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Abstract

With the development and evolution of stock price index, the role of stock index in investment is
particularly important. This paper uses least squares estimation, ridge estimation, absolute con-
straint regression (Lasso), elastic constraint estimation and two-step estimation to track the SZSE
Blockchain 50 Index to obtain the corresponding investment portfolio. The Lasso and ridge esti-
mation are compared, and it is concluded that the ridge estimation is better under the Cp criterion,
the Lasso under the CV criterion is better, and the Lasso performs variable selection under the
two-step estimation.
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1. 518

TRBUE BB I8 BRI R T I SRR MO R R A, R — M psh R B s, L H AR e R —
MEEEIR B R s AR I, W RMEBRER R ZE . 083 DR B OB R R, i K —
Iy B A T RAR B BRI B A A, DUHSRAE R R A A A S 3 5 e 80 — 8, S 515
HORBOA R as o

PtHi(2004) U [m] Y122 ke 2 B SRR AL (Rl B, 0 23 #7 2% AR B8] (50 R BAT MRR A B [0 AR, SRR
S5 N (2012) KU [ A ) 7 28 T BV B R BOR T, R TT A REA e m A AN B R R R [2] . 3K
Kk M IBIB(2017)FEXS by L™ LA e PEAS AR ) A S AT T FUS , S PSR PR 2O AAN T SEBL R AR
R R3] KA (2018) K T3 Ak T % 8 0 R BOR HEAT IBEARIE 157, 45 AR T AT LU B ) 1 7y
R AR BURIE S [4] . #2858 (2018) T e 5 H e a0 IBE RO AR AR [T AR, ) P i - AN 5t 2 SR Al o
PRITAER T () 22 B AR VR 1), NS IS 2 2 [ IR [5] . £ 3], ¥ ARIESE A (2018) FERT TE e 4 R
BRI R PP AT, e FH A 20 SR T 90— 0 A B A9 F1[6] - J Ranstam, J A Cook (2018)# 1 Lasso
[0 54 5 2 VR A2 5 AR S PR 1]V R B, AT R ML TR R 22 OB [ 7] 0 BB2K, % 555 A\ (2020) R
IEENA A0 A Al TSR ARG THER AR, 19 AT RGBS L B Rk [l T RE (8] -

2. BESHR
2.1. #IRILA

PRUE X HUEE 50 840 (1A5 399286.5Z) HIRYINESFZE &) i AARYINESRE BA PR A F T 2019 4 12 H 24
HIER A& AT, R LIRS R bt A w558 J X e 7=l b N i A B R IERE 2], 10
A H S TTE A = EMEHE T, 0 I HE BT 50 4 I SR B AR I [9] . ARFEARZ gt 7772, B An X B
E 50 Fa AL 50 R AT BTy, AU 5 Ry B A 56 FE R I AR a0 56 1 BT :

Table 1. List of blockchain 50 components

1. XREE 50 R RRFIR

Fe ] B 75 ] AT
1 000001.5Z P RAT 26 002537.5Z IR
2 000100.5Z TCL Rl 27 002558.5Z SN
3 000158.SZ (A1 il 28 002602.SZ AR S ]
4 000333.5Z LA 29 002610.5Z %R
5 000555.5Z PG 30 002727.5Z — O
6 000676.SZ R Py 31 300007.SZ DB
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7 000681.SZ R 32 300033.5Z [FIAE
8 000776.SZ I RAES 33 300059.5Z FIE
9 000997.5Z PN 34 300099.5Z RS B
10 002010.8Z FEAL R 35 300113.5Z DGR Ak
11 002063.5Z AR 36 300130.5Z ] #
12 002065.5Z RAIAF 37 300170.5Z PAHEE
13 002104.5Z 18 5 et 38 300212.8Z VS
14 002117.SZ RAENE 1y 39 300271.5Z e g
15 002123.5Z 2 Wl 40 300339.52 TEA AL
16 002131.SZ FIRR A 73 41 300352.5Z LEIR
17 002152.5Z JTHLIZ I8 42 300377.SZ i
18 002195.5Z Z=IE 43 300379.5Z bl
19 002230.5Z SN 44 300386.5Z RRWSE
20 002268.SZ e i} 45 300465.5Z wik
21 002352.5Z =42 % 46 300468.5Z Wi gl
22 002400.SZ B A 47 300525.5Z Ak
23 002410.5Z JTBRIk 48 300579.5Z EVEAINT
24 002517.5Z TR IEM 45 49 300663.5Z BHE KA
25 002530.5Z EAURENTS 50 300676.5Z HREEA

