAmARaZR7
FIBLEIER R THRAE TR PR

KRHE TR RIS S TRIFH SIS &, BT A2EHMERFEITE. 4
WK RTME R 5E B S, XERGRENEEIEFEMAL. BB, RER
A THRIEGEE, W8 SRR BETARNEEREERENFETE. H
b AR AERE BT IR S BRI R E I FX 4 B B, HENIEA T LR B
R & T EM (RS M) FRE RV FEIENHLE.

WL IE IR B T ERBUAT 43 o =28 i uE(filter). B2 (wrapper)Fl.
# A3 (embedding).

11.2 TERIEE

WK TR B ERATI I, R BG4, g E
HEg%BRTLR. ZHETRERAFEE LB VIR ERT “Sug” , &
R I8 BIRFAER I R R,

Relief (Relevant Features) [Kira and Rendell, 1992] & —F¢ & % fid #E =
FRIEREEIT I, ZITEBRHE T —A “HRGHE” REERENEZEZE. 25
THER A EE, HENMES N NT — N IRRHE, TR IETRMEZEM
MR B FE P MHEN MR G B B2 kR E. TR, RERT
T8 —NBIME 7, RIFEFEH  REHRSE B2 B FT M ARFIERTAT; ] 45
RE BRI H RRFE AN &, R B RA T B BB KK b MFE.

B, Relief IXBEMMAHFHCZHRETE. HEINEHE {(=1,0),
(€2,92), - (Tm,Ym)}, X EANRBI x;, Relief So7E x; B FRHEAH T K
HEBITA z;on, A “FEFITEL” (near-hit), BN z; FIRBHEAT I HREE
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2118 HEEESHRESS

Relief ¥ 48 % 404t & 49
HECRAEFESEE
2 MER BEEEY
JHI 106 7.

WEAR @i pm, FRA “FEEEITAR” (near-miss), RJ5, HEGEH BN NTFEHE j 1
SR | |
§ =3 —diff(a], 2l ,)? + difi(a], 2] )7 (11.3)

19 ““i,nh
i

Hof o), RARRER o, B § EROMUE, diff(z], o)) BT B2 5 103900 %
JBYE § B, W o) = of B diff(2], ) = 0, TUH 1; BV j g,
W diff (2, x]) = |2} — =], TR «, ] EHTEAE] [0,1] X[H].
MHK(1L3)FEH, & o; SHBEFIEN ;0 EEMY j FHESN Tz, 5
HABHIEW vinm WEEE, NEARYE j X SREERIEARF RN, TR

KB TG B E; RZ, B s HHETIE i TEEME 7 LK

FER KT o, SHBHEIEN ©;nm WEEE, WHHEME j BAEEM, TRBAD
JBYE § R NSRS R, BJE, NET A RERB RIS REIT Y,
MR EE BRI ES R, 2B EBK, WX R R 2580 s,

HAL3)HH ¢ ot TH T FHREA TR, 5565 L Relief RFRERTEEN
KFE_ A DEEENIRE EA5THHEXSE 7 & [Kira and Rendell, 1992]. B4R,
Relief I 17 745 BERAF IR B DA R R AR IE U VE R &, BRIt R — B AT 3R
R e i I e TURFAE R R S k.

Relief 54 — 421 S 169, 23 244 Relief-F [Kononenko, 1994] &
W Z 53R . REBIEER D TIIEEASK H |V AN XRE x;, HEE
FHEEE (ke {1,2,...,|V|}, M Relief-F 557258 k HIREA P TR =; WEIE
AR @i on IR IAERTE P ULEE, RIGTESE b RN EH RS — 2,
W B I AR BIE A REEEIE S, I0H @ipom ([ =1,2,...,|Y]; L #£ k). TH&, K
geil- BN N TR § BN '

§ =" —diff(z], 2] 1)+ (pl x diff (2] ,azil’nm)Q) L (114)
i £k

b py A5 I RBEARAEHIRSR D AT I

11.3 BRNXER
it ISR BEAE B E £ B AH, BEASTRBEETDELXE
BAFH R S B e R R TR VP EN. e 2, BRSNS IEIERR
B E AR BRI BEREFA THMEE., “ES M WL T£.
— s, B TEERSEEREY %E%ﬁiﬁéﬁi%ﬂ AT AL, H
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PR BT A A
FFFERBAIANE LY
W T4 AL
BHEUIERZ: 2
B TR PR, T 3007 4 o 7
Fik R Al BB
B RERLLM RE
HEFik—r ok
ERBBNMALHERLE
K A0 R4, B FHE
AR R B K R

i,

EoETE A bt
RIBEAF T F T BiR £,

FRE T A ZH M IF
HAFLE,

ML B[BERRE, BEIFEEFE L A R R BB 4T, B8 — 7T,
HTERHMELE R RE PR 2 RIS 3, AR IEEE R E I
WU IE R 2.

LVW (Las Vegas Wrapper) [Liu and Setiono, 1996] J&—> 3 B¢ ) .58 5
FREE T A . EEPE4E N 775 (Las Vegas method )HEZE T i F R AL R B&
RIFITFEHER, FURLSERIRENFETFEFMAEN. FkHRD
B 11.1 foR.

WA BIEE D;
FHIESE A;
IR L,
FIEFHEHSHT.
R '
1. E = o0
2: d=|A];
3: A* = A;
4: t =0
5: while ¢t < T do
6:  FENLF=AASAETAE A
7. d = A
8  E' = CrossValidation(£(D4));
9: if (B'"<E)V((F =E)A(d <d)) then
10: t =0
11: E=F,
12: d=d';
S8 A* = A
14:  else
15: t=t+1
16:  end if

17: end while
W BETE A

B 11.1 LVW F%#k

Bl 11.1 k5 8 AT R ELRIELE D b, R XRAERAMG T2 38
LHRE, ERENMRERENZRIFMTH A HEBEIK, ML THE A £
MIRE, HEH AL T4 A ERREE/D, BOREMSE A PEEIRE
R D>, WK A REE TR

FERAR, BT LVW Sk P RHE TR R T LR, TS RRHE
TEIPM ARG I8, THEITHRA, BILEERE T & 1R &R S5
T. KT, #EA TVW SR B T hr e in 7 7 i HE SR, IR R AE SR 2 ()
|AJRK)s T BEBK, MR REEITR KN MEEAN R F L& BFZ,
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F1E HEERESHRESN

EMAER 6.4 %,

B O3 R A A
Tikhonov £ 1943 £ &
F CHFRBEHFRBEFAY,
B 78 #&  “Tikhonov &
Ja” | Ly iE W46 TR AR

“Tikhonov JEM4L” .

HEH “RDBIRE
HBELT , b THREH
o, B d—i% AR LAS-
SO.

ExE, 5t wkie H
vu/IJ* (Eﬁﬁﬁ w é!JQF
EHERTRIYRAR
#RMEA Lo BH, 12 Lo
FEH AR &S, R
R, B FRA Ly sk
P,

SR EAT I K51, T T B2 7R .

11.4 #ARIEFESL IEN{E

e A A B A TR T, e PR 5 2 ) SR Y| S A
R4 5 BRI, N\ S G i P A e P TR B 2 5 AR 5 R
kA, PR — ML s, BI7E 2 5T SR YN o A2 h | 34T T
AR |

%%ﬁﬁ% D= {(m11y1)7 (m27y2)’ ey (mM7ym)}a ﬁt{] T e Rday € R ﬁ
V18 FR AT 2 O TR LSPR 22 040 S S, JUARAK b

rrgnZ(yi —wTz)?. (11.5)
=1

UREAERE, TOREAMAIR B R, ROLSRESEALHE. BT
BRTHIA U, FTRR(115) SINENMLR. H A Ly HEENAL, 1

m
min > (3 — wTai)? + Xowl}
=1

(11.6)

HAPEMSH A > 0. R(11.6)FN “I&[EIH” (ridge regression) [Tikhonov
and Arsenin, 1977] 5N Ly VEHOEN, #6852 R LA B R

M4, R IENLIR ) Ly TGS #A L, BHR? EEEFEN. &
Lp=1, Eﬂ%ﬁj Ly Y0¥, W&

mm E —wT x;)

24 Mwlly - (11.7)

HPENHSE A > 0. R(L.7)#A LASSO (Least Absolute Shrinkage and
Selection Operator) [Tibshirani, 1996]). ’

. Ly VEEOW Ly YEBOE NALEA B T BRI 16 RS, HETEESH R —A
BAMIGFAE: BHEEES TIRE “FB” (sparse)fff, BIEREBH w 2FE
iE =i ¥

h T HEBX K, BRIRE —ADEURHE T BE « NAEBNEME, TE
TR (11.6)ER(1L.7)EE K w HRAARHANDE, B wy, we, BRATEIHAENH
AR, %F%E@EF‘ tr*ﬁﬂﬁ_t(ll 6)5(11.7) MEB—T “SHEL” , 7
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PPt At o F w 23
Ko E WAL,

wy A

FHIRERFAL

Ly e S F

/
il
Il

B 11.2 L; EN4LE Ly EN4LE S T35\ s R

(w1, wa) 7% 8] F 3 77 1R 22 T AE AR [R] 4 s B3 £, P340 Sl 4t Ly Y35 Lo
VORI S 2, BITE (w1, wo) A (M Ly JEECE AR B B UKL, DK Ly §8
B AE AR R B S LR, G 11.2 FoR. 30(11.6) 5 (11.7) AR ZEAE S 5 R ZE 0
HIENI 2z (a4, B IR B o R E TS E 2 5 IE M IS E AR
4b. HE 11.2 AIE H, KA Ly S8 F 7R Z T E L5 1 N4 IS E 2 1
A R HIAE AR AR S |, B wy B we R O, TIFER A Lo YEELET, P3G RS U
HIAEENZ RS, B wy 8 we ¥IFE 0; T2, KA Ly Jesth Lo WoEES T
(CEET N

FEE w NERREEREVEN d MEEPNENNE w NERFE
R IEA & IR R AR, &, SKAF Ly WHEIENML SR BB EI TR
F—8 VIR IE AR 5 2, 2T Ly ENLR 2 S 7 vEst & —Fhir A5
FRIEIESE 71, HAEEBE TR 5% 3 B Ighad FE R — 18, Rl 58 AL

Ly 1F Ak 5] B A i AT Ak A 3 3 6 B2 T % (Proximal Gradient Descent,
f&i#% PGD) [Boyd and Vandenberghe, 2004]. B &K Ui, & V RO HF, Xt
et Br

min f(@) + A1 , (11.8)
# f(x) 75, H Vf 2 L-Lipschitz &4, BIEEFE L > 0 /15
IVf@) - Vi@)|s < Ll —=|5 (ve,2'), (11.9)
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F11E HEERSHEFS

3] # 118,

T7E oy, WHE AT f(o) X M RBERELY

f(@) =~ F@n) + (Vi@ o - @)+ 5 o - o)

2

+ const, (11.10)
2

s x — (wk - %Vf(wk)>

H const 25 x BRMFEE, () BawH. BR, X(11.10)E/MEEW T
Tyt KA o
Tyl = Tp, — sz(a:k) . (11.11)

TR, HEIHE T EEX f(x) #ATRAME, W P8R T REEASER
LENFBAMEIREE f(z). KX BB FIR(11.8), WA 2
RN H

2

x— (a:k - %Vf(wk)) + Azl (11.12)
2

Tp41 = argmin )
@

BITER—RT f(x) BATEREE T RSB R % R Ly S/ Mb.
Xﬂ'ﬂ:ﬁ(ll.lm, ﬁff‘ﬁﬁﬁ z = Tp — %Vf(:z:k), R JE K

. L
Tp41 = argmin ||z — 23+ Mll: - (11.13)
@

4ol R @ 5 i MR, BROLB)ESBEIFAE B, HPRIEE o'
(i # J) ZFERIT, Bl & &S EEARN, TREX(1L.13)F M #E

28— A/L, M\L<2;
zh,1 =14 0, |28| < A/L ; (11.14)
2+ AL, < -)\L,

Hepgl 527 00R e 52 W5 i AN40E. B, @id PGD f&fF LASSO
FIHABEET Ly 8/ MM 7 B8 DLRER A7

115 iR RSFHRFES

RIUFARSAREE D % B — NN, AT T —ARES, S50 5T —
M. A AR T 1 0 B R A LT R | BT Y £ 51 5
T S5 TR, T MR o I B g1 112 5 B8 Y1 R N 7 BN
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FISERE_HEAT, 22 T4 HOXEBE 7T 85 TG, W5 RO L RIAERE TR 20D,
g R AR R TR AR,
At A RAW. WARNTRE BB MBI D i NaERE A REELE, HX
BB TR IR UG, BATRREN. /DL R A 12 B BIR
(TS, BIENTE SCRS Y 3T 4 b, BB SR B fE— MR, AR () 1R
Sk —ANERAE, (3R 7 3O RS e H 0 060 9 S S R B S A A OB #6522, D
7 ok % B0 56 I (O 44T e — AN SR, BFIR —ANFE(A), 7. FIRICABRAR
(AR SCRS i B R K. B4, ANERER % b FINE? DIBIE K
A DI RRERE B, CHERTL) B 47035 MUT, KRR AT 4 725, BMELE
H, REBRE. B (CIRBUER FIER) IRE, SRR 3500 51, 4R, 4E—A 30k,
24 2 PR IAEX AR R i, TREMNSE —THE KBNS TE;
SRR 9 30RY, B TC 2 IS AR .
MR B KRR B RIS TR, M3 SRS KL A 4, Bt
SR S 3 B T LB SOASOHE A MR AT O RE, 182 T S A BRAEA
FR63FA24T. W P RNFIRTE RERERRRE, fASRAERBRIETS. RN, #
BB H RS RAERE L E RS, K AR RN DA 1R 2 B AR T 1.
Mo, BELEHIEE D RRHN, W% BIERREIE, 758 L8N
“WBiRN" (sparse representation) JEI, M5 g Mk B 5 R B 4R Ak We.?
BERMOR, RIFAENBHEETE “BURR” | AL “SERK” . 5
DAL ESCR b, BT (ILRIGER I £R) BRI R R M Ha, R
Bith DL SIE S BB B BT, TAT EEFH) WAL M,
SR, VKRGS TS HRES L.
BAR, TE— MR SIS o (B R 43 20) 30 % (IRBUGE# I £%)
,(jﬁjﬁ AET WA, ROBEIHXE—A “FI . ARBERBERENEARIAEN
S, BRABENEBNRRRTIHR, M2 IE5 5 B b, B
Ziiiiifle:ﬁz)i B2 E 15 AR, ﬁ%%% “FH23]” (dictionary learning), JNFR “FhEi S
15” (sparse coding). X MRIBMAZEA, “FH¥” BEMNETHEFHN
WA, T RBRL” WENET AR TRRRENSE B THEES
RAEF— MUK Rt sE R, B TR — S K 4, B AR
HF .
S RPBE {1, 22, ..., T}, ?ﬂ%z%ﬁjﬁ%%ﬁj@

m m
g;g; llz; — Beyi|3 +A_2; llexillx (11.15)
1= =
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FNE PHEERESHRRFY

Heh B e Rk S MAERE, k FRVFIREICE, B% B M 82, op e RF U
REEAR z; e RIPFHRR. BR, RALB)KE—HRFEH o; BERIFHE
W ox;, BTN RHE o REFB.

5 LASSO #tt, X(11.15) EA/MBIE 2, FAR TRUFR(1L)H w i
o, BT FHRER B, AT, % LASSO MRk, BITUTRALZEAZMNAL
H s Sk SR A (11.15).

BHAEE S, BRINEEAETH B, HH(Q1.15) 2R, TEHEF
AP R ota? (u # v) XFEMZ X, TR/ S LASSO Hf#FER#E T, A
TMABMER x; REFENH o '

min [la; — Bow[|3 + Allesls - (11.16)
T o0, BAVE M o REFHFH B, BRER(11.15)5%
min | X — BA|Z%, (11.17)

ﬁqﬂ X = (wl,wg,...,wm) c Rdxm’ A= (al,ag,...,am) € kam, ” . ”Ff%

FEFER) Frobenius V4t K(11L17)FEMRMBITE, FRNEETRIIEH K

- BEf{) KSVD [Aharon et al., 2006]. 4 b; RRFMIEFE B K158 i 5, of Rnfh

BRAERE A W 4T, N(11L17)ATEER

2

k
. 2 . 1
n}lénHX—BAHF = min X - E lbjaj
J=

J#i

. i112

= n}in (X - ijaj) - bt

F
2

F
(11.18)

LTI i UM, A IR R, B B, = 5, bjod REE,
TR MEA(11.18) BUU_E LAY B T4 54 LR Bk 70 ST
RIMER IR, ATH, ELER B T RS RS b, A1 of, W7

CREREIR A FRBREE. R R AEIXFHESL, KSVD X E; Al of $AT 1T E:

of WAREIERTR, B MOURE b 5 o KAEZITRNTIRIN, K5 HETH

FAEIMR, EAERREE T H DA R
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BEMARA R
TEFRLHASFH®
LB Lt

7= #& compressive sens-
ing.

y Bk “RFE” .

Bz AY X}%’ﬁ?%éﬁ

VLT SR B 2 5 R SRR LA B, BA U RET i B AREA
x; FMRRRR ;. £ LR HRFEILES, H/F el RERALE &k RRAR
1 SRR, AT R B R AR

11.6 E4RREH

EREAESE S, BITEFERBEHSERRKELEER. FlnefdEE@
WP EREAE SHREIRFF T, REREHE Nyquist) RHEEH, &X
FESRIE BG5S R SR KB, NIRRT ESHRARE THEIUGES
MEMELR; |-EL, HIERBHEFETREHEMRELIGS. R, AT
BT, 70, EEERD ATEE X KR FE ST RS, XA i
R—BER, MEFSERTET, HTFEHREZEERH, AT EH KL
SER. M4, BROTETWEIRGS, BERBHERN D RGESWR? K488
%1 (compressed sensing) [Donoho, 2006; Candes et al., 2006] 4 fi# 12K 7] @i $2
BET B Bk

BERKEAN m NEBES o, AHRERNIT /N TREHR R H
ZORBREEREATRAE, BEIKEHR n BIRHEEFES v, n < m, HI

y=%z, (11.19)

Hep & e R™ EXME S = BRI, ©fE T UM A SB BT R LR W
AR REEREA A R E RS, ‘

HAECHMBERGES « MNEEM @ NESZINEME v BES, R, ZRKN
EEN B AR 2, BT RERR R GES © 52

— kY, BER “No” , XEZ2HFn < m Bty = @ HHH
R(1L19)R—AMREFR, TILE 5K HBUEMR.

MERGHR BTN R U e R {F5 c AR RA Os, TR Y
AT RINH

y=®¥s=As, (11.20)

Hp A =d¥ c RV, T2, FRERIE y KEH s, WATHEE 2 = s RKE
HES .

AR (11.20) & F R, FAK(11.20)FKEES s XNE
B R KRR, RIABKRZ, & s RARM, MXAFERRIRE A
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FUE FHOEESHEREY

DAY | 33 B BB P O R A B R RO A D JERFR(11.20) P H) @
FRAFIREE, T A FIERINIRLIT 748, ReR s SHBAMRET.

HE b, RS N PHIRERAERRIEN s, Gl0EEREFRHTE
SEEENREANRARGME, AL E R R, KRLXRHR. DEERREL
BRI SN ERRGES.

BR, 5FLERE. RARTAR, EHBMENZUAAMRESE S
PrEA RGN, NSO MR PRRIRGES. BE NN, BERmLH B
GRS A CEMRE” XFAYBL BRI RIG AT
AEEDIRERGEARIR, X7 K R AR 22, DMERHREU LK 11.5
TAARTFRES . BRREE, NMOBAREEGRMR 2 AT EEF L
BEYEAMRSHR,; “EMRE” RERRUAETREEN DB 5%
RRES, XERESFBAMEERE, JRATREEHRMET, BEREZHD.

EHBRAMAHRERERESR, TEANHENE T “REeSEHE”
(Restricted Isometry Property, f&j#% RIP) [Candes, 2008)].

SIRDA nxm (n < m) KIFERE A, EFEEFL G € (0,1) E/NTER
W& s fl A KIFTE THERE Ay e RVFH

(1= dr)llsl3 < [l Axsl3 < (1+6k)sli3 , (11.21)

AR A W2 k FRxEFHNE (k-RIP). I T T A 1 O 52

y PREHRRGES s, EMKEH <

min s (11.22)
st. y=As.
IRTH, TR(11.22)% B Lo s/ ML, RA NP R FE. AKENE, L

YR AMUEE—SE 4 T Lo W3R /ME ESEHR (Candes et al., 2006], F
RESERF L RIE

min |s(|1 (11.23)

st. y=As.

R, IRGRRR N ) B T B I Ly TS BRI R R AR, 61K (11.23) AT 4b
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EKE—ABHE R
itJ&” (collaborative filter-
ing) £5-.

Ak R E”

LASSO HSEH B PRl s Bl B T FRVE SR, BNGER “ZEF R K" (Basis
Pursuit De-Noising) [Chen et al., 1998].

ETEHIMEFRRKELEFENEREFZUALESTEEENA. 4
WP B35 5 o R i AR R B SRR, ATARE SR KRB R i R AT B
PR, NTIIXEE R EBIRMR. BR, BEWAEERIFAERSE, @
BEWABRERE T, Bk, W E3HETEEINCEHMER. Fln
R 11165 HTEAEROM EPPMER, XEFHFEELT4E, BRT “&
R P4 (5 ). HTRE ORI B4 WPy, R F I T
RERENTH “?7 .

& 111 ZPaHeEaaits

(CEHITHY (THTREY (NAFE) (ZHESZ) (AKKHRE)
BR 5 ? ? 3 2
®= ? 5 3 ? 5
W= 5 3 ? ? ?
Z=y 3 ? 5 4 ?

- B, BEERR 1L PESEE TN EBIRESE LRSS, BT ES

JRATI AR SE AR S e

BAVE, B BB AMEARKERREE SHITRAHZ —EFES
AREERT. EREFHEETHFERRRTE? ERETEN. —KIEW
T, EEXNBEOTFABGRTEM . EF. RMFZHER, ARLiTe, B
R 1L1 FREEBEHPMMUEEMER. GEHILHD) M (ZBE5%) 2K
A, CTFHTREY A CARRME) 2Ly, (AEEE) B TH
W, — R, AUEM N BESE RS, 5k HEREM A2,
WA B BB R T D T HEE L, RN EMRAERE, R 11.1 DBl
5 SN RMBLH). T, NAREIT B 48 B4 i AR In DU .

5EPEFN2 (matrix completion) £2R [Candés and Recht, 2009] 7] A T-f# 1k
R, BB A

Ir%én rank(X) (11.24)
s.t. (X)ij = (A)i]', (1,]) €,

i, X RrBRENHRGES; rank(X) RREME X 008k A R0£R 111K
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IR HEEESHRZES

BRI AR TR

(trace norm).

SDP &L % B.3.

A VR MR DG S, Q& A e “?7” TE (A)y; TR (6,4) 1
A N(124) WA R H, kS RS (X); N4 5 DS K
Xf R TCER AR

5 (11.22)8 8, K(11.24) 12 —A NP 1 . 3 F 3 rank(X) EEA
{(XeR™" X[} <1} FRMER XK “Bi” (nuclear norm):

min{m,n}
XlL= 3 X)), (11.25)
j=1
b o, (X) FR X AL, BV RE R S SOy A R 7 S B, T Tl
ot B IR TR SR AR (11.24), B

min X1 (11.26)

s.t. (X)ij = (A)@'j, (i,7) € Q.

R (11.26) B —AN A4k el B, AT@EE Y2 1E 2 # K (Semi-Definite Programming,
f@#% SDP) skfig. BIRBFFTR I, FEW L —E4&AMFH, 3 A BB r, n < m, Nl
REMEE] O(mrlogm) NMEEMALTEKEH A [Recht, 2011].

11.7 B R

R Y 3 WL 582 S ST R Ko 3B —, BRI R EE R
EF&E “ERESERIM” SRS ATFEERESERTEIATRS
ANTEREREAR, WX R5E [Narendra and Fukunaga, 1977) F3h#8&R
¥ [Pudil et al., 1994] 4&; 7EF&IFM  THNRA T 1R 298 15 Bk i,
W{E B, AIC (Akaike Information Criterion) [Akaike, 1974] . [Blum and
Langley, 1997) 5t FAEIFAVENIHEAT T 1118, [Forman, 2003) WHHT T8 % 5%

BHERFE T EEEREIEAN, 87 UK Kohavi and
John, 1997], AR 7 ¥EHSE L FHE [Weston et al., 2003], 18 i FHRFEME L
FEM A 1) 7] I e A B VEREAT T R AR R, R A sl E ¥ 2 ID3
[Quinlan, 1986]. 7 15 2 SCHk %46 1E 3% 45 77 V= 1 Mk R MAT T 529 L% [Yang
and Pederson, 1997; Jain and Zongker, 1997]. B L X THHEEFEN AN A S
¥ [Guyon and Elisseeff, 2003; Liu et al., 2010], P &% [T THEE P
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HiEH “RAmE"
BE AR LARS .

173 A R 35 L B, —
ABAT feth $ A7 R
Rk, EEFARBAT
— A B L
S A 8 9L, B
A1 TR AL 8 R AN
AE.

[Liu and Motoda, 1998, 2007].

LARS (Least Angle RegresSion) [Efron et al., 2004] & — # #k X\ 4B 1E
BT, EETERER P RER /ML, BREFE N ESREMIEE
KHJFFAE. LASSO [Tibshirani, 1996] A @i Xt LARS fihnf& s se . 78
LASSO #:Ath Bk —35 K B H 25 AR 1E 5 A 45 M Group LASSO [Yuan and
Lin, 2006] % L F 451 Fused LASSO [Tibshirani et al., 2005] 25254&
BT A4, LASSO KA e B 2 A, 1% in R T M (Elastic
Net) 3 LA# R [Zou and Hastie, 2005).

- TR 5% i 415 [Aharon et al., 2006), Bk T i it 4% il 57 gL HLAE
MMM, AR EERFREN “E17 , flnkikFREH “H4
g17 , E—ASANNERRFENIEE, REANE. ZFEOERKA “5
HFHBME” (group sparsity), AH R FIH BT 40 G 77 v R 4 2 419 B 4w A (group
sparse coding) [Bengio et al., 2009]. it 5324 W B gL 7E BHRFFAE R EL
AR Z N, WS4 [Mairal et al., 2008; Wang et al., 2010].

JE 48 /&% 40 [Donoho, 2006; Candes et al., 2006) H M4 T AR B K
¥ ERS 21T [Candes et al., 2011) FEE T 55 FE A 2 B9 [F] i 38 [Recht
et al., 2010]. [Baraniuk, 2007 £*F EH B4 — M HENE. ¥ Lo 1
B DMENAN L BHRE MG, BHKE T ERT #1LK LASSO i
HFER L, LA H E F B (Basis Pursuit) [Chen et al., 1998]. [LEE S
%R (Matching Pursuit )[Mallat and Zhang, 1993] %. [Liu and Ye, 2009] f#
P B8 R OB SR MR 2 1 UL, IR T — AN B SI R K SLEP
(bttp://www.yelab.net/software/SLEP/).
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FNE HEAESHERES

HINHIER 3.0 L p.ss
%43

Sk
11.1

11.2

11.3

11.4

11.5
11.6
11.7
11.8

11.9

AL LI Relief B9, HH A TNEFESE 3.0 LNIETER.
REH Relief-F {25 HR.

Relief k20 MHEERN B MERE. Rt — A aeEBE —xt

WA LVW it — NGk, BMER BT RG], ZEE b —e s
4.

gl 11.2, REFIVNA Ly IEMIEFMHBIE T AR LR .
BTG EIR 530 M EVKBER.

HIREE R Lo EHEN LB R .

ﬁﬁ?&‘tﬂiﬁ?ﬁ Ly s/ Mb R P B P 2 (11.14) K 4 HE AR,

IR 2 51 5 TR 4 S A gt A F 3 .

11.10*  RFOER(11.15), LS B S AR Bk 7 5.
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F1E HEEESHHEFS

F R R (Lviv)E 7 £ E
% BTk £, 1867—1918
SETRAEFA, F—
REFREKED KL,
1939 RN B 5 %,
* MA L K EFIRRM
HH

BeE /g AER
e RPMBELES T

#).

ERFFFEGFLNR
% Metropolis-Hasting J- i
RAMBE S T L.

68(1):49-67.
Zou, H. and T. Hastie. (2005). “Regularization and variable selection via the

elastic net.” Journal of the Royal Statistical Society - Series B, 67(2):301—
320.

MEE: REFF RS HERYEX B8 :

B HTH K « BH M (Stanistaw Ulam, 1909-1984)
RELWHERAFTRER, ERT®. Kb, £E4REN
ERHELTR, “SHBHI BEULNE FHLN.

LRl ATRGFERKK, 1933 FER LR KX
BIYRRABRERLFM, RE T 1935 £ R0 . EF 8
By B ST B A R B 1, 1040 M E BT B K ¥ X B A RRE
HR, BEMNLZEH. 1943 FRMSE “FHPIR” HAMBEATR; 4
MR L& RBOBRBIAEAGR T E “RY-BEBFE” RE U

“ERZIR ZEL .. RYNELFHLN.

HREREHFRETFIHEN L ——— ENIACEL WG HHA T 2%
Witk SHBRFMBRAETHNNFST, TEIELAH T RENURE
WA RARAMEEEH#TRUHT. B EFR LA RARNEHENEE
M T . 1947 F BB HRIM AU T HPA THEMR TR EHR
B o T BRSO X ER £ F Rk T, B8 [/ F Nicolas
Metfopolis RIZETEN “REFD” , TR £




F12E HEFEIHEL

12.1 EaHER

B4 BB X, 75 % 3] 312 (computational learning theory)Hf 7T 112 X &
o UFEY SRBEAT “% )7 BENE, BT I B, K ERRES
W2 SIS WA BT, X% S B RAE R RIE, FHRE TS R RHE
wit.

HREMREHIE D = {(z1,11), (x2,42),- - -, (@m, Um) }, @ € X, FEEETR
TR, HELFEHRY, v e Y = {-1,+1}. BE X PRFTAELRN—
MEEREEI DA D, D A AR ML NI _ R TAR, B
3L[Al43 5 (independent and identically distributed, f&j#K i.i.d.) FE4s.

L h AN X B Y DG, REWIRER

E(h; D) = Py (h(x) # 9) , (12.1)
hTE D FEKIREN
B(hs D) = — > (h(a:) #3:) (122)
=1

HTF D & D MMILFRSAREE, Filt h MR IRENHAESTHZR
2. 7E L FSCUHR, RATE E(h; D) F E(h; D) 4 BIBEH E(R) 71 E(h). 4
e A E(h) KI_EFR, Bl E(h) < ¢ BATEEH ¢ RS E I F DY T N
REIRZEEXK, PR “RESH” . :

AEFHHIEARERRE SR REZRIKEBIEREE. & W EHEE
D EWMZERRZERN O, WK b5 D —3, EUHKEE D A —3. HEBFHABR
B hi,ho € X » Y, AITHAEH “A~E” (disagreement)RKE &' ENTZ [ HIZEH:

d(hy, ha) = Pyp(hi(x) # ha(z)) - (12.3)

BMNEHELAEAAER:
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o Jensen A% MR MK f(2), B
f(E2)) <E(f(a)) - | (12.4)

e Hoeffding 43 [Hoeffding, 1963]: # x1, T2, - - . , Tm A m NMHZFEHIAR
B2 HBEO<Sz <1, MIXERe>0, A

1 & 1 &

P <E Zw, - Z]E(CLEL) > e) < exp(—2meé?) | (12.5)
1 & 1

P ( — sz —— ) E(z;)| = e) < 2exp(—2me?) . (12.6)
mia mia

e McDiarmid A& [McDiarmid, 1989]: # z1,T2,. .., Tm K m NIILEE
VAR, BER1<i<m, R fHE

sup |f($17 ,.',Um) - f(:z"l)' .. )wi—l’x{i’xi+1" . vxm)l < G,

MXEEe>0,H

9
P(f(zl,...,xm)—]E(f(a:l,...,zm));e)<exp(z2cz>, (12.7)

e

2
P(|f (z1,...,2m) —E(f(z1,...,2m))| =€) < 2exp (—X—:—ec—i) . (12.8)

12.2 PAC% 3]

WEZEIHRPEREARN ZMEIELIEH (Probably Approximately
Correct, f&j#8 PAC) 223 #if [Valiant, 1984]. “MFIEBERH” XN8EF
FHERA A, RAVRE PR, |

2 c KRR “WER” (concept), XRAMFEARZH X BIFrid 2 E] Y KBS, &
R x KESEFR D y, BXEAEEG (2, y) B c(z) =y AL, WK c HE
WEE; TR RATAE2EH B ST BN E ST “ME3K” (concept

class), FIff5 C RR. '
. GEFIEE L EMEEBNFTEURMSNESHA “BREZT
Xi?fiﬁ?jﬁiig [E]” (hypothesis space), Hff5 H Rx~. HTFEIFEFEEFAMERS
EH5AL s ppakEn.  RNESSAELE, Bk H M CHEEEARR, 2 EESE AN TRER B Axit
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AN 1.4%.

— kB, W GRAEA
b, RAEBARBAKX.

HHI5E m B5iRE e
ERES. REAFNHEL
L size(z). BATHEAH
B R size(c) AA K.

RETHERMEL H, X h e H, BTIHARMEEREER BArES, FIHRA
“fR¥&” (hypothesis). B, & h EMNFEARZE X Bbric 26 Y KB,

#HEWME c e H, W H AR A ROl 5 ELhRid —8K T
REESFF, BOFRZ R ENS EHE £ 2 “TI5 87 (separable), IRFK “—
M ” (consistent); & ¢ ¢ H, W H P AFEEM BT ERPITZLEIE
Wi FF, PRz % 2 8k & & “AA[ K7 (non-separable), J8FR “ A —
[ (non-consistent).

HENGSE D, BINAEETEIEIE & ZHEMBA R MR % A AT
BeBIE HARE S c. E RSN AT AARBERETHHL S H A c 18?7
XRH TS RZRRE FHRNHIL, FlanRIIRBHIIZGE D HH
BEFRYERFEY], Bk, BESHFE—BE D E “SF8” MRk, 358
EXNEAMTEER A B, WA D RS D I BEE —EBR %, LA
%, BEXT RAER/DIARIGE, FEERWATRERAR. FHit, RINESF
B R R4 22158 HOAUF Y, R U, IR KM R 2215 R EW R
vk BRI X B “IRLUIER” e X BB, 4 6 R
BREE, TEX:

EX 12.1 PAC #iR (PAC Identify): 50 < €,0 < 1, BiH c € C M4r-#i
D, HAFESEIHE &, R R h e HiHR

P(E(R)<e)>1-6, (12.9)

NFRE I HE £ sEMNREZ 8 H & PAC #HRAMESZE C.

RFEREIHE £ RUBRKIBER (£ 1 - 0) 2B/ HIRBE ¢ KE Ll
(RERZ A €). FEMHIER_EATE X

ENX 12.2 PAC #[%3] (PAC Learnable): 4 m RRM3H D ML H
SRR BNREBIEE, 0<e,6 <1, WHEN D, EFEEIEE LHL
TR # poly (-, -, -, ), X FAEM m > poly(1/e, 1/6, size(x), size(c)), £ fE
MARBZE ] H o PAC HHRMESE C, NFRMESZE C SHR S8 H TS 2 PAC
A, A E RIS C 2 PAC AI% 3],

X EHEER U, BREZERFRRE, T2:



270

F12F HEEIHER

ENX 12.3 PAC ¥3H: (PAC Learning Algorithm): FH%# &k & f#
&2 C o PAC AI %3], B £ BT I A th 2 £ U iR 3K poly(1/e, 1/5,
size(x), size(c)), MFRMEEZ C ZRA PAC A 23] (efficiently PAC learnable)
i), Bk £ MK C ) PAC £ S5,

BREF I HEE L BB MERRN A FE, WL AR R R A EN TH
ERIRE. TR, ﬁtﬂ]ﬁﬁiﬂéﬂi‘lﬁﬂﬁ % B R SC Co gt AL SR A B 2% BE HY) 9%

EX 12.4 H#AZE (Sample Complexity): /2 PAC %8 £ 5
| m > poly(1/e, 1/6,size(z), s1ze(c)) BN m, BRONFEIEEE £ REA
B

B, PAC %4 H T —MESUhZ E N5 2 5] 8 H AESE, BT IXAME
BAEHR % EE BT E WG, BN RS AR A T %E
BRI A R4 T AT TR R 7 B2 D YIS
RE IR AT AR ?

. PAC 2Nrh—AL@E R RS M WERE HASTEIHE e
FiA T BB OB, H57E PAC 2230 h R A S L AHA, I H =,
RXFRA “95 PAC 7]%:3]” (properly PAC learnable); Eiﬁlﬂhﬁ, XEREEY
HEHEE N 5% TES “BIFILER” | AT, XFEFE REE R 5 ES
RERE AT, BHIARLER, BRI h RIS C B —
RSN, BB — MR ] SRR S . B, HEE
KRR SR R S AR R, B H . —RTis, 7k, ey
AR5 B AR TT BE MR, (B FR R BB Bt HARARR A T FE K. ||
BRI, BARH b “HRBEEE |, FUHRN “EREREE” .

12.3 FRERIZZ=E
12.3.1 AT 9MER ,

AHERERE BES c BTBRRER H, Bl ce H. HERE m M
BIRIYIZREE D, I H i 2R ES B R?

7 SRR — PRI B 022 ) N BEAR D SR REBIFREE0 R th H AR ¢ IR T
M, 3B c FETBEZR H F, B4, AAEVSGE D L HIFRCH R
BHEEARARBWES c. TR, BRNATFERES5 D —BHEBE, 3Ik5E D RA—
B BREITET. FEYZE D 2K, WAT A& D HRFI51 BRA—H B
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B, BB H PR T MR L, XAMERRE BARES ¢, EEEH T, o
FYISEIAEE R, B H DA ERIE—AE D —Bi “2%” &
SR, TR D R ENRE M — X 4

BRH L DRI BE1S BARRS ¢ BFAERGENE? X PAC 251K, R
BEYIZ4E D MR I HIE £ DIMEER 1 — 6 8RB B RfR B e LRI .