WA TR I TT B Y, 2 HZAE SR 55— 2B 58 20 1l — 43 o BT 58 2 W 8 B IS 24040 (5 e Jm—
BT WM IFE T T 3 BRI 3 /Bl st i A se it 77 5, F AR R LA, Ik
BEGTEMARE A WEAN I, LSS — 2B sS i v B . ARG 2020 4F 1 H 2 H 2 2022 4
7 H 29 HRIX e 50 FaH R I H K ZeigisciiA, & 50 AN H AR, 1AM AR &, JLA 51 41 624
17, it 31,824 MNEEAKYE . LB RE = 2:1 ENSRERI Sy, BEAEIE BB IE A 2020 4 1
H2H%E2021 49 H 15 H, %15 2021 429 H 16 H% 2022 /£ 7 H 29 H, R flans 2 fix.
ASCHHERIET Choice 4l 2 it

Table 2. Table of data
= 2. BiERGIR

AT TCLAHL WA SREEEH BeraE  RHERME HRHEN Y
16.87 4.57 6.92 59.75 39.33 26.31 68.5 3273.823
17.18 4.65 6.88 58.26 39.72 26.29 68.7 3293.014
17.07 4.61 6.72 57.2 38.9 26.39 67.16 3296.561
12.79 4.28 6.63 55.92 25.18 16 63.98  2923.4903
12.88 4.43 6.6 55.75 24.91 15.94 64.02  2937.6198
12.68 4.44 6.42 54.98 24.7 15.97 62.02 28943303
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Figure 1. Blockchain 50 index chart
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Figure 2. Block chain 50 index histogram

& 2. XRiE 50 ieHEHE

HI& 2 Ar%n, X HRfE 50 FRBCSCELN B0 A G I RRFAE . 3K 3 g 1 X HREE 50 FR B
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of the blockchain 50 index closing price

% 3. X 50 fe BN IR 5T

SRR T4 FRiE 2 A2 f/ME =N T L35
[X Bt 50 Fa4 3560.37 362.49 3635.55 2539.75 4304.62 -0.63 -0.44
3. IREINTR
3.1. J/pRIER
X 2R P AR A
Y=XB+¢
g ) (3.1)
Ee=0,cov(e)=0"l,

K, [\ REL B RSN AR B, = (XX) XY o BN RGN A, EE
WA B s A BoR, RIAETC R AL TSR, e/ el vk vl 45 H A 227 0 A /N [mT A Y, (AT
[ 73 47 o oA - TR

ESHAETF R, B EUDN IR THE T M2 et A T B N5 22, B R 2 1A
FEARH ™ ) 2 EIRLR R, BRI A, SR T ZE AN WAL T D, (HERERK, —
BN E AR A REF T A MG H TS s ZSRfbi ) —FE T, B DU A
T AR SRR e 1 - B A e 1 [10]

3.2. IRfhIt

e G R AR R 7 A8 B RV AP 7E 2 S ILARMEIN AN FIE A, /s e fili v dhy T 454 1) R 2 3 B80S oy 277
WRZEHEK, MO R R (R A T A/ 3Rk Horel AT Kennard [11]7E 1970 4E42 HU& flit, Wl iRt uk
SR A AR 17 SR A

(y-XB) (y=XB)+kBB (3.2)
Hodr, k2 Hik% B H 3 ¥ (Lagrangian Multipliers), W& fiit45 0~ &k
B(K)=(XX +kI )" Xy (3.3)

Hob, k20 RIS I K AR, 0TI 2 B, BORREIN K (. o A SR
Bt BRI G F(K) R M. Bk=0, £(0)=(XX)* Xy HIE 3 KA —FeftiiH[12).

3.3. xR [EYT(Lasso)
Tibshirani [13]H& H 1 —Fhfif o e 4528 Sk £ 10 IR 4k 7 75 ——Lasso, 1% 7154 75 e/ 3 fili v F: it
X RN E N L1 a2
Y AL 2 D
mlnﬂHZ(yi -X) +12|ﬁj| (3.4)
i=1 j=1

Her, 2>0 NETISH, BUEBOK, BT EMER[14]. BEE A RN, L1 &S HAME ] DUE 45 [ H &R

e 0, mHY AR KR Tu@ SN E AR B RO 0, [RS8 B B B S B 1H[15]