BAVEATHZWIREKRT ¢ BAEVIGHE LRI TR MR HIKBER.
BE h KZWIREKRT €, X310 D LRENIRBEMARERES (z,y), B

P(h(z) =y) =1— P(h(z) #y)
—1-E(®)
<l—¢. (12.10)

BT D A& m M\ D BSLFR SRR KIS, B, b 5 DRI —

P((M#1) =y) Ao A (A(@m) = ym)) = (L= P (h(2) #y))"
<(1—e™. (12.11)

BATHEHAMESE L ¢ 2 H PRBAMERE, EFRIEZL
WREKT ¢, RAENGR ERIFTERMPTA R R MR ZAKT 6 BT

P(heH:E(h) >eAE(R) =0) < |[H|1-e)™

< |HleT™e, (12.12)
AR (12.12) R KF 4, B
|Hle~™ <65, (12.13)
G
m > %(ln|7—l| +1n %). (12.14)

kA g, HRMRE AR M #E PAC W23, FTEREEHI B H W
R(12.14)Fiw, BB h REZ AR ZREREBI 5L H B8 £ B8 E] o, s
#EHh 0(L).
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F12E HHEFIER

12.3.2 A 1EH

STEH AR N, BARRES ¢ BERFEE TR H B, st
FAEM hoe H, E(h) # 0, tBR 3, H AR —MEREISAEVIGE LI
B % B/ 4R, B Hoeffding A5 5 0:

B3 12.1 HSGE D EE m NN A D _EISLIE 4 A RAEE T 15 A
Fl,o<e<l, MISHER heH, B

P(E(h) — E(h) > €) < exp(—2me?) , (12.15)
P(E(h) — E(h) > €) < exp(—2me?) , (12.16)
P(\E(h) ~ B(r)| > e) < 2exp(—2me?) . (12.17)

#it 12.1 FI%E D BE m MG D LS RE 4 REETA A
Bl,0 <e< 1, MFHER b € H, R(12.18) LLZE/D 1 — § FIMER AL

B(h) - % < E(h) < B(h) + m—fﬂ{‘s—) . (12.18)

IR 12,189, HEBIEH m BORI, h AR IRZEHEAIRERTHIE
L X FTHERBBER H, BATH

I 12.1 FHAERBEZE,0<I< 1, WHMERheH, H

In|#| + 1n(2/6)
2m

P(iE(h)—E(h)[ < )> 1-34. (12.19)

BB 4 hy, ho, ...,k RAEREEE H DR, &

P(3he H:|E(h) — E(h)| > ¢)
=P((|Bn, = Bru| > ) VoV (|Bn, — By > 6))

<> P(|E(h) - E(h)| > Gk

heH

h(12.17) A&

> P(|E(h) — E(h)| > €) < 2[H| exp(—2me?)
heH
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B4 H WG AR AR
HRIFH—A.

TR, 46 =2|H|exp(—2me?) BITER(12.19). |

BR, Beg HIN, ZIHEE L LE%BERES c el HE, 4
R 22 8] H % e BT, ﬁ*%ﬁﬁ:“’l‘ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%d‘ MR T, FRH R €
ERRA RN — N H) B . H PZARER /DR R arg mingeqy E(h),
T2, LA BAR T K PAC 203 8 ¢ ¢ H G, RFRA “AwT
3]” (agnostic learning). R, FATH

EX 12.5 A A4 PAC 7] % 3] (agnostic PAC learnable): 4 m &
ANDA D HMIR D HREBSBOEGEE, 0 <e 6 <1, WH
B D, BEREFIHEE L MEHXEH poly(,-,-,), HEXFAEM
m > poly(1/e,1/6,size(x), size(c)), £ REMMR A H H % H % 2 30 (12.20) K

- R A

P(E(h) - ’Ilnel% E(W)<e)>21-6, (12.20)

WFR R BL A (8] H AT AN PAC R % 2J .

HEPAC AW, HH%IEE S WEBITH 22 IR B
poly(1/€,1/8, size(x),size(c)), MFRM M) H & &AW &1 PAC A% 3]
B, FE L MFRABRR T H AT 5 PAC ¥ 8 8k, W2 LRERE
B m RAFIEE & MHEAREIE.

12.4 VC4

- BLSE % 5445 B TR R R R T BR R B AR A, B SE BRI B X
) RE BT A RS T, AR SRR 5 T T % I AT,
EEBREERNRRE. RELKINEREBBREZEMEK “VC4%” (Vapnik-
Chervonenkis dimension) [Vapnik and Chervonenkis, 1971].

A VC 27T, BAVETIANILAEE: i%{ﬁglﬁ (growth function). X
4} (dichotomy) FI4T# (shattering).

SRR H FRBIE D = {o1,@0,...,2m}, H TEMRE b ZAEX:
D FRBIR TR, Prida R AT RRA

hlp = {(h(21), h(@2) .., (xm))}.
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Hlde, st =5 K FA, &
D ¥ A 2476, MK
FHRLOTHRERRS 4
F; ZA 3 AT, MTHE
HRA 8#.

N # B RHR.

3E 8 i £ & M [Vapnik
and Chervonenkis, 1971].

HFAMBIELSI D F 4
HAHBE, BARHH.

B m BIK, H T RO D R iR T AR T AR T T R 45 SR
LLES PN

EX 12.6 ﬂﬂfﬁ m € N, =R H KR Iy (m) H

_ Hw(m) = I{ (h (@1), h(wm)) l het}. (12.21)
KR Ty (m) RABEZER H X m A n BB G F AR id KB KT e
SGRY. BR, H X BIFTRER TS KA REG R EEK, H KRR B,
Xt RS HIERLRE /) ol [k, R EEAR T R E H KRR
F LR B R 2 ) I R . BATRTRI A K s Bk v 2 iR 2 B AR
EZ RHRE:

T 122 WERSEH, meN,0<c<l FEEhe HAE

P(|E(h) — E(h)| > €) < 4Ty (2m) exp (— ﬁe-z). (12.22)

8

BB H AR T D ohom I FARin 4 BT R I, 7]
BRI, S H TR ST S MR, IR D RGBT AR g 4R
HORARN: A m ARG, BEH 2m MTRLR. 1 HKABRL, H
BB D PP T AR ST RS RARIRE D W “H 9 . HER
2[R M AESEIURBISE D ERIFFH R 5, B Tl (m) = 2, MARHISE D A
B M AT

BUAERATATBLER R X VO 4T

RN 127 A A VO B R H ATHIMEBORBISII D, B

VC(H) = max{m : [y (m) = 2™} . (12.23)

VC(H) = d RAFFERDA d KI7-BIRRER IR BIEE H 4THL ER: XIF

ARBREFH KA d KRGIEER RSB B AR M ITHL A0 RiEETRER

W, VC 45 LS HIEM G D Tk | HIk, FEBE i R anit aRe 8 B
ZE H ) VC 4.

BHEZFRIE H 8 VC 4 BEIFFER/NR d MInBISeER: H 1THL, B
BAEARMKRADKR d+ 1 FRBIEERS H FTHL W H I VC 4R d. THSAHFE
AN VC 4RI T
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fil 12.1 SEECIHA BRI [a,b): & H R SEEUIR A AT P X ()4 ) &
T {hey b ER A<, X =R MazeckX, &z clab], Whyy(z) =+1,
B by (z) = —1. 4 21 = 05, zo = 1.5, MBRZEE H FHAERK
{hpa) b2 b2y hie,ay B {zn, z2} FTRE, B MBI H 1 VC 46200 2;
YRR RN 3 WG {23, 24, 25}, DY 23 < 24 < 5, W H FAFLEAE
R BE hyg ) BESKIINS &5 R {(23,4), (24, —), (x5, +)}. THE, H B VC 4808 2.

Bl 12.2 Z4ESPE EREHERIS: A H RoR S I _E TR gt
SRS, X = R?. @& 12.1 A4, FLER/NR 3 MRS a1 3T,
EARFAERDR 4 FRBIEATHE 1 ITHL T2, 40P ETE Ltk ot
SR B TE] H B VC 4Eh 3.

+/ |+ * { i
_ /_ + \—I—
AEZHOES, £ 2° =8HH9HT SHEAT &, 420 = 16 A3t d
MR 2 EVAH MR AR 5 R A
(a) THIFE KRS 3 (b) THIR KA 4

12.1 45 & LA SR S RAMBIR T E 6 VC 44 3

HE X 12.7 AT 40, VC SR BE H VIR, 518 122 65T 2382
[F] & 8RR [Sauer, 1972):

FAR “Sauerd| > 313 12.2 HRETEH B VCHER d, WFFEEmeNFH
d m
< . .
l(m) < 3 ( ) (12.24)

IR B HNEIE. 2 m=1,d=08d = 1K, BT
REEHEXN (m—1,d—1) f (m — 1,d) 3. 4 D = {x1,x2,...,Tm},

D/ = {w17m27 .. ~awm—1}7

Hip={(h(w1),h(x2),...,h(xm)) |hEH]},
Hir = { (B (@1) b (@), b (@) | € H .

BB A € H Iz KREGRBCY +1, 804 —1, B HIAE
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My FRIBAATE Hyp I KERFIK. & Hpy p TR Hyp AT
0,y SRS, B
7-[D’|D :{(y17y21 .- 'aym-—l) € HID’ I 3h, h, €H,

(h(x:) = B (@) = yi) A (h(@m) # b (®m)), 1<i<m—1} .
BB oy, FHIBLE Hyp BT T VG, 072 A,y AL — K,

=l
IHlDl = |H[D’| + rHD'|DI . (12.25)

D' kA K m -1, HERTE
| < Tge(m — 1) < Z ( ) (12.26)

& Q FITBEH Hyy p T HCIIEA, B My XIS QU {mm} AL REHE
Hyp 3T 81 H 1 VC b d, B Hyy p B9 VC BBAN d— 1, FRA

d—1

Hppl S Ta(m—1) <Y (m ; 1) : . (12.27)

=0

R (12.25)~(12.27) AT

Ml < é (" )2 > (")
(") =0 =§((m_l>+(7—_11)>
-5

B4 D MERME, 318 122 4. m
JABIBE 12.2 744 KB $_E
6 12.2 BRI M M VC B4 d, NRHERES m > d &

B8R, .
e HARE H%(m)g(edm)d. (12.28)
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MERR

Il

A
/N TN /N 7/~
© a3 af3

N

SH

MR 12.2 M5 12.2 ATEET VO fHZHIRER:

EHE 12.3 HREZE H K VCHER d, MXEEm >d, 0<6< 1M
heHE

- In 2em In4
P (E(h)—E(h) < \/M> >1-4. (12.29)

m

€2

SERR 4 410 (2m) exp(—2) < A(22)d exp(— ) = 5, A

I

e 8dIn 24" 4 81n §
m

RAEH 12.2, TREH 12.3 BiE. [}

HE R 12.3 AT, K (12.29) Wz REF R ERGIHE m R, SRR
J O( k), S5HHEs A D MBEGIR D k. Bk, #T VO RMZHIRER L
SyAATLR (distribution-free). FHEM L (data-independent) ().
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4 b FRESEE: SR EER, R e

~

E(h) = min B(Y) , (12.30)

WFR £ Hi R &% X B /ML (Empirical Risk Minimization, # ERM) J&
MRS, FRATTAE T T e 2 ‘
EIE 12.4 1B VC 45 FRMBER A H &2 (A rT40) PAC RI%3] 1.

IR R £ AW RLKRRK B/MUR NS, h A% HEE LB
B £ g & HHFRFRNMNZHIRERER, B

E(g) = mlnE(h) (12.31)
® 0
(S = -2" )
(In2/6") €
=5 (12.32)
H#ES 12.1 AT40

2P - 5/2 Eﬁ*ﬁiﬁij

8dln2g" +-8In5
=- (12.34)

N e B 12.3 7740

NTTEIE: !

B(k) - B(g) < () + 5 — (E(9) - 5)

— E(h)— E(g) +¢
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DL 1 — 6 BFIMERERAL. f3(12.32)F1(12.34) AT LA H m, Bl H AR
FIAAEE 12.4 FRIE. -

12.5 Rademacher& /&

12.4 2%, 2T VCENRZURERRMMIR. BIRBLK), Bt
B, SEFTHIE D MEEL. XEBET VC ERTEIUITEREE —E
) “EEH” ; BEANS—HERE, BTEREEZEBEEA S, ET VC 4B/
MIZACGRZEF B R LR “fa” , XA 5 2 3 1) B Y S AU 1% DA 22 A 0 38
“IR7 AR L k.

Rademacher & %%/ (Rademacher corhplexity) B 55— 20 i I B 25 (A

GIPETRATRE g 5 VO SRRNR, TR LS TR

er (1892-1969). BEWHE D = {(z1,91), (T2, 92), - - -» (@my Ym) }, BE b WERIRER

E(h) = Z]I (i) # vs)

= 5 =5 D wh(a) (12.36)

Hepr LS yih(as) LT FRIME h(es) SREPIELSERRIE v ZIAI— Bk,
MFFE € {1,2,...,m} #HE h(z;) = yi, W % 1 yih(2s) NEKREL #
AV, 2R IREH/DREE
ar%giaxmz;yz ;) . (12.37)
SRT, BLSEAES HAEBIHIARC A N 2R A 0, B LR (2, vs),
Ry BOFCRZIMENERARWE, AHE z; FMEERIE. ERERT, 8K
B H PENGE ERABF BRI, FNEANWERE N FHEECEET
BEHLIE P R IR .
ZBAENZE 05, BELL 0.5 MEREE —1, 0.5 FIMEREE +1, KA
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Rademacher FENIZR. &T o5, TER(12.371)EEH

HREBBRER, &

A& B AR A

. m

her T ]
8 H PRI R, 5 (12.38)EHE 15

Es [}Sblelz % Zz:; ai'h(:lzi)] ; (12.39)

K o = {o1,00,...,0m}. R23NMBETEE L [0,1], EEI T HREE
B M HRIERES, Bl % |H) = 18, HAPNE—ANMBE, XAl iE
HK(12.39) HIEH 0; 2 |H| =2 B H Be#TH D i, XER o BF —MREAF
B h(e) =0; (i=1,2,...,m), XEATHEHR(12.39)K1{EH 1.

ZELERBTRF: Z2oR 2 Z={21,22,...,2m}, EP 2z, € Z, ¥
X(12.39) P X 1 H B#h Z 71 F @R

EX 12.8 BEFE F R T Z L% Rademacher BEHRE

ﬁz(}") =E, {?gg%ZJZf(zl)] . (12.40)
=1

£ 5% Rademacher 82 E & 7 MEUT R F SR EESES Z FHH
Rtk WEBMNBFE THBRTNR FAE Z LXT590 D MR, B, s
HM D BSLR A KA KN m WES Z RiHEH

EX 12.9 RF=E FxTF 2 44 D #) Rademacher E2%/E

R(F) = Ezczz/=m [ﬁz(}')] . (12.41)

#T Rademacher E/:E AT X T R H F MZALIRZES [Mohri et al.,
2012]:

ER 12.5 XEERETRE F: Z - [0,1], RI\ELA D M Z FHHSLFS
ﬁ%#%@]i"fﬂ%zz {217227--~7zm}v Z; € Za 0<é< 1a ij'f—j‘:%f ET? u
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£ 1-6 FIMERA
E[f(z)] < —%é f(z) + 2R (F) + EI—I%Q , (12.42)
E[f(2)] < %Xm; F(z:) + 2R5(F) + 3 %%@ . (12.43)
iR 4

Br(f) = =34z,
=1

®(2Z) = supE[f] — Ez(f)
feF
A, 4 2 BRE Z H—ARBIRENNGE, R 2, c ZM 2, € Z K
KRG, T8

~

2(2) - #(2) = (supE[f] - By (1)) - (supEL] - Ba(1)

feF
< sup Bz (f) - B, (f)
fEF

7

= sup f(zm) — f(zm)
feF m
1
< —.
m

G g

(2) - 8(2) <

)

2(2) - 2(Z)| <

3= 3=

##E McDiarmid N5 (12.7) 7750, SHEE 6 € (0,1),

3(2) < Ez[8(2)] + lngr/f) (12.44)
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mioE

HHEEIE]R

#| B Jensen F F X
(12.4) Fo LA R FE K6 T
.

o —o B AR,

BIZE/b 1 — 6 MIBERSL. FERAM EZ[@(2)] L5

Ez[®(Z)] = ]EzbtégE[f] - Az(f)]
= ]EZ [?:.I;]EZ/ [EZ, (f) - EZ(f)]]
<Eyz| 500 By (1) - Baf)]

~Ey [sup = > (1) - £(=))]

=B, 72 [?1611})_% ;%(f(z;) - f(zi))]

m

1 & ' 1
SE, gz [?gjpr po ; C"if(zi)] +Eoz [?lelg — > _‘O‘if(zi)]

= 2B, 7 [?161?__ -;L— ; O'if(zi)j|

= 2R (F) .

i=1

B, R (12.42)7E. X 12.9 A4, B3 Z B i—MRBIR By (F) MR

BRI ERZ A 1/m. i McDiarmid R (12.7) 8 41,

In(2/6)

Rn(F) < Rz(F) + “om

PAZ/D 1 — 6/2 MR AL, 5 X (12.44) AT 40,

8(2) < Esfa(2)] + || 2L

BLED 1 - 5/2 MRS TR,

®(Z) < 2Rz(F) +3 %ﬂ@

D%/ 1 — 6 MRS, S, R (12.43)78E.

(12.45)

(12.46)

FERKE, €2 12,5 PRIRHER FRXME [0, 1] ERSEHERE, Fib

SEH 12,5 FOEATFEIEEE. X 0% 8, BAE FHE0CHE:
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EIE 12.6 SMEBENE H: X — {—1,+1}, B\ D M X hHILFES
MKHERBREE D = {z1,22,...,Tm}, T € X, 0< 5 < 1, SEE h € H,
PED1 -6 WERE

B(R) < Bk) + Rn(30) + 1/ 510 (12.47)

E(h) < E(h) + Rp(H) + 3y 1n$£5) . (12.48)

R AR H, 4 2 = X x {-1,+1}, Il # PHES
]

FRBTREEA {1, +1} BB E H #FHES N 0,1] K K2R
Fu={fn:heH} HEX 128, F

~ 1 &
Rz(Fy) =Eqs [fféljlgﬂ - ; oi fn(xi, yi)] .

=Es [225 % ; oil(h(zx;) # yi)]

m

1 1—yh(x;
“mo[pp o]

-1 m 1 m
= §]E¢7 = ;0’1: + :lelg ooy ; (- yiaih(:ci))]

1 N m

= 5Eo | sup 1 S (- yiaih(mi))]

“heH T i

1.7 1& ,
~yioi B o AR =_FE il E (e
27 225 m £ (o1 (w’))]

- %ED(H) . (12.50)

3 (12.50) 3K 28 J5 T 45

Ry (Fy) = ';'I\)/m,(H) . (12.51)

B EE 12.5 A1 :,(12.50)~(12.51), EHE 12.6 £BHIE. [ |
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F128 HEEIHEE

JEB A2 AP [Mohri et
al., 2012].

JEH 12.6 45 T2 T Rademacher ERE MR ALRES. 5 12.3 Xt
T4, FEF VC AR MIRER R DA TR BIEIMSLH, TMET Rademacher
HIRERZRER(1247) 501 D BHR, R(12.48) 584 D HX. #52,
T Rademacher & 2% I3 A0 IR 22 SR T BAR 22 3) il @ EBER 6, B
FERRLT A ZF I A “B5Eh” i, FHibe % ET VO iz iz
REE L

ﬁ?gr—%ﬂﬁ%, %F Rademacher BZ4F 5 KR, HFEH:

E}E127 (-8 & I‘ﬂ’HB‘]Rademacherﬁ L Rn(H) ‘5@&@%@

R (H) < /222 0(m) (12.52)

m

B (12.47), (12.52)F3EL 12.2 /13

B(h) < B(h) + \/ L \/ In(1/9) (12.53)

2m

323, MM Rademacher B2 ERE K R S HET VC N/
BER.

12.6 FaEH

TwRFET VC 418 2 Rademacher EZERES R REER, FriE2IH
SR 5 BRAEEJEETGR, A ENEEHER. XEEAMNGEENRER
2 S BVER RV R E B MEA S MR, BES—THE, HFERES
HERAXRNSTER, WEARERER. REH (stability 22X 51— ME
AL I

B B, B s R R BB A R AL, H AT
B2 RAEBKUITAL. ¥ RN ISE, Wi FTRA1SEE X155
SEHITFAAL.

G D= {2z = (21,51),22 = (€2, 92), - - -, Zm = (T, Ym) }, Ti € X R
434 D MRS RB, y; = {—1,+1}. MERSEH: X - {—1,+1}
MEHE L, 4 Lp € H B ARETIEE D MREZE H F#EMHERKR. %
& D i BUT 24k
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o DV FERBIR D i MEGIERINES

D\i = {21,290,y Zim1, Zitl,- - -3 Zm}s

o D' KRB D FE i MEFIBEINES
Dt = {z1,22,... ,Zi_l,Z;,Zi+1, ceoyZm}s

B 2, = (x,)), <, IRASMi D 3L F D.

WREREL(Lp(x),y) : Y x Y = R ZIE TRB £p KAWL £p(x) &
EERRL y ZBBZER, FidHh £(Lp, z). FHEXKTRE £p HIJLFHR K.

o ZHHK
2L,D) = ]E:r,eX,zz(m,y) [@(SD, Z)] . (12.54)
o ZBIR .
Ug,D) = %Zf(ﬁp,zi) : (12.55)
i=1

o B — (leave-one-out)#i K

m

1
 oo(£,D) = Rzé(ﬁD\i,zi) : (12.56)

i=1
R E XI5 (uniform stability):
ENX 12.10 SHE & € X, z = (x,y), HEFIEE LHL
[6(€p,2) — U(Lpvi,2)| < B, i=1,2,...,m, (12.57)
TIFR £ RTFHRERE LW B- 5.
BR, FH L RTHRRBCHE p-BaREY, IE

|¢(£p, 2) — £(Lps, )|
< (LD, z) — U(Lp\, 2)| + [€(Lpi, 2) — €L, 2)|
<28,
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F12E HEFEIER

iE B 4 £ W [Bous
quet and Elisseeff, 2002].

BRI RRERR
WEBAR KA R RABR,
XRGTFTHEXLREY
Bk R L RFRAIE
BRAFRRRNNEE
RE. At AER
F R ZBIR & 6 B B
SR ANIMLERIRE

WHLR B, BRI E A S B RoRpI R E .

FRRBB AR, INFIE DM 2z = (x,y) 0L I(Lp,2) < M, WFH
[Bousquet and Elisseeff, 2002:

EIE 12.8 A EMNDA DL BSLFE SRR B KA m BIRBIE
D, BEHIEZ: S HERTHRRE (1 g-Bf e, BREARH (LR
HAM,0<6<1, MFFEEmMm>1, UED 1 -6 KERE

In(1/0)

6(£,D) < U(L,D) + 28+ (4mB + M) — (12.58)
£(£,D) < lioo(L, D) + B+ (4mB + M)4/ % : (12.59)

EE 128 FHTETREMESTHESHIZEIEE ¢ ZHRBRRMZHR
Z7. NRX(12.58)AIF H, KRMEREZ U RZ FEF KWK ER Bv/m; &
B =0(L), AT RIEBSKE R O(ﬁ). Ee 12.3 MEHE 12.6 LB 41, X
5T VC 41 Rademacher B Z4E 5 2 KSR —3L.

TR, ¥IHENRE AT RERL |02, D) - £(£,D)|, KRS
[ 52 2% B AT B SRR R suppey |E(h) — E(R)|; B R, BB TR BHE
BB ER S A RRER R, ARREEE B &R e ) RiHe A
Bk £p MZMIRER. B4, e SEIBZ MFHAKRER?

B, DAURE Bvm — 0, REA RRIERE M FEIEE ¢ RF—EMNZ
thBeTy, BNEBBMRESA T Z K, FUTEIETARE. AETHE, &
e B = L, RAR(12.58) /7%

02, D) < 0L, D) + % +(4+ M) % . (12.60)

SRR BB £, 2SI © P IR B R 2R AR K B/ Mb, IFRE:
£ LR N K /ME (Empirical Risk Minimization) JR I, fE#RE %2 ERM
M. RTEIEERRE M E I, FaT e .

T 12.9 E2EE ¢ £ ERM BREN, MBS H a2y,

W % g R H PRABRMZATRIIREK, B
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B4

|¢(9, D) — g, D)| < g
AZEAD 1 —6/2 BIMEAS AL, 43(12.60)
(44 M) lng“;é&) = % ,

BAZEAD 1 — §/2 MOBESR L, AT A48

o~

£(£,D) - £(g,D) < (&, D) +

PLE/D 1 — 6 MR RS, = 12.9 5HE. [ ]

X BT E R E IR R, A AE IR E R BB
IR ATE P EHEMBRR RN HEY. FX b BERARENSE
B IFAETR, AR PR A e ST &P 3 Bt 13 2% B 4 £ BRARHE K.

12.7 FhEMHR

[Valiant, 1984] &1 PAC %3], M= ET “THEZEIJHRB” KM%
53U, [Kearns and Vazirani, 1994] & —ARIEFEINTEM. ZIRE
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VCHELFHERER
FEHEHGERES.

H12E (TEEIER

BEHEAPARSWEE R 2SI #iB4 (COLT).

VC 4 B [Vapnik and Chervonenkis, 1971] 2 H, ‘& # H B A8 57 T B AR
W2 [A) ) B2 2% B /i FT BE. Sauer 513 BT [Sauer, 1972] iy &, 12 [Vapnik
and Chervonenkis, 1971] 1 [Shelah, 1972] t4 I JHZ T H T4 R, &

EEBRNRT 2R, X E 5 KA, K VC %Y RN Natarajan 4

[Natarajan, 1989; Ben-David et al., 1995].

Rademacher & %% & & 74 [Koltchinskii and Panchenko, 2000] 5] AHL#% |
%3], i [Bartlett and Mendelson, 2003] fii 32 2| E L. [Bartlett ct al., 2002] 3
t T JA#0 Rademacher R4, XI5 48 W -3  FE R K2 AL IRE S

Blag I BRI A E R T [Bousquet and Elisseeff, 2002]
KR, L/ 1R 2 22 X ia et 5 M Z R RIR RPEAT T 18, [Mukherjee
et al., 2006] 1 [Shalev-Shwartz et al., 2010] iFB] T ERM #& £ %5 ERM Al %
M RS R R (BIFIEF A % X SEER & ERM |, [ M [Shalev-Shwartz
et al., 2010] #H—F 5 T AERM (Asymptotical Empirical Risk Minimization)
FREME ST ERRR.

REANBE AKX THEYE (deterministic) 223 W&, BIX FEAR
B FA —MIERIARL y 50 R K2 BB 5 S H0 R T e 5 X 1) .
RIEH —FrBEHLYE (stochastic) & > &, Ho A n®il ARG ATHA A 2 B /5
TSR BB, TR T 4T B R T — 2%, B 22 T W IR AL 2
MRS W [Devroye et al., 1996].
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- 2
R 46 = 2em2me

12.3

12.4

12.5

12.6

12.7

12.8

12.9

12.10*

RIE M Jensen N (12.4).
WRUFHA T 12.1.

WIE R 12.1.

RUEH: RY 28 8] PR 8 P T M RO IR B 5 TE) B VC 42 d + 1.
R R IR 2 # VO 4E.

BIEW]: YRR SRR ] VO R LA ST K.

BIER: Bl 485 IR SR VC AT K.
WRAE B % B K 3 ¢ () Rademacher EZ4E 4 0.

45 BB ] Fis Fo, WAL #H Rademacher E7%E R, (F1 + Fa) <
R (F1) + R (F2).

# 8B 12.8, IR A NRAE SR A v X AL AR &
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B T B R - A B A

HHENMFWERS R TR BEAERFR, 4
HMRAFR, BEYAMNAE “ERTENAE o, BE
R — Mg R A R4 R—— TCS (Theoretical Computer
Science), B H HEHENBF EHENXX, ZH B F &
FLAWEARE “P?7=NP” .

WHEFIERRNBFIN AN, BTAARIEF I 5ERUEA
FMENXX. RRITEFIEL, RLRERBKE T HIMNF RS - &
F| B 4% (Leslie G. Valiant, 1949— ). &F| Bk G EHMAFE T ¥R, ¥
EET¥RYY, 1974 FARBRAFRITENAFE L F40, B Y EFHR
EEAY. NERFMETERFEH, 1982 FR2BHhAFETHENS
L $ % VERE 3%, 1984 e (ACMEE Y X% T#H X “A theory of the
learnable” . B WX HRE R T PACH# X, AR T HEFIERNFEK.
2010 4 ACM 8 T4 A B 4s R &, AP M5t PAC ¥ J =Bty FF A TR,
PAR At A A it AR B E A 45 Aty — S I A LR R E TR
MR FE A4 H, B B ARRE 1984 F KR XA LT HHF IR AH
R, ENBFIAT BN FER, AF T FRRRNER. (ACMIAT
EY» W BL “ACM Turing Award Goes to Innovator in Machine Learning” A
AR BF IR ENERLEENIEAMESY.




B4 &2 F D; W sk —A~
SVM, $Lit e & 5K+
& R B AR A R
175,

B R-E 1l ARG ).

BB EUEPT)

13.1 KRFFICHK

BAEFEW T RBNH, WHUARE PR, JTURHSKE = 194 N JxX4F 2 5
JK, RIEHERE BN A SN NHX AL, R HAEKRE TR ETXREE
B, BANGEEME—AMERL, FH T A7 H AL TUR D KRR N7 B4R,
AR TR 5 VR AR I, ASEF (9 43 B4R 9 T4 0 S50 SR 2k — A4 26 2%
AT, RAHXAE AT ZAEAR, B RO T IE? BEA BEAEHD B i) A8 /R
WA _Eg?

RAHE, BATEINSERSE D = {(z1,11), (€2,32),. .., (T, u)}, K1
MRERRIRFFRIE (AR BFN) S, R “Fhric” (labeled)FEA; thsh, &
H Dy = {T141,Ti19, -, Tpaa by | << uy X w ADNFEARBIZERIFR AR F0 (B A 502
HEIN), A “RIFIE” (unlabeled) A, FHEEMAEERE 2 TR, U
FH D A THEER, D, T &HERBEIRSET; H—J7H, & D B/h,
W FINGHEAR L, FREBMZRIFENE 4, BEEWREIN
R D, FIFRRTE? _

—/MEHR S, 2% D, FRRBIEERILERT%Y. AL TER
RAEH R RS E R, SIFRNERG, MEARFR, REHHT
BRI, B, XHEBFRERIUR KERNEME . FRE “EE” —H0

IPENE?

AT LU Dy el gr—MERL, S AMBIE b EH— AR, ) JIURBF
R, RERXAF RGO E DR D, FEFH NG —MHE, B2k
JR, weeees IXAE, R RARH O i R AL B A B ORI, IR 0 Ta) IR B
/D B R BE A 2 1 B AR AR RY, AT KW B MR AR I B SRR 1) 2 53 O =UFR
H “EFNE3]” (active learning), H HARREAREDK “EW)” (query)kik
RRELFHIERE.

BAR, EFHE TN T HSMOEREIR, Bk 550 FHAS T A 353 AR
WHARRRAERICRES. EASEFRLE, RARBHIME R, LA HRF
TEREAS R i A AR g ?

B “Yes!” | B AHERHTH?
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FI3E FUWEES

R BAERRYF
ek, £0105F.

REABIRA B R LA
i, BERA T EES

HE b, RIPEHABREERCSRERFER, BEEENEHERCELRN
I R B YRS [R) 0 A SRAE T R, U EATBT B & 158 T8 7045 5 B X
SRR M. B 131 A T NEMKIFIR. T B — AN ES
A=A, W o AR AR REAS AL T & IE IR, Ktk b R BEREHLSEN; e
WEEEN B T ERFRCAEA, MPRHARASER A B E .

u+n? “w__» ? -

+
®
/ s A  RE e ® / ®e
AARIH A .' °
+ o - —> 4+ %o

® g0

® °

B 13.1 RAFLHEREA BT HFRYREERTRAFLHLR

iEZE S BRI R E . B R RAR DA SRR A 2 X e, B
Wi B 2 3] (semi-supervised learning). - ME % S I F/REFRIY, FAh
FEISEN A AR RR A B I AR B K B R AR DR AR, THEREN “ARic” HITRFER
ANTI W77, i, FEHEAT VBN B R SR M, AT DU B R1G K BB
FEB, BEREEZEZTERE D RRLSEIR R RUERIER. “FH
PRCEHRE D, RASCEIRZ " XA BLGAE IR LA S &, B A AEREAT
TUHEE I T P P i H R 1R D T, LR /D P SRR 22 B D SR SR Al
id, Bk, B oM TAEA D, {8 E B AR 7E T E0N TRTVE N R bR e A SR AE
. B BERME T —4&AH “BRN” BIRIFCREARSE.

BRI R OREE, DAREM — RO RSB SERS
EHpR AR KB, BoH W2 “BBMIK” (cluster assumption), B
WHARFAEREH, [ — MR R TR —N200. & 13.1 ERETRER
BRF A RARCFEAR, TR A S EGFE AR S R IEREARN “HBRE”
RAE—R, SHXSBENREIFEARMLL, FRAFEAREIRETFER FLHE
2H 5 —FE R R “WIBMEIK” (manifold assumption), BRI & Hif
SIAEE— MR E b AT KR A F AR E. “48E” FREEH “HMH
B FREERZIE, F, WG T EERBBRIHE, ERB R E
B BRI, T RSB & RV, W TR 2R M 5. L
b, BRREBBERBGRE, AT AR A AU S~
EANEARB K.
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e R B 2 S ] gk — 20 kI 4 A 4l (pure) 3 WS B 2% ST FIE H#E 2% 3 (transductive
learning), B & € VI ZREHE o B AR AR DA IR IERr TN 00 20488, 10 /5 28 AR
5E 2 S I AR T BT B R R ARG A B T B, % 2] 1 B Mt R X L
RbFiCFEA BRI BMMZAIERE. 52, LB F I RET “TFrmiti”
Bk, FEFRELREH TINSHLREPRUEB Y, MEHEYIRE
T CH A R, AR KX 2 S R b S B ) R AR A0 BHE BEAT TR
132 EMM BB %], g EEs). EfEFINXG. FEER
&, MBI M EHEY S E SRR B, A PMRIUX S, £
I TBR 53 2R 1 5 A

EREE) @
3
— i
T | Mo e e
ES B a
F AR
5 + () F BB |
e Y2 e el
By e a :
| 5
eSS 5
. TR 5
&8 s )

B13.2 2#%9. ()FUTFI. L#ET

132 A AE

4 37 1 (generative methods) 2 H#EEE T MR M 75E. W3T7ik
BRI (LR RTERIC)EREHE —/MEEREE “A” B, MR
WA AT Rl I AT (K S HO R0 B8R 5 2% X BRI R, 1 ARAR
LR AR C N T B VR AL B R S 4, 8% AT R T EM BE#HT IR UR
THRAE. ETVERI R F B T AESRGUE R R %, A E R R R E
AN T
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BEBAR o, HESERFRE Iy e Y, HP Y ={1,2,...,N} IFrE R
S TEREARRER . BB AR A B, BRI AR AR B
B, B REA T S0 AR 8

N
p(@) =Y ai-pl@| p,3), (13.1)
=1

Hep BERB >0, 2N o =1; plz | pi, Ti) BEA 2 BTE « MALTE
[AMREBESL 04 AR, u S, WIREITNEA R B

,
& f(x) € Y RERL £ 3 & BTRIART, © € {1,2,..., N} BnblEd o
RENEINRERS. BEXIERMZET 4

f(z) = argmaxp(y = j | =)
JjEY

N
= arg max Zp(y =75,0=1i|x)
€y 4
N
=argmax Y py=j|O0=ix)-p(O=i|x), (13.2)
€Y =
Hrp
i iy i '
p(O =i | @)= 2P| B %) (13.3)

- N
;0_51' p(x | pi, i)
HEER x B NEINEA RS ERNEERMER, py =70 =i,z) k= H
B ANRERE R AR BRI § IR, BT RSN EA A
Sy, Bt p(y = j | © =14, z) (EHE o FIRKNETBE R 0 FX,
A ply =370 =14 R AR—BH, BES i MM TFE i Mg
GRS, Mpy=510=9)=14%HXKi=j BMpy=j|0=1)=0.

AR, R(13.2)F it ply = 7 | © =i, x) FEIEFHEARKIARE, B
B A ARICEE; T p(0 =i | ) AW REEARIRL, RIATRICARIRIE SR
¥eI R, 85I KRB RRFF IR, WX — G B TR IEE R
KM R, TR (13.2) BRI 7 T RESBEAER. ok alis 2 MU HARAT

- CHE T DL RE R B3R 2 AT R .
GREACHEARE D = {(z1,11), (®2,92), ..., (@, )} FIRIRICHEASE
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ﬂawaﬁjﬁw} Dy = {®1, @149, . .,ml+u},l<<u l4+u=m. RFAEEAMIIFES M, B
e i R dA— IR AR RN, BRADRRA T RS MR 54

Rt AR AR, {(cs, i, ) | 1 < i < N}, DU D, BIBHSUISRE

N
LL(DUD,)= Y In (Z ai - p(e; | pa, i) - ply; | © = wj))

(25, yj)EDz =1
+ Z In (Zoz1 (X | i, z)) . (13.4)
x;€ED, .

R(13.4) HBTRA R T EACEEE D) 108 B R T RATEEIE D,
AMRCRARRE  puem B EITNRAHE ST H EM Eioki, EREF T

EM B3R5 9.4 %,

o B35 REMATEBSIHERIFIIRE o; BT 4 SINE S A R

8 I A AT LB AR A - o S
ﬁi‘ﬁiﬁtﬁ#ﬂi@'f@. ’sz _ Naz p(mj I l"’z: 21,) : (135)

Zlaz' p(xj | pi, i)
i=

o M BT vy EHEBBY, Kb [ R85  REARCHFFEHE

Hi = m ( Z Yji®s + Z wj) ) (13.6)

@;€D, z; €Dy (w5 EDiNY;=i

1 T
Y= —— g (s — )@ — g
D ,yjiJrli( Vii(®5 — ps) (5 — pi)

x;E€D, ;€D

+Y () (- m)T) . (13.7)

(wj ,yj)EDl NY;=1

1 \
= E (w];)u Yid + li) . (13.8)
B REARERE 2 WS, kB S 4. AR5 H(13.3)F1(13.2) 5t 6
XREARIEAT 23R

B b I FE v R B R A KR Y [Miller and Uyar,
1997 AMFE MR [Nigam et al., 2000] % B w] # 5 H HoAh 19 4 e X 2
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SVM 2 L% 6 &,

W17k, WRTTIEN B, BT, AR ICBER R B TR
fTTEMEBETEAF. ST, MR TR — SO0 AR R L AR, BIRR AR
B AR RS B SEHOE 73 AR W) A 5 R R AR 10 Bl S 81 < ARz A e e
[Cozman and Cohen, 2002]. H¥& A2, 7EILILALSS AR E AR HME 2 50 M0 e
R 5, BRARHA 7870 T FE ) 0 A0 TR,

13.3 FIEESVM

e M B S FF W) fE ML (Semi-Supervised Support Vector Machine, f&j #R
S3VM) & L FF M &AL A B % 3 ERHET. fEARE R ILAE AR, X
R 1m0 Bk R A B KT B &) 43 B P T, T 7E B SR RARIEREA S, S3VM AR
VLR 21 B PR SR A AR REAS 73 JF, B2 Jeh SO 0 38 8 DX 3R 1 i) 40 38 S 1T, 4
Bl 13.3 s, X EARE B L 8% )55k (low-density separation),
IR, XRBFMBAETETE T Lt Y R 73 Jo R4

S3VM X 4 A8 -1

SVM&| 54 &

B 13.3 FUBIHFOENEREESTE ( “+7 7 2HEAFTHIFLHE, RH,
& AT RAFAER)

F BT E W EN P &RE LI TSVM (Transductive Support Vector
Machine) [Joachims, 1999]. H#R#E SVM —#F, TSVM & 5% = 43 2K o) B
B% 2 773k TSVM I B 2 18 R AR 104 A 54T &% P 0T e A5 12 35 Ik (label
assignment), RIS AN RARICAEA > AAE R IEBI B 51, SR )5 78 pr G ix L
g, IR -AMEFTEFERBERFRLFEATAT TR B B RAR DA
A (8] B fee KA BRI 4388 P 1. — BRI~ A5 DA E , RARIEFEAS I 5 2%
FriddeIRAL 2 45 R
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£ 5 R AR A
X (13.10)#9% b I 3.6 ¥

B, G5 D = {(®1,11), (@2, %2), ..., (x,w)} M Dy = {x131,
T2, .- ';ml-{-u}; EEF' Y; € {—1,—1—1}, |« Uu, l4+u=m. TSVM %%2 E*ﬂ—?%
A Dy FHRIFERE HIUFFE § = (Git1, Gi42r - - D) G5 € {1, +1}, 75

l m

. 1

g SlwlE+CG) 6+0u ) & (13.9)
T i=1 i=l+1

st oy(wle; +b)>1-6§, i=1,2,...,1,
Gi(wTe; +0) >1-&, i=14+1,1+2,...,m,

£z>0a i=1,2,...,m,

HAf, (w,b) B T — NI, € g, & (i =1,2,...,0) ¥NTH
FRIBRER, & (i =1+ 1,1+2,...,m) T RIFEREL; C 5 C, REA IR
ERH TR ERE . ARCEASRIFCHEAEERRENFH S

B, HRRFFEHARNEHIRICRIRE— AN TR, (A RR DA
RO AHTRREERM. £ REET, LIEEBE B K.

TSVM KA FR#M#ERKER T RA(13.9) TR, BAKE, BER
B A B —A SVM, BIZBER(13.9)HXF D, 5 g FITKALAR. &
J&, FIFEA SVM W RAREEIEHEATHR L FR IR (label assignment), BI¥ SVM
M EI G RAE R “HFRIT” (pseudo-label) JR T RAFICHZ. W g BCh B4,
BHARNARK(13.9) BB 2] —/AMruE SVM 1B, T2 R SR AR H BT 1 44 P fn
FAS [ By VR B B LA SRAR DA A 1 Do AR AR FTBEANHERA, BRIk C, BERE N
Cy /NRME, B RRICREA BT /R K. B R ok, TSVM #k B AMTIRHR IR A
A HAR A BER AR AR AR, ZHeMMiRd, BEHETR(13.9)K
e ST PR SR P T RAR S ) B, SRS AR AR R FR IR A R K AR AT
RER AR IIRARICEEAR, oo PRCTRR AR SRR, BWIHR C, AR R RAR
ORI B AR AW, BT Ao teiRiA%, HZE C, = C) A1k, Jhi
KIBFEN SVM MU RARCRERRME T H512, B aext I ZRd B R KR
BIBEATH. TSVM SRR & 13.4 Fiw.

FEX KRR A BEAT AR L FE IR KRB R oh, 5 RT R B E B A4 1)
B, BT E T 52, ks SVM MIZaE s mit. b T izl
NS BT R B A RIS, AT 13.4 SRR Nkt KAk B AR Oy
WA CF 5 CF WIR, 4> HIxt R FOhAsic i M4E E. REMEH KRR D
PEAR, FHAERIIRIGHT 4
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ﬁj}\ﬁ ﬁﬁﬁa#j:% D, = {(121,211), ((lig, y2)7 sy (dil,yl)};
FKARBREARLE Dy = {@i41, Titas - - -, Tigu}s
hEHC, Cy.

ot

1: A D, WN&—A SVMy;

2: F SVM; 5t D, FREARBATIN, B2l 9 = (Gie1, Dit2s - - - Jitau);

3: %}Jﬁé'ﬂs Cu < Cl;

4: while C,, < C; do

%ﬂ: Dli Du; '.'27 Cl7 Cu —"f{ﬁgiﬁ(13g)1 fgiu (’UJ, b)? &a

while 3(i,j | (7:d; < ) A (& > 0) A (§ > 0) A (& +& >2)} do

Yi = —Yi5

Seit g Sde

G B 4 AT,

Y5 = Y55
9: T Dy, D,,9,Ci, C, EFKMAEN(13.9), B3] (w,b), &
10: end while
R AAFCH R Yh, 11:  Cy =min{2Cy, Ci}
12: end while

Hith: RAREREAMTIER: 9= (Giv1, Div2s - - - Jitu)

B 13.4 TSVM Hi%

cr="=cr, (13.10)
U4

H uyp 5w HETFRCTBIEE. ROEHRRR SRS

TEE 13.4 HIERE 6-10 7T, HEHFE N RIFCHER 2; 5 «;, Hixid
8K 9: 5 9; AR, EXMRMMZRRWNEL &+ & > 2, WEKRE §; 5 9; BT
B IR, 0 = HEAT e JE EH R (13.9), XA AR RIE ARG T 4

[Jo"jc»hffnsfﬁggﬁg]ﬁﬂ AW R(13.9) 0 BIFEBUE T

B, HIARCIRIR B8 A S — SRR A AT R, R— 1
K E XV I8 R R R ] L Bk, R B SVM BRI — AN E AR
BT BVt TR 2R B AR A SR AR S WS, UK R R MR £ 7 ik, I3 T % (graph
kernel) B $U86 BE T B& ) LDS [Chapelle and Zien, 2005]. F=FFric BE A TH )
meanS3VM [Li et al., 2009] %%.

13.4 E¥UESS]

G — IR, BATADR B — A, BaRE PN REAN N T B
AN R, 35 PR 2 8] AR DUBEAR R (BRAH SRR 5 ), DI IO 4 45 R[]
TEAE—4i0, WA “SREE” (strength) IE bt THREA 2 1Al AR DLRE (BRAR G ME). B
ATAPRA AR T BEA BT B R 45 RSO B &, T RARICREAS BT DL E 45 R
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ERIE B
BBk R.

W A st #REEME, Bt d;
HAWE G AEZ

R, TR, PREFEIMNNT “Bifs” £ Ly HaEHFdE. a7 —
AR R T —ANEERE, XA IRAT e A T AR B EOR AT 2 B 2 ST RN
50

gé\% Dl = {(mli yl)a (1132, y2)7 ey (mla yl)} ;Fu Du = {ml—f—ly L4250y wl+u}7
I < u, l+u=m EIEET DUD, HE—IE G = (V,E), KP4 R

£V = {.’151, R J % N :cl_,.u}, 5 E AIRIR A — AR (affinity
matrix), % T w TR EoE SO

e B i
o exp (Ll iz g .
(W)i; = (13.11)

0, otherwise ,
Hei,je{1,2,...,m}, 0 >0 RAFEENERETFRESE.

BENE G = (V,E) BEB—NEERE f: V - R, HXN K20 2KH0 0
h:y = sign(f(:)), yi € {—1,+1}. BM LF, AR AN LA AR,
TRAZNKT f K “BEERH” (energy function) [Zhu et al., 2003]:

B(f) = 3 3 S Wy (@) — fe))’
i=1 j=1
-3 (Z dif*(@i) + 3 dif*(@;) -2 ZZ(W»jf(mi)f(wj))
=1 j=1 i=1 j=1
ZZ if2(wi)-zz )ij f(3) f (x5)
=1 i=1 j=1
=fiD-W)f, (13.12)

Ko f = (DY £ = (F@);f@)...if(@), fu = (Fl@e);
F@132); - F(@i) DA BUA RS f EHEVROREAR S RARCREA BTSSR,
D = diag(dy, da, . .., diu) B— NI, HAHATE d; = L (W); B
MW 5 i IT LR,

AFEENEENRE f EARICHEAREHL f(e) =u (0 =1,2,...,1),
HERFFCHEAR LWHE Af =0, K A =D - W AR ERETHERE (Laplacian

matrix). DS LAT 55 L FUA R, RASSSHERARTR: W = [v";’” ::sz] :
ul u
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FI3E FLEERY

D= {D” Ol“}, MR (13.12) T EE K

Oul uY
Dy O W, Wy fi
E(f)=f"fa = 13.13
() = £ ([om ij [Wul WD H (13.13)
= FFDu—Wu)fi = 2fs Wufi + fof Duw — Wou)fu - (13.14)
iy 220 = o w43
fu = (Duu - wuu)_lwulfl - (13.15)
4
P=D'W= Dﬁl Ow | | Wu Wy
Ou D;& Wy Wy
_ lDﬁlwll Dl‘llWlu}

D;& Wy DE& Wy

Bl Pyy = D1 Wy, Py = DWW, MK (13.15) 7 EE N

(13.16)

.fu = (Duu(I - D;&Wuu))_lwulfl
(I-DyuWu) "Dy Wy

= (I —Pu) '"Pufi. (13.17)

TE, ¥ D LRIRLERER fi = (v vz 5 u) RAK(13.17), BIFTRIATSK
BH fu RRIFICEEAFAT I

_TEHER R — AN R =4 28 1 B ) R e 4% 3 (label propagation) 7%, T
HRE —AMEM T 2 2 K10 B AR L4288 77 [Zhou et al., 2004].

BEy €V, WETFDUD, ME—1E G = (V,E), BP %A
£V = {z1,...,%,..., Ty}, WEE XK W 75468 HR(13.11),
FHEFE D = diag(dy,da, ..., du) R FATTE d = YHH(W);. EX—
AN+ uw) x |V WIESAREERE F = (FT,F;,...,F )", KB i TR
Fi = ()1, (Fi, -, (Fyy) A7) a; (470 B &, AR #4285 0 2

Y = arg max; ¢ j«|y|(F)ij-

i=1,2,...,m,j=1,2,..., ||, % F %K
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I} if X ; XX i = j N
F(0) = (Y)i; = { ' dsishnl=g (13.18)

0, otherwise.

SR, Y IR LATRLR | M RRICREA NIRRT .
ETFWHE-MFLEEEES = D WD 2, 9 D3 =
ding (s oo 7 ) FRATAH S8

F(t+1) = aSF(t) + (1 — a)Y," (13.19)

He a e (0,1) MRS, TR CAERT SF(t) SHHEMRY 1
EEMITH . ZETR(13.19)EREWRSTTHE

F* = lim F(t) = (1-a)(I- aS)7ly, (13.20)

EE F* EI%E@ Du, qlﬁjiﬂfjﬁiiﬂ (2’31+1»ﬂl+2, fee 7'gl+’u.)' ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ@ 13.5 F)?Z]——(

BA: FROHEERE D = {(x1,01), (®2,92),- .., (@, u)};
*ﬁﬁaﬁﬂi% Du = {"El-l—lv LU42y -0 mH—u};

HEZH o;
S o.
T
1: FFN(13.1) 24 o BRI W;
2: BT W SRR ICEBERE S = D”EWD"
3: RFER(13.18) W81k F(0);
4: t=0;
5: repeat
6: F(t+1)=aSF{t)+(1-a)Y;
7 t=t+1
8: until EWHZE F*
9: fori=1+1,1+2,...,l+udo

10y = argmax1<j<|y|(F*)ij
11: end for

il RAFIOHERMBNEGR: 9= @1, Di42s - - s Didu)
13.5 HARXAFieAEE %

3 b, J 13.5 FFEN N T IENMEIESE [Zhou et al., 2004]

Hu 2
1 1 1
‘min = [ ST (W) | = +,u§:||F ~Yi|?,  (1321)
vz (z‘,j=1 \/‘Ti \/_



304

Fi13E FHEEY

disagreement 774k diver-
sity.

Hoef > 0 HEMMESE. X p= 122 i, R(13.20) BRI S E 13.5 Bk
IR AR SR T

5(13.21) 47300 55 00 A2 8 W 2445 45 SRR AT AT AR A b B OO 5 L s A
RATRERR, 1T 8 —TRMBEAAE FEA R ARUARIE, B4R, B 5 R (13.12)%
R T o W 2R ST BB A B, R R 2R (13.21) % R B LI K B AR AT, T
R (13.12) W% Fe i HH e . '

V) B 25 1 SR A A LA AT, L5 T X T B A S B 43
KR REENE R, (B REE GG ARSI . 50 AR TR L, 2R
AHH O(m), WFLEH P B MR O(m?2), X B8 eSS R A 7
ROEBAHVERHR; 55— 7T, T B R A e e R A, M DU S
AAEEFHALE, Fik, EEREFREAR, BRI BEREX EHTE
I EFHATIOAAEE, EESI AP BINLE, Bk D, REFFTIEE
EBRFIRN D, AFHAERNGLE, BIIG— 2% > 2801053 1 B R X
FREA AT,

13.5 HF o AE

- BAERATIE. R SVM. B MR A S SR T RS 3 A R RARIE
BHEAE, £ T 405 1)1k (disagreement-based methods) i FH %5 % X 8%, M %
B “438%” (disagreement) X R AR iC SR MR FH B XREE.

“BpE Y% (co-training) [Blum and Mitchell, 1998] J2& .28 J7 i i EE 22
RE, CRYZE T “ZWE” (multi-view) B3 Bk, R EEE “LH0
E2:3]” (multi-view learning) KUK, ZENBFEINGZ 1T, BIAVEEFEEFMH A
Ve NS L E .

FEARDISEN T, —NIEN S HAEFRNTE 2 “BHE” (attribute
set), A BHEMMET —4 “WE” (view). Bl —EEERU, EFE
ZNNEMSE: BREREEFNNMBHESE. FEE RN EEE. 5
fE BT N EHE. EEN EMEAHET N EEES. SN EHEES

CATEAEANMLE. SRt B BAE E P5 i T R 15 BT A AR R B A

HREEFHBRE. T2, —~MEEHBRUTRIIEE (=, 2%),y), HF
ol RFEATENLE @ ERE], BIZE T2 BB H R T AR R v &, A5k
€ al HEGUMETRERR, o AESUMETREERE; v £, BE
RHEEIRE, Bl ‘Bl o “BEERT E. (o, 2?),y) KRR RE
EZUNECN ’
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BorBLLE 8 F.

Bl YEEEEEE
RREREMHBIY.

AL B B AL —A
Bl o LB

BRAFRME LT “HEM” (compatibility), BIE & K< THH =
| Y fE R —8N: 4 V' Ron N EBEEEE B ML, Y2 RZmMh
FEEGRBHAMFRER, WE Y = Y' = V2, flamE#E (BB A 3R
TARER V' = {BEH, e} T V2 = (LS R, WA} ElRET, BX
WE B L MEFREZIFA. TILABEZ R, AR B EFEHAX, UERGE
TS BAE L PRE 2R A (HLI E N FE BRI R “REIR” , WA BT H 2%
FBRRTTRET “BHBR7; H—J0im, H#UEEGREEE RN “aaeiks)
ER”  AUEEEEREHRINY “WRENMER” , MMFHE —EXEBNMAER
RIBEHFA “FMER” . B8R, £ “HAEM” B -, AEREFERK “B
M7 2SI BB RIR 2 (EF).

THEVIZRE R HFIH TSUEK “HETAME” . BREBEBHREHA
747 (sufficient) LA AE, “FTA” RIS MILEHAE LR
FABMER, K7 RIS ERMRCES T MBS, 7
AR R, AT A — AR B IR R AR bR e e RS MR LETH
PIEEEAR S G H — N 2K, ARSI REF N EIEE S “BFR
B R EHERRFHIRIE, FEE AR IO ARG 57— AN KB H
BE PR CREA R TYIGRER - XA “EME . LR KRN
EAREAT, BREIFA SR BEMAT LT, SULBIHE R 2 MR EOR k.
WA E 13.6 fin. HEFREIHHERSRBAETARRCHEA L
Moy EAE B, SH BRIV E IR, RSP TR bR DR g i
[Blum and Mitchell, 1998]. 43388 7 BRIl v NI K EE I H ik € TR, Bl
8 AN 2 DU 74 2888, A 5 R 34 b o R BAE B H AR Fm &
B, MIEDHE (R K/ N b S R EAE .

RIVIZS R R R, B4 ARFNE, Bt Brl, HRMLE RS
B AT, T A] ) R AR DR A T R VI 2Rk 55 70 2K 2R 2 AL vk R 4R T 2
EE F[Blum and Mitchell, 1998]. ik, P B 144 Mk 7RI SEAE &+l 7
R 2, Fktk R FHIBE ARSI 4K, EFFEY, MEEESPELHGT,
BRIV AT B R 3R A 55 4 B I Pk BE [RIE 4, 2013].

W RIVIZHE LA S R N Z U E BRI vk 1, Eik/E BT — 4 ae e sl
KR B AR RS, BTSRRI X i [Goldman and Zhou,
2000], BRAE A AN [F] 88 KA [Zhou and Li, 2005b], H2FHAR K SHOE
[Zhou and Li, 2005a] K== [R] #2753 48, 1 AEF ORI B R bR 10 B K 7t

PhgE. JEEEEISTTTURIL, HhREBEHE EER AL UA, NRH/EIEH
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7 éﬁ«tﬁ‘*fi}ﬂ ’]L*EI"RA’% ﬁj‘]\ ﬁ*T"LBﬁZK% Dl { <:B1,:l:1> yl) ((m%,(ﬂ%),yl)};

?;?,Lff) gi{(;_f}i?ﬁ;ﬁiﬁ gggﬁjﬁ% D, = {<wz+1’ ml+1> <wl1+u7 5'312+u>}5
HRAF A, AN s; .
FRIGEMESH p;
Apn<Ls. FRPERREIE n;
BEEINHEE L,
EIRET.
juy 1 '
1: M D, PREBUHEN s AMEAH R E S D,;
. 2: Dy = Dy \ Ds;
IHAEARE LR 3: for j =1,2 do
IR & Di={(lv) | (&, =}7), 1) € Di};
5: end for
6: fort=1,2,...,T do
7. forj=1,2do
EAE j &R AR 8: hj + £(D]);
A by 9  EBh; DI = {2 | (&l,2}7) € D,} FHAREBEREE, $hik p MEH
EF&%%B@#Z!K D, C Ds+ n A ﬁmﬁ{%&ﬁ;%ﬂﬁ#ﬂi D,, C Dg;
10: i Dj Eﬁk%ﬁﬂﬂ:{ﬂ D37 = {(x}77,+1) | =] € Dj};
11: # Dﬁ H B RS A f)i‘j = {(mf‘j, -1) |zl € Di};
12: Dy = Dy \ (DpUDn);
13:  end for
14:  if hy, he ¥WHRRAEKZF then
15: break
16: else
) 17: for j =1,2do
¥ RARLHIE L. 18 D =pju(DjUDL);
19: end for
20: M Dy, FEEHLIHE 2p + 2n MERIIA D,
21:  end if
22: end for

Hith: 52888 hy, ho

13.6 WrEVI%EE

DR RRTEUMS 7 WA BE RS BRE ), WAL SR OE00 B C REA A7 SRIRTHZ
| Ptk (R4, 2013 ARBE. FRAZHE. FABERE. RRSHEE
%, WOURP T, Tk & 4 0F.

ETHBEHTEATRAGERNEZIS, RO ZBEER /. 1R
PR AR M AN BR AR B R M, £ XA A R BB R R R ST
ERAEEBAZ. B TR, FRERRFEE B MK
AN, AHEIRCHERRD, RHEREIRENRE SN, BHEX—K
HAR 5, FAETIPKIB
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AN 10.6 .

A kAR,

ZHHMAE.

13.6 FUBEE

RRR—F MBI TL B2 IMES, RMERERIES T RAIVEREIR
B IRERER, TREIT ¥ B % 2 (semi-supervised clustering)k
FIAH B B ARG E R ERR.

REESTREBMBBEEERBERMLL. F—FRURE “DBiE”
(must-link) 5 “ZJ3%” (cannot-link) Z13R, Ri& ZIEHEALBTH—ME, &
ERIEHALARTE—ME;, B _fREKRERF BN DERERICEAR.

23R k ¥318 (Constrained k-means) Ei% [Wagstaff et al., 2001] BF| 5
—RBBERORE BERAED = {z1,25,..., 2} UK “BE” £F

WA AL D = {z1,%s,...,Tm};
WIEAREE M ;
MBELARES C;

BRER K .

pu -t

1: M\ D HEENLIERR k£ MEAEARIIEEME R E{p1, pa, .. ., )3

2: repeat

3 Cj=0(1<ji<k);
4: fori=1,2,...,mdo
5: 'H"gﬁl'i T; E%W{EWE 122 (1 < _7 < k) %EEE d,;j = ”:l?l - [1._7'”2 ;
6: K={1,2,...,k};
7 is_merged—=false;
8: while - is_merged do
9: ET KRB ERA o; BERIEKE: r = argminx dij ;
10: K x; RIARERE C, RESHEHT M 5 C HRAR;
11: if = is_voilated then
12: Cr = Cr U{z:i};
13: is_merged=true
14: else
15: K=K\ {r};
16: if X =9 then
17: break iR B4 RIRR
18: end if
19: end if
20: end while
21:  end for
22: forj=1,2,...,kdo
23 =15 Laec, T
24:  end for

25: until FME R EWIREH
With: FERISY {C1,C,, ..., Ck}

13.7 R kHEE®
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BEMM “MWE” RRESC, (wi, ;) € MBR x; 5 z; BB T FRE,

kHEHEI4LF . (my,@;) € CRR x; 5 x; WABTHER. ZEIER b WERENY R, BER
F R EHRE M 5 C FRIARS UL, KR B4 R R, Bk
13.7 A7,

L p-202 4 9.1. LV RBAEEE 4.0 WP, SRR 4 5 o5, ®120 5 200, T14 F 217 Z AR
WEAR, 2o 5 @01, 213 5 23, 19 T 03 ZIAFEIELR, H)

M = {(@4, To3), (@25, @4), (T12, T0), (20, T12), (@14, T17), (T17, T14)},

C = {(®2, Ta1), (21, T2), (T13, Ta3), (23, T13), (€19, T23), (23, T19) }-

BIRPMH & = 3, BANUEIREA 6, 212, 2oy 1EAHIEIIME R B, 1B 13.8

04 0.8
0.7 01
0.6/ 0.6

(c) % 3#BARE (d) & 4 s2KE

13.8 BRHAEE 4.0 LR EHMEHR (k=3) EA BB RENLER ALY
MG SR & 51 R, Lk KA LA RO AR R KIS BEIRT, &
N UEERESIPS



13.6 HMEEAg

309

o b #E AR AR AT 38 AT
& (cluster label), 72 % 5
##3T (class label).

S$cD,|8|<|D|

AR A A
P,

FIA ARie M R et k
A

EHHAaE.

BrRHAR b WEHEEEARSRBEENRRLER. 25 RERNEHHENE
AEREZ(ES 4 RIEAMFA), TREIRARRKLER

C1 = {z3, x5, 7, T9, T13, T14, T16, T17, T21};
Cs = {x6, T8, T10, T11, T12, T15, L18, T19, £20};

Cs = {®1, X2, T4, T2, T23, T24, T25, L26, L27, T28, £29, 30 }-

%:W&E%%E%Q"Eﬁﬁiﬂﬁzﬁ BEFEARE D = {z1,%2,...,Tm},
BELBEERICHELRR S = U?=1 S;Cc D, HFS; o ARBTHE jANE
KRR, XREIEE BRI HERERS: EBEBEIER “FT” ,
ARG k WEEER kMBSO, FFAEREREREFTIE DAY
BMTRARERBRR. IHMEET AR T £ BE (Constrained Seed
k-means) £ [Basu et al., 2002, HEEHEME 13.9 Fis.

WAN: BEAE D = {z1,x2,...,Zm};
DEERIEHEER S = U;f:l S;;

puy ;-8

1: for j=1,2,...,k do

2 Hj = r,s%‘[ EEGS]‘ T
3: end for
4: repeat
5: Cj:G(lgjgk);
6: forj=1,2,...,kdo
7: forallzc S; do
8 05 =C;Ulz)
9: end for

10: end for

11: for allz; € D\ S do

120 R o BREAE py (1<) < k) IR dy = ||z — pylle
13: Wl EHA o EERIEKNE: r=argmine o 4y dij;

14: WA o IINMRRE: C, = C.U{z:}

15:  end for

16: forj=1,2,...,kdo

17: K = ﬁ Zmecj Z;

18:  end for

19: until HEHEHREH

W BRIS {C1,Co, .., Ok}

13.9 #HEFF kHEER
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LA TRBHE 4R 4.0 A, B E AT T IBE AR CEEAR N
S1=A{x4, @25}, So = {x12,x20}, S3 = {®14, 17}

LUX = 20 Fih FREAS )7 2 ) B AR R A an 3 E n &, B 13.10 BoR A RM T k&
BEFRAEA RSB B ENR LG R, 2 4 RIERFHERNEATRER
(5% 3 HIERAMRA), TREIHRARRELER

Cl - {m17w27w47 w22,9323,:B24,w25,$26,w27,m28,w29,w30};

CQ = {$6,$7,w8,m10,ﬂ?11,m12,m15,m18,w19,m20};

C3 = {x3, x5, %9, T13, T14, T16, T17, T21 |

0.8 0.8
0.7 0.7
0.6} 0.6

OF BE:-2 0 (b) % 2 3ANRE

0.7 0.7]

0.6) 0.6

0.5

0.3

0.2

0.1

0.1

() % 3 HERE (d) % 4 s RE

13.10 FRKIEE 4.0 LHRFT b HME, (K =3) EEMBRENER. HL
EEHEEELAN O E T, HTHREALE, LERRE T HEX S
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kEARR A e ILARE A
71051 7%,

# B ERFEIFRAN
A RERBEAZAET
BOTHBHEIEMER
FEM G, RAEA KR
eHR HEFLEEFT
R EAY: REMRER
RAFRHARTHEBE T
BHERAINKE, LA
R 3% R ERBEH
A A LB R

13.7 iEstH

e W B 2 ST BT — A 4 T [Shahshahani and Landgrebe, 1994], %
YURFE LR L HIREE TN R A ARAR D BRI B R
R ES KB EFrpLass: S K& (ICML)M 2008 SEFFEAVFIE “F4F&tE
W7, FERE 6 P, W F 3 W RVEE (paradigm) 5T 43 B 7 ¥
IR SVM., Bk B2 SRR LAESE/E T 2008 4F [Blum and Mitchell,
1998]. 2009 4F [Joachims, 1999]. 2013 £E [Zhu et al., 2003] 3k.

HE R W 2% 5] 5 i 5% B [Shahshahani and Landgrebe, 1994]. i
THRA RS ATRKSEER A e RE R A R T RIF, FhixfailjEkE
BERAE BRI A U n LA

0B SVM 1 B A R BN, BA D TSN TR IE N & A
Fgma, F1 404§ F 4245 (continuation) ¥k, ML —NET 8™ B A5 & BT
i, AR HIEM ) SSVM HFReE %L [Chapelle et al., 2006a]; i F i & MHiE
X (deterministic annealing)id 72, R 6 ia] BE ALK — R I LA R &, K5
FH 5 2l 3 Hu i 7 >K f# [Sindhwani et al., 2006]; FJF CCCP FikthAbIE ™ k%
[Collobert et al., 2006] %5.

B B B M B 2% 3] 77 [Blum and Chawla, 2001] B # % T R EE &,

2] HARE R E BN E (mincut). X ERL, MR BN E

B, BATHRBEFE MR kLR, « IE4SEEE N, ibef —
KT E B [Wang and Zhang, 2006; Jebara et al., 2009], 2T E#% (graph
kernel) K1 77 % 5 L B V)R [Chapelle et al., 2003].

FET B INERIR T RIS, St IURIR —/~ 2 8 H T 1
[Blum and Mitchell, 1998]. =&l Zk(tri-training)ffH =M% > 8§, @it “2>
BRMNZH” RE=ENbRCEEAR, 3052 S 23837/ [Zhou and Li, 2005b).
JEEERT S — 3 Bon WG S R E SRR E A B T eI, AU T EHE
ZEIABNITE. BABERR, OBERSE 5 F 0B3PS
R RE AR R AT SR [Zhou, 2009). MeAh, X EEREA 5 HH T 2 90 B4R,
T AR B EIHTEE [AEE, 2013).

[Belkin et al., 2006] 7E¥ B 47 S R H T VB IE WAL (manifold regular-
ization)HESR, BT RERIGIR MEBCRIN & AEH P iC ke A _E I3 2% R B kAT
BNk, £ 2245 R T B B R A Rt .

B E IR H AR E A G IR D RB I AL Re, TR AL T &
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FIBE FEEF

BRI s RAEBA

A RFFRBRE, AR

BALHEE Y
FA AT

RETA

LB TR MAERR T, HAREEIANZBAUR AR [Cozman
and Cohen, 2002), B 7 #0878 53 7T 8 B AU ROR BETH AR, b &
SVM, HEEFEBARINGHIE P EFEEESA REENS”  MEIREGA
e AR #9388, S4VM [Li and Zhou, 2015] B AL BR e ML RE R 48
FIHZAMMEEER G, BA T BRI ZEM. BRI “%48” (safe)dln
B2 AR — AR 0] .

ABEFENFTREESRMES, LR EEICEEA TS EIE¥
SMES, Hline B F)H [Zhou and Li, 2005a]. P&4E [Zhang et al., 2007] %
HHEBHAARFR. BE2RXTLREFIMABAS A [Chapelle et al., 2006b;
Zhu, 2006], [Zhou and Li, 2010; &%, 2013] L IMA T E T 4B F .
[Settles, 2009] & —~% T EFh%E KA.
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)&
13.1

13.2

13.3

UCl 3z & - 13.4
http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/.

13.5

13.6*

13.7

13.8

13.9*

13.10

iﬁéﬁ?fﬂdit(13.5)~(13.8).
T AR DU B A HE 2t A ok I B 3 S B0

R HIE IR A % X (mixture of experts) BRI AL %, BIFIEEET &k
AR5 TR T 15 B A 2R 4 B AR G

k
px]0)=> ai-p(z|6), (13.22)
=1

Hp 0 =1{61,0,,...,0,} REESH, p(x | 0;) 2F i MREHSH
BEEE, WERM o >0, T o = 1. BEEAMRE B R—
ADFA, EEAN KT EE S MR R RS ALK& B
Rk t7 '

MM _ET 8 E Q4RSI TSVM S, R4 UCT Sl %, Hi
1 30% IR RAESINRFEA, 10% MIBEGIFIAERARITIER, 60% I

BIRFEERRIEAEA, 205 VI 25 A TEAR D HEA K TSVM LR AR
MAEPRCHEARR SVM, LB AE.

X AR A AT IRCTEIR 5 B2 A 7T BE LR A A P4
I A, ARG B RS R UG I U TSVM ik

TSVM X RAR G AIEATIRCIRIR 5 W RE R SR RE T EIT
W, MBI — AR A S .

BB — A RERFTRE A BEAT 70 R B M 22 59 7 k.

H Y&k (self-training) & —F LL B R g0 K B £ 307k BREH R
CHEAR 152 3], SR 5 R 2 A0 88 X R AR RE AR HEAT 0 531 LAZRAG 2 Ak
g, BERRCE R EREAR &R LB, MR, Kz
TR,

GEMEERE, R ERES S WM LE, EILIFAFE L
JEE R TR, W vt — N EERX P L 7 25 R

W B 13.7 HENE 10175 HELRNFER TRUZGTH AR
RYGHAL).
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HHHBEERXFET—A
RAA—x “## A8
LT &ML Sk
EFEBRRFRFHE,
1855 k5 b IR A %,
FBAE

7T A TR R R
EAIER &) < A
B HBBAMA L /£
M—A$kiE, M=%
A —RRET—ANZ%
HRE.
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ME: ABEHBRE-RR

“W % ” (manifold) X 4 F & T 1€ & Mannig-
faltigkeit, & 5 A #1E E £ ¥ K {0 B%4E « £ F (Bernhard
Riemann, 1826—1866) & i #y, A FE LN R KEHIFE
EATLRREABEXRH (EARY “RBAEA, 24
WM Tk, ToZE FARALEE A7 BN, BHEK
LETRS. EH.

FZ W A& TEE X R 4 5 #7186 3K (Breselenz), 4 4F Bt 6% I H A
BFEAR. 1846 FRFAMB|FERAFZUL Y, EFH T HA X TRS =
FENVEE, e B F, FEGHH T T T 1851 FRE ¥4 HE
HREMEMKAESEST, ZRTHET. RAXEEAUF RGP H. 1853
&, BERLR B E AR A AN, WEREFERKFHASR;
1854 45, REMT “WHEN A EBMHMBRIER” HEFLEH, INMREFE TR
BT, #E TREH L, FHKFEA T Mannigfaltigkeit X/MF. WERE —
BEEFERKFEHK, HE 1859 FHEH T M KA w FHERF I

FEREZ\MAWALH. EXBHANEXA, MBS BITH
W AEEH. REJT. BEWEFT EZHE T AAETR, My THELE
BT REERFORE, FEAENRFRAAE LS AR ERZH =L
. 1900 £ R HT] I # 23 MELKFF AL 2000 4 £ B % F K FH
RGBS T AT EFHFRAS, A MEAZAFEW, XRERE 1859 F
HLHF LR LAHABZREAXEFREN “BREFR  XRXTEER
CBYCEFAEAGER. BN EATARFD XN TRIRFSAURRHE
RAWR, ERZHREH, B2 A%N 8. —MNERKZ TSR
FI#FDI. ik am, ERFE ERBA TS, BRERAIAN LW &







AT %I SRTHA,
Bl E SR, HE. R
FEE LA —ARRTF
AN REMYIRY,; {2
HB7IRA B FREF, H
o el B — A R IR 84
NG, “HRHB” @&
HHARF AR ELA T

FEZAALERXGE
RAA, WHEA N H
W, ZRFEAG LMK,
AR FEXGERX
R,OMERALRTRA.

-

HERTHMARL 75
.

F4E HBIXREER

14.1 RS /RATKER

MBI BREZENES, AR A IR (5 I ghREAR) R
X R A ) SR 417 B (9] S0 K B AR IR ) REAT A VM. AR A (probabilistic
model) R4 T — M HIANEL, MFEIEFHE THHZXENMEL M. £
EEMD MAHCHMERBRNRMTZERN S MHRA “HEB” (inference), H
A% /0 R T 4] 5 T R 00 U AR B MW R A AR B Ak A BRI, fRUE BT
RKOMTBEBEANY, TRMERELS N O, HIWZEMESH R, “4HmR
A" (generative) A E BB & 41 P(Y, R,0), “HFR” (discriminative) i
REREMSM P(Y,R | O). 4 —ANNEEE, HEKEER P(Y,R,0)
2 P(Y,R | O) BEIZMHEHENM T P(Y | O).

BEEF AMERNAUE T E R BRATT, HANESNZRNEH
FEVERE RS, HEREREDRE OQYHEN B—hH, BHERY Mt
FRERFRNER, KRR RIK ], AT ARG TR E SN
SEAEHAEAE AT ETHARBHER R 5, FH —ERMEER
BEHMRATREXRKTA.

KR B # 7 (probabilistic graphical model) & —3& f] B RR XA B KK
RMERE. BUEARSLE BE LR - NMERER—NE—4
PN &, R ERARFERRFBMBEHARKR, B “TRLRE” . B
WA RAE, MEEERETT KRB HHE: F—RLFHE N EHER
R B MK R, B0 BRI SR -3 (Bayesian network); 38—
A P O 1] P 2 7R AR B ] A S K R, R Ok T T PRI AR 2 B T /R W] 5K B (Markov
network).

B I JR A] R AR (Hidden Markov Model, fij#Kk HMM) /& 45460 5 & B 3h 2
Tt 87 ™ (dynamic Bayesian network), iX & —F#E 4 5 [ EHEE) FEHT
PR, EEEFRN . BRESHAESHRA ZNA.

W 14.1 iR, BE/RATREM PR E AR, B -ALREEE
{y1,¥2,- -2 yn}, HH y; € YRR i WA RERE. BEBERSLELR
FEAT S AN, E RS2 B I FREE A2 B (hidden variable). 55 42
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B 14.1 L ARTAERGELEH

MR {x1,22,..., 2}, FoH 2 € X R« NRIKRRE. FEKS /R AT KA
B, REBEEZDNRE {51,50,..., 8} ZIAFEH, FHILRELE y; MEUE
WE Y (FRARESZE)EHZE N A A REBE R S HCE . WA E o 7T
REHA BT LLRESR, HETFITE, RIS EHHBNNEE, FEEE
BUETEE X 24 {01,090, .., 01}

] 14.1 PRI LFR TRBRAIKKBIRR. £E—NZ, MNZEKERE

KRBT REZE, Bl 2, By, i, 5HMARBTZERWNZEHEETLX.

NS, ¢ IZIEPRE ye SUKHT ¢ — 1 ZIBPRES g1, SHR n -2 MREEL

K. EBLEFTIBH “IL/RAIKREE” (Markov chain), Bl: BT —KZI PR

PR CRAEREAR . HYEPRESRE, DT AR ADRES. ETFXMRECR, AR EER
EWEI N

=2

BT SHE R, SBE M DR REARE R U T =455

. ﬁ*%@ﬁﬁ ﬁiE%Aﬁikltﬂ%Tﬁ%ﬁ’Jmﬁ BEICAHEE A =
[aZ]]NXN7EEF‘

aij = P(ysr1 =55 | ye = s4) 1<14,j <N,

FRAEALRI A ¢, BREH s, WET —HZIRZEH 55 KR

o HHIIBLR: BAURYE LEPRSIREE N INE R, ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ&?
B = [bilnxa, HF

vbij:P(mt:0j|yt:si), 1<i<N,1<j<M

FRIEAERINZ] ¢, FREA si, MWE o; BIRIURIBEZ.
o MIGHREMAE: BAKEN BN 2 X REHAWBE, BELA © =
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(71'1,7!'2,. . ,WN),‘ﬁEP
mi = P(y1 = 8;), 1<i<N

RBRBIRIIERTEA s K.

WA R ERESZER Y. W E X M ER=HSH, s — M REDR
AIRAER, BH RS = [A, B, 7] Kigf. Al /R R )\, B
Tﬁﬂfzimmﬁyu {wla T2y -++y xn}:

(1) BRE =1, HFRFEVHRERE © EEVIRRE y1;

(2) MRS v MEHANEE B EERNZRIVE 4;

(3) MIPRE 3 MREHBIEE A BBEARE, WHE v
(4) Ht<n, BEt=t+1, HFERE (2) &, BUELL.

Hehy, € {s1,52,...,s8} Mz € {01,09,...,0m} BHIHEE ¢t BZIFRSFM
.

FESEBR R, NATTH RiE Ba B /R AT AR ) = AT A (A 7

e HEMA N = [ABn], IMARUHHEE=ERNMFF x =
{z1,22,..., 2.} FIBER P(x | X) ? BT Z, WP 5 T 751
Z AR ILACRE AL ?

o HEME X = [A, B, n| FIMIFF x = {z1,29,...,za}, WTRE] Sk
I FFI B ICE PRSI y = {y1, 2, .-, Un} T BEZ, TATARIE LI
PR H R B AR A ?

o HERMMFI x = {x1,22,..., 20}, WATHERUSH X = [A,B, 7] f£
BIZFIIHIBR P(x | A) &KR? B 5 2, T GERE I R i
IR BT HHE?