BRI, SISk ExEE, —AmE AIC #EN . BIC #EN]. CV 28 XIGHIF 25 HE M B[ 16] .
Efron [17]32 H &/ EH(LARS) Jiik, XA 7L RE R DT R &I+, o] LAHISKARUE Lasso 7],
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FEH DR R R . LARS BUERMEAR AR . HblBHE - N SR SRR KRR, AR5
WX E— B K, FEHIE AR, XWAMRE SR ZE MM, #iE S
ARAEMEI T M Ak SEE, DIRHE, SRR EM AL R . LARS FiEEERIA W N BT LARS
Bk, EERBEZ T REEMEN TN, B e BURIERESEA RN, WA kPR, 8Tk A
HAR B R R, L ENINESN A BT k-1 548 B AR & A N, 8 SUERE

Xa = (85X, 8, X0+, S Xy ) (3.5)

1
Hr, Sj=Sign((Y—uk_l) xjjo LG, =X, X, CA=(|;G;1|A) 2N R T IE X
Hp = Xp0p, @y =C,Gul, (3.6)
A LABGHIE, e 2
Xutin =Chly, (ﬂA)zzl-

B, N SPTH BB BRI HSAR MK T, 21207 [ BT SEURE S # AR
BT % A AR RN RS RIS I[18] [19].

3.4, Y&t
1993 4F Liu Ke-jian [20] [21]f& B4 o] 9 ) AR, ST&e Y (4.1), S5 B WAt 1T

B(d)=(XX+1)" (XY +dj,,) 3.7)
X R B, 3o B, RN TR AT, 0<d <1ESH.
3.5. BELRM

2005 4 Zou 5 Hastie [22]4:& 2[RI R JAAD Lasso LR TR, $RH T stk 4 difhit. #atEZdifs
THALG T Lasso fli THRTIE AL T 1I4F A, REACER s 45t 1 H— M REPRE tHAHXS T Lasso fli H4se /b (19748 &
[22]. FRMELIAAG T E R

argm'”[i[yu Zﬂ X"J +%Z|ﬂ |+%Zﬂ J (3.8)
SEM R EIfE
Z( Zﬂx.,] (39)
i /2
(1—/1)jZP;|ﬂ;|+/lij;ﬁf <t (3.10)

IBEIRNK B, =123, p
4. SGIESHHR
4.1, BUNZ TRt
5 B/ Rl T L X B E 50 FR RO L IRV LA DR, RIS 4 PR
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Table 4. Least squares estimation regression results

=4, BRPDZFRMGHEVILER

A JB%aNiia Estimate Std.Error t-value Pr(>It)) N
(Intercept) -18.93860 30.63242 -0.618 0.536794

X1 P RAT 18.63554 0.91056 20.466 <2e-16 Fohok
Xz TCL Rl -1.30753 1.79949 -0.727 0.467927

X3 (B[ 4.96318 1.40860 3.523 0.000480 ek
X4 LR 3.97739 0.23642 16.823 <2e—16 Fokx
Xs N AE B 10.51254 1.58910 6.615 1.32e—10 deskek
Xs Iy 0.40455 1.74288 0.232 0.816577

X7 M -0.28263 1.00863 -0.280 0.779477

Xg J7RAESF 2.31175 1.49571 1.546 0.123070

Xo EIPNLT -3.40366 1.58981 -2.141 0.032943 *
X10 FEAb R 9.37521 2.78003 3.372 0.000825 ok
Xu A —1.04831 1.42894 -0.734 0.463647

X12 IREEER AT 12.46838 1.87658 6.644 1.11e - 10 ek
X13 18 E &t 13.82414 2.74010 5.045 7.16e — 07 Hokox
X14 RUER 5.22339 2.21317 2.360 0.018794 *
X5 B EHE 2.40458 0.84760 2.837 0.004809 b
X1s W A 28.17065 4.10101 6.869 2.79% — 11 kk
X7 T HIEIE 6.28846 1.72754 3.640 0.000312 ok
Xig ~=0H 84.83666 10.57142 8.025 1.40e — 14 ek
X19 YN 1.47051 0.37950 3.875 0.000126 Fokok
Xa0 PAim 5.68411 0.52546 10.817 <2e—16 Hokk
Xa1 [IEekediiy 3.39530 0.19705 17.231 <2e-16 ok
X22 AR 8.83649 1.32320 6.678 9.04e — 11 ok
X23 JTBRIR 2.58247 0.27996 9.225 <2e—16 ok
Xos fe L) 2% 26.12347 3.25861 8.017 1.49 — 14 ok
Xas & H B —5.75406 1.48189 -3.883 0.000122 Fokok
Xas iAo 463717 2.34821 1.975 0.049048 *
Xo7 EYNGES 11.66566 1.39395 8.369 1.26e — 15 ek
Xos RS -4.73219 1.66271 —2.846 0.004676 b
X29 % FERH 22.20637 3.91331 5.675 2.84e — 08 ok
Xa0 i 0.56627 0.41191 1.375 0.170055