BRI AEBLSE N P AR E R, G2 S TR LRI 51
{z1, 22, .. -, Tn1 } RAED Z BT 2B 7T RERDUAE 2, X BIRTTHAL A KX
BR P(x | A), B ERE AR EBEFRAFES T, RUENEFRES,
FBCR S A ST, B AR ARGE WA A5 5 SR HEWT e o) REHPIRAE 5 1 (R %
HI3C7), B BL3REE = AN A RS HIME M+, ATiREREESHORR
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HFIME HEREER

BSRBATTAT, WATRE VIS A ZBRILORIS Y, 72 ERE =4 A
ERRERR, T3 (14.1) WA AMALE, BRI = B A

14.2 B/RAIXBEHIS

5 JRA] RFEMLIF (Markov Random Field, f&j#% MRF) & B A1 5 /R Al KK,
XR—MEZNTHERLY. BhENM AR AR —ALE, SR
RIARRHEANZ B Z AR R, T/RA RENEHE — 4 R $ (potential
functions), M “BEF” (factor), X & & XFE& & T4 LR tRmE, 5
FAF 5 SO 43 7 B4 _

B 14.2 B/RH—AME R D/RTTRBENY. X TESS R0 — T8, &
HPEEWE RAEFLERE, WRZERTEN D “BE” (clique). HE—
MR I BIMEA —A G REABRRE, WFRZEA “HKHE” (maximal
clique); #FZ, MAFAMRA e HMmEAR S ESHE. Hln, £E 142 4,
{z1, 22}, {z1,23}, {22, 24}, {T2, 25}, {22, 6}, {Z3, 75}, {x5, 6} F {z2, x5, 26}
AR, FHEBRT {z2, 75}, {72, 26} M {5, x6} ZIMRERKEA; (HE, A z2
M z3 ZRRZERE, {21, 52, 23} FAMBE. BR, BNMFERAELHIE A
BREA.

14.2 —/AME R4 D RT XM

LRI RBEN G, ZAREZ A KRGS A RRET Bl o #
AEANBETHRR, BMETFRE—NEAER AERE X T o AZE
x = {z1,29,..., 2.}, FIEBMBEKESEHR C, 5H Q € C NNKZBRERIEHN
xqQ, MBEHER P(x) XA '

P =2 T vatxe) . (14.2)

Qec

b g N5 H Q XREGRE S, T A E Q A B R TR, Z =
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ART7517%.

Yox Hoee Yo(xq) AMTEALKH T, UHIR P(x) R4IER & X8R, fE5LFR
N, KR Z BEREE, U TS EEFARERE Z FRSHE.

R, HEEANER S, NEHKEE# SRS (G, FroafmEEmm
ZERESHEHR), XRERER(14.2)2FH R L TR, BASETHET KA
H FRIFEE Q ARMKH, Mg bg—MERE Q* FrEd, Bl xg C xg+;
XEWRERE xq ZHKRAMUFIER R oo F, BEIFE o . T
72, BREMER P(x) WETHRKBIRE X. BERERKBMBRKES A C*, U
H

P = ] vexa), (14.3

QecC*

He Z* = 3, Tloeer Yo(xq) AMEMET. Bl 14.2 F x = {z1,22,. ..,
ze}, BREMED MM P(x) & XHh

P(x) = %1#12(961,$2)¢13(-’E1,903)1/)24(562,$4)¢35($3,$5)¢256($2,$5,966) ,

i BB poss(z2, 75, 16) B XEWKE {29, 75,26} L, BT ERFFLE, {F
BAIAEFANA {22, 25}, {22, 26} T {25, 76} HEF BREL.

FE LR ATRBENLS A /58] “ S AFartt” We? RFEfE) “3” Kt
=, WA 14.3 Fon, HENGERE A FIE RE B HG AR AL 4 k5 C
IR, ARG SR AR BB RE C 08, C RN “/rB%R” (separating
set). X By /RAI KBNS, H

o “LREI/RAIKME” (global Markov property): BN EETEN T
B, Wﬁﬁf?ﬁ%?%ﬁ%ﬁﬁlfi.

Wt R, B 14.3 7354 A, B C XN EESHIHN x4, x5 T xc, W x4
Fl xp fESR Exc MIE&M ML, B hxs L x5 | xc.

14.3 455 ARBHRELSECHE
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FERAM A RIE. HETFS, RITAE 143 i 4, BFI O
SRR E x4, xp M o, TRE 14.3 FiiL A E 14.4.

14.4 B 14.3 84108

HFE 144, fR(14.2) TR AR

P(z4,2B,%c) = %¢AC($A,$C)¢BC(Z‘B,$C) . (14.4)
ETRIMER 2 X/
_ P(za,zp,20) P(z4,2B,7c)
Pl zs 1 20) = =y = S S, Pea, P 20)

_ 3¥ac(za,zc)¥Be (s, Tc)
Yoar, Loy, 7%40(@0: 20)YBC (2, TC)

_ __Yaclza,zc) _ pel(zs,z0)
2 e, Yac(@y,20) gy YBo (@) |

(14.5)

P(xa,zc) ngg P(z4,2'5,20)
P(zc) 2ty 2ozt P(@y, T, 20)

X, p¥ac(wa,zo)ysole, o)

X, Ly, z¥ac(@l, zolse(@s, ac)

_ _ Yac(za, zo)
Yo, Yac(@y, zc)

P(za|zc) =

(14.6)

B2 (14.5)R1(14.6) T 40
P(za, 5 | 20) = P(za | zc)P(es | 2c) (14.7)

Bl x4 1 2p ZEAE xo FTAMFMOE.

4R 5 R R 2 ANMEAE iR
o JRERE /R A KA (local Markpv property): 44K ERMELE, W%
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ERFOIASREE ARSI T AR, BRI, 4 V HEINLSE, n(v) HE S
AN EASHRATETH A «
“B /T kB (Markov v B EREEE R, n*(v) = n(v) U {v}, Hxy L Xp\pe () | Xn) -
blanket).

o Xt Ty /R A Kt (pairwise Markov property): 4 5€ i HAMETE, HAE
WEAZB AL, BRI, S BRS RRMUES D V M E, X
I o (B R T v, 3 (u,v) ¢ B, W xu L Xy | Xy () -

MAERANRE R L I/RAIRENZ FRBRE. BR, HERE vo(xq) KIE
MR EBZIER R xg PRBZFMKMRRR, BMNIZZEIFFARE, BN R
FRZBRRE EHBRARSE. flm, BEE 144 FHRER N ZHEER, &
BB

1.5, ifzxa=xc
Yac(ra,zc) = {

0.1, otherwise ,

0.2, ifxp=2c;
YBe(zB, z0) = {

1.3, otherwise ,

W 2R IF R E 24 § o TEMRAKNRE, 25 5 zc FHE AR RBUE;

B2, BEMBET o0 5 20 EMX, 25 5 oo XK. G6(142) 551, 4

ra 5 o M Bap 5 o AR EE IR DISE S MBS R,
AT RAE S, SRR BE A T B, |

Po(xq) = e Holxa) (14.8)

Ho(xg) Be—ME XAER R xo LRISHERY, HNHR N

HQ(XQ) = Z ATy Ty + Z /Bvxv s (149)
U"UGQ,u7éU ’UGQ
B oy, 18, B8 EXPME_ICEREL S, T RBE X%

14.3 KHBEYLIA

4AFFENLI% (Conditional Random Field, faif% CRF) & —Fh ) 5] X T 14 B

e B 141 HRENT, AU B BB A A AT AT RAE, TSR

e s RS ATHAT RN RIS T /R RO 5 R W KB 4R
spmEsLa3. M, AR R B AR,
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B14E BEERE

ZAFREAL IR B ST 2 AN BAE S 52 WIS (AR AT A, Bk
W, 74 x = {z1, 22, ..., o} AWIFEH, y = {y1, vo, .-, yu} A5 ZAHRN
AR LS, WA RN H bR R B AR P(y | x). RERIE,
AR R y LR R, B2 REAEMMERME. fladE ARE
= ACH (TR AR AT R, WL EE S VB R (R0 BRIR R A1), bRic A FE R R
5, BHEHFEI 4, W8 14.5(a) i, EBESITES S, HAsic 2 E
R, REW T, i 14.5(b) Bis.

[8]
e~ v

{ni v Ys YsYs Yo} -
(DI N v PPl N v ey y

[NP]

N
{z1 2o w3 zims @} D] NV PIBl [N
The boy knocked at the watermelon. l ’Thc boy knocked at the watermelon. | X

(a) W HATIE (b) &k H7

14.5 A RE TR 63E MARE AR R TS

2 G = (V,E) RRE R 90 R y LR —— XML E, g &R
& 5o WNRARCRR, n(v) Rong fl v BEERE S, H18 G KN ER y,
HI AL B R AT R A, BT

Py | X, yv\{o}) = P(Yo | X, Yn(w)) (14.10)

W (y, x) ¥—A~ AR,

Hig Bk, B G TRAAEREN, RERRRFR SRR Z A4
PESRRETAT. HAEBLSEN A, JEH R ARl R A AR, B A2 & 14.6
et B “BE X MREAL 7 (chain-structured CRF). T A1 E
BRI AR

Y1 Yo Y3 Yn
x={x1 23 ... T}

14.6 £ XAHRAIZ 6 B M
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55 5y IR ] KRR & AR 007 SR, S AL (i FH 35k SO 1
g5t LR HRE XAMME P(y | x). HERNFS] x, B 14.6 FrariE%
HrRENS T B A GPMX TR R R E, B MRLRR () URAERERR
ERE {yi1, vy} WEESEMHRE, AR 0K (14.2) 5 AF B3R E X
FEAAFRENI T, T 28 T 53 R B 5 | N B $ (feature function), 451F

P(y | x :—eXp (ZZM Yit1, Yir X, 1) +ZZ#k8k ym”) :

7 =1 k i=1
(14.11)

HA 5 (yiv1, vir %, 6) 28 XIEFF PR IR E AL B R BB R IE R
4 (transition feature function), H T Z|EAH ARFRARAE B2 19 f A 2% 3 A KK
WFRFIST TR, sy, x, 1) RESFERRFHI AR E ¢ REPRERFE
B ¥ (status feature function), T ZI B FFFIX bR R R IR, A; 51
HEY, Z HPEAET, TR (14.11) REE LM,

BR, BERKMEN, BFE LB ILRE. R B0EH L
BRI, DA B ) — SR T RE BL B B AL K2 e . LA 14.5(a) (K91A]
PERRIEAES A, R e B B 3K

1, if yit1 = [P], yi = [V] and z; =“knock”;

0, otherwise,

ti(Yir1, ¥i, X, ) = {
MFRIRE & DNIIE x; F9 B47] “knock” B, HRHIFRIE y; 1 ;01 IRETEES N
[V] # [P]. BFRARSRE RS

. 1, if y; =[V] and z; = “knock”;
(yi,x,1) = .
0, otherwise,

MR WIE ; } 837 “knock” i}, B FT xR FIARIER AT BEA [V].

XA (14.11)M(14.2) AT F H, A& AFRHL A0 5 IR TR BEAL Y 3 48 F B 1
RIF R BUE R, WETER X L8R BF X A; B4 A KR &4
B, i R AR BE NI AL B R B  ER.
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14 E  HEEER

R ot 35 Rk h Ao
5 LT — A, HA
MAVE &, B LA
Fo e F AR I 2 — AR 7
IER T ittAr. EHE 2L
F kst it RIAR.

14.4 %3] 5H#E#T

BT AR AL B SR BE A MR R A A, BRATTREXT B AR AR = I B 4
#i(marginal distribution)8 PAIELE T IAR & 24 & R4 A A BEA T HET. 4%
RO E AT IR 2, 1 U07E R 5 /R W] RAR B R B AL M P51 x 724
ESHN T MHE AR, AR AW TN TR E SRR 2 51 B 4
R, BlanfE G/R AT R M, 28 B BG4 A0 R T O K B B 35k SR, T
2, HESH O KBENZE ¢ WA, BA R BA 701 o HAh G R R E i
TR R AR, XFRh “iUbsh” (marginalization).

R ERA, EFHE RS AHSH, XHASHUEHRSHFEI N
B, B AR AT R E K E R A SRR, EEESE R
MARE, MSHAETHI RN 280, ATRL “Iie” BHERTRE . Fit,
TEERAT R IR B B A R HERT T .

Bk, B BB N EE x = {z1,20,..., 28} BED I xp H
xp AN ERE, WS BB RER P(xp) B
R P(xp | xp). HE&MHBEE LH

P(XE,XF) _ P(XE,XF)
Plxg) Xy P(X5,%F) ’

HAPREME P(xp,xp) 7 T%ﬂ%i@ﬁié’%fﬁ DRIt M i) ) SR B A
e AR TS A R 3 A, BY

= P(xg,xr). (14.13)

MR R RY (O HEWT v KRB R 4 WK, SRR RN vk, R
T BAR R B A B AR RO B, SRR, —RIBE T, 2k
HEHTH R B 2R M K K 2 508K, SATEEER. £
TV AAHERT 7 v, A SEAE BR8] B 2% B T 3R A5 R R IR B SR vk
ISR, AN BRI RER 77, T AFiEm
HEWTTIA.

1441 TEHE

IERAHEIT A SRR — 2RI R VR, e A B AR TR BT 3R B £ S

KR E BB EAENTER. TENEEEREWK SR &%,



14.4 3 5H#E 329

R HASHHERT AR,
BATSELLE 14.7(a) 8 [ BAREROG Bk H TAERAE.

®
O—e—G ORESO%S
@

(a) Mot A7 A% LH (b) 34 Btribitse
14.7 R EHFHEBIA 6K SAr it

B EHEWT H A v EOA R P(xs). B4R, I TR Bs, REETn
EHEZR {21, 22, 3, 24}, B

P(zs)=> Y > > P(z1,%2,73,24,75)

T4 T3 T2 T1

Wi =SS ST S Plan)Ples | 04) P(as | 22)Plas | 25)Pas | o)

T4 T3 T2 T1

(14.14)
AHERIL, FHRH {21, 22, T4, 23} KIRFHHEINE, WH
P(.’I)5) = Z P(.’E5 l :123) ZP(ZE4 | x3) ZP(QZ3 | 1}2) ZP(.’El)P(:L'2 | .'131)

= ZP($5 | z3) ZP(Z’4 | z3) ZP(Z’;; | Z2)mi2(z2) , (14.15)

o myj () RFIMEREM PG R, Fi5 ¢ RoNSIURX 5 KIMHER, T
bR RANMETUP R TR AR, B, myj(zy) RKRT =; KRS ABTHATIE
pur LIk ‘

P(zs) =) P(as | 23) ) P(aa | z3)mas(z3)
= P(zs | z3)mas(ws) Y | Pws | 3)
= P(z5 | z3)mas(zs)mas(zs)

z3

= mgs(zs) - (14.16)
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FUE BMEEER

AR Sum-Product JHik.

- B, BJEH mas(zs) BRT o5 MERE, NEEE o5 WRERX.

Fak b, bRy TE i EAR AL FIAEE . ARSI 14.7(a) HRIETK,
BHEE-ATREER,

P(wl,wz,ra,u,ws) = %1/112@1,$2)¢23(ﬂ?2,$3)¢34($3,$4)¢35($3,$5) )
(14.17)
Hoh Z AFVEHEF. UbaH Pxs) FIXFETHE:

P(zs5) = % D tss(w3,@5) Y Paa(w3,Ta) Y o3(w2,23) Y Yr2(1,22)

= % D thas(w3,w5) D Paa(ws, 74) Y toa(@a, w3)maz(x2)

_ % mas(zs) - (14.18)
B4R, B A FVEN INVE R S, BRE ZEREANEERKKA
i) B, BeAl X4 AR B AR AT KRR G KA ) . XA AL AE SR R SK
MERRZERFIERE, NEHASZEFR, NmELTHE.
BEYEERE -ANABNGRE: EFHESAM LGS 6, EEGHAEE
HEZEBSERRKERNTIIRVE. BlmER 14.7(a) B0 L, Be it
B P(x5) ZANEREWH P(zg), FHRA {21, 22, 75, 23} FITVF, W maa(zs) Fl
mas(zs) MTHERERR.

1442 (F&&E

5 &3 (Belief Propagation) K28 B 2L IR FBAIEBE—AE
BAARERE, BRIFHER T REZNURFS AN PESIFE RS, B4R, &
BB R AR

mij(z5) =Y (@i, z) [[ mwi=) (14.19) -
Ti ken(i)\j

WEER i, B n(i) FoRGE A o WAVES . TERSBMEBEET, XA R

WELEM z; 17 zj 4538 T —NH B mij(z;). XHE, R (14.15)F1(14.16) iR )

TR SRR AHIA N E 14.7(b) FORmM B BER. RERI, SUHE

R S8 o, RIAREA SEBAX, BeE 2, W BB SR
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BRI 0 F B34

EESER/HET, MR ERRER B A4 REHE BG4 i
0 55— RIS, BLA5 R Fr AR IE L T8 B e i v B K 3RAR, Bl

P@) o [ muiles) - (14.20)
ken()
BlanZE R 14.7(b) ', Him x3 Bl o5 RIEME, BAFERERE L R 2 T
oy MR, BAZEE] o5 KITHE mas(zs) 18 AMHE P(zs).
R P BRI, WIS SRR G A5 BRI 7] 52 BB A T S,
BT REVHE TR R R BRI BR

o THE—MRE R, WBITAM S ITR MRS AR B, HEIRE JE
BrA SRS R B

o MIREE RUTRIA M 45 RARIEIH R, EEFTA M4 R EIH B,

FIE7ER 14.7(a)F, @ o1 AL R, W zg M x5 AME R ULERHDHER
BRI 14.8 B, i E KR40 LA T AARKN&HEE, ZT
X e BN (14.20) B AT 3R A5 FT R B AIA IR 2.

myy(x3)

/771(34(954)

w@(zs)

oo (@)

(a) 3 &4k GIARLE & (b) 7 &AAREE B A%
14.8 fEAMEBAERT

ma(21) may(z2)
Ty T
Maa(22) maa(23)

14.5 JE{AHERT

FEENT VAR E W EM AR TSI, BRI SE N A i B HE b 7 vk
FORER. IERFERTTERBT S APIRIE: FE—RKE KM (sampling), B
FABEMAL T IR SE AL AL 88 2 R F A M L 52 O L 1T, SRR N
A3 43 HEWT (variational inference).

1451 MCMCRA$

TR AL S, Tofl12 0 FELEATE 2 43 A 2 B oy 0 3 A3 53 A A B B
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PUE BEEEE

FoABRELE, M
ARABMR AT T,

B p(x) AKX L .

B, MAZRETENHTHEREMNE, R e — PR TIX BB RE.
Bl B 14.7(a) K IR, SEATHERTED B KATRERA T HHHARR o5 HIE.
FEZV R BB A Y AR A A S, W R AR TOER: (4T
1) 0 R SR A B TR R

SKREVATE R T A BB LUK, B BATH BARR R H () 4
M B A (o) F RO
5if) = [ fepla)de (14.21)
WIFTARYE p(z) W — LR (21,72, ..., 2}, IR f(z) KRR LI
W |
1 &
f=% ;f (i) , | (14.22)
LLESRAE L B AR TR EIf]. BREA {21, 2o, ...,z } I, BT RYUER, A

T R ERAE K BB RE R R B URE B . )RR SR B R AT SR X8R
B EIRERISR UL, oA 0] o RO I T R AR B BT 48 B MR 0 A SRR B A

R BB R i H IR R B G /R W] K85 5~ & (Markov Chain
Monte Carlo, f&# MCMC)Jj¥%. &EEERER v ¢ X NEEEERE p(z),
z FEX Al A MR AT

P(A) = / p(z)dz . (14.23)
A
B X o R, WATHE f(o) Mg
o) =By (1)) = [ Flelpla)da (1424)
o ARBEEME - MRELICER x, BRN—NAEE 0040, R

X (14.24) KI5 W HEBREAE. ik, MCMC Fetyig AR p 20 A ABOL IR 434
BENIAR & x1,Xo, ..., xn, FEEIR(14.20) T m G T

P = D) (14.25)

SR, 45 ML 2 B p(x) TR 2%, AR p 4345 O3S 7] 53 A RE A
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Metropolis-Hastings q
%2 N. Metropolis FA
1953 % 3 i [Metropolis
et al,, 1953], /& W. K.
Hastings ¥ 34 7 2] —#&
# X [Hastings, 1970], B
e,

CTHRB S RALRE]T
oA

A48 X (14.28).

FRTELEZFNEE
TR, BAARER
SHE RN RE LR
EALLE S

WAR A, MCMC J7 iR s A TR MG “ PR A p B /R7REE”
RPFEREA: 5 /RAIREEIBAT i 12 05K (RIS B P RRORE), UL 7
HIREAS x SRR T340 p . dfe 40 i B R AT R B AF AR AR ? fBUE A=
S/RATREE T BPREHEB R (H MRS x BB RS ¥ RN T | x),
t IR B 22 A0 A p(x*), MU FEFEA S 2 B 2R o) R VA4

()T [ x) = ()T (! | 7Y, (14.26)

M p(x) A% B R T REER AR, H SR A REEAE B 1A 0T TSR

HHLE Y, MCMC HiEERIEME —4& D /RAT K8, FHESE RS m
W R TS EI G R AT, ARG X 4 D /R AT R R A R & 5 5 4 i 1
FEAR, FFE TR SEASR T, XB /R KRS MENERREE,
AR R 7 V26 = A AN ] (1 MCMC B,

Metropolis-Hastings (f&# MH) & i:2& MCMC WEERR. & T “I8
% RFE” (reject sampling) RIEIL P 0 A p. WHE 14.9 iR, BEEFKR
P B RRFEA R x ORGSR x*, HRMRIEH AL D
—RERIRERYE A B R MRS xT BPIRES x* BEBEEER Q(x* |
xD AR | xY), B Q(xr | xP) BH P A EREREEER, A(x* | x7Y) £
x* WEZIRE. B x* BARSEPERRE, WRHER (14.26)F

pHR* | xHARX | ¥ = pxM)Q" | XA [ x*),  (14.27)

WA RRMEE Qx* | xI1).
R

1: ¥R %

2: fort=1,2,... do

3 WRIE Q(x* | xP) REEHEER A x*;
4:  RIFHZGAT (0,1) T A REEH BIE u;
5. if u < A(x* | x*~!) then
6: xt = x*
7. else
8: xt =xt-1
9: end if
10: end for

11: return x!,x2,...

i KR —MEEFS] <! %2,

& 14.9 Metropolis-Hastings # 7%
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FUE HEERE

ART7537F.

TR, A TREFRRE, AR EREN

o 1) i (4 POC)QEE )
Ax* | x7H) = (1, PGEDQ | xt—1)> . (14.28)

A R (Gibbs sampling) A I 40808 MH ARG, B AR SR
A RBEREUVHEA, T2 55 /R A R EE (K- AR A R R B AR MR p(x). BAk
K, BRE x = {z1,22,...,2n}, VAN p(x), FEHIIRI x EUEE, B
PEIRIAT LA T 22 BER S8 R A

(1) BEHLRUSA KFE AR o
(2) HIE x B o SR RBOTUEBUE, 5 & pla: | xp), JooF
X; = {J:l,.’l}Q,...,wi_l,wi—f-l""’mN} >

(3) I p(z: | x;) MAR x; KA, FRFENREIRE.

14.5.2 THHEH

AR 53 TR 1 A5 FH %0 ] B A R IBIE TR HEWT A R 2 0 A1, R 3R
A AR, NTUAEI—FRERIL. HEBEHEMRKELUSRI.

- ESESIRHEWTZ AT, BATISEN AR BT — P el v B R T
K id ¥ (plate notation) [Buntine, 1994]. [ 14.10 45 T —/NE S 16 F.
Bl 14.10(a)R " N ME & {z1,20,...,onv} IR T HMZE 2. 7£E
14.10(b) ", AEIILH HAR FRIBLHIE B 2SR BBHHE — N ITHE(E) A,
HAETTHEP IR R PR R E R HIMA L N; THEF LURE. BH AT
HEXN. REUZRIKNZE, WE 14.10 FHRE z. HEREB¥IMESS, WE
PeA B A A A DR R R R s AR T

(a) HEEFXAHE (b) Xtk
14.10 #HXTEWHF
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T A WAL 038 A
A BRI SAE IR,
AERATEENEEY
B R B AR 2B 8.

EM EE5076%.

KL #E, £ LM% C.3.

FEE 14.10(b)F, FrA REME KRR « KBCE 21 FIBER B R HUR

N
p(x|0)=[]> p=ziz|0), . (14.29)
i=1 z
%ot I 1 3% B ABLR B A
N
Inp(x|©) = Zln {Zp(xi,z | @)} , (14.30)
i=1 z

EEF' X = {51?1,-'32, e ,a;N}, (] ’;% X 5 Zz Hﬁ&ﬂqﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ
— R, B 14.10 BT RLEIHERT A 2 SIS T HE MME RN E x K
it & z MM SHRR o, MK p(z | x,0) F 6.
BRI S Hh THE W DB R R RO FB. 3K (14.30) AT fiE
H EM Hi: £ E 25, 145 ¢ HZIKSH 0 Xt p(z | x, ©F) HATHENT, It HEK
EPREH p(x,z | ©); 7 M, 2T E BPRERITRERMIN, X RTE
B 0 K% Q(6; 0") #ATBAMMITIKE

©'*! = arg max Q(6; ©Y)
(S]

= argmapr(z | x,0") Inp(x,z | ©) . (14.31)
© z

R (14.31)5 ) Q(©; OF) LFF ERMHBEALREH Inp(x, 2 | ©) T
p(z | x,0Y) FHIHIE, M5 p(z | x,0t) 58 z MEELER A HER,
Q(6; Of) T X BMRE S, F&, EM EHBATHERENSH 0, Mk
B8 2 PO AR I A S R

FHEIR, p(z | x,0%) KL RBEEE 2 RIS, T1RRE—ME
U ERXASERI T g(z) Bor, WARKERAE

Inp(x) = L(g) + KL(q || p), (14.32)

Hrp
L(g) = / ¢(z)In {pg’(‘—z)z)} dz | (14.33)
Kuqma=-/¢@mmz“hz. (14.34)

q(z)
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F4E BEERR

Atk XEZWH
qi(z:) BB g

const }%"/I\’%-ﬁ-

WMAEILSEAES T, E 25X p(z | x,0) FIHERTR AT RER 2 A1 5E 20T 5 DA
AT, RIS BhAZ S HEWT. R B 2 IR AR

M
q(z) = [ [ @), (14.35)

=1
MEBRREXRNZZE z IHRBI - RIMERIINZ LR 2, FEENE,

A LA g 23 A AR 1] BR B R BF B 454, B AR q; b $8 84U (exponential
family) 53 4i, BLIFH

L(g) = /H‘Zi {lnp(x, z) — Zln%’} dz

= /qj {/lnp(x, z) Hqidzi} dz; — /qj In gjdz; + const

i#]
= / g Inp(x,z;)dz; — f g;In ¢;dz; + const , (14.36)
Hrp
Inp(x,z;) = Ei; [Inp(x, z)] + const (14.37)
| Eiyi[Inp(x,2)] = / Inp(x,2) [ ] a:dz: - (14.38)
i#j

BATROEE ¢, FRILTERE gz B X L(g) FAT B KA, AT KB
HK(14.36)% T —KL (g5 || 5(x,25)), Bl ¢; = p(x,2;) B L(g) &K. TREW
AR BT z; TR B A0 g N 2

In g} (z;) = Eiz; [lnp(x, )] + const , (14.39)

B
: __exp (Bizj Inp(x,2)])

Jexp (Eizj [lnp (x,2)] )dz;
B, ERUUB)BRXNMRET, R TFHE z; BERETELE RSB
(14.40)% H. ,

BAR, FF(14.35) 1Bk, WA Ly SR B T 2 FiER ¢ IR

MGG, Bigj [Inp(x, z)] FEAEA IR, X AT R (14.40) BRI BadE
Bz AT, S, fis(14.38) W F H, MARR 2; 5040 of FATMHIT RS

q; (z;) (14.40)
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mean 45 1%, field 12
oA

BldoE IR BT a9k
A4 < MTHBMS
AaHAR, TRERM
AR R T

B oA T —
R, Gl kb A
PR TS

KALE AL LM E
C.1.6.

T z; ZHMEA 2, BIE R, RREETBE LSRR Inp(x, z) 7 2; 2R
RSy EREAEEA I, FMIRR “SF393” (mean field) ik,

T S5 B A8 P AR vk B, B B LIV R R A B BT IR AR, AR
WA R TFHEBMNARAR, £ EERAR(14.40)WE R EES & EM Hik
BT A] AT MEER BB AL T R 2 50k . BAR, BRI SR B TN
DABEAY, B FBRMEMEMR. BRE.

14.6 1EEIEE

1EBBE (topic model)&— A KA M EEE, EEAFABEBEHAER
AR, BfEARE. ARIESAHEETRA ) ZNA. BKAIR
F MRS (Latent Dirichlet Allocation, AR LDA) R i SUBLAL i) SR F

AR T B — TIEREA R P JL MRS 17 (word) 3% (document )l
17 (topic). BARRU, “iA” BFFACIEHEENEAE BT, flaE AL
£, —ANAE R — AN SESCRR MO R R aiE. 3Ry EfR kb
MEAEX 5, IR R, XA 7E SO R AT 1, 10—k 30
— AW TLES AT B AVE— AN SORS; XAERIRAR T AFRA “H48” (bag-of-words). %
P RE AR RHR, A EREEER. R RR— IS, BRER
RA—RFIA RN, LR EIEZES T HIL KA.

EE MU, WE 1411 Fiw, —MEERGEE M T, BEEEAEX
MESTHIAMEBR SR LE. AHREEEET LAY K MEHE
T Rm3CH, XRPHMERE — N4 N ANEMEE RINOE T AN %
B8 W = {w,wy,...,wr} RAEFEEIHES), KN %0 E G
(k=1,2,...,K) ®nEE, Kb w, € RY B n M E wyp FCRS ¢ Hid]
n (I, By € RN W15 n MR By, RFIEB k B n BT

2L SEAE 45 W IE IS ZE vk SCRS R LKA SR RIS B wi (6 =
1,2,...,T), (H3EE HAEE XA SRS WRIS T IPLE: 3, A EE R O 5
LR K. LDA WA s ALK A B SR E A5 ORI AN R R, AR 3E, LDA 1A
HERIIEEEZMEE, A RE 0, € RE £330 ¢ P HrEENEME
RBHIELB, Oy BNRSSCRS ¢ 15 £k R E, BEmdid FEm P R iE
R SO

(1) RIESEH o B TETE D ATBENLRAE — MR AT O
(2) #m N PBRARSOE T H N ANE:



338 FUE FERERE

=W 0.04
iEE i 0.01

D

5T xilLlhﬁ’J £

0
RENY LG RET
%E: kAF

—HZEZEANRA -, HAeF B, ARERZS. T
10 R Fife T, FAa AL, KAE fr&mkfész@ﬁémm B A
RT. £MAT—2 “LhT, £ Hr B 6 64T z
Yok, @A F RO, BT T %Jwéi?r&kﬁ =
do, TS, KA ‘ ke \O\

bd -] 555 e 35 .09 5 0 4 n»%‘?’ﬁ_hﬂﬁ'—

HAT o o EBRARL R, ADRRF T ———(e———

B RN, R T ARE, EF LA Bl Ak A AkE
Ao AT, PTG 0 A4, Td o BT TR, T, v /O‘/ H
H G ) |

BAE, kAL

e A1k AN 6945 5 S8

—Hfo JEiLIT 694 TR AAL, W_n TS 2 4% BT
—R kA = SRR AT, R R

PR o KA K, A A0 e PR f 0T R,

Ao Tl B AE AT 5 Sk A4 s b b ety K

N L R
U TSR

E 14.11 LDA #L#4 mitig &R

(a) HRAE O REATTERBIRIR, 7520308 ¢ *H1a] n B9 2005
(b) ARAESEIR ()15 BT XS Y. B3 S50 A By, BEMLRAE AL FAA.

14.11 7- HARYE LB D BRAE ORI R, B4R, XA B SO
MU UUAR LLFI &S 2SR (D], 1), SO RENMERE —ME-E (PER
2b), TR E BRI E R LB A 8 (P IR 2a).

14.12 #i38 T LDA MR KRR, Hi U PR w, , fEHE— K C W
WAL, ERRT R EAT HIE SRR 24,0, LLIERTXT BRI Br; (7
i, ?a#fﬁ 2t BT AT Oy, O BT KM T E IS o, Tk
AL AR A T 250 n.

OHOFO-oH 0

i , Ok
___ Nq | K

14.12 LDA #9& Xt B

TH&, LDA BRI R KIREZ 34
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BAILMFE C.15.

IPEETETeT A

p(W, Z,,B,("‘) | 0‘»’7) =
N

T K
[Ip®: [ 0) ] 2Bk ) (H P(wen | 260, Be) P2t | et)) , (14.41)
t=1 =1 =
HA p(0r | ) 7 p(B | m) BHEFHEEHLL o Ml n ISEH K HH N 45k
F i & 4340, Bl S a)
— k Yk ap—1

p(6: | ) = T T(w) L Sy (14.42)

HAF () & Gamma . BR, o M n BEAER (14.41) PEHEHSH

%%ﬂ“%ﬁ% W = {'wl, w2, ... ,'wT}, LDA B‘J*ﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ&ﬁfﬂﬁ%
BAhTE, BIFHR o f1 g IR SR

T
LL(a,n) = Zlnp we | a,mn) . (14.43)
t=1
HET p(w; | a,n) AGHE, K (14. 43)XEUE3‘%ZK% DRl SE Bk R SR AR 43
BERKEGELUAE.

FRECH, WS o My CHE, NIRRT w,, RIET SRS N
HITE R LG (BITENT ©,, Bk A 24, ) FTEE KAR

p(W,z,8,0 | a,n) '

z,3,0 | W,a,n) =
PO W) = T W )

(14.44)

KT BT 0 p(W | 0, ) FELLIREL, 2% (14.44) 8 DL BB AR, BILZES B
R SR AN PR R AR A AT (AR

14.7 RiEHH

MEREEA DS H T 11 E W [Koller and Friedman, 2009)].

[Pearl, 1982] 185 T VU M (KIT5E, [Pearl, 1988] XX 77 i iy 5L AT 5L T
EMHT T 845, G/RAKRPENIA B [Geman and Geman, 1984] $#2H. T 525 FH
H A P B 3 R UM BT P 5 50 /R AT R BEALIB I 45 2. BRI /R T R
HAEZ R FHINAT S [Rabiner, 1989]. &% H [Lafferty et al.,
2001] &, EZ AN AR S [Sutton and McCallum, 2012].
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F1UE BMEEER

“AE R F5 5
¥HEBAAFRSEE, RN
R Tk ERLE

N et % 5 A p.164.
LSA & SVD X RH3E
ey TR,

B, p.266.

EofeHBEER R H [Pearl, 1986] YE R HEWT RO SR H, JA RATAE

- BMIE R R . X BRI E, F AR EIEFE AR, R

ERTHATRE, HEER T ERE &EIEE L (Loopy Belief Propagation)
[Murphy et al., 1999], 1B 318V 51 W A& 2, X 77 1 2k B 7] 2[4 [Mooij
and Kappen, 2007; Weiss, 2000]. AL Ew e “BFFE” (factor graph)
[Kschischang et al., 2001] #i&, Fi4 Kk K7 (factor tree) HEATE & AEHE. XTI
ERESMESEEEH — LS [Lauritzen and Spiegelhalter, 1988]. ¥k
BEE ATV EBRIIR R, 5 &R IAT ik LI 32 2)5%7E, B0 [Gonzalez
et al., 2009] & H LN B IR 2 T S B, Hoat A
T4 B8 A A R 8 o T e ek R

2R AR B B @ AN SN, SRR S HEMTZE 20 4D 90 ERPHIZRH K
R, [Jordan, 1998] WX B EERBRHAT T G, RTRSHEWE
£ WA 2% [Wainwright and Jordan, 2008].

BRI AR M — KGR ERANTREE W Hus s e B AR5 &
A, LDA [Blei et al., 2003] 2 X7 HKEZERR, HE~ETRELME, LT
JTTHHIA R A S5 [Blei, 2012]. M2 BIBIRI I —ANR R 1 R A AR 1 451
REXTEIEA — M BENAE ST, Bl “IESHAL” (non-parametric) 7%, HilnZ
RAWIKRI 5 B I FEAE AL [Teh et al., 2006]. TG FRBR4FMERE AL [Ghahramani and
Griffiths, 2006] %%.

MR A T SREAL M B R R UM 752 3 07V, B4 PLSA
(WEZ 338 Lo #T) [Hofmann, 2001], ‘B2 LSA (K& X0 HT) FIMERY FE. .

SRR ER T AN+ FER AN —RETMES TG, A
BEHLBR AR v 5 R B BB v 77 v, MCMC £ 5 /R T Kk 5 5245 & B 7 10
45, B F-H [Pearl, 1987] I TR R HERT. 55T MCMC 7EMEZRHERT 1 1K
Fn 2[5 [Neal, 1993], B £ 5T MCMC 7] 2[5 [Andrieu et al., 2003;
Gilks et al., 1996].
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SR
14.1
14.2

14.3

14.4
14.5

14.6

14.7

14.8

14.9*

14.10*

WA RIRERR R BN RN R DL 73 2K 2%.

BUUE B BB AL A i SR A B R A R 45 e AR R AT PR AR B, Ui AR
BT H AR,

BUUE B LR b (R R SR WT R 4 e AR BT A AR &, PN 4E4R
EAR R AAFASL.

BAIRAE L /R AT KRR A o 7 O FR X AR K 72 SO R B
LB AR R B, AT,

IR B 22 81 25 1k 1 05 % IR B PR A 2 v A K AR K T 2
TRECE K, (ERSE AR D 2R E0E K.

HAHRAE A E AF MH SIERRE 0], EEARHRAE PR 14K
B SRg, IR XM AL.

PRI R TR . B R (14.32), WHTFI5 7R K
YT AbL iR B SR R AR 22 5, DA R SE B T AR B AR M SR 38 20 A

M ETFEE B BRI LDA, WA E&/ER (R
B+ [E ) E AR S UL

BN AL 5 € 16 B4 H K LDA Btk
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e ARRERAR
AR EIE R T EA
REXTHENAZE S £
fo ZAH R o 2 A F
R, BEABRELFE.
A L% 863K Allen Newell
(1927-1992) # &. M E
RIRNF L E L2
Michael Jordan & 2009 4
Rz

IR RESE EIAEA 25O A R T B AR

PAEMEEEA O RER IR AT EE LA F
F&HT « /R (Judea Pearl, 1936— ). F /R A& T
%k 1960 FEMENEF|E T¥REF TERR LI E R
3| £ E, # Rutgers AF AT & T ME T ¥ KRR R EWE
A4 Fod F TR ¥, 1965 £ Bk 5 # )\ RCA
AREBENEEFHFE T TN I, 1970 F2 M XKFELI-REH
R

EHMEERATE AR L T UEE D kATH A fnig 2, HiX
HREEF BN EREHHITRAPLE. HREZTHLETFEREMR
RHFFFINALE R, TR T N MEHE, #RE TEAEEEE, BE£TH
RERA R — K RHR, DI H Ry TRAA T ERREFEHFE.
HTARAIERPMBES HREEHEATHR, MRE 2011 FER K, Wil
BEiK ACM 5 AAAT BR A K # 2003 4 X4 « AR /R¥E. ACM iFH 8 REA
TEHFBROTREYT EE# £ FRYE, “FHTFE. CEY¥. BEFURG
ARFPREREGEMEE T EGENEN . 2011 £ REREHFY FH
BERE R AT R

HRZTARRE (EARELERY BETLE, “9.117 EHEHRAED
HHTHE R A R E AL AR TR R g, hEERER. &
RWEEN TR - R ELS, H5E TR BN FTRAYR R EfTH
A E 3.







HARMERE S X

LARTARA — AR —4
“HLE”  fa BB FE T ¢
B OCRLR” RN, F
FEAHZBREST
“EE” ZF

EHEFHF LF”
FHBEF AKX (atom) AR
FE.

F1E AWE3

15.1 EAHE

PLERE P “HN” (rule)l H 21838 HB . B R B4 4 A i
RERENMBERMEES. B “FH- g W ees 7 e
[Fiirnkranz et al., 2012]. “#WIZ ] ” (rule learning) & M VI ZREHE % 3] H
— 4B FI TR SR W B AT A0 R

A HE, — &N .
D HABA AL, (15.1)

HPBBREAETHS “«7 GUHBSHHA “HNME” (body), FTmi%4HNHIET
18, KA HRA “BNL” (head), FnZFLIMNI L5 R, BLUA R B2
X (literal) £, 2R & X (conjunction), X EIWFE “A” HRFER “I
B” . BACFE f BEXN A BHHATRRMMRREN, fln “(BFE=5
B)” B S(RFB=MEHE)” . L RN B80T N, RO K.
KL “o” FRREEIT, —8AHRF RN A E /Y B AR St &,
Blan “EFIN” | XA RN AR A “if-then FIM)” .

H5WMAME ., XRMEVIXFER “ BB A, BN BRFEFN
AR, R P EEMHS HIAIE BRI T i, $ERE AR
WIRIFRIKRE ST, K 2 BN ISR R o S0 2 A AT o v (O 20 A A
Blin “SRMIASERFTE” FHERARA S H R HR, A —Fr &8N ]

- HEHE R “FR(X,Y) « RFE(X,Z) AREZ,Y)” , Bk, B2 qeE

BARMAE S SRR 5 ANSURENIR. B, IR i St A e Ty ZE b 3 —
HREEIRE AT RSN BA B3NN, Bl R & RE T A N B2 9E
HE. EELHMARERNER, W R T ZRMANHATHRRENE R,
U 1 SR AR K BRI

BEBRMMEREEELBRNES R

FNL: FK  (IRF= 840) A (BH=111FG) ;
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F15E MUES

FINEAEE 2.0 L p.76
%41,

ERFASNE 8 F.

AR “BRAEMRT T
AR TSR AN

FM2: ~5F R (SEE=1H) .

MW 1 BB 2, BT A AN E B S 1 TR (valuation) SR 7 B #EAT
FUR. FFE AL IR A (1 40 78 R E R 4R 2.0 P IHEAR )RS BN “ B
#” (cover). TERNIZ, AN 1 F R HOREARL K, (HEPHN 1 Bz HAR
IAANRAFIR; RN 2 AERL “— 27 Sk RN o (K A4 AR AF K.

B, MNEEPRFFRNE A FE-DFEL, HANESRIXLETH
B —AER BRA—AREIEA RS RAF L F RN E RN, BRET
“IHIR” (conflict), MBI IMNETF K “IHIIHAE” (conflict resolution). H
FIRIPP ST AR M T BERE . i, ToRUUESE. BEERE H B R
MR 2 MG RIEAREER. HFEREMNES L' X—MFF, ERE
T 5 I P HE P SR AR ;AR DY BRI 22 ST R AR A “ W FE AL (ordered
rule) B “PLIEZMN” (priority rule) % 3. TTAMIERRIEIIHEIIRF L
WE—L “TTHN” (meta-rule), BISCT M AIHRM, Blan & 4 ph 53 H
KRB/ | 2RISR TR B R A A RUU4R.

BhAh, AN GRaE 2215 BRI 56 & th VP A REZR 52 T AT RE R OR ML, 4
BIRMMNES R TiEXT “RB=0E4" . “BrE=MI" B “QEE=3EW" K
ANBIEAT AU, XA R AR B AR S R L. TRtk ARSI BRE R &
WE—4 “BOARIN” (default rule), e SRACHAINISE & RH H FIFEA; B0
AR BIN—ZBRA: RN 1, 2 B AR .

MBS RILB TS, BN T4 KB “ar@HN” (propositional |
rule)f “—BHLN” (first-order rule). FI& 2 H “JE-T M @” (propositional
atom) RIZHIER “57 (). “BL” (V). “dB7 ()R “HAE” (<) MR
2 MR AT, IR R R — AN, B4 “BFap=1
b MR T 5EMERRSZEMEEDHBESRRRN “RT A
R” (atomic formula), I 401RIER T 5% R HIG I (predicate) “RFE(X,Y)” B
RETFAR, BUWRRN—8E “oX) = X +1”7 BEH “o(X)” hEKRTF
AR R PR CBRE(X)” Bx X REARE, VX7 FR KT
R X BoL” , “3Y7 2R “BEY AL, Ba “PrE BRL0N 1 #
B ERE MABHE “vXIY (BREY) « BREX) A (Y = a(X)))” , R
ERVER VX (BARE(0(X)) « BRE(X))” . XFERFUUEZ —Hn, X
h X MY FRAEERER, V7 “T7 SRR “ER” M “fEE”  ATRE
B ENEETGE, A “&id” (quantifier). B4R, —Mr NI ERE R 2K
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p.80 & 4.2 L4

R, WA “RREFM” (relational rule) DA S A 81, 5 TR
BB M TR 1A R B Rl 5 B E 2 M B R, M@ eE R /s
AH—Hr g R :

FU 1: 37 R (X) < ARF (X, BB45) A BFE0 (X, TU1RE)
R 2: ~3F R (X)) « Sr3E (X, Bm)

B, WNERE SRR ARKRE, raU R —Fr A gse], Btk —pr i
23] Har BN E R 1 2.

152 FRES

MUMZESHERESE - NREERTEZ AN HIE REE
Pfie “FFRBE” (sequential covering), Bl & I940: 7E VISR 152
Bl — 2RI, A0 R 1 B 2 N SRAE ) 2 R, AR S BAFRD T B I G ) 4
BMNGEES FRERE. HTHRALE —BHE, FEBEiy “4

¥R” (separate-and-conquer) .

BATTCA Ay AR 5 31 1R 5 52 P BUB s i, i FEUAML LU 0 0 A2 e e
FURPEEHIAT P AR RRE, I “BE=FE" “HHE <027 %, M
SkRFEBIFA. P BB S ik i B R AT I R 5t B0 4 ). B4R, XN
W2 B AR @, PP — UL T 4R U0 8 48 38 30 7 SR A LR U 4,
XR-AMERAE B, HEEFRESREIES, FIESRET
1RIELTHRE F = {fe} KA r. FEa BRSSP, RELF R~
B “RUBYE:, BV ;)" BA/RRERK, Ho Bk Roreepls « MEtk,
J%‘EE{E“ Fon Btk KB j MEIEE, Rz, y) WEHAB z. y REWEXR R
HI = JuAR /R R

R BERMEERNEIN “@ 7 FFh, B IEFIFAE AN L, FEA
i IR AR REUE, 25 A S B A,
IS 24 BT HL T (5078 o6 TR, U O A — AN, 85 22 B BT 5 9 1E 1
FFRETRIRFEAZRER T — 4N

LT B4 2.0 PIREE A, 3 AR 1 AMREBIAE IS “ 01 A
“EFE=TE IMAMN, 52

K « (BFE=TFHL%).
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FIE RAUEI

AHEEel, AEEY
HOFREREFREHXNE
- BF, B £ h RS
F, AEEf

Bl b RSAEAT B 8 2
AN, CBERAR, %
A B — R HLI.

Plde HIVA LA E
PEIRAE T AL, ZAL T
B E Ml A —F
PLA A B AR

REAMNEBES 1, 6, 10 A 17, APHWRAIEGRBA B, AFFE “ A0
MUE RS M&M. TR, RINZSREZAES RN ETRYE “@E
B AR T, il “BRE=5R" ; RMERX MRS L, KR KERE
AR AN, FTERINEE “AR=7F8" , LREMI— P ETH
fil B SR T, Bl AR =g

IR (BFE—TF5) A (R —).

GHMNE R 7RG 17, TRBENTRE AR on 2T 2B B H Al
T A, Flan AR =THIE"

HR « (BE=FH) A (IRF=THi).

REMUAE SRS, BRENEZE A IEG, BEHLE “ ZrliUE
#IEB” K4&AF. EHBRAMREXFMNFEREE BRG] 6, RERHF T

9 AMPEBIFITENISRER. IIbakaE, BATHAS2:

M 1: R (RE=T%%) A (IRF=THEE);
AN 2: 7R — (BFE=TEER) A (RUE=D0M);
M 3: J/K (=15 38) A (IRFB=1E40);
M 4: 37K (BE=L3R) A (BCE=TEH]).

XM ER S T A IES, RESZEM R, XREF R BEREFEHGER.

FHXMETIRERNMEERENBREER SN mTA LS
YEMAAAT. WEAES T —REFMRER=ERN: F—FH2 “AW
6] 7 (top-down), B bl % — M B 5 U JF 46, 328 97 ¥4 00 3B 32 5 DL 4 7 ]
W) 78 55 0, T B0 B KN 1k IRERA “ AR -7 (generate-then-
test)Vk, RHIZEE “4#4L” (specialization) it F2. B MR “HIEM
£” (bottom-up), B A ELEAFBR BRI FF 48, 28 B S0 LAY RO 78 25 16
B, BB E &N 1L TR “BERIRSN” (data-driven)y:, RMNERET “iZ
t” (generaljzation)ﬂ@ﬁ%i F—FRIERE SR AR ERAN, F=
SRR A ; I BB HE ERS AR W E RN, MEENEEET
WHEEB DB, W, arENRE R SREEEERES. FiL, £
R ) 2 3] vh R A FH 2 — PSR, T 58 R SR G AE— P RN % ) IX R B R T
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b2l

BRKEE 20N %E
R p80 k& 42 EFHH.

) HE# R EMES EREARS.

i DAV TREE SR 2.0 VIGREEAFIRER BT T KA 7. H5%
M “UFIR <7 JTas, B—F “BEE=HUE" 150 R T arBiinA 2 A
ITHE. BUEE T NSGERER RGNS, n/m RN 68UE B
M E EHERZR, b m AE &G BE, n AEZHIERS. W

- B 151 i, @B 80P, “BR=50R7 M “BriE=ME" #HiXE T 85

W 3/4.

Ty

(&=
«ﬁ?

FFIN 1 *E’c%
rsifﬂ

Lﬁﬁﬁ

?)’Lﬁ—l

H?F%F=

FE (/9
5 R (3/9)

iﬁé/fé (3/5)
H e (4/6)
W (4/6)
o 1% (3/4)

=A% (3/6)

=T
é&ff mq (/1)
S =M (1/1)
B3 = F (2/2)
= (/)

RG> AR LA
N (&5 =5 B) NGRF =35-4%)

151 ABRHKER 20 N%EL “GTAT” £REFAN

K RHRFRERMKZE LT “BE=5R" MAZHRN, F3

RJaE, X LK A& MU 2= A6, BT R PP AT A, R 151 PR
AMZEICT AR5 REILE] 100% #EFR, BITEBRAGIHRE . BEME

TR (BFE=5E).

KPS RIZ BT “RF=0828" AN, TREBEILER

B  ((83—135) A (IRE—RE4H).

AU AE SRR 8 B — AN PPAE AL 5 AR, 7E_E T 97 o A8 A R A
WA Se% BN 2, MR S AR IR i %5 IR R e AR B, AR FIRS % BB ik

Fr. BRSE A AP AT ARYE B AAAT S5 UL B i@ 24 RIARHE.
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FLE HWES

REMTHAL 43,

GHIERABENL
247,

s, £ BB R RRIER—A BRI ¥, XEFEL TR, &
BN R, BRI ), 7T SR A — LA XA (s, BIansRA AR
#R” (beam search), MIFRERB RN b MEEILT, £ T —RHHTHE
RIS, FICRIERTRILK 0 MEFBET —RMEM. B 151 FEXM b =2
(MEEFIER, WIS — BRI H 3/4 MFANBBXT, 758 RITHE
BLREERTS TR AN, FLHERRATI28 100%, (HRE % T 3 MEH:

TR < (JFEB=IM1RE) A (HRF =154H).

HTREE SRR AT, LPFEHNS S B e EAER. &
Be MR B2 AR ME L, RBRESASGEET: %I XTFE R
(IR A, ¥ BT BT 255 ¢ BUREAVE N TR, EoAth 2 2 R A1k R 91,

15.3 Bk

FUNAE A | R — Ao ORISR, T — PR il & 1 X
B, BH L0 R BY B (pruning). 55 PSR AN, BYAL AT & AR AR MR A Ko
P, B CTETA” , haT RAEEMNASE, B “REE” . BEEETEM
PEREEE B IR R LAl 38 /B 48 SO BT A RE U M R, B3 /R0 U T S S
EEPERE, AT AT 5 BREAT B AL

BROE RSB G BE AR RIEAT. Bl CN2 83 [Clark and Niblett,
1989 7ETBYBL I, B ¥ A AR U AR BEAT T 0 B A0 T H A TN bl 52
JE SRR A AT IO, AT, ON2 £ A TR 248 it & (Likelihood
Ratio Statistics, f&i#R LRS). 4 my, m_ ARG REFIEFTFIIE. KBIE
H, g, m_ SRR (E)ERMIE. REIEE, NE

) ()
LRS=2- (mlogQ’ T 4 e logy ST ) , (15.2)
() (i)
XSERR ER—FME R EIRT, MR T U () B H RO 5 4B L K45
A2 LRS #K, 680 R FHU) () HEAT Bl 5 E B A IR E . R4
LY S HEAT AU 0 22 AR A, LRS A/, 158 B 000 () P 2 SR T A AR AR TR
% FEHE R BOBR OB SEAT45 0, B % ¥ B b 78 LRS 1R A (B4 0.99) CN2
B R ()
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MRFEIFERY “&
k£ (growing set) #=
“PHE” (pruning set).

RIPPER 4 #f Repeat-
ed Incremental Pruning to
Produce Error Reduction,

WEKA ¥ #§ % 3 AR 4
JRIP.

B 152 ¥ & H R HBME
k B 75 #& RIPPERK, ¥4
RIPPER5 &% % k = 5.

T IREP* L RMLN .

R
b LA & B

JE BRI BT A RIREE & “WiEEBIA” (Reduced Error Pruning, &%k REP)
[Brunk and Pazzani, 1991], HEEAMEZ: BEGIER D A GEFKIFE,
MINGEE L 2B INE R FRITZREIE, £85I H v LB H#
1, BIEMBAN P EASCE . BERRUGSR T BRI E R 2 A CF.
TR B £ HNSE, 85 R R UESE N BYAS 7= A 14 BT 5 e 3 MR AR EAT VP45, R
B AR S 3047 T — 8 BY iz, anth gk sk, HRIREE I B IR mRiEE
LREREA Ik

REP 838 % /R 3% [Brunk and Pazzani, 1991], {H3 8 74 & O(m?),
m AYEFEFISH. IREP (Incremental REP) [Fiirnkranz and Widmer, 1994]
BERERED] O(mlog?m), Bk R: EAERELMNGE, ¥ Ynrrey 4
R RV GEFRIELE, FIGHE AR &N r, SLEIERIFE Fxf
ITREPBIA:, BEIHIN o; ¥ o BREIEFIER, EEFEHHGIE EES B
BEFRE. B, REP R4 MMEBATEIEL, 1 IREP (U B4 4T BIA,
Rl f5 # LLRT 3 . '

FR BIRE L H 5 oAt — 26 5 A 3 T B &5 B SR U SR AT AL, WUAEfE
BRI IR, LAZE 2 B2 3] H % RIPPER [Cohen, 1995] A, HiZ
etk REE I R 2 P, T B2 S L R 2 B SRR B TR, B
BT RIS 5B A S &

RIPPER E:#iiR & 15.2 Fin. B 56 IREP* BYBHL &2 s H U
% R. IREP* [Cohen, 1995] /& IREP [{iiitt, EER L Petim-—io) Ry
IREP {5 F BOEA 2 E 0 FU U B8 B B A, 78 BTARE I A e 30 00 B2 5 (11 25 4N 3T
F, HERLBFMNELZ 5 H#T—K IREP 8/8. RIPPER /] /5 AL BHL

WA NEGHEGIE D;
ERRE k.

Uy i

1: R =IREP*(D);

2: 1 =0

3: repeat

4: R’ =PostOpt(R);

5:  D; = NotCovered(R’, D);

7 R=R'UR;

8 i=1i4+1;

9: until i =k

]

H: MUER

15.2 RIPPER ¥
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FI5E MUES

HIRD T BRI b — PRI AR, X R PR & M r;, RIPPER 2§
EFERW AR

o ri: BT r, BRNFEH, H IREP* EH AR &N o), ZHNFR A
M (replacement rule);
vl X WINSCEHEATRE, )5 B A IREP* BIRAE R — 4 ¢
%JLJJWJU\J BAT LN (revised rule).

%Tﬁ% ) M) A5 R B r; Zé’l‘ﬂ‘]%ﬂﬂl‘]ﬁﬁl%‘t 2, AL R

SR BEATE R —EBHT R, BRI NS E TR, XRAR 152§

HVES A TR R AE.

J4t4 RIPPER ML SRRE A A0 IR RIAR 65 88 A R AR,
U 3 PP A R, B R R U R et L JE P AR IR o A BB, IXAE R B
B AR SBEERAN R, RIPPER W5 A ML S B R HHIFT
B HNBAE— R EF I ARAL, 15 RE L4 R % R R B o O BRI R 3R,
M Be18 B S IIRUR [Fiirnkranz et al., 2012].

15.4 —Mr M=) A
SRTAEEERIERS, AEMNETEULE R MG «%

~ R” (relation), T X AFRERBMESPAERER, i, BATERL T B

PG I, T8 1R ST K R b BT 7 R A R PR AR R ok, TR 3l
RAEFINT: BEEERSEAM “BEFR” 7 BiERAFTEEAM “HAEYT
Fl” 7 PRECESE AR M R P R BEAT A L LR, filtm, N1 BN 2 B
%, FER 1 RARF N 2 s, Bk N1 BR 2 B . R, KOl
T AU BN RIERE T, TR —BNEERTR, I HEAH RS

XN EE, MG E X

o LEEIRE: %£>§@>&E

o MRFUEPE: WE4E > TG > TFHE;

o REFSULEE: VIR > vhi > V&,

o LUBHTEMTEL: EMT > RERE > BN
o FFEBMIRERE: PG > FEM > P,
o fOEKAEE: BEM > WOk,
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‘ F15.1 BAKELS0
#5RH &—"}‘a‘/ﬁf— p.80
AoA2 T MAEART. mmwgo 1) AEERQ6)  AEERQ 100 ARERER 14)
@?%EY“@ 16)  BEEE2, 17) é{%%f‘@ 1) ééfﬁ(:{ 6)

éé% B(15,16)  FEFEE(15, 17) @@Eﬁc(n 14) @é?ﬁ. (17, 16)

WHEHERE®, 6) WEHEE, 7 RFEFERR(L, 10) WHFEEQ, 14)

WREERA7, 7)) WMEBEHQ7, 100 WBPBPFEHQ7, 14) BEFEEQT, 15)

mimiavﬁ(z 1) mfimﬁf(z 3) W&FEF(Q 6) A EYL(2, 7)

Eﬂi)ﬂ%ﬁ(l? 7) r&fn@ﬁ(w 10) [a&'F'E (17,15)  REFEEYL(17, 16)

LUEERE(, 7) GETEE, 14) YEEEQ, 16) SEEEQ 17

QHEFEE(15, 14) LHEEFE(15, 16)  SHEEE((15, 17) SEFEFE(1T7, 16)

}B‘fﬁﬁiﬂﬂ(l 6) JRFEREMI(L, 7) JBFEREEM(L, 10)  BFEEEEMI(L, 15)

Bﬁﬁﬁ%[ﬁl(m 10) . BFEBEMI(15, 16)  BFEEEM(17, 10)  BFEBEEINI(17, 16)

ﬁWE@(l 6) bR EEAE(L, 7) R (L, 10)  AdUREETE(L, 15)

P TG ﬁmlﬁ“@@(n 6)  ARRFERE(L7,7) UBRERE(17, 10)  ARERERE(17, 15)
#iR, T2 HHH. HH#F(1, 10) EHF(1, 14) ;igizm 15) Eﬂ}(l 16)
FIF(7, 14) FIF(7, 15) Eiﬂl(? 16) Ei&a 17)
—FE4F(10, 1) ﬂ@%(lo 2) -5 4F(10, 3) -5 47(10, 6)
CEHF(17, 2) ﬂﬁﬁ(n 3) -1 (17, 6) -E#F(17, 7)

XA HLI TS AR — B

F 48T 4] (clause).

TR, FRBIELE 2.0 WHEMEA DR 15.1 B REIEE 5.0, XFEH
B EEMBTRHBIRIRXR, KA “KREIE” (relational data), HH1H
JRFEA B FALTIORE “RFEER” “NEER” FRTAXNA “HRM
PH” (background knowledge), i HAEEARKRI T RFI KT “FEF” “-F
” E‘Jﬁ?/\_ﬁﬁﬁigﬁﬁﬁﬁl(e}c&mphs) MR EHESE 5.0 A2 HIXFE
EI’J M

(VX, YY) (FHF(X, V) B ERECK, V) A BHEER(X, Y)) .

B, —Hr R R (15.1) KR, EEMML. SNAER B EER
B, HEEF(,)7  RFRREC, )7 o BREEM(, )7 RRRMRHTXN -
RIRIA, MR R 17 . N2 HIEREER “X7 . Y7 B SRE
] V7 RANZANN FrE A RA AL BH, E—BrN T AR
AP RE, BT ERATEA L AR A1 50 R A g R #
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FI5E RAUES

St %I —RALT
“BHAL R, ZHA
REHE TS HEF
DThAA R TAEA
FHED

—BAA BRI, I R AR,

BIH(X,Y) + (X, Z) NEH(Z,Y) .

— MR 3 B S 5 | N R, X R B AR T A B 2 S i 5 —
KRF. BRI TR — R gvh% 3, HERGINSEMIR, EHEEW
Fpfek: FEBVE B R R BRAE_E R T SUR A R B BT R A, BT ST AN IR
R B 0L 6 (91 a0 TE T4 ) SRt B 28 WD I A2 3R AR T, BSR4 7 3
BT AR AT IR B0 B 2 5 B i R P AN B B HOR RIS Bl i, RE3R1E
TREERMTENLEY X, KELTREKRRKAEECHLEDY KRN
FER. BRMNWEZREERR, WHERGERETHEYNAS SR BRI
X BN AR &R TR B —JE AT AN, (B ANE — R O AL R, Bt
BEF—RTABE TR, SRTFZE—RELILMNES, FEBTHREMTE
ERTRER AR, B TXE8ER, ERJLKRRERAEEE X MY 1
RMNJTFES, BATREEN H X R, EZERIAFRSFRITE. RXFEH
P RARRFAE BB EFSERES T, BEETHERRN S F LA A
HIAEH A

FOIL (First-Order Inductive Learner) [Quinlan, 1990] &3 4 FI—Fr #L U
BN, ClER R EGER R BT RN A%, 5 15.2
i RELAR U 2 > S A2 ARAR L. {8 i TR B INATE, FOIL TER N AL i % %
BARKZEAS. HIAETNEEE 5.0 £, W “BiF(X,Y)” EMES, &
A 2 R ) 2

BIF(X,Y) « .

B TR FR B T A HoAb 18R] DL R & R B I (R SO BT
AL FNEERDS N EHINZE, TR EMEFRE L. EXAFT
PHEE T IMRIE 7

CEEER(NY), BEERYX), BEERX,Z), GEERZ,X),
EEER(Y,Z), EEERZY), GEERXX), GEERYY),
s

(

X,Y),
R B (X

Y),
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FEARGIE LB AN
421%.

BEFEE LR R H
MWH X, £203.67%.

FOIL f# [ “FOIL #25” (FOIL gain)Ri&# ¥

F_Gain = 4 X (log2 mf:m, — log, m+n:_+m_) , (15.3)
Hol, sy, o PRI IMEESCF RN T E R E . REIEG my, m-
RN FIIE. REI%. FOIL 2k & v A 5 BB, BN%E
EfIEERE, 3 EAFANERNIEFREANE XEHTRALEFIE
BIBAEARE DT RIS, BRI 3 0f IE G R 7 38 20 FR) SR

EHMHEEES N TP ATHLBEOEMNMUAE WA
“CERER(XY)” S CBEEMX,Y)”, HIMUBEEES 16 M ERR 2
A B, Bt R FOIL 1428 bR B AME 16 x (log, 15 —log, 25) = 13.28. &
SERTEROES, NEE

BIH(X,)Y) « AEERX,Y).

ZHMEE 2 MRl “HIF(15, 1)” 5 “HIF(15,6)” . TR, FOIL By
FELHL N 2 = 005 4 S5 38 T 0 U A R, o 256 A T ) B4R L U i N R U £
b JE, FOIL A F 5 BI B AU 2384 T P AL

FAVEH B R IB W E R RESCFE AN &, W FOIL f8 % His% A HN;
FHAVPBE R RRIISCFE - £ RN 5E, NEE: AR 2 5 f IR &R.

FOIL Al KB /e ar A N2 > 5 098 B vt 2 A i, AT
I T AR A L RN B S F R BURNB IR IR IR EE, R NIR X B8 1
R B R A B2 ) 1A o R R B S R R — I LU 2
X, Bkt — IR ERE R AR E Rk

15.5 1 ANZBIEEFIIT

IHYRIB TR P (Inductive Logic Programming, fi#R ILP) ZE—B#LI
ZHIIANT BHEAZEREIRRE. —HE, XEEANBEIREAZTE
NI KKIRIERE S, 53— 5T, ILP ATEE AN I B AR KM RETE RN
B EFEF (logic program) 944, H 2B K “HN” w4 PROLOG &84
RERIHESHEEA.

KT, MBREEEERBENIIABHRT HE EWE R 6
w, G —JuiBW P H—JGiRE f, BENRBARKIFER P(X), P(f(X)),
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F15E HMUES

RE BT RING ST

P(f(f(X))) BRI LA, ERAEEHIN 2% LB TEEMBEEE T AREE
ST A, AR A BN B, FOIL 2 ) ARE /& T 4 T 0 9000 22 At 72,
U7 38 300 e B 4 R T 95 12 B A 10 SC S T SR, 82 R BB A 1 3%
8 40 FOIL 25 75 U 3 HO 4 36 1E R 3H3E, TT7E5 I\ R BALE
BRZRPEY JFIXBBERTT.
15.5.1 =h—izie

AN TR SR R L O A B, BB — AR
Fi%e B [ B A4 2 52 (grounded fact) M o M R4 S, Tt H TR 35 HEAT 32 44 DAY
A REB 78 36 3. 2 AL BRAETT AR MU R (5 B e B R B, T
DUR R4 e (AN SO

BTG RBCHE4E 5.0 051, HEERNL, &HaBRE “HEFX,Y)” NRETF
(X,Y) BUEMRIB %R, 6 “FLF(1,10)” A “FLF(1,15)” FxdRAIHILE
5351 K |

FIF(1,10) + MRFEEE(L, 10) A BEFEIU(L, 10) A FFEEM(L, 10)
A fil B FERE (1, 10);
BT (1,15) «+ RAFEEE(1, 15) A BFEEEM (1, 15) A fl/BREEHE (1, 15).

BAR, PSRN XS N T Rk ok R BRG], ELULRAB AR, B
U, RATA BN Rk MNERAE “—&K” KRN, HEF XA
HHE, BEMPEAR “B/N—BEZMNH” (Least General Generalization, f&Ff
LGG) [Plotkin, 1970].

G —M A ry M ro, LGG 563 MW KAH R B # ) 3CF, REX XF
PEMIBERNERRE -H#ITER EEEBEENDNCFPHRMRFAZE, &
K LGG(t,t) = t; BUHEMNBHRAFE—MHER, HFEZBFHNATAK
R E HAALE: REXHMARMERSHA s, t, IZED V, WidH
LGG(s,t) =V, FFELUEFTH I LGG(s, t) WAL EH V KA. flinst ki
BIFH RSN, B “FHF(1,10)” M “FEF(1,15)7 , BT XFFEE
“10” # “15” | I ENEEIRA Y, FHE r1 Bl vy PRHEERKALE BT H
B “10” 1 “15” HEHA Y, B3]

BHF(1,Y) «RFEEHEQ,Y) A BEFEI(L,10) A BFEEM(1,Y)
N SRR (L, Y );
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A B [Lavrag and Dze-
roski, 1993] % 3%,

359
FIF(1,Y) < RFEFEEL,Y) ABFEEM(L,Y) AMBRERE(LY).

RIE, LGG 28 v Fl vy FASILFIEHENCE, B LGGC AEHE
ARFTEA HIEE, U LGC T BEAAR. BAABH, EXMIFHE
AW “EEHEW(L,10)” XALFE, FREFN LGG X

FIF(L,Y) « WREERB(L,Y) AFHEML,Y) AMBRELE0,Y).  (154)

A (15.4) AR 1 RE LHABREL. X TR HZE S, BEAF
—%R TR 2 FIRIER AL

FIF(2,10) « BT (2, 10) A BFEFEE(2, 10) A W@ FETL(2, 10)
A BFEEE ] (2, 10) A AUEREERE (2, 10) , (15.5)

F R W ok B R(15.4)5(15.5) LGG. 1 & B X F “HF(2,10)7 M

“HINL,Y)” WX NATERMNEILTEE ‘107 5%8 V7, TEWA
LGG(10,Y) =Yy, KR “10” 5 “Y” SX HIMAL BB BEA Y. &
JG, 2 LGG(2,1) = X FWZBEAARR KT, AW F XA EEEN
— RN

FH(X,Ya) « MAFHERE(X, Vo) A BFEEM(X, Ys) A fUBEE(X, Y2).

LHEKETHERT EEXTF, REA “-” #5. Lix L LGG iLag#
ITREZRMZ B, s, EHEERE “FIF(X,Y)” BHMNNEE%E
BFEA (X,Y) BMRR, ITERMRPEEES i - SHHNXR, BFE
ILP RGRA T AE AT NG R %, & AR RLGG (Relative Least
General Generalization) [Plotkin, 1971], 'E7EV & LGG K% B HH K HE R &
W, KR e MAIERNE X N e « K, K K ERMRPIHERTHEH.

REUEH, LGG BEERFN 11 F oo WA —N AR BRFBR— > A
FAEBRRRIEAL N vy F 1y, HEEZ A BN LGG H—Br A 1. '

FERGZERE I, /18 LGG 25, APk EE R84 N A S
&, BEBRHIULTN SRR DAL, Flant NS H#T 53R

15.5.2 HIF L

EZHEZFP, “HWE” (deduction)s “IHH” (induction) & ANFKINRHF
AP RS Ty 2. RBUR YL, AR M — AR R SRR BA YY), a4
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F15F HMES

TAELRRERLE
FEERFREFRW. S
Jevons BT F ik IE,
RFAA R IR RE
#5142,

T2 AT S H R RS H — R PR, — e e AR R TR A SR BR AR,
MALES2ES BARREE T HA I TERE. 1965 4, BH 45 J. A. Robinson & H,
— AU R B e B R B A — S+ 4 T ¥ LU SR, X B R B
w3 44 [ J3 45 JR 2 (resolution principle) [Robinson, 1965]. —+ 245, ML
B2 K S. Muggleton f1 W. Buntine £t X AN HEHIRE T “¥H45” (inverse
resolution) [Muggleton and Buntine, 1988], XX} JH40ZHFLF BT IR B E
TEZEER.

ETRHERHE, RATTEHCE RSB 5E TR R R E R
f&]; MZETWIEE, AT ETERERREAF M-SR R. T HERAIE L
BRI AR EEE AT, REFHS . THEREAHE.

BEFMNMBEREX CL M Cy R, BARNEETHENR L1 5 Ly; Ak
—#&tE, & L =11 =-Ly, C1 = AVL, Co = BV~L. BE&RBEEFRAN, @i
HEERHENZ LTAE “BHEI” C = AV B. FHEXHaiENm e

(AVB)—{B} =4,  (15.6)
MG R T iR
C=(Ci—{L}Y) V(Ca—{-L}), (15.7)
e |
C=Ci-Cs. (15.8)

B 15.3 45 i T 45 B K — N EAR.

AV L BvV-L

N

AV B

B 15.3 L REHT

5 FHMSEMAR, SRS AKNREDL C MED C; MER T wmME
B Ci(i # 7). BELH C M CL 3K Co, MAAR(15.7), ZLFEATRIR R

Co=(C—(C1—A{L})) v{-L}. (15.9)
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HE X Hh Y.

Eﬁiﬁﬁﬁiﬁ*ﬁﬂﬁgfﬂﬁﬁéﬁ%? [Muggleton, 1995] & X T W52 %
R R g ERE. FUTER p « ¢ EMHRE pV —q, FBREHNEFEHE
FEENT . KEFRFRABRAABAZETFA), NIX I FhERIER:

p+— AANB g+ A

v ion) : . 15.1
K Wiz (absorption) PRy (15.10)
N . . p+—AANB p+AANg

R tificat : . 15.11
##1H (identification) B p Ang {(15.11)
PN #J (intra-construction) : . ﬁ ; A /\pBi— 1 i ;_ A /;Z ek (15.12)
B 4 (inter-construction) : peANB g ANC (15.13)

p—rAB r+A qerAC’

XERAA £ BRXESY, AECHEBHEEERE X Y. AN+, X 0T
FEGR Y RS, 8 Y MEAFRMENTG Y SIS E s
A EE I U 42 B £ 3 L

VA4, MRS HRE ST BRI —MEREN; SHEEENEEARZ
AR, —rBEAL. WRSEERITE - ERRE

“E¥” (substitution)Z2 R LT RS BERAIXNFTHZE. #ilWn
Ao ={1/X,2/Y} B# “C = BEERX,Y) A BAEER(X,Y)” TEE
“C'= CO = BEER(L2) ABFBEE(L,2)”, X {X,Y} N 0 WA
H(domain). SR PHEHREL, —HEHEPHEE “EE4ER” M “HE
B lmER={Y/X} B X EBEHAY, BAIN={1/Y} BY BN 1, X
FERI R ABRIEEN 00 X; 0 M EHNE R 071 = {X/Y}.

“#&—” (unification) 2 H- FLEEHRLHAHZ N EEREXM
Z flnxt “A = AFEERFRQ,X)” M “B = BEFRY,2)”, THI =
{2/X,1/Y} fif “A0 = BO = BFEFEER1,2)” ; LK AMB £ “W&5—
(97 (unifiable), ¥k 0 5 A M B B “&—4F” (unifier). # 6 &—4H—Kri8
BRELAW WE—UTF, BEX W BEREG b 0 HHEEMNKES A F
@=00X MMSAWH “B—HRE—BEHR” X “B—KRE—MHF” (most
general unifier, it 4 MGU), X & ANEHEBEF I REENIMESZ—. Fila
“EEFERQY)” M “BEFER(XY)” Bk 6 = {1/X}, 0, ={1/X,2/Y},
05 =1{1/2,Z/X} &—, BH 6, ZEf 1 MGU.

—IBEBATIHE N, TR A —BRIERER LA Ly M1 Ly, XHA—
Bri®iERIER CL = AV L M1 Cy = BV Ly, HHEE—WT 0 4 L16 = —Ls0,
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E1BE HWES

st C=AVB,H A+C
53B(C=AV B) ¥4

SO AT %ot AT VA

C=(Cr—{L1})oV(Ca—{L2})6 . (15.14)

K, TR AE— T R(15.9) #ITY BRER - @B L. B
FR(15.8), X CL = C/Co M Cy = C/Cy H “YALT” (resolution quotient),
TR, #ALK BRRREDM C M C, WKEHERE Co. XFEA LieCy, {54

E ¢ B, BREM

(G —{Lihg FC, (15.15)

CIXE ¢ KEREE C PHAERER, 28 vars(Ch), BMEARE CL - {L1} 5

C PRI NILFRE—. & ¢ NIERABR vars(Ly) — vars(Cy — {L1}) KE
e, Ly AFETHE C P EMILF, 02 L vars(Lo) ARSI ER, ¢,
5 ¢1 3XRVER T L1, 18 ~Ligr o do = Loy, TR p10¢2060: 4 -L1 5 Lo

I MGU. BRI HE A B ¢10 ¢ 100 61, A 051 For 0, N ER, WE

(~L161)05 " = Lo. TR, KMUFR(15.9), —BrFiHL 2
Cy = (C — (C1 — {L1})61 V {~L16: })65". (15.16)

4 —BMETET Lye Lo 0 1 6y BOZ6EEE S AR —, S0R Toilisd — B3t A
TR S B . R (5 A

ATG R Eda 4R 5.0 A, Boe B A i — & RER 2N

Cr = B (1, X) + MEFRE(, X) ALEFEE(, X);

Co = B (1Y) + WFBFHEREQ,Y) ARAEIQLY).
BRABEHENR “p ANB” Hl “p ANC” KR, TRMEH R
#(15.12) RBEATHIALE. BT Cr, Co TIIIRHEE R ZICH, A OREFHT AN
RS BRI, RATEE— NI ZICIER o(M, N), HFRER(15.12) 53

C' =E1(1,2) + WREFEE(1,2) A g(M,N) ,

K(15.12) FRAETF IR HAS L C1/C R Co/C' AT, ¥ C1/C,
BHRIC FELELNE L MERTUE “HEFHQ2)” A
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BEBH TR AL
1.4 7%,

AQ £ Algorithm Quasi-
optimal #9455 .

RFA T At BRE
B—AFHk.

WEKA % # PRISM #)

RIPPER £ %] T 1k C4.5
P FA B XIF R

“=q(M,N)” . ¢ RFRPAKIEE, BEFEI—ZFAN “qM,N) «?”
KB, AR RS TR, FEREREE T #5888
i, HEBRATE ~q(M,N) fE4 L. HR(15.16), FEM: L = ¢(1,9),
b1 = {X/Z}, ¢ = {1/M,X/N}, 6, = {X/S}. it 1 8 {3 S B0 AT ok
HIBERA “9(1,8) « SHERHE(,S)” . REMBTRE C/C AR
“q(1,T) + WFEEIQ,T)” .