Xa1 DUBRHY 4.32893 0.87786 4,931 1.24e — 06 ek
X3 gl 0.95274 0.13999 6.806 4.14e - 11 ok
X33 R & 1250353 0.66244 18.875 <2e - 16 ok
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Xas FEMEE B -1.11621 1.51867 —0.735 0.462815
X35 I A b 2.89824 0.69815 4.151 4.12e — 05 ko
Xap ekl —0.71194 1.60362 —0.444 0.657336
Xaz WEE R 11.33319 2.66815 4.248 2.75e — 05 *Hk
Xag s 0.86292 0.48338 1.785 0.075060
Xag it 7.22730 0.78422 9.216 <2e—16 il
Xa0 JE AN AR A 5.85516 0.40007 14.635 <2e-16 Fxk
Xa1 B = 7.21819 2.80058 2.577 0.010347 *
Xa T -5.86753 1.40887 -4.165 3.89e - 05 ok
Xaz Fyapii:| 2.06954 0.28649 7.224 2.97e — 12 fiad
Xaa KRIWE 0.83569 1.06822 0.782 0.434530
Xu5 ik 2.62079 1.23196 2.127 0.034063 *
Xag Wyag el -0.03147 0.44981 -0.070 0.944261
Xaz o A -1.03096 0.42799 —2.409 0.016498 *
Xug BTN -0.21611 0.42173 -0.512 0.608658
Xag B 0.98143 0.42106 2.331 0.020304 *
Xs0 HRFEH 1.32094 0.12637 10.453 <2e—16 ool
Table 5. Model test table
5. {HAGIN R
T 2 AR IS P B R? Bk 227 il BRFHIEE I/ NRFAEE ZATHL
<2.2e-16 0.9986 45592 23.1686 0.0053 4346.493
B 4 |
o - Mé {E
8 ]
¥ g
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8 .II |
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8 .“"I'IuII h\
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Figure 3. Blockchain 50 Index Tracking (olse)
& 3. XHR§E 50 EHGEER (olse)
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AR 256 B AR

y =-18.94+18.64x, —1.31x, +4.96X, +3.98x, +10.51x, + 0.40x, —0.28x,

e+ 2.62X,5 —0.03X,5 —1.03X,;, —0.22X,, +0.98x,, +1.32X,

(4.1)

TCL B, ®EMcty Mot J7RUES: . et —0a . FEEE S BTEE. CORIE.
PTTAERI . B AR 11 KB I RS il B E RS, A 12 WO ) RO 1 8.

e 5 FRIBR IR W] R 0.9986, ULEIILAMORIRLF, HASALE B4 MK . BEE
FRERUNES 3 Frow, $REGE S BRSCPr IR B E SR — 2, Ui Wil (o] B R BRER X HLE 50 FE 8t #k
R (BT AR HON 4346.493, UL HIAAAE I 2 AL, IR it T ik

4.2. Cp M

4.2.1. Cp N TS &3+
W RIS IR B SRk, LIS E A 4 FTR

o
o)
o
©
o

[y

© <

Q

O

&

£
o
N
o

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
x$lambda
Figure 4. Ridge map
& 4. U&irE
Table 6. Ridge parameter value table
< 6. IR HEVER
W& 4 HUE
ModifiedHKBestimator 0.2266915
ModifiedL-Westimator 0.06134589
SmallestvalueofGCV 0.405
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GierIEl 4 RS 6 I, EFRER/INE K fE 0.06, I R TRE:
Yy =39.66+17.10x, — 2.40x, +10.83x, +4.51x, +13.00x, —0.56x; —0.43x,
+---=1.30x,, —0.03x,; —0.30x,5 —0.01x,4 +1.02X,,

HARRBIA 7

4.2)