RSB — K4 KU RE B 3 K B BRI, XS 1 T B B T AR 8
FEFMRPAREENF R, FMRARAEBUEEERL. HAZIRHAK
FIEAATEN N THAEX, flan “q” BWE “EHeF” 7 “FM”? “EF
HHE” 7 eeees X BRI I F AR S U i — 2D B AR T BE BA .

FHEEEFHRMORINBT A ETFHEARNBEATHIALE. EREES
W, ILP REUEE & B M LA R—ARN, REESE RN —RELSHEA
iAot — % 5. :

15.6 [RAiE#t#l

HMUE R “FF5ENE¥]” (symbolism learning) 1 FERE, BHEFH
AT HINLAE 22 S H R Z — [Michalski, 1983]. [Fiirnkranz et al., 2012] X 3K
2IHT HBRATEEE. '

PP BB RN ST IEAIES, & 57 [Michalski, 1969] i) AQ 14
R, AQ ERRBHR—NHER, HoHEE L KH AQL5 [Michalski et al.,
1986]. AQ17-HCI [Wnek and Michalski, 1994] %, 28R HHI%, B
AQ TE% > i RBEBEHLPkE — X IE RBIE b R F P RR VISR, FEBIEE IR
S AQ M BEARE. PRISM [Cendrowska, 1987] fi# gk 7 X/ 4 &, % &
Pl RRA BTN TR, BN AN SRR IR R
PHR B AR BRI A E R KEMN R, TR EIHARKZ— R, Bk
JEEFRIEARE EMRMELE. BR PRISM MR AQ, HILTE X4
RWEAK, BERKE, ERIMNEIFRRRUEE .

CN2 [Clark and Niblett, 1989] RALRE R, £&FEHBIH-E 1 E M
M| 355, [Fiirnkranz, 1994] &ox H G BYB RN 22 3] i Bl & AR #.
RIPPER [Cohen, 1995] /i @RI % X HoR B S, ‘CR& T 2KV 24
75, RN S S PR I R S B IR G EX, fEE £ ER C
5 RIPPER A Z AR iy N2 5 B B = 7K .

KRR — BN NG T [Winston, 1970]; BT Air BHEIN) 2% 3 MR A 58
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F15F AMUEI

iR IBEEREAAE
159,

FRUERAESs, — BB 2% S FF R85 BUR B, FOIL i 28 B B # SR MR 10 A R
W% A D —r % 3], ZEARZBAAE MR, 6l 2010 R MR K
FFRM “KIEF%N” (Never-Ending Language Learning, fj#% NELL)t
RIENR A FOIL K% ] HARTE S T HIE XK & [Carlson et al., 2010]. R % 3k
A W — R BN 22 33 5 R R RN A B AR R W BT, AR RAE T
HTEAEEIRE.

[Muggleton, 1991] 3 HH T “HHZH/E P & it” (ILP) XM ARIE, £
GOLEM [Muggleton and Feng, 1990] F Wik T4 2 M\ iy @ B 8L B — By
W SR, HHSLT BEE EESR ILP R B/ 24k (LGG)
B F i [Plotkin, 1970] &, GOLEM /A T RLGG. PROGOL [Muggleton,
1995] 4 33 13 45 B3 K 12 4 (inverse entailment)JFE/S T B 0R. HiBHA
KA EIEER — L HH#E [Mugegleton and Lin, 2013]. BT ILP ZE KM
WJLFREE# 4 PROLOG %2 E R FHR# MM, T PROLOG EEXXASA
R AT, Bk ILP RO EENS %] IR TRMNEZENRE. PROGOL
[Muggleton, 1995] 1 ALEPH [Srinivasan, 1999] N K ILP &4, K&
ABEEEARTERT ILP KI5 H I, Datalog [Ceri et al., 1989] %%k
RS T IR, BN F M T SQL 1999 b5/ IBM DB2. ILP
HHNEERYE [Muggleton, 1992; Lavraé and Dzeroski, 1993], 3 A& %]
I E b3 g A2 7 vt (ILP).

ILP S4B R, BAEEYBIRZHEMN B RES LEEAES DG — L&
B [Bratko and Muggleton, 1995), 1L ] RS Xk A DL A 2, LE[Z, il
R RAEG T E  NGR G2 2] — @ M. EFERMEE LA F I B ARENE
Z NS, 78 & 41E B ARNES S, BHERE K EEEZ Y
Bk, FHLHIL T — SN2 S 5%t = IS E NS, Bland E1E )
GIBIEFE BT S AR AL “ MR H QB AR T (probabilistic
ILP) [De Raedt et al., 2008]. 4 JUH-37 19 o 145 5 I 7 (B 4838 X i) “ X2 N
-4 g (relétional Bayesian network) [Jaeger, 2002] 4%. HL |k, ¥XFRE
555k ML & RS D RBR — KRS, TR GB B H &t £
R EEAR, Rt EEAREAE MR XREE [Friedman et al., 1999]. 1
Hﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁf?(Bayesian Logic Program) [Kersting et al., 2000]. /RA] KiZ%H
M (Markov logic network) [Richardson and Domingos, 2006] 25, 4884 “&it
KR (statistical relational learning) [Getoor and Taskar, 2007].
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BN EE 2.0 L p.76
%41

HAHIELE 2.0 L p.86
% 4.4. ‘

E S Rkbe—Wid
ui‘ﬁu N

15.2

15.3

15.4

15.5

15.6

15.7

15.8

15.9*

15.10*

X REE SR 2.0, el fE A ST, BT B T T RS
F AT NS

X REHELR 2.0, R4 EREP AN EXTF . FEEFHRNE
BERFATHNEAL, BT B R RS H ar RS,

MW T EE A ORIl RIPPER %, 37078 R4 2.0 L%
ep S WE

PRI >t BE T SRR BOR AT 2% 20 . WA R AW RO SRR (B AL B 7 5,
BT 7R BT NEIRE 2.00 L2 Har L.

MM FTEE A O 42Tl RIPPER &, A HE € XML
&, ETEREIESE 5.0 L0 —Fr 4.

XTPEREELE 5.0, WA HHMEBERFEIMS “ER(X,Y)” .

WAEB: X F A vy Ml o, AEERRERFALN r1 Al ryy R

HENIN LGG B—M AR Y.

AR AT REIESR 5.0 1 LGG &4

—Mr R FARXE M HE XWAR, B P, ts,....t,), P P
RBHERRERS, , Kh I, TUEREBRE R, LEE Kb
BFAR. W—WRTFARE, FIES S = {E, Es,..., E,}, R&IT
—ANEEKAH MGU.

T 58 N 22 S FRAE 5 — AT, 208K 2SR
T B B 78 5 BRI VI SRR P 25, X RS0 L SRS SR S ST
TR0 MR o BIAE, 784 52 ML 7 o 2 I A 75 % PR BT R AU
(6] AR S 1 (ELZ SRR 18 J5 82 2% S I AR AT RE S % IO AL R .
R —FABIBRAE G KR 2 3] S 3%
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MRE: YBFIEREFE - T RATE

AQZFIHERANFIHXREHMNEERR, TEX
WARNBFIER., ZERZFRFRXEFE . T AR
#7# (Ryszard S. Michalski, 1937—2007).

Rt R L WRANENAER L FER, 1960 FEH LK

#. #E. sx2¥E. ENBFE L FA, AEERGAARE (Bled, JE H

BXRT) FATH FCIP 2 LA % T AQ. 1970 #th 4 £ B UIUC 4%, M

FEEEH#—FERRT AQAI LS. TR RN ERNEYIHRWTEER

AZ —. 1980 %1t 5 J. G. Carbonell. T. Mitchell —#2 7L Fif & K ¥4 4

THE—RNBFEIFEL, 1983, 1985 EXHRTHE =, =K, IANRFI#Fit

S REBEREFNES I 2 (ICML); 1983 45, TR Y RENE — T %

HERT GHLB¥Y: —RATE R XANEST & - B RN RN EE,

FRLET. 1986 4 Machine Learning ) ¥, ¥ 5 /R {7 3 & R AT = 4u %8 2 —. 1988 4
AR LT FEEHRRY, FEARRANBE I EME R —NEL.







AR “HEFT

FI6E BUEEFEI

16.1 FE5%E

BANERE—T AR MRAEFZ LR, N—FFRImEH, e e
Ky HERE. BREE. R, Gl — B ROk v . BEEERWORE, Bl
A FIE SR KRG, E R B AR X 38R N353 B 28 58, WI7e
A L RATPATENRAE (B, FIE) N, FFAR IR EINEARE, 2
e LA T 2 T B AR S A B e, A B 2 — A ST R B (B, K AR
REMMNT). AT XMIN, RS RE P AWER, REA G845 8L
AR S, XS REHR AR, B2 “iEH4 7 (reinforcement learning).

£

16.1 BAFIET

B 16.1 45 H TR EE ST — MR EIR. BRALSE SIE S B ) D/R ARk
KiT#E (Markov Decision Process, fAiff MDP)XRKHiid: HLasib T35 E #, R
SZEA X, HPEMRE 2 € X RIBRAEIWIARHRIR, WAERTES
bR RN KA RS, P8R REUKISIEM AL T 3hEE ] A, Infi
WREPAERK. WARKE. FHAAR KRS Z Mg ERE 514
NE o € AEFITESEPRE = b, NVETERIHH AL P AR\ SRS
HRMREL D 5 —ARE, WREPRE DK, BHEFINERAK, MREK
B KRR, WEH —ERMEKEERE, B —ERNMELERE; %%
B 5 —ARERIFR, AR “RF” (reward) KB R RGN
—NRE, IRR RN N H +1, INE RSN —10, BAFMHT
SF RS R +100. SRR, SIS [ UTG4 E = (X, A, P, R),
HAP: X xAx X - RIFETREFHEBYE, R: X x Ax X > RIEETX
B EARNAT, RERHTRNEREEBEXR, WR: X x X —R.

B 16.2 45 T —ME BB L7 REK K B/R AT KRR RE. ZAESF
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F16FE BLEY

M 16.2 £&EKEAFMMN L RTRARiLE

HANARS(ER. Sk, 8K, BT)MBEANSIME@RK. TEK), £ —
LB, FHRSRAREMNEERRARR 1, MEKsuEK R -1, X
it o PE K B AN B K AT LR A RS, SN ER TR R 5 R & /ME —100 A
TEKRE. B ARTREER, §ikFH o,p,r THRTISBOREEBH
e, BBEMERULERRNRE. FEEH, BIUKKE “@F7 RE&EED

AR “BEK” L R KT OREEESME RBK” | 1 “BUK” RFEEF

BBk AR R ORESTRBERIE.

THER NB” 5 B AR, FlmEMTRES D, FERENAE
KHBREF; £ TFHXIZES, IR A 5X T LS AT, 5N
BARBEEYHEER. B2, EXRSTRENES . XEKRBENZHLG
IR, HLE R BRI IR BHAT ISR MRS, th R sl MR B R
FRPPR AR 8] ) 2 BRI AN FR 5. '

PLESEM AR I AEF S AW ZHA M 8 — A “3KM%” (policy) m, R
XA, FRE ¢ TRBEARMERITHENME o = n(2), FIINEZENERS
RGUKI, BEIRFBIE “BRAK” . RWERFRRTTE: — MR EBERN
B X — A, BEMERIEEARXMER, H—MEMERS7: X x A~ R,
BENLIE SRR XM R, m(x, o) HRFE ¢ TIBFEIME o MR, XEWIH
Yoo m(xr,a)=1.

RIS IR T RIAPATIX — S 5 BB BAREE, HlanEA sEmg e
BINEHESE, EHRRRE SR, 5H— N REFH L TER, ERNRREHSR



16.2 K-iRENEE

373

A K-EEEE

.

K. EBRLFEIEST, 2I0EHHEE R G KNBREERAUHE
. K RREHF M ETR, HANE “ T 5 2REH” EF YLl
Ry PHNBRER” B[S0 viren], H r 2R3 ¢ SIRBIRHE, E X
™A TR BN R SR E.

BHE B CEBE R Y 5B RERN. FRIZER RS 3t
N AW EE SR R “BIET RN AR, WATE W, e
R CRME T SERR LAY T IRE IR H RET (B3 ERERN)E
“J| 87 (LB RELEN), MAERIFTZN. ERRRR, 7k
SR W P RERCREARED RE-ARiL” X)), BEZ, BEAR
EEFISEN ORE T B 24501, RASERZERBRE, 4 i
“REB” ZHETRIZERT EMRBEATEY. Bk, BUAEIEREMEN ETE
EBA “IEBRFMSfEE” HRE S R E.

16.2 K-1RE R

16.2.1 HRESHFA

H—R W B¥AARE, BUEIEFHEALEREL PIEZEA N
83|, RERMAGEHBILERFERNEE: BRRDEE, IMUEE—P
B FEENE, IEEXHENELERL T, BUEINERBZEIFTEES
A, B A HLA Tl i 2R RN BIE = 45 R, TR I HEE & il
25DV 24 R AN B .

MEBEARANE SR E TN TH: —R—RBIHEGANIEF RO, =
RBEPITREBRIIENE. HEENIENNNEERE— e E, Bazzid—
WA B E[ERE TR R B K BhE. AT, E—RERRZ, — N ERXR
FEARE T MRS, SR — KRR AR DI RS P L B (A

SEps b, BP SRS ST T — AN EREE, B “ K- (K-
armed bandit). W& 16.3 iR, K-BEMENA K MEE, BEEEBA—
WHEAEEE THET—NMEE, §MEE D —E MR HEE T, HXAM]
REFEFEAGIE. WEAER B AR R — & MRS B K B SR K, BIERE R
ZHRE.

FHIXARMBANFEE NI ERLE, WARKAH “UIKRZEK” (exploration-
only)¥: ¥HAMZEN S FHNM RS ENMEE(HRBIETEMEY), &5
AR & B Pk fE R AR L BB UG . B DO BT R
B KMBh1E, MATRA “{NFIH” (exploitation-only)ik: # F HaT& LI (BN E]
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16.3 K-#Z A=

HArA I PR E BRI RS, 58 SN EE RSN, WA RELEER—A.
B, “NRR” EHRRFRETEMEENRE, HSRERSEERNR
Brbls; “NRIR” BEUER, BREREFUATHEEHELE, RTREE
EARBIBANEE . Fik, X7 EEE DB 4 R H & KA.

HELE, “BRE” BMETHBBERNE)M “FA” (MEFELWRALE
BYXHERTEN, BAZRREEPEBETH)ER, mE7T —HFN&E
REISH—F, XRERBUEIFEHER “RE-FHFR” (Exploration-
Exploitation dilemma). Z8R, A BRREE K, N LHERRSFIFHZ XK
BT,

16.2.2 B>

e TNETE T — MR R R R AR AT SRERN, Bl e B
BHATIRER, BIDA SR BRI —/MEE; DL 1 — e RIMERBATAI A, BlIE#E
LAFEHRE RS RRE EF 2, NRENEER—).

2 Q(k) IEFRBE £ KPR, HEE KT n Ik, BEKEE R
V1, V2, ..., Uy, WPEHRE S

Q) == i (16.1)
=1

FHEEMREN(16.1)THHEFHRE, WFTER o MRHE BR, FERHH
Mok RN WEBATHE R, B —JORSLENER Q(k). NG TRk
TR AR, WA Qo(k) = 0. MTAERK n> 1, HE n— 1 REREH
TR Qno1(k), MIELTH n KEZRIKBREH v, J5, FHRENEFH

Qn(k) = %((n —1) X Qn-1(k) + vn) (16.2)
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{ 1
A(16.3)% &£ 1642 ¥ — 1 B )

* 3. Qn-1(k) + n (vn — Qn-1(K)) - (16.3)

Qi) #= count(s) £-#42
REF PR R TSGR
+RE.

FE[0,1) F A RMALE.

ENE 2SS ¢

K(16.2) ZAT-FH LK.

XHE, ERBE R AL DRI T LRI ME: D2 n — 1 FIEIEFE
BE Qua(k). eTULEIERAMNE 16.4 PR

WA BEH K,

LR R,
HRRET;
WRME e
R
1. r=0;
2:Vi=1,2,... K : Qi) = 0, count(s) = 0;
3: fort=1,2,...,T do
4: if rand()< € then
5: kE=M1,2,..., K " ABS A BEHLIE R
6: else
7: . k=argmax; Q%)
8 end if
9 v=R(k)

10: r=r+uv
11: Q(k) — Q(k)xcount(k)+v

count{k)+1
12:  count(k) = count(k) + 1;
13: end for

With: BREH -

16.4 R uEH%k

FHRELFAT LB, PR AR SR, T 2 MR,
BRI e {8, HIEE AT B, Bl ARET I, N>R
BB AR I R SR B, W REH e /b, WHEAS e I MB/MIH L,
0.1 2 0.01. R, HERRBIEK, ML — BTG, BE R EHME
REFHOIE AL R, AHFERR, BMEL T Wik ¢ BE 2R KR iz
WD, Bling e =1/Vt.

16.2.3 Softmax

Softmax BIEHET 24 BT CL40 9428 T3 R B St R AR L HEAT 4R . 3
SRR TR AT 2 TR E A 2 AR TR A 2 5 bR B T 2
B 5 T H AR RS, ) (TR B A 28 th B 5 T 7
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Softmax Sk H 1% & X 1) 4 Bt 2 & T Boltzmann 44

P(k) = , (16.4)

Hep, Q) WRAMBER PR, > 0%A “BE” , r BUNUFERE
R A E RS, 7 T 0 I Softmax ¥ T “MUFIA” , r BT
FIKET Softmax WK T “IUHRR” . Softmax HILHABUE 16.5 Fio.

WA BEH K,
RERH R,
ERIRE T,
% 4 /7% X(16.4)80 & BESR T.
# o
1: r=0; .
Q(l) ﬁ“ count(i) h\ﬁ‘]‘bﬂ 2: VZ — 1, 2’ . K . Q(Z) — 0, count(i) — O;
RER i PRAPR 3 fort=1,2,...,T do
e 4 k=M1,2,..., K PHRER(16.4)EHLEI
ARERALTME. 5. v=R(k);
6: r=r+uv;
K(16.2) ZH-FH R K. 7. Qlk) = Q(lzzoiiiulxcl;+§lclz+v;
8:  count(k) = count(k) + 1;

" 9: end for

L THIEE A

16.5 Softmaxf ik

e OHILE Softmax BIEPMHS, FERRTRENH. 5 TEEN
HWMECNIZER, BB — MBI T B 2-RE R EHLKEE 1 UL 04
RIMERIREIRE 1, BL 0.6 FIMERIZ[EIZE 0; #BH 2 DL 0.2 KIMEFRIRFI R 1,
P 0.8 AR B[22 0. B 16.6 B T ARIBEEARSH T T RER
LR, Hrp R h 43 N T EHE 1000 KREHKFHER. T IE H, Softmax
(T =0.01) F#LS “DUFIH” M#Z/LPFES. '

T EECRESEE BHEEMER R LR ZPmE I ES, —FERKS
R ERE EEMEEEE A K-BB RS AE, FARLESIES
H BRRFORAE K-BE WIS ET R RE, Mgy EERT
FMRE: NEPREFHLRENER AR SA-FHRRREER
B, EF IR EESRNEE RMTXFNBIEERE BRI, BA e’
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16.4 7 ¥R R 4e
lig 2
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040 -
; s-/ﬁl: (e=0.1)
! T P————
1 ~77 Softmax (z=0.1) e
4 74 T e RS (e=001)
A 035 - -
3K | A A
X e Softmax (z=0.01)
e
Kond
= 030
e T
0,25 s o e s "
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000

XK EK

16.6 RF) fikE 2-4E AT AL L6 b gk HbER

[ EBANEE LS /R R PG AR S5 0. 75 16.3 TS F 2, HRAN
% 1E Ty R ] RSO R I, T mTA SEHE W R 7M.

16.3 BHEEIZY]

B2 A SRS, H AR R 455 A B R m Rk S RE DY e
E = (X, A, P,R) ¥R B0, XFEIBE AN “HERIE 407, BIMLES X R8st
AT T 8B, BEAEALAS Py PRIl tH 5 PR B A [R] B AR R RS 78 B A Y 1) IR 85
HEES R “HEREIZ3]” (model-based learning). BB, X-FAEERE =, 2/
MBE a, TE o RE FRATENE o BB R o/ WEWHE Po ., RO, 258
B RIS H Re,  WR AN, AET IS, AU ERBCRESZ | X f3hiE
28 A BIAER.

16.3.1 HREGITE(L

FERCTY AN, XM HNE m BB vH RIS ORI B . &
B V™ (2) ROANWCRES o R, (EFISRRG o PTi sk RARKEY, ¥ Q™ (2, a)
RARMRE ¢ MK, PATENE o G B EHER » Wk BERE R, KEH
V()RR “REMERE” (state value function), Q(-) FRHA “RE-ZEE K
#” (state-action value function), - HFERFgEE “RE” L LAFEE “R
ST ERERER.
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XA E N FEXARN
Bellman % X..

HE-REMERTF.

H R B E S, BRSERE

{fo(m) B b inle=a|, THRREE 69

VI(z) = Ex [S055 Viresn | o = 2], v #INBEBRHK.

BORTEE, JE AR S EIR P R BN, BB,
METF N EER S EIA. 4 xo BARRIRE, ao %TE%«R"‘J:%EXH’J%—
ANEHE; WF T 5 BREH, H T ¢ BREERITHRSH. BRITERE-H1E
(R

Q(x,0) = Ex[3 Y1_; ¢ | 70 = x,00 = al; (16.6)
Q7(x,0) = Ex[3)15 viresr | 2o = z, a0 = a].

BT MDP B DR AT KA, BIRGE T — i 20 (R A5 ey 24 BT 220 R
SRE, MEBT UEEFPRS, TRERFERELKEEER T T
BRXFEH

=

3
| e |
N| =
N

—Zrt|x(3=x}
t=
T
lrl-i-%%gnlmozm
T—
era Z z_m,( o o+ T

N

1 1 T-1 .
— !
T ﬁ;rtlfvo—{vD

a€A z’'eX

T-1
=> w(z,a0) Yy Po,y ( S o+ —T—V;J_I(m')) ) (16.7)
a€A z'eX

KO, T FrBRREH

Vi(z) = Z n(z,a Z e ot (Ra g + V7 (). (16.8)
a€A r’eX
FHEENE, EEET PM R B, 2T TUBMTEMEREFF.
EE RS R, R RS RSSOk E AR, Lk LR RS
HRNEE. NT VE, R8s —ET %, BRRVINES 52, ME
REIVIEE Vi R, Bl —REREETTE HEMNRER R RE Vi, W
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WA: MDP Ut E = (X, A, P, R);

B VEAL SR
BREHSHT.
R
Viz) Az HBEREFR. LVzeX: V(z)=0;
2: fort=1,2,...do
X (16.7) 418 B %L 30 Ve eX: V(2)=3,cam(@a) Y pex Plyw (AR2,, + 52V (2);
4: ift=T+1 then
5: break
BABRRATRTE 6: else
FIHGERERTHFRET 7 V=V
FRBETF o 4= R R 8 endif
K. 9: end for

Wi RESEREV

'H1&7£ﬁT&%ﬁ%ﬁ%i%ﬁﬁﬁ%

MIRE B R, B — R ATE i B VT, - Bl 16.7 P AP

87 ERIAR, ST T B8R, AFER T Rl aeR ik i s %
, NTVE, BT A 7E ¢ IRKNET 0, Bt W e F 2RI EE, Rk
A 035 16.2. 16.7 HEII5E 3 AT IRYE K (16.8)HEAT B k. bAh, H THIEF RESBHIRE IR,
B R E —ME EUHEN. B LR R E— AN EE 0, HAERIT —RIEREER
BN 0 WESZ L MR, B 16.7 X 47PNt =T+1FE

Bh

max [V(z) — V'(z)] <6 . (16.9)

z€X

B TIRSERE VY, e A E R SEER

Q%(.’L‘,(J,) Z n:—)o:"(T -—>z’+ TlVT 1( ))

Qg (a:? a) Z :E—)m’ (Rg—m:' + Py‘iy’ﬁ (ml))

(16.10)

16.3.2 SREGHUH

X RS B BRI H AT AN 5, FRIVE IR, U R 52
X HEAT SO EAR O SRR B BE R AL R

¥ = arg max Z V7™ (z). (16.11)
T zeX
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F16FE BLES

— AR SIS T REE SRS, B R T MR E R VR
A EARAE RS, B
Ve e X :V¥z)=V"™ (z). (16.12)
TR, MRS M EARK R (16.12) (1) V* A & B AR SEms %o B I 48 B8 3, vt
BRSBTS A= ) R T RE LITE SEN A S, HF
|A|PXT B[R] () S 25 S 2 TR) T AR, B B AR IR SR R “ R AR 1,
EI6E HE R BT B AR ) R BB R K, AR D B E R .

H T B 0B B i R AR B (E C X Bk, [ T % T T Y Bellman 55
2(16.7)F1(16.8) i — ™l BIREXS B4R I RAN B MR

V7 (z) = max E Pl (7R e + T Vi ()5

(16.13)
V’Y( I‘?Eaj(wé:x w—-)a:’( Tz’ +7V ( ))
ez,
V*z) = x&ajcQ” (z,a). - (16.14)
RN (16.10) AT B HARE-Bh E(E BF
Q’;’(x?a') E a;—)z’(T z;'+ T fl],laxQT 1(',‘6 a’))
(16.15)

Q,’.‘;(.’II, CL) xé:x x«—)m’( T—s! + 7512%(@7(.77 ,(J,’)).
T BALE R B, BB Bellman 27, HmE— R Bt AL

Ak Bellman 25307 T AR BAR S B HCHE 2 M0 M4 1 30 2
Y BTIRIRIIRIE. BAR, TORE I Mo R s T 1. AR5 B S I % LA
oWy !, BRI QT (2,7 (2)) > V™ (x), Ll v 70 BALLE A,
B 50(16.10) AT A H i HEA S X ‘

Vi(z ) < Q"(z,7'(z))
Z a;—gz)' 1'—(:2’ +7Vﬂ(w,))

z'eX '
(w) ' (x) YA T

< 3BTRS, + 4@ (7))
z’eX )
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|A(z)| & = KRETFHA
Tih .

A(16.7) EAE R K.

X(16.10)3 F Q 14.

— V7 (a). (16.16)

B R BN T R 58 — U SOk A 2 SR R B Y, BRI T 4 A SR8 7, AT
TBCC s ot '
7'(z) = argmax Q" (z, a), (16.17)
acA

HE o' 5 —8 NERERN, BRBHL T &I Bellman 3, BIHE] T
AL

16.3.3 HHE K SE%AK

F AT /N T R AT A0 T AT WA — A SR PO (L R B, LA S 7 S VA U 4
RGBT BN, B, P 45 K Bl AT 79 SR AR B AR AR 1 7 -
AT S (B 3 S BELSRIE ) R, JEHEAT SRV AS, SRR SO S WS, A
BSOS SRS, TR SRS, e R R AROAT SRS VPA RIS, B 31505
WS AR IE. XML R “ RIEIE” (policy iteration).

16.8 44 B SRR, METERT T 5 BB H SR RER E,

#A: MDP WG4l E = (X, A, P, R);
BREHSHT.
T
Ve X: V(z)=0, n(z,a) = |A(1z)|;
2: loop
3: fort=1,2,...do

& Ve EX:V/(2) = Yaenm(@,0) Dyrex Py (LRE,, + V(@)
5: ift=T+1 then
6: break
7: else
8: V=V
9: end if
10: end for

11:  Vz e X :n'(z) = argmax,c 4 Q(z,a);
12:  if Vz: 7'(z) = n(z) then

13: break
14: else

15: T=nmn
16: end if

17: end loop
W BLEEE

16.8 AT T F RREFHREANKI %



382 3 E16E ‘LY

S 95165 NS BOH T R0 SIS RV, KU AT BT 37 R M5
W, SO R VI R 5 A0 LA T SO0 A, S
HOB R

2 (16.16) FT 400, SRS S50 5 1L R 0 RSO R — SO, RS A SR e
M E RS, BB (16.13) "I 48

{VT(.T) = MaXeeA ) yex Prp ( Ry o+ T 1VT 1(:5’)) (16.18)

V,Y(x) = maXgcA Ez'eX Pa)—m’ (Ra:—m:’ + ’YVY(:E,)) .

TR 18 BH %R (value iteration) Bk, WK 16.9 Fior.

#WA: MDP UGl E = (X, A, P, R);
%*/\%R/ﬁ T
WEUBE 6 .
T
LLVeeX: V(z)=0;
. 2: fort=1,2,...do
A(16.18) ZATE & 4. 3 VzeX:V/(x)=maXeed Y pex Plre (R ,. + 52V (2);
if max,ex |V(z) — V()| < 0 then
break
else
v=v
8: end if
© 9: end for

X(16.10)3H Q14. Hith: %R m(z) = argmax,c 4 Q(z, a)

16.9 AF T HFERLREEREE
FRR v Prin B, AFEKE 16.9 BEPE 3TN

Vz e X :V'(z) = max Z
z'EX

—-)x’ :z:->z’ + 7V("I",)) . (16‘19)

M EHMEETE S, FEH MM R I ES RS AR TR
KSR 5RBEIAR, XEH R EBZIEED, MEIE RS
BB IFHIBHAE. '

16.4 HIERZES)
ISR R IES T, ABENEBER . XERBEFERAESRM, &
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AR “RAERFE T

ERFFFELAL 147
;1451 F PR LR
TREERBRFF ik

BRAMEIRE T —IE S ORE. BRI R TR, WKy
“HAETFS]” (model-free learning), XA BB F N ENAMR L.

16.4.1 BHFFRILEFES]

TERBBETE T, REEEA LT SeiB 2 () n] R SRS TO IR 1AL, 1X 2
FRAUCR AT RB AN R, Mk, REE RS HATIERE K 3)
fE, RIWBEEBFREMGRIMNRE. 2 K BEBEHNR L, —MEZNR
BV ATTERZ IR RAE” | ARG KBS R FRAE N R H
BIERL, XFRA SRR F B, T RN PR, BRI &
TR T 2 EREERBENEIES.

77, FRIEREEAMG T RRSER I V, TR R E DR
AHEERE Q RIKE. LA TN, NV B Q BRFE LM,
MBERUCRAE, X I, TR, AT AR V &R Q, Bift
T ORE-FE” KEREL

UhAh, EREERAPER T, PLE RN —MREEREEEHRESE
B )FFIRERRIRER, T SR & AR T HX MRS 4 ATl vk, B AEiX
BT T IRIESEIL. BB R MRS R R G TS T R FIF 4R, A RERLE
FEMEERESD R —NREIF. Bk, RATR G R R b B P& R I& 1
R FHAlvHERIS-SHEXT B R 3L

LREER, EEIRMMBRET, BAINEGRES B &, 1AM EIEHT
KFE, PAT LIRS T 0 IR

< g, 00,71, 21,01, 72, -« -, TT—1, AT—1, 7T, TT >,

WG, ML BT —XPRES-B31E, WRILE KR E M, 1E0ZRE-3)
PRSI — R BBV SCRAE. 2RI R 2 405, BB DRE-SIEXH
SRR BCRREEIAT 1, BEFLRA-ZEE R0t

AR, SOBA R A E R B o, AR B B AR RIREPE. &
T, BATHIHEME A T RERF M), BIXT TSRS R —A 3k, BHEH
XFER RS EEATRAE, R BB R Z EA L. X5 K SERENR “X
AR ST e A (D A e R, R AT R R B R 3T B A, BIE ] e 3%
D%, PA e BIBER M SIE B S BEHLEE A, L1 — e BOBER G A i 5
WBhE. BATRHEENERI NS 7 B “JRAARAE " | FEIRIR SRS EAEH e300
e V)
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F16E BEFES

BAERAE —A R,

BAH QR B IRE.

KMF s ik,

A RS-

A RARLEK

K(16.2) ZH P LK.

ARIEAE T B AT B R

w(z) = {ﬂ(x)’ DR L - (16.20)

A FUSBRIERNE, DIBEE e

S F B KB R B R GG 5KE = arg max, Q(z, a), o e TOHIE n¢ #2477
%ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ/ﬁﬁ‘u&qﬂ WIBERRE 1 — e+ (g, MM ERRBEYIE R RERZ 5.
&, WA SR AT RS ORI, T 2 VR AR K &7 A AR R () SRAE B

5 RIS RAEIERA, A S £ DIl AT R VR Ah J5, [ 2N 5
B AT SCEE. BT E 1 18 SR ot I R A Tiﬁ(lﬁ.l6)§%%ﬂ@$iﬂﬁ, i #e
AN BETRAR SN VE R SR, W TR RG R 7, H 000 RIg n AR
¢ MR35I S IR BT 1R, BRI T B 6 0 R S ', DR
Q"(z, 7' (z)) > V™ (x), TRK(16.16) 1L, B FT LA RIF:J7 iR EAT SRS

K 16.10 45 T LRGSR EERR, XEPIFE SBEEERER - %
g, RIFRY “FISKA%” (on-policy) F M FFBMALFE I F L. Bk PRHEWE
KA RN, SR L —FE, sREZTE RKTE “RE-301E”
X SRS bR AT ST

A B E;
HEZEI A;
BIFRE wo;
RIEPAT S H T.
R
1: Q(z,a) =0, count(z,a) =0, n(z,a) = |A(1x)1;
2: fors=1,2,... do
3. 1E B AT AR
< Zg,00,T1,%1,81,72, ..., LT—1,0T—1,TT,TT >}
fort=0,1,...,T—1 do '
R= T t Ez =t+1 T4

Q(x¢,a¢) Xcount(zs,a4)+R |
Q('xt’ at) count{zy,as)+1 ’

count(xs, a;) = count(ze, a:) + 1 .
end for
MEEE RS
(2, 0) = arg max,, Q(z,a’), DR 1 - ¢
’ ISR N A FIERENI1E, CIEE €.
10: end for

Rl SR

B 16.10 FIRAREHFTFRLEIEE
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AHAT—AaHH
RAAS I F— A2
FTHHE, HRAFTEHR
# (importance sampling).

FIEBFFETRLEIRERATAENR UL EE. R, 5/ e
DR TET RISV, AR IFAFE 00, Lhr LRSS ELGE
IR RIE(FE D00 ) SRE. A, Rem{NAE RGP I 51N e T, T 7E SR I X
B Sk SR R SRS e ?

XESERATATH. A ABAAFE IR « o’ SRFE=4ERAEE, BER
XAETEAN ORE-FEN” BRBERMEBAR. —&E, K3 f EREL A
p FHEIETRIEN

Mﬂzéﬂ@ﬂmm, (16.21)

I AR p LIREE {21, 22, ...,z } RAGVE f OISR, B

R 1 &

Em=5;ﬂw- (16.22)
FHHIAT =N q, WRE f EMES A p THREHRAIENHE N

E[f] = /mo8ﬂw (16.23)

ERAFN B f(x) EAA g FHRHE, FHELE ¢ LR {2,
Th, ..., xh} AR

%Z z E;’f; Flah) . (16.24)
=1 t

(B 20 BATT 0 [ B3R, A FH M B SRAF BHIZE SR VP Al SR 7, SEFR B2
Xt RRKH TSR

1 m
a)=— ;ri . (16.25)
U G BSRAEESRVEAS S o, WA TS BAURBOIAY, BY
P7|"
Q(z,a) = j{: Ibw,rz, (16.26)

Heh Pr A1 PT A RIRREAN A KR, TR — &5
ﬁ (.’EO, ap,T1y.--,27-1,07-1,7TT, wT)a %Bﬁ 7T Fiﬁﬁﬁmm%%

H ™ 171,,(]4) a;z_)x 41 (16.27)
=0
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FL6E BUES

KA SRR IS E.

RHE s ik

FEHRBERK

TS E RRER.

X(16.2) EHFHEK.

ARYEAL F AT B R

BERZXEMB THHNEBEME P, |, (BA(16.24) 5 SLhs A T AN REEHE
RIHE ’

pr Tl
=11

1=0

ﬂ'(xi, 0,7;)
71"(;);1:7 ai)

(16.28)

o ATREMEREETT o’ B« 1 e 200l W m(zi, a:) RENR 1, 7 (24, a0)
N 1 — e+ g, TRBBEMFM r BATPMAET. B 1611 5HIHT “FH
B%” (off-policy) Ze4F-RkZ AL 2E S BIEARI IR

BN TR E;
BhEZ[A] A;
HRIRRE zo;
HKEEPATSH T
puycH
1: Q(z,a) =0, count(z,a) =0, n(z,a) = IAlz)I;
2: for s=1,2,...do
3: #E EF%%HT 7 ) e T SRS P HE BT
< Z9,Q0,71,21,01,72,- -+, 71,371, TT,TT >;
1—e+e¢/|Al, a;=n(z);
4 pi=
e/|Al, a; # m(z),
5: fort-—Ol T-1do
6: R= T 7 E _t+1(7"z X HT_zl pl_,,)
T Qerar) = LeugdKEEI R,
8 count(z;, a;) = count(zs,a) + 1
9: end for
10:  w(z) = argmax, Q(z,a’)
11: end for
Hith: KBE

16.11. wk EAE-E FIRAG T Bk

16.4.2 FIFEHSHZF3]
SRR P oAb 2 S HEE I B R E, AR T AL BCR AN 45 SRR AL T g

B R BRI AR ST — AN SRR P 5 P T S (LA o, TR TR A

W T B AR ) SR G RAMEE R B EIE G AT — P R 5 AT E R
HEH. FEMN, ZHFERPBRAEIEERNRERRRAS, XEMEER R
FR R PR A S BRI R R 4RSS R MDP 5. I 524>
(Temporal Difference, ffi#k TD) %% > 455 T ZhaSH K 55BN
1, BB S SR B A 5.

RPN FIEOAR, Rl 2 RERERFERENER
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BRI E A
FEEAR.

BB HIER, EEER PR 2 “Habm” #HITH, BE—TEHE
FERLIE 58 U B3 TR BPRAS-BE X AT BB Hr. SLhr EIXAEH LR
BT, S TREER (2,0), AYBEET ¢ ARSI BERE
QF(z,a) = 1370 ry, WIZEAFREE ¢ + 1 ARAE ropn W, 28A3R(16.3), &

1
t+1

Qfy1(z,0) = Qf (z,a) + (rt+1 — Qf (z, a)). (16.29)

B, RES Q7 (z,0) M EME L (rr — QF (2, a)) BIFT. B —MH, % 14
BHON R opr, WTHHE RIS IE 0p (re1 — QF(v,0)). ELEAEH S
o H—ANBUNGIERE o, 24 QF (z,a) BIF A5 BRLH LA, NATE
FHLAH 1, B4 o, — o PRI Q, £ BREHEL MX—HR. BHFK o
K, TR 5 1 B B TR B

Ly #rdn BB BA B, I BRI 77 V4 B %5 58 BB AL R &0 it 4 AR

| S SEERREE, R (16,104

m a’) Z ac-m’ a:—m:’ +7V7r(xl))

z'eX
Z < e (R + v Z n(2',a Q™ (2, d')). (16.30)
z’eX al€A
BT SRR
Qi 1(z,a) = Qf (z,a) + (Rg%, + QT (x',d') — QF (z, a)) , (16.31)

H o/ BAT—RIERE = PATENE o FREBRIRE, o BFEW r £ 2 ik
FEHIBNTE.

AR (16.31), BHAT— 5 HEEHEFH — R R, TEEIIE 16.12
MSE. B TR EE R BT NERT— 2 R (state). FI—2 130
fE(action)s XK FfH(reward). XK (state)s K EHAT K3 1E (action), B
W34 4 Sarsa Hi% [Rummery and Niranjan, 1994]. 4R, Sarsa & — 1 F%K
W B, SETRIPAN (0 6 47)s BUT (8 5 A7) IRIEH e BT OHEms.

# Sarsa BHCH MG, MIGRIE 16.13 #IR I Q-5 2] (Q-learning) 5
1% [Watkins and Dayan, 1992], IS5 (5 6 1T) B2 e D00 SR, TOHAT (58
51T B2 JR AR R . '
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WA B E,
BEZE] A
Eﬁ‘n"[ﬁ#& Lo,
R ;
S o

puy =Y

ik 5 AR IR SE. 1: Q(m, a) = O’ 7r($1 a,) = m7

=

2z =12, a=m(z); ‘
3: fort=1,2,...do
rz' = 7E E FHITEIE o PPERRE 5HEBRIRE;

HFPATR. 4:
Tt Kokt e R Kok 5. o =7(z');
X(16.31) EH{E S 3k 6:  Q(z,a) = Q(z,a) +a(r +vQ(',d) — Q(z,a));
7. w(z) = argmax,, Q(z,a”); '
8 z=x,a=d
9: end for
Wi g o
B 16.12 Sarsa Ji&
WA: I E,
BEZEE] A;
RIARE Zo;
AT ;
EHFEK a.
‘ Uy ;-5
Bl SRR IR SE. 1: Q(z,a) =0, n(z,a) = IA(lw)I;
2: = xg;
3: fort=1,2,.
BB PITR S 4: r,m = %E E ‘:P#kﬁziﬁﬁf 7¢(z) FAENEE SHBIRE
Bt R o 5  d =w(z');
K,(16.31) EHHH 24k, 6:  Q(z,a) = Q(z,a) + afr +1Q(z',d’) — Q(z,a));
7. mw(z) = argmax,. Q(z,a");
8 z=z,a=ad
9: end for
tH B

16.13 Q-%¥3 Fik

165 EFREHLM

BT 3RATT— B E BAL 2 SI AR 55 B AR BORA == 1) _L#E AT, BARESAT
A=/ 5 kI8 HREUR X THRRER “RIEERL” (tabular value
function), BIMERERER RN A —NEA, N i XN RBERERHATCE i 1
E, BES—MRE EREA S HARCRES ERE. R, RLBLEIES
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P e PRS2 (R A B SR H, AT LS MRS, KX B AT0E?

—ANEERBER RS MEATE B, FEEREEMELATIRE
HORZESZ 6], NG LR AT AR TSR, BHRER, W7 RohxRE
HBAT B HAL R AN, SHRAEXPREZ BT RR ZAT.

L b, AN G EEN ELREZ R RE R T2, RERSER
A n BELHEE X = R", i BRTEAREERBORICRESE. S5 REH
BAETE, BMERBBERIE IR B LB %L [Busoniu et al., 2010]

Vo(x) =0Tz, (16.32)

Ho oz WREWE, 0 AZHWE. T K BE R EE A RREH
FERE T IC R RIS IO, B I3 R 250 SR AR A AR (B BR B0 AU (value

function approximation).

BMAERETK(16.32) B MERFR TREEMELER S V™, T2
EE BN RRERER:

Eo=Egn [(V" (z) — Vo (z) )2] , (16.33)

KA Epor R HISKME m FURAE TR HPIRZS LAV,
AT ERERME, KA T L, WHRERAFH

—%%‘i =Eger [2(V"(a:) - Vg(a:))————wgg”)]
=Egnr [2(V™ () — Vo(z)) 2] , (16.34)
TRATFE]X T AN K B BT
0=0+a(V'(z)—Vo(x)) x .- (16.35)

CRMHAAMEREWELERE V™, BEAEBNFES%Y, £ T
V() =7+ V™ (z') FERE T RE RSB TS AR, B

0=0+a(r+vVe(z') — Vo(z)) x
=0+a(r++0Tx —0%z) x, (16.36)



390 F16E BUEEY

R o' BT —HZIEPRE.

TR M2, I 2 52 3] oh B ELRA- B VB (8 6 B LM SR B X
— P R RS 0 M TR RS B4 B L, Bl R R
4 — 4 T AR S S, I R(16.32) ) 2 BB (a; a); 55— R
FI 0/1 MEERBHATRIAE R a = (0;...;1;...;0), HF “17 R
VEBIESE, TREPRAS RS A HEE (2;a), FITEHRR(16.32)F 10 z. X
BT DU B IR - SRR B
T2 M A B MO IR AR, Sarsa SEVFR (044 5 %, BN AT/2 3/ 16.14 A
SRR HOE DL Sarsa S03E. JSUh AT B B ORI Q22 T3k, BAR,
T A 5 A 3 517 Bk AR 2, (16.32) TR IR 22 ST 38 4ot 51 X
BAFEEREOF. kI ek VAl SO L.

WA N E,
FIEZE(E] A4,
IR zo;
REHH 5;
BFPK o
TR
1: 8 =0;
T = xo, a—7r(:c) = arg max,, 87 (x;a");
3: fort=1,2,.
ra@ = i—E B EPEE*LﬁZJWE a PR 5EBIRE,
a' = me(x’);
0 =0+ afr+~0T(z; ) 0T (x;0))(z; a);
7(z) = arg max,, T ( ;a”);
8 x=z',a=ad
9: end for
vt SREE

[

Jdt Rt RS s,
K(16.36) AT 54

16.14 ZPHEAE HEA Sarsa Fik

16.6 #E{A¥3)
A CFRE D ' (
(apprenticeship  leaming), R FEI ML MRS E T, YIS RERB IR BEENEZ P IEE

“TEF I (learning

g;m demonstration), “®L [ RN E HIEMSELAES+, HAERE B AR L HK M PRFL RIS, Hlan7EF
R % 5 7 (learning by

R e Y LS A RN RO RG], AKREMTEH 23T, B Lt

My “FHFA” ALK 2£3]” (imitation learning).
KA, AL15 T,
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16.6.1 HEERFFS

BUFEIEFTEZ L URNERTRER, 2T REREEREIREZ L
RIAE R IR W, MEER AR TR RE-IEXT” 7T BEEHEIX
— R, BATREY “BEEEf%” .

B BAVIRE T — AR TR WIEPTEIE {11, 7, ..., T}, BRIE
AR EF 5

—lal b ot o0 %
Ty = <317a1752aa2: e 7Sni+1>7

i n; BE § FPUEFRERREL
BT XS, ML FEFNSEMAARS T NIEEFA301E, T2
A PR B ST SRS N SRR S B LR 1 20
BATT R A PIE LR CRS-BEXT” HEH R, 18— Hr a4
WEE
D = {(s1,a1), (s2,02), ..., (Sor np @y )} s

BAERESE AL, SR N inig; RE, MIXFWE N NEESESE D M
73 (N T B 1F) BRENA (6 T HELE 3 1F) S B ol A A SRR AL, 28 ()X
A FRE AL TR A LA AT IR 22 S ORI AR SR, TR AR L2 S T VR T30
B R BEAT i, MU RAS ST HO SR

16.6.2 #HiE{LE>)

TEARZATS , Wik 225 R B AR AH 2 TR 3, M ZRE SR AL IV V6 50 B
R HE A E R B TR ik ) R, Xt R 5B % 3 (inverse reinforce-
ment learning) [Abbeel and Ng, 2004].

RS P, BRATEDERES 0 X shESE A, 3 B 5 HEHEE %
B, B RFIBEIEE {11, 72, ..., T} BRMEIFERBER: 5
fENLARAS HE SYEB— BT A, SN TR 5 R B v KA B S,
ZEAN TR T AL SO EIE -3 e, BRIMNMEIREMELHE R
BTG R R TR IR B, AR IV AT {5 PRI 22 B B B VI 2 3R A 2 =) S

AN REEF KB R RE RSN E RS, B R(z) = wTz. TE,
Fug m MBRREAER

+oco +oo
=L [Z Y R(zy) | w} =E {Z Tz | ’ﬂ}
=0 =0
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=w'E [Jiofy x| w] , (16.37)

t=0

BILRZS ) AR (3028 5 20 w H PR

RS B E [ S vt | 7] FS N 27, WERIE 2 #kiu
. JRAT AT SR R B I SR SR U, TS B R S A
VE B ARSI — AR, TR, ATRSATEEIPE RS AR A4, 2
% 3. W TFRALEEL R(z) = wTe ALEIASENTEN 57, &

wTs* —wTE = wT (@ —z") 0. (16.38)

HREX AR E L (2 — &™), BIATE L

w* = argmax minw? (F* — &™) (16.39)
w ™

st flw|| <1

BAR, BATHELAIRAT HTH S, — NRIFHIIMER BN T 46, 24U
 RBF R BR L, TR RERE T s, HERARERRANE
PIBNEBHE R I 2 B iR ORI S m, I 16.15 HE TR, ERERMEFHR
BB, TR (16.39) b Xt A SN SR B /NEUOA X BT SE AR K SRS SRR /.

WA: A% E;
RE=E X;
IETM A;
WHIEH IR D = {m,72,. .., Tm }-
up -8
L &* = IWYEHIBLE S ORI 3518 1 B
2 m = BENLIREE;
3: for t =1,2,.
4: M s B’]ﬂ(#ﬁﬁl‘ﬁitﬂﬁ*mﬁ%ﬂ HIEIAE [ B
5: jﬁﬁ@w = arg max,, mini_, w(&* — &7) st |w]| <1
6: 7w =7EH (X, A R(z) = w"z) ‘?Xﬁ?%ﬁt%ﬂ]ﬁ
7: end for

Bith: XHEY Rx) = wTe 5HEE 1

B 16.15 #AX#EMF ) Hk
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“Jath” (regret)RI8HE
FHRBEHTHRRS
AR AAR T 8 R F AR
R LT E5).

Samuel St#t T 4 KR
p.22.

16.7 FiE#H

A S BT EE T B EE A & [Sutton and Barto, 1998]. [Gosavi, 2003
MARAL B F BE SR 1R 584022 3], [Whiteson, 2010] WU & T/ H 2 FiEAGEE
HERI5RF S J71. [Mausam and Kolobov, 2012] M B /RT] R P Hd 2 #I4L
N A5RALES], [Sigaud and Buffet, 2010) B % T RE AR, BFAEZERNA
fI80 43 T W22 Ty JR AT KR K2 (Partially Observable MDP, f&j# POMDP).
KB EVESE. BT E R BOE I3RS > 7] 2[4 [Busoniu et al., 2010].

BRI ERAL S S B I (EWRL) 2 £ [T R E I RIS &, 24805
31 5 R FE W (RLDM) R M 2013 FIFEHETHT &

[Kaelbling et al., 1996] & —/N& B K584k 2 3] 253&, [Kober et al., 2013;
Deisenroth et al., 2013] WZxiR T 58402 S ZEH1 88 N SUR I S

[Kuleshov and Precup, 2000] 1 [Vermorel and Mohri, 2005] /48 T £ F
K-#BEIEEFET TR SEER ISR ES T 298 Kt
5 [Berry and Fristedt, 1985], IT4FR7E “#E4k%%>]” (online learning). “X}
$i%>)” (adversarial learning) %75 HA) 2N, [Bubeck and Cesa-Bianchi,
2012] XtH: “HFFA” (regret bound)ZrHr 7 i A4 RIEAT T 453K,

B % 7 (TD)% & B & A. Samuel 75 fih & 2 B Bk A T AE 42 H,
[Sutton, 1988] #&H T TD(A) &%, BT [Tesauro, 1995] 2T TD(X) #F il 1)
TD-Gammon #2575 78 v MUt #t_E I8 B A\ Kt 5 et /K P14 TD 23 &%
KVE. Q-2 H LR [Watkins and Dayan, 1992] $#&H, Sarsa N 27 Q-% &
vEFEA E % [Rummery and Niranjan, 1994]. TD % 3] iE 4R {5F st
e/, Bl X TD %3 [Ueno et al., 2011]. {1 % 4% 2 (eligibility traces) ]
TD 2£3] [Geist and Scherrer, 2014]%. [Dann et al., 2014] X} TD %= >] 1 ¥ 5%
TSI VERET T HUAL.

A7 22 BN A RN E PR EETF B [Lin, 1992; Price and Boutili-
er, 2003], ZEHL 38 A4S 2 1 [Argall et al., 2009]. [Abbeel and Ng, 2004;
Langford and Zadrozny, 2005] #&H T 3 5R405% > J7 .

EIBEFSEH W, BUEI T EHNBTFRERL “EPsEMR
%17 (approximate dynamic programming), F]Z[# [Bertsekas, 2012].
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F16E BUES

BE

16.1

16.2
16.3

16.4

16.5
16.6

16.7

16.8

16.9

16.10*

A+ K-#E ML UCB (Upper Confidence Bound, LB 15 5)
FERIRESE Q(k) + UC (k) mRHHRE, Ho Q(k) HIEE k ZaTHF
BB, UC (k) HEEXE. Flan

2lnn

Qk) + ;

g

K n ACPITEBRE RIS, ny HEPITRE b FIRE. Rk |
B UCB HiE5 e #00H0 Softmax J5 i) 7 [m).

B8R 16.7, RE HET ~ iR R B KU VP B
4 E 16.8, RE HET ~ I 025 RAUK IS R,

7 MDP BRIAS, BT LLSGS 3 MDP B2 (45t i B RENL SEmg 34T
RFE, NEEAP T EBREFIRZERE), REH G EAEL
T RS SRR R S L AL

AT Sarsa HIEHIEH A 3(16.31).
WA 16.14 45 M MERBOTML Q-2 I k.

LM ER B ME LR P AR RIRZE. A& BP A ML, ¥
SRR AE BRI BB, Sarsa SLVEHE A FIAE M 4SIE U Sarsa B,

RGN TE, BEEE IZI%UEM Sarsa HyEHE] R AERZ R AE
LR MEE R AR L Sarsa 5k, '

X BARIEB) (goal-directed) HI5RALEE S (E5%, HArEEEHE—RE,
BB R E B B B TUE AL . WXL R E R R, HFiTie

RIS B FE A (B S — b R BARIIR BN 00 —1 B 1).

5 Gu i 22 SN, BT 2 I AE AN R e 220 5 T W F) 50908 2 A3 7T
BEANAL BTN S AN I B8 7 AR AR A By 5% 50 5395,
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WHE X ERFRFRR
FRAHLRTXR. 52
Lk, FRE. BEYg
FELBER YT
FRPFBRRF LIRS
HER FRFEFRSF
BERTHMBFEAST ¥
RATiE.

KE2—=I)L

MEE: LRTRAFRBEZEN -ZRTE

SR HAEFEH « LR T k(Andrey Andreyevich
Markov, 1856—1922)R £ 4K F Hi#i ¥ K. FHEEHF
FRAFRMEAS, EMER. $ob. BEELR. HOFTE
S EHEETTIR.

LRV K W A KT K B 9 B 4 (Ryazan), 17 % Bt
BT KAT —MEMEERI> T RNREE, IR T IBEBERF N EFRNE
B IS4 A NZWEBEAEHF Z, 1878 £ U ERAH, 1884 43K 1E
TE#, RIFRIBBEFRIAMN. FLRFRILER WEERTXR—K
EEXPBERFREH. BRTREFHEIERBEM LT RN |, H#t
foRET ABEEP R B EE, EAREENTHELREHET HNLE
AU, hE1906—19124F H S W T LR K4, Al TG R ARBRN
R AL RENB ) TFHARED. AAERRATIE, ZRTAIR
JLFLATE. L E (REEEY &, IRTRARUEF LM KIF (ot
HWARE « BE4) 0. BEFHERMONAENARBETD R RN MR
BRTARAKABRLRTAIRGHEMDSNNGE S, ERERAE=+
HELTEREA, ML RTREEH=ZF247T.

LR RO LT ZER « REFER « TR X(1903—1979), #.2
FARFER, BEEEPN “LRTRKEN” (Markov Principle). “Z/R¥ X
MM (Markov Rule), BRI HHMFFERTEMH “BRARKE 4, &

D BNBRI RNA F L. BRI RE R R RAEKR - ZRAET - IR

K (1871—1897) & — L F K, “BRTRLFAER” 2 U fo g 5
RAEFIN L F 4.







FHBALRTEEE,

A FERE

Al BEXEE
TS A € R™< 5 i 174 j SIMITE RN (A)y = Ay, JEFE A B9
E (transpose)ic i AT, (AT);; = Aji. B,
(A+B)T = AT+ BT ' (A.1)
(AB)T =BTAT . (A.2)

WA A € R & m =n WFRN n Y HMEE. H 1, B8 n WrahipE, 5
A KR AT R AA L= A TA = 1. AR,

(Ah) 7t =@Aaht, (A.3)
(AB)"!=B'A71. (A.4)

X TF 0 TR A, BRI (trace) R EXT Mk EHIE R Z A, B tr(A) =

iy Ay AT

tr(AT) = tr(A) , (A.5)
tr(A + B) = tr(A) + tr(B) , (A.6)
tr(AB) = tr(BA) , (A7)
tr(ABC) = tr(BCA) = tr(CAB) . (A.8)

n B U5 A K475 (determinant) 5 4

det(A) = > par(0)Ais, Az, - - . Ao, (A.9)

oESy
Hd S, %7)9?75 n B #E71 (permutation) M5 &, par(o) FIER —1 5 +1 Bk
T o =(01,00,...,0,) AEHFISEHS, BV HILREFHRRECH A B



400 : W F

¥, Bl (1,3,2) FRERBREH 1, (1,4,3,2) BREFIRECH 2. X TH8ARE, H
det(T) = 1. SF 2k, B

A A
A)= = A114o0 — .
det( ) det (A21 A22> A1149p — A1 An
n BiITRE A AT S I F PRR:
det(cA) = " det(A) , (A.10)
det(AT) = det(A) , (A.11)
det(AB) = det(A) det(B) , L (A12)
det(A™1) = det(A)?, (A.13)
det(A™) = det(A)™ . (A.14)

HfE A € R™*" []-Frobenius HE X A

m

" 1/2 )
IA|F = (tr(ATA))Y? = (Z 3 A%-) . (A.15)
_ i=1 j=1

& 5%, B Frobenius YEHURRA M FFHR BB R Y Lo Y53

A2 B

[ & a XN TARE = K 5% (derivative), A K = #HX T a KIS EHE R
8, HB  AEDHA

da Oa;
or oz
KUK, FFE A X TARE « T8, Uk z 5T A WSBH AR, BE

i T3 j 5 EKITTR S HIA

O0A\  0A; _
<a$>¢j - oz (A19)
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Oz ) Ox V
bl = . A.19
<6A ij aAi]‘ ( )

TR f(2), BEL AROLETE, Il f(z) XT o M—WS5E
AR, H AR

(V4 (@), = 2L, (A20)
f(x) KT x # = FERR N HF R FERE (Hessian matrix) B9 — 77 B, H58
175 7 51 ERITTR A 2 1)
(V)= G0, (A.21)
W%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ‘]é%ﬁ%;@i@%&ﬂﬂ(produet rule)
ot F o HEGE. | 3‘;% - %ﬂi —a, (A.22)
%E = g—‘:B + A‘Z—]: . (A-23)
B A7TA =T (A.23), WEERE REFTR AN
8‘(;_: = —A—l%%A—l : (A.24)
HRFHRIRERMERE A KTER, UF
@5%3_) B, (A.25)
% ~BT. (A.26)
A
Q‘ﬁ_@_) =B, (A.27)
3%1&) -1, (A.28)
dtr(ABAT) _ A(B+BT). (A.29)

OA
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M R

B R A BT
AR T i —bk,

b A AHERESE
B, FRLS ML 4R
iR RARR.

B (A.15)F(A.29)F

DAI% _ 9tr(AAT)
A 0A

=2A. (A.30)

AN (chain rule) RUFHRIRSHINTWEZ TR, WEMY, HRE f
BgMhHESE, B fx)=g(h(x), WA

Of(x) _ dg(h(z)) Oh(z)

or Oh(z) dr (A-31)

FanETE TR, ¥ Az — b BAE—PBATRi1LTHE:

) d(Az — b
5= (Az—b)TW(Az—b) = Laiw——) . 9W(Az — b)
| = 2AW(Az — b) . (A.32)
A3 FRENRE
RS A € R™" #T /M@

A=UzV" (A.33)

ﬁ‘ﬂ“, U e R™™ 22 UTU = I I8 m B B 4EFE (unitary matrix); V € R™<"
RER VIV =1 n NEERE; © e R™" & m x n B4R, X (2)i =0
BHABALBERTTEBN 0, oy HIEAELEWL 01 202> ... 2 0.

F(A.33)F B 2 #RFR b B {8 4 f# (Singular Value Decomposition, f&#&
SVD), HH U M5 &E u; € R™ #54 A A% 7 M & (left-singular vector),
V BFIHE v; € R* B A 1943 7 17 & (right-singular vector), o; B A& 7
{H (singular value). %5 A BBk (rank) 5055 T I T & FE ML '

TRES BB S, B R BRI (low-tank matrix ap-
proximation) [l B, 45 € —ANFEA r BIFERE A, SRR HBAR & BE BIAERE A,

k<, ZREATERAN

_min  ||A—A|p (A.34)
AeRmxn .

st. rank(A)=k.
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HHFAEEEHRGE
#a41.

Tl i BGEEER: &
BE Vi) B4 RME
RER, MBTEL RS
& L 5h i Sk R
— & Tk

SHEXHR, ATHS
EATEES K.

B RAEMBRM T LR SRR SRR A BT RES G, KR

B i r — k AN BONE REERRBIER 3y, UREERK kMR
1, W :

A = UpE VY (A.35)

R N(A3) KR, Hh U 7V, 535 R (A33)H T k 514 B AR
BE. 3XANgERFRA Eckart- Young-Mirsky & H.

B ik

B.1 HigEAARTE

FrAk B F e 7% (Lagrange multipliers) & — 3R L TRHE ~HAKT
MIRER . B SIAREBAERT, THE d NMEES kMRS E
A B B d+ b DNERI LA 1 ER R

HERB-ANEXRARGNAEE. B o h dERE, RKIFK z HFEAB
B z*, HHREE f(z) /D BFRHL g(z) = 0 AR, NUAAESE, &iH
B BARRAER TR g(x) = 0 B d — 1 el LI RAEF HIREE f(x)
B/MGE . CERAER B T 4k

o XTTARME LR «, R BBEE V() £ T 215 i
o FEEM A =¥, BARREIE LR MBRE V f (a*) EATLA M.

HUETT 4, ERML A o, WHEB.1 FiR, B6E Vg(z) F Vf(x) 77 7 B4 F
BME &, BRAFAE X\ # 0 {878

Vf(x*) + AVg(z*) =0, (B.1)
A FRADAS I H T & SChig R H R

L(z,\) = f(z) + Ag() , (B.2)
AR, BHX R FE VeLl(x, \) BEIENR(B.1), B, HHXFT X H

TS E VaL(z, \) BEFIMB/AREMS g(x) = 0. TR, FARMAL FE AT #4
AT RAE B H R L, \) FITCARARAL H .
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MR

(a) X% (b) RFRAR

MIEB. 1 #4858 fFEe9TUTAL £ (a) FXAR g(z) =03k (b) REXAHR
g(x) <O TF, RAIMLBARREK f(x). LEBMERET g(x) = 0 MR &, M HLE R
W% XA T g(z) < 0.

MAEZEBAFERL K g(x) < 0, WHEB. 1 Fraw, &K A «* 878
g(x) < 0 Xk, AU g(x) = 0 £ ST glx) < 0 HITEE, LK
glx) < 0 AN, AT Pl &1 VF(z) = 0 RIFBHEAR S, XEMT 6 A
BERIGA VeL(z, \) BEHRBAM AL g(x) = 0 FIFELEMUT LinERY
AT, HAER I, W V() 5 s Vy(e*) MR, BIAAE 5
A > 0{f1F Vf(z*) + A\Vg(z*) = 0. EBHIXWFEE, LWL \g(x) = 0. Fk,
TELH g(x) <0 FE/AME f(), ATEACH I AR T B/AMEE(B.2) 1Rk
B [ iR B

g(x) < 0;

A>20; (B.3)
pigi(®) =0 .
A (B.3)#Kk A Karush-Kuhn-Tucker (EFRKKT) 4.

LRk HE) T BIZAAR. BEEE m ADERLHM n AAFALR,
HAM7H D ¢ R 4= U4 1

min  f(a) (B.4)
st. hi(x)=0 (i=1,...,m),

gi(x) <0 (j=1,...,n).

SIANRAERIHTRT X = (A, Agy -, Am) T o= (p1, pio, - oo, i) T, FERZFRRIAE
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B R ECAh
L(z,\p) = f(@) + Y hhil@) + > pjg; () (B-5)
=1 j=1

AR AR A KKT £8G =1,2,...,n)H

pi=0; (B.6)

nigi(x) =0 .

—AMRAC R AT OIS A Bk % ¢, Bl “ E W (primal problem)#!
“XHERE” (dual problem). X (B.4), #T X (B.5), HAEBEH “XHH
Ensmamen ¥ HE” (dual function) I': R™ x R™ — R & XA '
B KB RT
L(mv)‘:ﬂ) 2t @ ’T“%“ff‘é\

400 0, RBAA i T\ p) = inf L(z, A, p)
EF W
m n
= Inf (f(i’?) + Y Aiki(@) + ) ujgj(m)) : (B.7)
=1 j=1

75;‘;% 0AT ntinEY #F € D HEREBA)ATEF KA, MAER p - 0F X #H

> Nihi(x) + Y pigi(w) <0, (B.8)
=1 =1
peidlik=
INCWTES ilelﬂf) L(z, A, p) < L(&Ap) < f(Z). (B.9)

FERBBA)NERRERS p*, WHER p = 0F A #HHE
T(A,p) <p*, (B.10)
BISHEBRBA N T ERERMER TR, B8, XA FRERT p f X HI4E.

T2, —MREKNEER: ETIERBERFHRRE TARMT AT ZH5
H T AL
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=

X ARA Slater 4.

EFE R AR P F
TREAFXY R 2E

S XGARABNSTE

XY AR TFXY
AT AR EFH
F RS HFXYH R

max A p) st. u>=0. ‘(B.ll)
-

(B.11)3k 2 3 0 B (B.4) o % 10 F, B A R p ARG “XHBAER” (dual
variable). Joit 3 A8 (B.4) B9 ], XHE RR(B.11) I 242 R4k 1l .

ZRABINKEMME d*, BRE d* < p*, XA “FIXIEME” (weak
duality)or; # d* = p*, WFA “5BITEME” (strong duality) AL, LB X
B B REIRS F BB T 5. T — BRI A, SR EMEE W AL,
B2, 3 E RN O, R (B.A)F f(x) Mg;(z) BANHERL, hi(z) A
Vst e, BEAATIR A £ 0% — AL AL, LR 385 1
FRAL. [EREERE, 7R3N SO, kg B H R 805 I R AR B 5
FERS, BHLSEHSETE UAAEERSMETENNELER. TL,
XHBREERT, EEHRERT.

B.2 ZXR#X

Z XK (Quadratic Programming, H#; QP)2& —K s B 404k 10 &, &
ORISR, IRV, ZEMR R, B RS RRER KRR, T
LR &M RTERNEHENER.

BREZENECA d, LIRFAFHINEA m, NWIFRAER — AR ) % 4

1
min imTQw +c'z (B.12)
x

st. Az <b,

Kz b d i, Q € R NSRRI, A € R™* R5L4ERE, b e R™ M
c € R HSEME, Az < b BTSN — 27K,

#Q EIEEAERE, W (B.12) B AR B HOR ™ BB, AR YR £
ZWARAL B BB R4 A < b XTTATEA B2, H B bR RS
WFTATIRA N 5, Wi R B AR ME. 35 Q D IEEHE R, A% ) A
—M&RE/ME. FH Q AIEIEEFHERE, W (B.12)2F 2418 s R
FU NP X o) .

W = LRI AR ¥ A MR BRI (ellipsoid method). P & ¥ (interior
point). ] H#% BH H V% (augmented Lagrangian). # E# %1% (gradient pro-
jection) 5. & Q AN IEEFEFE, MIAHN I — RFR i) 3 AT b AGERVETE 2 T
] A SR A
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X>-0RTXFEX.

— W EAR A B AR R
e —WF 8, RARKL
B

B.3 FIEEME
¥ 1F % # X/ (Semi-Definite Programming, & #XSDP)&—3& ™4k i) &,

Hrp Az BT S IE e AR R K, BALL I AR B AR B A AU 2

45 d x d FIXFREERE X C,

d d
C-X=) > CiXy, (B.13)

i=1 j=1
FA(GE=12,...,m) 1R dxdBIFRERE b (i =1,2,...,m) I mNEH,
T4 1 5 RN 190 AR 2
min C-X (B.14)
X ,

st. A;-X=b,i=12,...,m

X>0.

4 IE K8 MR -5 Sk AR AR 2tk i) B AR B BOMZTSR, (B 1B MR
AR X = 0~ AR AW\ AREF. ERLE RS, LERMUAE
— M, REREJLARARERIAUAL B (I e ARl . iR e —iE k.

B0 T SR AR e AR PR A R R DV T B AT SR AR S TE S R )
AL, (B IE AR TS B 2R B, S A BB TR R 1) A

B.4 ¥EE TREE

B BE T 3% (gradient descent) & —F ' FH B —B (first-order) AL 775, 2
SKIRTA A AR R BB RATTELZ —.

ERALRMAL FE ming f(x), HH f(x) HELAHRE. HFrReME—
ANFEF] 20, 2 22, i

fl@h) < f(=h), t=0,1,2,... (B.15)

fz+ Az) ~ f(=) + A2V f(z) (B.16)
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MR

FHOH K v TRA,

L-Lipschitz4 4 & 4% st
FE o, AEFTHLE

FIVF(@) < LA

RIRALKAR MR 75 A
AR LA %

nate ascent).

(coordi-

TR, KL f(x+ Ax) < f(x), FTIEHE
Az = —Vf(x), (B.17)

Hp K v B—MDNEH. X2 N

#ERRE f(x) WA —LL4&M, WETEREGEN DK, MeemiRETHS
BT RSB RN . Bl f(x) W& L-Lipschitz &4, MK P KERE
b 1/(2L) BRATRACRUCSA R BB ik s 2 BRSO M R, R/ At
XL R A R B/ R, BTSRRI Sk B & R R AR AR.

LERRH f(x) ZHrEL M, R (B.16) B A ERHE R MR
B, XS 2 T 4417 (Newton’s method). F-Hivk 2 8B =M 5k, H
EREEOT DT RAE T %, B4TEFERT 38 V2 f(z), HERERH
Y REEREMEA)KKY, TESRERLR, THERERNEFJLEAR
AIAT. 2 AE DUBHE BV AR T R MG AR R G LS S R, U AT (B 35 P v 5
FrE, Xt BB 4117 (quasi-Newton method).
B.5 kR TFEE

ARF7 T FE¥E (coordinate descent) & —FPAERE MM TTIE, BEEEERTD
W AR T BT R, WL E AR R # AR 77 e SR 2 B AR R U =
FRARME.

ARG % B AR 2R R f(z) BRAME, bz = (z1,22,...,24)T €

RY B—A d gEF R AFIGA A o0 FF, ARAR T Rl 2 AR M 4 3 7 51
o0, @t x?, . RRIZEE, ot 5 i AR T ik

.’17§+1 t+1

= argx}gm flE ot gt gl (B.18)
ve

ERBAT IR, BRE
f@%) > f(a") > f@®) > ... (B.19)

58 E TR, B ERPITZERE, B 20, =t 22, ... GRSk B pr i
B R IR A% /1N p B3 £ (stationary point).

ARFR T BEREA TV BRI, RIS N R R — SRR

B, XTI e B EBOh T8, B H AR R BN I6IE, MIALKR N AR T
BEPE A JELE & (non-stationary point).
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C MENH
Cl BERBENH

I GV LB . R TERA, RAVEA R E RS
HULRHE K[ FZE var[] MV 5 ZE cov], | FNATENS I E.

Cl1 B5a8%H

NTY Y TSN 533 4 (uniform distribution) 25X T 5 XIEX ] [a,b] (a < b) LHELER
: BRI BR DA, HMRE RN EC.1 fiw.

p(2) ‘

A

U(z | a,b)
: —
b-a | ;
A i -
4 a b T

MEIC. 1 #H55% BEEREK

1

p(z|a,b)=U(:c|a,b):b__a; (C.1)

Elr) = 12 ©2)
—a)?

varfa] = & = iy (C.3)

AR, HZE z RABIHMM U(z|0,1) Ba<b UWa+ (b—a)z ik
MEI5 545 Uz | a,b).
- C12 RENSH

AR LS FRBEEA. %5 F 5 i (Bernoulli distribution)f % FM/REE ¢ € {0,1} KRS
16 % #| (Jacob Bernoulli, g 52 EARE . 1 RES
wosatronyi 25 g FESESH e [0,1] RAZE o = 1 HIBIE.

P(z | p) = Bern(z | p) = p(1 — p)' =" ; (C4)
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Elz] = p; (C.5)

var[z] = p(l —p) . (C.6)

C.13 —In&a+

X143 4ii (binomial distribution)F EAfiiR N ML F LR HH m
BT (B z = 1), S RAEFISER LIRS e [0,1].

P(m | o) = Bin(m | N = () )um@ - %5 ()
Ez] = Nu ; (C.8)
varjz] = Nu(1—p) . (C.9)

EEE S eSO WA 1P — L s
IS A N =15, TR A ES RIS

. EESHF AL C2.
Cl4 BWH%H

EREBAAMHE TR B dE N, B o, c (0,1} AYY 2=
1, FHBE 2 AL BRSO s € [0,1], o0, s = 1, MUK BB BOUBER 43 A

d
= w s (C.10)

=1
Elzi] = pi ; (C.11)
var[z;) = pi(1 — i) ; (C.12)
cov(zj, z;| =1[j = ] p; . (C.13)

TE ML EAE B R — T4 A7 M43 2 £ IU43 47 (multinomial distribution), &
stFAE p, 3RASH R Y 37 S Id W . — bR 2%
o 2 55 2 o AT 2 KA %J&TEN{J\ZEL%%C'J%‘ mz{/\xz 1 Eﬁ%z
RESA. HWHH AR

c2 P(ml,mg,... , Mg | N, [L) e Mult(ml,mg, ..,mg | N,p)

.14
ml‘mg'...md'H'u’ ’ (C.14)

E[m;] = Nu; ; (C.15)
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var[m;] = Npi(1 — ;) ;

cov[mg, mi] = —Npip; .

Cl15 MBS

(C.16)
(C.17)

DU 53 #ii (Beta distribution) 2Rk FIESRE 4 € [0,1] MRS, ©H

WS H a > 0F b > 0 #ie, HMRZE R EC.2 k.

Beta(p | 0.5, 0.5)'i

1

1

" , 1

Beta(y | 2,5) I
i
i
'
[
'

0 10 p
MIEIC. 2 N34 a5 25 B
- _T@+b) oy
— 1 a—1l7q _  \b—1 .,
= Blan” (1—p) ™

a
Elp] = ——
o[y = ab
varlpl = (a+b)2(a+b+1)’
HF I'(a) & Gamma PR

B(a,b) N Beta B3

(C.18)
(C.19)

(C.20)

(C.21)

(C.22)
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AR F KA LT
(1805—1859) 4.4 F 44 .

o ARFEE.

Ha=>b=1K, NEHMELHABZIT.

Cl6 RAZESH

Ik F) 508 43 i (Dirichlet distribution) &KX F—41 d ™MELTE 4, € [0,1]
IREZR AT, S0 i = 1. 2 = (s pos -3 1), B o= (a a9 .5 00),
o; >0, é = E?:l ;.

p(p| a)=Dir(p | a)= % TTws (C.23)
- T(os) 11 -
67 . .
Elp] = 3 5 (C.29)
_ (& — o) .
var[p,i] = m 3 (025)
covlug, ] = 5737 (C.26)

2 d =2 i, KFITEE D AEA N TUES A,

I CLT S¥SH

R4 (Gaussian distribufion)ﬂf]‘%IE?éEﬁ}?ﬁ (normal diétribution), =N
RBHA ERESEMEN .

XFHELE z € (—o0,00), METAMISEABME p € (—o0,00) MIFE
o? > 0. MIEC.3 %l TEEJLAANRISE T w27 IR 2 iR 4.

o
bl | 1,0%) = Mo | 1so?) = s exp {—( 1) } . (o)
Elz] = p; (C.28)

var[z] = o2 . (C.29)

XNF d W E @, ZILRHIMHSEN d BEFE p A d x d BIXHK
IERE T ZHFE 3. ‘

p(x|p,X)=N(z|pX)

- m xp {~§<w —p)TE @ - u)} . (Ca)
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p(z) k
o,g- N(z]0,0.2)
N(z]2.0.5)
04~
N(z|0,1)/ "
p; — 0 i\i 1 -
MEC. 3 ZWHH e9F 58 H4
covjz] =X (C.32)
C.2 HHpnt
BZR « RIS P(e | ©), Hh © AZH, X = {z1,22,...,2m} A

EEE BB A F
E e, HEIRMALI

e

B o BWIEA, RS 0 IRMER AN INO). F H5EK 5 11(0) Mt
A P(X | ©) ERERAA F(O | X) 5 11(0) RRFEBIK 4, NFKG
o3 1L(©) A4 Pz | ©) 8L P(X | ©) KI3LHE53 71 (conjugate distribution).
B, B x ~ Bern(z | w), X = {z1,22,...,2m} AIEEAR, 2 KM
FEARIEME, p ~ Beta(p | a,b), Hrf a,b HEHSE, W pw KGR0

Fp | X) oc Beta(p | a,0) P(X | 1)

a—1 b—1
_H (1 — N‘) mE 4, \m—mZ

1
B B(a—i—m:f,b—i—m—m:?:)u

a+mz—1 (1 o M)b—l—m—ma‘c—l

= Beta(p | d',b') , (C.33)
IR NEES A, B o = a+mZ, V = b+ m — mz, XEWE N 5{0%
A orAadEe. 2RI, 230050 A0 L BE S A0 Ak R va 85 40 A7, 1 e A
Yo tmin_msios .



414

MR

EEBEANEH A
EGHBELA; HTE
HAUBESA, AERE

L eg AR B 2 A
© BRAER SR

BEER#AmMEARE
B, B R0.3%.