Table 7. Ridge-estimated variable coefficients
T RBEHTERK

TP T3 39.6598 X7 13.1572 X4 1.7858
Xy 17.1006 X1s 72.4284 Xas 2.5800
X, —2.3955 X1o 0.1481 Xag —2.1358
X3 10.8281 Xa0 3.6133 Xa7 5.0385
X4 4.5072 X1 3.0759 Xag 0.8731
Xs 12.9969 X2z 8.5396 Xao 7.1460
Xg —0.5622 Xa3 3.6327 X0 4.5601
X7 —0.4330 Xos 11.5470 Xa1 10.3707
Xg 5.2800 Xas -1.3717 X2 —2.0613
Xq -3.9316 Xag 3.6434 X4 1.7899
X10 21.8649 Xa7 11.9289 Xaa 4.3490
X1t —2.5043 Xag ~4.7293 Xas ~0.7980
X1 8.8000 Xag 15.9100 Xas -1.3008
X1 —0.7897 Xa0 ~1.2858 Xg7 —0.0304
X1 10.1209 Xa1 3.5333 Xag —0.3004
X1s 5.2571 Xao 1.1599 X0 -0.0105
Xig 23.7213 Xas 12.1031 Xso 1.0247

Wb 22 I &) 5 B o e R] DL Ay T4 HH AR [l )9 7 R i s 22 i 1 B398 50 RO, Wl 6 Fir

7N o

4.2.2. Cp EM T ROLEXT 25K {3 (Lasso)

B LARS #H7 ik, HALEWE 7 fion. 78 Cp MR, E8&/NK Cp (XN AR B4
ZEREIR, B/ME Cp = 44.20989 X M AR B RS 46 N, HEE A EEREE, (REERLG 46 MR
ITHREUBER .

SXof INE R 2 1 ] U 5 R N

§ =18.36x, —1.38x, +5.45X, +3.99%, +---—0.91x,, —0.28X,; +1.02X,, +1.33x;, (4.3)

M3 8 WL, MBI RE EF, B M E L B EE. Ui 4 R RERE08 0,
YT DSBS B, RE 46 NEREMRILT 4.
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Figure 5. Ordinary residual plot of the ridge regression

Bl 5. IREFIE ik EE

4000

3500
I

3000
I

2500

| | [ I [ [ [
0O 100 200 300 400 500 600

time
Figure 6. Fit plots of the dependent variable and predictive values
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Figure 7. Selection coefficient plot of the LARS variables
E 7. LARS TEEFRHE
Table 8. The Lasso parameter estimation table
5% 8. Lasso ¥ttt
X1 18.3597 Xig 81.7613 Xss 2.5350
X, -1.3841 X19 1.3286 Xag 0.0000
X3 5.4526 X0 5.7393 X37 10.8152
X4 3.9868 Xo1 3.4184 Xag 0.7463
Xs 10.5789 X2 8.6153 Xsg 7.4298
X 0.0000 Xas 2.5790 Xa0 5.8273
X7 0.0000 Xoa 27.0778 Xa1 7.3843
Xg 2.4067 Xos -5.1376 X4z -5.4299
X —-3.5532 Xog 4.3028 Xas 2.0896
X0 9.3258 Xo7 11.4822 Xaa 0.7904
X1 —0.8940 Xog —4.2282 Xus 2.4266
Xio 11.8088 X9 22.3006 Xag 0.0000
Xi3 13.4136 X0 0.4877 Xa7 —0.9154
X14 48950 Xgl 42527 X48 _02817
Xis 2.6697 X3z 0.9605 Xag 1.0159
X6 27.8514 X33 12.6538 Xsp 1.3287

Xl7 64466 X34 _12952

>

(5
3
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Figure 8. Blockchain 50 index tracking (Ridge Estimates)
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HE 8 WKL, IRECESHIMEBRIGEIEBIEAR—F, WD Lasso [I)TIAT ER R X st 50 F8E01
FE BN T .
4.3. SR
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Figure 10. Ridge regression coefficient diagram
& 10. IEIYEFRHE

Table 9. Ridge regression parameter estimation table (retain all variables)
#9. IREIBHEHR(IRBLBETE)

(Intercept) 1.07E-12 Xi7 3.59E + 01 Xaa 4.44E + 01
X1 241E+01 X1 4.99E + 00 X35 1.91E +00
X, ~1.46E + 01 X0 2.36E + 01 X6 2.64E + 00
X3 —6.05E + 00 X20 1.00E + 01 Xa7 2.61E + 01
X4 —1.60E — 01 Xo1 3.57E + 01 Xsg 1.72E +01
Xs 3.15E + 01 X2 ~1.86E + 01 Xao 3.40E + 00
Xs -8.93E + 00 Xo3 1.64E + 01 Xa0 3.03E + 01
X7 3.76E + 00 Xo4 —7.37E + 00 Xa1 1.17E + 02
Xg 1.01E + 01 Xo5 5.66E + 00 Xa 2.13E + 00
Xq 2.32E + 00 Xas 1.53E + 01 Xu3 2.63E +00
X10 3.34E + 01 Xo7 3.72E +00 X 9.65E + 00
Xu1 —3.31E+00 Xog 3.85E + 01 Xus 9.62E + 00
X12 9.26E + 00 Xa9 3.19E + 01 Xas 2.50E + 01
X13 8.07E + 00 Xs0 1.52E + 02 Xa7 2.37E +01
X4 1.19E + 00 Xs1 4.38E + 01 Xug 1.96E + 02
X1s 2.55E +01 X3z 2.30E + 02 Xa9 6.28E + 02
X1 1.77E + 01 Xa3 —2.88E + 00 Xso 5.49E + 00
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Figure 11. Blockchain 50 index tracking (Ridge estimation cross-validation method)
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Figure 13. Lasso regression coefficient Fig
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Table 10. Lasso parameter estimation table (46 variables retained)

%2 10. Lasso B HEITR(IRE 46 N EE)

AR I 1.42E — 13 X17 7.53E + 00 Xaa ~1.33E + 00
Xy 1.76E + 01 Xig 7.51E + 01 Xas 2.17E+00
X, -5.54E — 01 X1o 8.81E — 01 Xag
X3 6.93E + 00 Xa0 5.94E + 00 Xa7 1.11E + 01
X4 4.00E + 00 X1 3.39E + 00 Xag 2.34E-01
Xs 1.18E + 01 X2 7.01E + 00 Xao 7.68E + 00
Xs . Xo3 2.83E + 00 Xa0 5.59E + 00
X7 . X4 2.82E + 01 Xa1 6.40E + 00
Xg 2.70E + 00 Xas —4.27E + 00 Xa2 —4.95E + 00
Xq —1.47E + 00 Xog 2.30E + 00 Xa3 2.07E + 00
X10 1.03E + 01 X7 1.16E + 01 Xaa 6.22E — 01
X1 -5.20E — 01 Xog —2.03E + 00 Xas 1.73E + 00
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Figure 14. Blockchain 50 index tracking (Lasso cross-validation method)
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Figure 15. Blockchain 50 index tracking (two-step estimate)
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4.4, mEET

PR W AGTFR 1, i Lasso fiiik e 46 Rsr B, Pt &b —aflivh . W ATl X145 [E
VAT EE SR, BT IRECEEE, &5 uEl 15 Fias, W LA H LASSO + OLSE 1 LASSO + LIU iX
PN A B TR A8 A B RS AR 47 M BR 157 3] IX BB 50 Fe Uit g frita s,

5. &g

A 3R 7 X B 50 SRHEGHAT IR BR AU BCRAEAT R LL, 122 11 . 7E Cp MR, Lasso 7R
4 E 95 bl 2 (SD) I T U8 i, (E7EI k4 RO P IR 22 P 7 FIRMS) R s 45 A5 22 (1
3K, T LAIN g Cp I FU& 48 T Lassos 12 CV HEN T, Lasso 7E TR L 1155 7 A1 (RMS)
VR % i 22 (SD) PR BR O T 15 7E P2 (i T (Lasso AR BLEFR) A5, I8 HXI i AT
I, B Lasso + Liu, WIREE b 119 45532 P 7 Al (RMS) FIBE 2 2 (SD) M Ak bRk T Lasso + OLSE.
Lasso + Weftiit, 73BT IS RCR

Table 11. Track acking effect of each method
F 11 BFHRBEREIRI L

. VIS MR
Jiik
RMS SD RMS SD

‘ Lasso 123.965 10.49877 13897.34 47.19733

Cp #EN .
e At 290.4769 10.4829 13687.34 47.88227
) Lasso 129.3357 10.75281 12348.29 44.19456

cv #Em .
W& At 508.5015 21.14796 17101.87 79.89194
Lasso + OLSE 123.6443 10.48519 13740.74 47.82017
Bz Lasso + W& fiit 283.4467 10.48636 13595.95 47.84592
Lasso + Liu 124.2304 10.51001 13161.81 46.89458

AL LA X B 50 45 K0 o I H 2R A Bl it TExt R, AWHB IR DA A, 153 1 ROREL
I X HeBE 50 SRR, XHEBE A ENSENE. Eil TR i rEmR—E st ,
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