SRR T EFRRAE R, FRAMIERBR T SRR RS B
SR T REAIRMEE R, SRR ST IR, BT 55K
i JR T IR AR, XERE LRGSR SRARMENE BEEEMHE—E F
B, B R WA R R R IR 0 A, HT IR R A 0k B T R
FHRRL. Rk, SR ARAEA DG TG T A 1R AR LLRRIAL. 1 an7E X (C.33) 1
#lF, R MBZRI SR S X A TS s s oA, W US4 A il S 80E
a F b WA NHAS R4 B SLAE (R AR R A TG, BEE “IE
B (BER)WAR IR, B MSEEMN o, b BHH a + mZ, b+ m — mz,
H a/(a+b) ¥BEE m MG KEIETABASMNELSHE z. B2, AL
PAERZIE, RFRE o M b XBASTUGE BN AT 7 (5 H AT 8 5 5.

C.3 KLEE

KL# % (Kullback-Leibler divergence), ZNFR4H X (relative entropy)aif&
S HUE (information divergence), A]  FEERMER S MBI ER. HEM
MR P A Q, Z& Z FIEKLEUEE XA

KL(P|Q) = f_ p(e)log E ;dx, | (C.34)

b p(z) F g(z) 4 51% PRI Q IR BERAL.
KL 2 AE G, B
KL(P|Q) >0, | (C.35)
W EAY P = Q i KL(P|Q) = 0. 185, KLEE AR EAHRt, i
KL(P|Q) # KL(QI|P) , (C36)

Bl i, KLEGE A2 —A 5 & (metric).
FRKLEUE M2 X(C.34) BT, 7113

KL(P|Q) = /_ ~ p(z) logp(z)de - / p(2) log q(z)dz

—00

= —H(P)+ H(P,Q) , . (C.37)

H H(P) A#fi(entropy), H(P,Q) } P Fl Q BIZ X (cross entropy). 7E{5
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B, §5 H(P) Ro-Xk B P KRNI R T HREDHT T H&R/ N7 T, TR
XK H(P, Q) MRFMERZET Q WXk B P MACEBAT MDA FH K 7
% Bk, KLEEA D RERET Q KWARBXRE P HZREHTHRIDHTH®
K “HBUANT TG B, BUNF T ELRAER, H AN P = Q WHAUSIFT

HoH%.
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ADE RN, BARR B —SLHLEWNEE, BEFN -EFETIT—1IISEIR,
RIZH LN IR B E LA R R N A '

B R%AE BE. W. Dijkstra B3 “TEHHBLFAERTIHENL, BHERICEHFAUERT
HEg” . BRSO RIRR R I G R B, vHENURR BT SR SR T
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7R, HENRERRES, BB T ARE ‘17 TEMEBAERE “H” HEHRIAR
ANECE BB B, b B B TR R A VAU B AT 04T, BOARETTEMEEEK, W
XMB AT, T2 EREEARRER QIR EEFRI W m s & R U kIR R, E4
HkE, Ei@%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ%kiﬁﬁaﬂm%&%7E’JEX%E{%{%’?@ BAEA TN E I
TR A R T

1005 S TERT KB BIBAMET (FLE2S): MAA TERRER) , REREEEMALRS
SHIITER. A HLES A A E A [ 2, BERERAT A R R E ST E BT A8 R 7 w4,
FA T T TR, N E BT 4 3 B Z M0 L OE B R AT, 02 A A W T8 BB AT R SCRR
RE 2 (K557 STHR U P AR 1T AR B A & B TEEE JCF -+ A2 P YRR, 2277 1) IR 2R A0 B
BEAT LS. BEVS AL, AN BERMK PRERMEERE, W AEERLE. —4HPHaeiAD
EFSZ T, MEAMENFEZERBARE N TRMUM. T PLAREEANFOKRE. ROCATE
“ERME” , ARMEHA BRI, AR EE MR e TERAS, MENEE
R An 2 ).

BN TAARFRE - TAGRER” , —ANERMTERR M. 2 BTN A
LIRAT BRI (EERIMN), BT RAMAZHP EXERRF LR NEETES, 54
JRENREAENEE B ORI AREINLEES.

2013 FEFITIFRARA, LN T RBHINE. ZEWEAE. KBHLAEE 4. AEAN
MES. BN ARE, BFTLALTHE. KETHERT, ERREMM, BRNMERATH.
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BT W07 R ETR. LB, =ENRE, WOy, BARE.
ATAZ, TWEBNHE . HITREES, ZUE 7K. SR EFEECERR) MRS, 28 LIER
WHEAR, WL LERER, BN ER “FAL” B, BHEEATH. BH LR
Wik~ NP

FHEES RN EE, BIEET, BREKE, BRRTEENRE%E, AENE
RFFA KX R B, FELCES) AT 22 AR R (R BT F): RARal, BN, &M, &
B, BEE, BY%, T8, ZRE, 2578, B8, TR, TRE 2B, 8%, W1, £E)), BRE,
AR, RE. HMAE LAMDA 424 2015 £ 2§03 Lk, M. B¥F. 240, &
M. WIEE. HEHE. KBESRAYVEBRATHS LR, SR SHICEEHENFLB®E
AR HHER, IR EHERRS RME, X R 0 ST B AR BRI K.

FETENESK SRR EBE. PEREER EHLS CERREA TSI LN TFRE
22—, A 1988 FEA 1996 FHIRE) (ATEE) (B TIHELTEERSER. ARGEZTE
BAEE NP ARBIER, FHERZE. f2ITERFS PR K E SR ERREER DG N
¥ 5HFRHRA.

BHE R KRR BRI A A BB RTINS S, T ENEE AN GEERAHEER
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BREREEENZEAN, ZPJLPHR THEREENMBENTRAM TR . BENEER
THEREH, AR “BEEWMIL?” MAFIJLIRRER “BRENETILR?” AT SMHRH
BH, EEELES.

2015 4F 11 A TR RH%H



0/ L3R IR %L, 130, 147
5 x 2 A XKL, 41
eF, 374 ‘

AdaBoost, 173
ARTW%%, 108

Bagging, 178
Bellman% X, 380
Boltzmann43Af, 111
Boltzmann#1, 111
Boosting, 173, 190
BP&., 101
BPM 4%, 101

C4.50L 5% M, 78, 83
CARTH M, 79

ECOC, 64
ElmanM 2§, 111
EM#& %, 162, 208, 295, 335

F1,32

Fisher# 5447, 60
Friedman® %, 42
Frobenius yu%%, 400

Hoeffding NE5K, 192, 268
hingeffi 2%, 130

ID3YIEM, 75
ILP, 357, 364

Jensen NER, 268

KRB, 373
KKT%A%:, 124, 132, 135
KLEE, 335, 414
Kohonen ™%, 109

k ¥R XHIE, 26

kIFE4R, 225

EBMAEE, 202, 218

Ly 4k, 253
Lo IENIME, 253

5l

LASSO, 252, 261
Lipschitz4&f4, 253
LVQ, 204, 218

M-PH#Z TR 97
McDiarmid R R, 268
MCMC, 331
McNemark %, 41
MDP, 371

MercerfE#, 137, 139
MHH¥, 333

MvM, 63

Nemenyi & R4, 43

OvO, 63
OvR, 63

P-RHHZE, 31
PACHHIR, 269
PACH %3], 269
PAC%JH I, 270
PCA, 229

Q-%3], 387, 393

Rademacher8 %%, 279
RBFM45, 108

RelU, 114

RIPPER, 353

RKHS, 128

ROCH£E, 33, 46

S3VM, 298

Sarsa #Vk, 387, 390
Sigmoid &%, 58, 98, 102
Softmax, 375

- SOMM#%, 109

Stacking, 184
SVM, 123

TD%:3], 386, 393
Tikhonov1E U4k, 252

VCHE, 273, 274
VEIZ5H, 158

WEKA, 16



420

NEES

s RIBRIT], T, 17

W A2 (8], 5

P HAB B, 240, 307
AU EEES] 293, 204
e BB ST RE AL, 298

AR UM #7428 58, 154

A EERR, 407
BENFFEERE, 250
A/AMETE, 27, 179
NS, 411
MrHfE s, 148

Mok Hr4r 2688, 164
TURHER RS, 147
TR RS, 147
TR, 185
TH-Hr P, 156, 319, 339
M2y, 164

N B4 2628, 147
A EARYEZ[A], 232
AEFEE, 234
WEAR, 239, 307
BRI, 158
WA, 328
BkRk, 158, 328
AR, 163
YREDAERE, 65
AT, 334
AREE, 328

Frig, 2

FRiCAEHE, 302
g, 3
RIEREL, 388
FoREH, 137
R, 114
1A% R 47, 409
INTT4Y, 269, 272
ANATHIPACH[2£], 273
A—E, 269

SEAHT, 54
ZH0RT, 28
¥, 106
SR, 372

| SEWEIEAR, 381

WL FEE ) 234
iR, 3
WREEAR, 3
BIREAR, 214
BERE 30

&M, 293

EHEE, 30
ERMEE 187
AR, 155
BT B R A IR, 325
THEETE AR, 348
BERRE, 177

ERM, 177

f% 3,197

HHARER 23, 29

1TH#L, 273

RN, 348

RN, 35, 47
RINGERE, 35

RN EUK, 36, 67
Rfthsk, 36
BEEML, 101
B4R, 158
BT, 234
RE 50, 298
{R4ERR A, 226
TRBREE REIT B, 402
KRITLE DA, 412
BIAMSEME, 111
HFIFH R4 HT, 240
FRILFE Sy A, 3, 267
AL, 154
BE%Y], 237

U IE B, 158
wELELEE, 112

X4, 273

X E AL, 58
& B A, 58, 132, 325
XTI, 130
IHBEREL, 405

FHE 3, 123, 405
SHEULR RS, 58, 98
SHEULEEE, 57
SHEULAR, 59, 149

St HLR PR, 56
ZHERFEW, 88, 92
LRt 68
ZERIRMZ ML, 100
ZnkK, 3
EHRBRE, 171
£y23], 63
2], 140
MBS, 240, 304
ZHURIN, 227



51

421

LI, 410
LR, 172
ZRMER, 187
Z g tREIA, 55

ZIRALKI, 406
=3k, 3
TIN5, 410
IR, 38

KH#, 113

T m%0E, 133
FERBE, 101
z1k, 3, 121, 350
AR E, 23, 267
ST, 340
EEEER, 201
AEER M R4, 232
JeLHETT4r, 99
SEFRE, 25
STIRZ, 74
5K, 3

SrI%, 185, 304
R, 147
HFEEX, 10, 363

MERIEBIER, 268
HEERAERL, 206, 319
MR EHER 156, 319
&2, 268
&, 4,17
RRENHL, 98
mEH A, 412
miZ, 128
EHTE A, 206, 296
P HE, 139
MEZE 8, 171
ThREME TT, 99
ILHE AR, 413
KERED], 363
T~ 6 H, 115
T~ XHiFIE, 61
T X ERMHEARERL 57
HiEtk, 36, 183
H, 347
2=, 347
JA%EH, 362
194, 359
AGB BT, 357, 364
B RET, 6

A3, 4, 11

IH—4k, 36

it RAE, 67
e AR EE R, 249
THE, 23, 104, 191, 352
iThe, 23

17515, 399

ZHE REEE, 220
Ve, 260

¥, 137

%R, 126

#Ak, 137, 232
B R, 232
BT, 127

4ERE, 128, 138, 233
g A B #r, 137
R A3 HT, 232
&—, 361

#F1, 32

FEEE, 32
FEWER, 32
JEBIHE, 79, 352
X481, 121, 298
XI5k, 75, 92
TEAERY 337

[E4, 3

LA, 114

RERBM, 201
BEER, 191, 313
TRYEFERE, 30

HBIREL, 79
FHEES]EE, 171

C BRI, 1T

ET 5B, 304
ETFREEMMER, 111
PU#, 11

75, 399

IIEHL, 260

BIE RS, 98
HAETRFE, 161, 334
WRBISRE, 59, 149, 297
WRAUSRAE T, 149, 328
SERHEEY, 191
ERFE, 171, 311
A3, 225
KA, 110
BrEESL, 98

JLE, 58



422

HEFES]

THEZS R, 267
INAEE S, 201
IR, 182, 225
IR EE, 183, 225
TPERER 173
fRi%, 2, 269
REARL, 37

R =5 4], 268

i 2=

(&1 F&, 122

fRj B3, 182
BUkE, 79, 352

¥, 371

o, 227

A X HHERNS ¢ #Y5, 40
X FEE, 26

A XN, 415
X, 200
MrEREREL, 57, 98
MR, 133
IESHBEEE T RE, 253, 259
RIS 43HT, 238
TSNS IE], 393
IEBIHERT, 161, 328, 331
¥, 23,29
FERTERT, 161, 328
200 KB, 133

S0 XM, 278
ZIRZE 23, 267
& ER L, 108
FHRAIES], 108
LU TS, 64
JEEAR /N, 106
JRERERATRM:, 324
JRERE AR, 235
SEFERN A, 259
&K, 3,197
FRER, 219
BRI, 294
HEREE, 199

BB RS, 201, 237
FFIPZ R4, 113
YRR, 73, 363
PRIRARE, 82

%axt 2 AL, 182
WHRE, 29, 54
¥)/5) 5040, 409

YIS Re ek, 285

AJ 4y, 269, 270

A REREME, 115, 191
AT MR E MR E B, 109

kg B H Tk, 403
b EHEIE, 153
PRGN Ak, 251
WiPE 3>, 154, 225, 240
BREETEE, 105
R, 1
LRI, 66, 299
I RERE, 61, 138
RN EESERE, 61, 138

- B, 83

BB, 200
BRI, 57
HEEN, 101, 104
EEEY, 10
EEREME, 200
g, 103, 402
FIBER, 41, 187
54 B, 200

W& B3, 252

B Hi¥E, 25
T, 240, 294
mEES, 234
WILIE N, 240
B, 347

%3], 255

I JRAI R RSRITHE, 371
ILRETREE, 161, 320
O /RATRBENL, 322
O/RAREE, 325
ORE KM, 319

S MIEE, 200
RERFNTFEEH, 9

SRR Bk, 251, 340, 384

R, 226
EERAE, 211
FERIZEY] | 382

IR REFEE S, 200, 220

A ABFL, 348
A5 2E], 390
HRUE K, 107
BRI, 24
ERIAHE, 348

R4, 359
Rk, 391

MR GRS, 200



b

el

423

#3010, 334
HIFIAAERL 148, 325
H e, 73

MRE-FTESRE, 44, 177

lt, 6

SEHR, 54
TS, 31

SEY, 337

Sy, 225
SRR AR, 161

FEE DU 4288, 150

ZFRET MR, 231, 402
EPACTH] %3, 270
%%, 17
A FFEERE, 252
KRFE, 67
KilF, 23
KER, 23
Wik, 371

P REEE, 200
SEFISERE, 301
BFE, 113
2RLIRAIRME, 323
2 REERERE, 62
RN, 106
B, 348
Bho(E, 85 -

ANTHEZ L, 97
AT 56E, 10
TUARHFIE, 247
BRIAIE, 129

- IR SR M B, 131

§g£3) 88, 171

45, 415

LKA, 67
WE%Y, 113
MM, 97
eIt 97

A AR 148, 295, 325
Mz, 108

KRR 7R, 269

P E% 3, 386, 393
REFE, 11

P, 2

HRH, 322

I, 304

sk, 99

52 R Boltzmann #1, 112
B, 2
B, 2
BHETHE, 189
HIRE, 2
HEIZIE, 14
BUEWALHE, 247
HEEHE, 200
ISR, 148
BURER, 352
FATAEE, 130

FENLERAR, 179

FEHLT25 05, 189

BR-FIHES, 3714
#54L, 350
HRAE, 2, 247
FRIETRE, 114
FREME, 2
BRI PE, 247
R, 114

BREE R, 102, 254, 389, 407

BB, 58
BRIHK, 130
A R, 150, 305
& RS, 147
SAFRENLIS, 325
A, 158

Gt RFRH Y, 364
i3, 12, 139
BEk, 172, 225
B U4, 300
R, 319

™MF1,32
MEEE, 32
EHERR, 32
SR, 227
ERICHE, 227, 247
RARICHEAR, 293
a8, 189
FasEE, 284
TEIM%, 3
TERAGAE, 247
Tl B¥, 38, 197
TR BRENLE, 113
TRFREM, 200
JELIR, 239, 307
RE, 23
RE-SFE R, 185



424

N

IREWLE, 101

Hbhgmhs, 255
W E R, 67,255
WbitE, 67
TRHE, 67
SBLg, 148

£ M ABFTH , 99
&M, 128

£ MEES, 53, 252
e pRYE, 229
£ MEAT4Y, 99, 126
LR AR 53

MR BIHT, 60, 139

T B HHE, 183
X, 414
AHRHFAE, 247
HLUEEE, 201
P ELIE, 259
PRV, 304
FHRFERT, 90
f5&1E4%, 330, 340
=M, 156
ERRUE, 414
1823, 75, 248
{5 805, 75
FRER, 349
MMM, 191
%3, 2 :
25, 99
2388, 2

ZI AER, 204
gk, 2

Pk, 2
kiR, 23
YIRFEAR, 2

JE4RRREN, 257
W 45 55, 99
2, 359
IRHF4E, 28, 105
BEAR, 2
FEARRLRE, 270
kA=, 2
eI, 2

—F R, 348
—E#, 140
BEEE, 107
SHAT, 219
H-F, 322

MAsE 162, 319
Kadk e IR 337

- BRI /REIREEA 319

fiFEE1RG, 129
RIFHAN, 348
FhriokEA, 203
&M, 3
FHERES] 377
HRME 2, 270
HH5HE, 158
FATRRR, 197
HFEM, 200
TETHE, 79, 352
®1E, 97, 104
BI{EZ 48 T, 98
B{EH3, 67
JURLI, 348
JRBIZE, 202
BT, 348

B#3, 311
B, 67
BAMS RARENR, 128
B, 67
TELRS ], 109, 241, 393
Bi&, 105
RS, 273
WEZ], 92, 109
W=, 77
HlEZ, 30
HHM, 2

¥, 99
ERSAR, 412
ENk, 56, 105, 133
EHE, 148
TREFE, 122
SR ER IS, 133
ZERENL, 123
TRNEREN, 127
B>, 295
{HIEAR, 382
BB, 388
TeEHR R, 130, 173

- Bk, 361

BfFE, 38

FE 5T, 229
FBhE, 293
RAE-BIEE RS, 377
RASMHEREL, 377
HERZE, 30



Ell

425

TFEIFH, 248
THEHER, 248
F23[H), 189, 227
BEMIERIE S, 108
H BSRREVE, 178

B Bhik, 27

B 42U, 109
FHE>], 255

AR, 36

BIR AR5y 2588, 225
B/ 3fedk, 54, T2

- BUNERKE, 159

B/ — iz, 358
B—E5—E#, 361
AR FE, 163, 408






e
2

AERF bRt
1t %



mEE T

PLERZE IRV ENIAE W E R 0. AR IZTUEIATTEM, £ AR LR REIR S48 5 >I 2ER
SREIE . 2B 16 3, KA 3N 518 (B 1~3 ) AMENEESIERENE; %28
7y (G 4~10 3) e — 8L MTE HRPLSEI 5E (RER . HEMat. XFRENL. MRS, £
WS BA. BESEEYSD; B3 GF11~16 B) MR, ARY KFTERESHEES .
TR B, MBS BEREER., M) DR R SR 3] 5. BRI STBUIEA A T AR R
CMEA PBRIIEE PR K.

EFBIERRFBL I HHL AR T AR A BT ST HA, T T HLas 2 S OSBRI 5T
PN s 7 YN N

APEHEWEEFEXRZHRHBIIRE, EREETEHE.
WARE, BILR. RIEHRAEIE: 010-62782989 13701121933

EBEMSE CIPEIE

BLEBS ) R, bR KRR, 2016
ISBN 978-7-302-42328-7

I.ObL- 1. OF- 1L ON&HE¥EI N DTP181
o E R A B 51 CIP 1% 5 (2015) 58 287090 5

RIEWE: B B
HEE: MRE
BT XEE

HARZIT: EHERFEHRAE

7] it hitp://www.tup.com.cn, hitp://www.wgbook.com

o db: JRERREEWMRE A B 4%: 100084
# B #l: 010-62770175 C BB W: 010-62786544
BESIEERS: 010-62776969, c-service@tup.tsinghua.edu.cn

JRERR: 010-62772015, zhiliang@tup.tsinghua.edu.cn
Rk LR AN RIERAF

LEFEBE

210mm x 235mm ED 3%. 2775 F . 626 TF

20161 A& 1R B0 R: 20164 1 HE 1 KENA
1~ 5000

88.00 7G

MTE NS
i
mHH RN

3

-
o
i
J0

: 064027-01



it

Al

XA —ATH [ R SCEEE KPS R, b TR RS KRR B A BRI/ T
fi#, YeE KB R TR D A B AR, R, DERBER. gk, A% . BEMRAEA
. Ft, ABEEERFEZFERD ERETRARAENPRAE, DR AREE RIS
GBI L. ATTEIRE, ABWRE I T — 2R AR /.

2316 T, K EAT38 3 M5 5 1 o BES 1~3 &, MANSEZEIEMMIT; 5% 2 8
SRS 4~10 B, A LBE T FPLAE T 5 3B 3 M S 11~16 &, A4 — Ltk
FIR. HT 3 WZAM R SR B FIMINT AL, SEE AR B CRGERA [A  OLEEE . R R 1
B, — ARV AR T E R 9 kAT 10 3, R RRUARG 4T

RS 1 F5h, RS T HEIE. A BRI REREARTES, HIREAN T 5 S
FY RARRR, — A — R T AR R 20 R, B DAY B =AM B R R AL, i
RS MW, FLIFRRER, EHREHERONEERRES.

A PR LR AT BERR s ALA% 2 ) BEA AR A& D7 T, (B4R HLAS S SN T T HL R UR B[R] 69
g, REEE., AGHMEREEE S, NEEEIINHORNEETTHRY, ELHNARBRIREE
B IRET Y. AETHEXBOEES — PHUTHRR, A RRENNE T S Ess, Bt
2%,

EHEUA, MERMRNEZANDMBEFE —E TR, BaBEEE 22 meiRl ABES
ERFEHE T AN IREARMRKANGE, FEEYTIREN)LE, HEERKK ISR
TR —F.

FRANT I e K BANE A4, BRI, WEEE H G — 25 5 3SR g2 5t
Ao KBTS, AFITFHE—2 5. R, RB000—fiEd BREEFR A 7m “BER” &
DB, X#E P —EEAYe T4, LRI04

Plésa X R RAREGE, B RTESON N ZRER, FA AL RS 5 U IR E .
EE WA RFR, BEKE, EIRIERRE TR, BHEBZAEFER, HREEEEATS
S, R AR

&

2015 E 6 A






F

|l

FEANTHERIA MU, AN FEIRATE IR T REG R RK— o3 WAk
KE, LBEIUFEENTERT RRERRND X2 — £+ TERORE, KF5EI
REERALASFE I ER, T AN LI HFALER, i EREIHEFZIANRTT. AHER
BT LU : NERARF SR I R R ERA G L], RIR T AL 5] N2 2R 1
BFFUAE AT 5T R B AR BRI S A3 P SE b R R B BRI N RIBT AL, RRBLETT AN — Mt 8.
RELBSEIMLEEHNHROARRE . iTNET BB (R T%) R, DRZERTR
AT —MEENEHOPSEI TS MRASEERANREEE (Plas2>) NATmEmmiFgH i
BT HEREINENDL, SRS, A1ER B ABARETIS %4, :

MEABRNEREIRET — LA EE, BB TRSES I AN EME T, 2FRE—
EOTR VLIS B LT OIS IR R R BRI, 7B, Basrf—i g o
HISER. BREMNSEEE TRBTEXR, E—M “IMTRBIBES” .

A — EANTERARREREY, S EIRERNEILEEHRMS Y], AR HHZ I+
FERIFM, Gt P B ST — U0 B RS SR R B T /4 5 2 ST I, AT aEL )
TEW H G ST AT AT, 75 %I R ERME LA T? SRasB L3 = Rt sont
Z007 B RE RIS X M B ARSI TR XA E R =M RN AR —RE R
FE¥: “RREZEH RS, Ml !” ZREFRATES: “RN—FENEKITT 17 B4
MG BEER TRk, BEAMERBERAT EINFSEILEEER. = RFYRELLSTE

“ZHEMR, ZTERNR” NI, FE5¥IEH “B8” METF. B0 AREE WA,
ERRBBIETERELHBEEABRINT. B0 ARY W EHEIER LRI MRS
TR, MAZAANBZICKI T —MET A, NG, Kt I NZMERRFHAELS S,
XR—M ‘BBl A, EANERENER” , BN, G2 MRS E TIDRT LB AR, FHEH
LK FENER AR ERZ Koller 51 (MERERAD) —HMHR. ZTHE=ZMUA, BIEFR
WRIZR R, REANTHEREEE.. BZMRKE¥ Chandrasekaran B KRG, MMIEFREF 56
WA “ATE” WA, HHIEHFRE TR RME A, BIERMBATRIEXERIET | IEAER
BHFEE T, MRRRAET, USSR T R ABEN DY, £ T: “8iE /L4, N TH6E
IRRFEE LEP T EMARAE. RAZHTHHHEIHNEES, XEHERELMA TR ELS
ANBZREZIM R, BREMNZEEEHHMARE, BRAXBEHARE LS. R\, 8F —REXANH
(18 A3 ENIVE R, 35 R FMEAR AR ET . RESHENEZEE 2 EEE—BtE, &



i ' - g%

HE BE B ELSE BRI NN & IR ZIEAR L A8k, ” &R, Chandrasekaran ##H A
AETELUE AL E&F 2T, R A EER B R REA 2, EAMURTHREN, W
RIS NTEeesiE, REEEAFMIFALNIR, M Chandrasekaran #¥2 R AT MEARR “IA%0” .

W= EERERANRAPSF I S “—HIUR” QAR Sithlas ) Bk R ETH
AERMSLF SRR, BRARAARTEIN, EEREFIN WA A SBLESTE?” X
BMEIRT F— A LR B THLES S SRR R DR IND? JSL R AR E—
SE RN NETELER RS 7 TS R A A T KINLES 2 ST R — MR, TN R AN A 1
AL B A BB, YOIRTERMR ML TR Wi XA B AR JUi R — 28
. REIAKEBFEIEEREBNTT B & “BOLFRNM” &4, HREARI M Z RIS 2,
RIS AR R0 Z BTS2 SRR R mIL?

M= SRR ML T —EH BN, Pl “WRBEE . CRLIE” B% HAEATT
ok, RHRGEY S, BEMTEIARERTHSEIRFHRT NG? SREAEEE A EEERE
WK —EZFH YN BEZIRENAF BT AT ES S EENTR, FERMER EHFEERLH
BT, AR B TEARARNE S, HENORERKRE T, FEAIETERAFREER
FIEE, NTEEI L 2 ERANER. DR THRSINISEINATEERARKEX. ERA]
AEEELE A A IREEIRENERRAET %2 T? BLE BHEERCERRIRBRERE
K7, T8 AR > IEAEPOREE 5 ST I, IEM AT R & BT 5 2 I WA 2 TR, A
WREBEITEIRE B A BREBRGE T 2 T ERFSEINRERE. X—REAREZEIE “H kAl
B RN E; RN HATRREY N EEE A THEME, ESMILS%EI TEAREITHAX,
T BRI 9 B PR, S BB B B R B O IR M ;. =R BRI B S AR T L B 2 ST R
ARG ERRA, “REZE” , BRACIES.

- DY AR S BTSTHBLLLR, BRATE B R MR ST BRI G0 i iR, REIREE
ERMEG. R, H¥ZK, B KE. RERELRIEES TENSEITENHAG? 44,
BATRFER T — EH B AL 23 LN KT, Bl JLAERE %S ERNA,
W TR FE N RN, BRI TR, B R R E R A, R R SR
ST B PR SE, {ELZE ML A8 2 T AR — R A Sk R T LSR5, 49004 R AR A 18
A4 5 R RAR B AT AR A8 R R AR, B ATTT AR R B “ kBT RS
i, TR REAIBE” | RE LR USSRy R, PLGETH I o0 e f L 2 X
WIR? T, WIS B8 “HARMY T, M5 B+ R EHBIM 7RIS 2 Tl &
EYy, MR RRBCAESIH LS SR 6 7. ERNERNMAEE, HEERKNA
BERETAE. KRB EEREZN . IRRHEFEEE, @aﬂ]ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%éﬁ?%%%% TR
- MLERESIERE, B, BT,



iii

R
m

W E—AN BRI IELE: 7SR S R EE RO EAE R, Sty I mAE
BONESET A . XM TR NS — %I, MBI RN FRETERNGIAG
BRI RIB R, W R EIZRE, BAFREISERY, B2 —NABEESMERNERE. R,
DU 7 AR PO ARSESR. BIIRTE % S HISCER AT 41, W2 B HRICERREER M2 R,
MTTERINE N AR MR AER T XA BT F AR, R RS RN ALS
FAR L ME.

RN REARRHARKIHEL, B8R A Las 2 SR A R m? Bit b, L0 “X¥dR” 4
Gut Pl E AR T EZHHLE, ROV EKEEE T REL . RERTE AR A7, K
P I AN TR REE R BN . A AIERER B S = B R AT AT Hese
FOAMAT I T AR AR R B2 A AR M T, DR S 148 AR R TN, HLEB2E ST BEARTEIX B
AT, X — AR ESE. R, FIAERMERGT . Tk, FIERNER. A, K3
o W ARE X SR M AR X R TR A AR I AN R 187 B 22 31 A8 A RHIE i 0 — >l
B W4, WETREER AR SR AR, BEGT AT SR RAEAR RN RBREIEAIENLER
X BRI A FTREN? KEE R RIEAE B AR ILES 2 TP IR A7 IREENLER 2 31 v
R T KB AR TR IR B T = A A We 7

PLEREERAFRET T, RATERBIBAS LK. ABHEE B S ELERENRZE I IFZ R
AT HE KT, &P ENSREIHANREANY 2 —, EERERFEERTAFE. MENS
SR EEGR, MBS BN SRFIRZIRDEIETTHEIME TEREF EE
EEEWE L, B - RT EEEEER ERMARERR. BT 85 0ERTRLUS,
AbAEHES) T B EIHLES 2 SR R J7 TR T 4 2 TR, Blan AR AR i EEREER M 2002 457

f, BT BRI “DLasE I RN Bhite. YIERR, B ERRET, BMENIE, NBE—
MERMERRBIERME . FERIZNEKER I =MIT AR 2T, Z22F AT ARREHEE
A, EHRAEEGE, k% BREEREMTSENSERRERET. M EEEREES
Y&, BALmER, ARR “BIAILE” . EEREEMBEEERITREEG. SRR EWAES FR
LHRZHERPRELITENY), MELAEREFERNFSISEITEASREBKERT. PE
RIPLE I KA R E.

(e Wv’é
o E R 2R 5 R RIE R B
2015 % 8 AFdbx



N



GRS T L

~—

|

~—~ T B

FEMFSR

L7y

] &

B

yis] 23

QLR

FE A2 ] BR A A

A FgES

B 2 8]

= B3N A7

T

Fl ) &

BB E

£5

EE{ - IPTEM

Ly, W65, p B8N Lo W03
REZE TR R B, S P2 T R
MR BT R B, SRR R

BREL F() X FESA D FTRIBFEIE; B AN
G D FI(BR) -

hHR
R, 7E - D EFEA S BIEE R 1,0
SEE, - <0, =0, >0 KN4HEERN —1,0,1






- B 1
L BIE 1
L2 AR E 2
L3 BB oo 4
R T < S 6
15 R 10
16 R EIR 13
L7 B R 16
T 19
E =" € N 20
T e | 22

E 2 E BB 23
2.1 BRREGERE ... 23
2.2 VI 24
2.3 MEREE R . 28
24 HBEE ........................... A 37
25 REEFE ... TR 44
2.6 BUBEMIRE 46
5 48
e 6 N 49
N R O N 51

BB MR 53
3.1 AT 53
3.2 BRI s 53
3.3 SHBULEREIH . 57
3.4 M T 60
3.5 BT 63



3.6 ARG oo e 66
3.7 BB 67
53 - 69
e 54 N 70
= = | 72
A B R 73
R - S 73
42 R BB 75
4.3 B 79
44 FBEESBRME 83
4.5 BAERER 88
4.6 BB 92
53 93
50 N 94
N S 95
EWE5E WEMB. ... e 97
5.1 MARTTRBERL 97
5.2 BAMEZEMLSE 98
5.3 REMAAIREIE e 101
5.4 SRB/NEREBIEA 106
5.5 HAME AR 108
5.6 TR 113
5.7 B R 115
B 116
e 3« N 117
= | 120
O E MBI ... 121
6.1 TIBBEIREFE oo 121
6.2 BMBEEE .ot TR 123
6.3 BEERE .o o 126
6.4 BB SEMIL i 129
6.5 ERFFIEEE 133



xi

6.6 BiTEE 137
6.7 BB 139
53 . 141
BETER oo 142
= e | 145
T E MHE SR 147
70 TR 147
7.2 BRI R T e 149
7.3 AN 2R 150
74 EAMRIFHAEB 154
75 DU 156
76 EMA 162
O 57 v - 164
53 166
= 5" 7 N 167
e | 169
Y 171
81 MR i 171
8.2 BOOSHINg ..ttt e e e 173
8.3 BaggingSBENLARA ..o 178
8.4 HHEFME ... ... 181
R 2 = 185
8.6 BBl 190
B, 192
e 193
S S | 196
BOBE BB 197
0.1 B 197
0.2 B R 197
0.3 BB 199
0.4 AR B 202



0.6 BRI 214
0.7 BRI 217
T 220
5 N P 221
S | 224
E10E BB BT . 225
10.1  EEAREES] ... S 225
10.2  ARZEHRN oo 226
U103 EBAF e eeeii...220
104 BALZbERRE .. B 232
105 WS oo T UU RO TR 234
106 BEZES ... S 237
10.7  BBEREEE 240
52 242
B R oo 243
B Il et 246
F11E BHEERESRRES ... S 247
1.1 FEB RGN e 247
1.2 BRI 249
113 BZERIEE oot ..250
114 BAREFEELLEN 252
115 R R G F R S 254
116 B o 257
117 BEAE U 260
I o 262
3 a - N 263
= = | 266
B 12 E HEEIEI 267
121 FBHEARR oot e 267
122 PACEE S it 268
12.3  BBRBEREE oo 270

124 VOHE e 273



12.5 RademacherZZeE ........... e 279
126 BEIEHE 284
127 BB oo 287
S e 289
B RR oo 290
L S | 292
E13F FUEES ... B 293
13,1 RERIOREA 293
13.2 R TR 295
133 BUESVM ... 208
134 BEPEHEST 300
13.5 ETHBMIE ... IR 304
136 EUEEI 307
137 B s 311
I 313
BEEER oot 314
e | 317
F14F BERBERER 319
14.1 O RAI AR 319
14.2 B RATREENIG . 322
143 FBBENLE . 325
144 ZETTEHET 328
14.5 T e 331
146 EERAL 337
TA.T BB 339
B 341
B R et e 342
= = 345
B B B 347
150 BEARBER  oooeeee e 347
15,2 RS o 349

15.8  BU AL oot 352



xiv HEES)
154 —BVEIMIZES] Lo U 354
15.5 GBI T 357
156 BIEFPEL oot ....363
T 365
s S 366
L S E s | 369

B 16 B RIS i 371
160 B G 371
162 K-8BEBEHL ... 373
16.3 BRI ] e DU ¥ 4
16.4 BRI S] i 382
16.5 fHERBEIL ..o o 388
16.6 BT 390
16.7 BB oo 393
B3 - 394
BHERER oot 395
= = | 397

B oo 309
A BB 399
B R 403
C MR 409

=5 R 417



	第1章 绪论
	1.1 引言
	1.2 基本术语
	1.3 假设空间
	1.4 归纳偏好
	1.5 发展历程
	1.6 应用现状
	1.7 阅读材料

	第2章 模型评估与选择
	2.1 经验误差与过拟合
	2.2 评估方法
	2.3 性能度量
	2.4 比较检验
	2.5 偏差与方差
	2.6 阅读材料

	第3章 线性模型
	3.1 基本形式
	3.2 线性回归
	3.3 对数几率回归
	3.4 线性判别分析
	3.5 多分类学习
	3.6 类别不平衡问题
	3.7 阅读材料

	第4章 决策树
	4.1 基本流程
	4.2 划分选择
	4.3 剪枝处理
	4.4 连续与缺失值
	4.5 多变量决策树
	4.6 阅读材料

	第5章 神经网络
	5.1 神经元模型
	5.2 感知机与多层网络
	5.3 误差逆传播算法
	5.4 全局最小与局部极小
	5.5 其他常见神经网络
	5.6 深度学习
	5.7 阅读材料

	第6章 支持向量机
	6.1 间隔与支持向量
	6.2 对偶问题
	6.3 核函数
	6.4 软间隔与正则化
	6.5 支持向量回归
	6.6 核方法
	6.7 阅读材料

	第7章 贝叶斯分类
	7.1 贝叶斯决策论
	7.2 极大似然估计
	7.3 朴素贝叶斯分类器
	7.4 半朴素贝叶斯分类器
	7.5 贝叶斯网
	7.6 EM算法
	7.7 阅读材料

	第8章 集成学习
	8.1 个体与集成
	8.2 Boosting
	8.3 Bagging与随机森林
	8.4 结合策略
	8.5 多样性
	8.6 阅读材料

	第9章 聚类
	9.1 聚类任务
	9.2 性能度量
	9.3 距离计算
	9.4 原型聚类
	9.5 密度聚类
	9.6 层次聚类
	9.7 阅读材料

	第10章 降维与度量学习
	10.1 k近邻学习
	10.2 低维嵌入
	10.3 主成分分析
	10.4 核化线性降维
	10.5 流形学习
	10.6 度量学习
	10.7 阅读材料

	第11章 特征选择与稀疏学习
	11.1 子集搜索与评价
	11.2 过滤式选择
	11.3 包裹式选择
	11.4 嵌入式选择与L1正则化
	11.5 稀疏表示与字典学习
	11.6 压缩感知
	11.7 阅读材料

	第12章 计算学习理论
	12.1 基础知识
	12.2 PAC学习
	12.3 有限假设空间
	12.4 VC维
	12.5 Rademacher复杂度
	12.6 稳定性
	12.7 阅读材料

	第13章 半监督学习
	13.1 未标记样本
	13.2 生成式方法
	13.3 半监督SVM
	13.4 图半监督学习
	13.5 基于分歧的方法
	13.6 半监督聚类
	13.7 阅读材料

	第14章 概率图模型
	14.1 隐马尔可夫模型
	14.2 马尔可夫随机场
	14.3 条件随机场
	14.4 学习与推断
	14.5 近似推断
	14.6 话题模型
	14.7 阅读材料

	第15章 规则学习
	15.1 基本概念
	15.2 序贯覆盖
	15.3 剪枝优化
	15.4 一阶规则学习
	15.5 归纳逻辑程序设计
	15.6 阅读材料

	第16章 强化学习
	16.1 任务与奖赏
	16.2 K－摇臂赌博机
	16.3 有模型学习
	16.4 免模型学习
	16.5 值函数近似
	16.6 模仿学习
	16.7 阅读材料

	附录
	A 矩阵
	B 优化
	C 概率分布

	后记
	索引



