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Abstract

In complex data, variables often appear in groups. Considering the penalty terms of four different
models selected by Lasso, SCAD, Bridge and MCP, their methods in group variables and their block
coordinate descent algorithm are studied. The simulation is carried out under the condition of
Logistic model. The results show that the Composite MCP penalty method is superior to the other
three group punishment methods in predicting ability and variable selection, and is applied to the
company advertising data for saling network office software. In the method, the Composite MCP
method is the best in the advertisement conversion research. By comparing and selecting the
group structure and individual variables that affect the advertisement conversion, it provides a
reasonable basis for selecting the delivery strategy.
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1. 518

Bl B AR BRI 2 5y, (HAR R I 3 38R PR R K SRS A . B4 AR R A
B R B T s e R A R R B A Oy ), R g BRI, LR ) (SR, i
B S5 e B T R () S R 5. FE @A, AR AR B R 2 AP AE /A5, 4 A5 W] e
TZ2RREE, A e AN F PR H AR, LA T S — e AR B AE R AR R R ROR 2
KA s, DRl — R RN IE AR BRI ROR . I RA R B SRR ENR, T PG
B, ln, (EERRIE T, 8 TAH R AR R R 0] DA & — 20, FESHE R 7
K [ [F)— 2k (R Bt AR A T AR A At — 4L

AR B PR AR YR T Hoed A Kenny $& HH (1R [R1JE 1571, 1996 4F Lasso [1] (Least Absolute Shrinkage
and Selection Opereator)$2H T ¥ B&#, RONELZ A L LIIEEE /R 28 H, Efrom [2]555
H R B /N SR (lars) B AR e 13X AN 1) 8L, (B Lasso FIMEASAH 4, B ) SCAD (Smoothly Clipped Ab-
solute Deviation)f1 MCP (Minimax Concave Penalty)#& {ij #5184 [ $2 Hi 5 240 il 7 Lasso 77 A~ H A (1] Oracle
PEBT, X P A 7SS AR T 23] [4] [5],  [RIRE R R 1 s )38 Bridge & T84 [6], (Ha2H T
Bridge #2 I, TR i, FEOL AR 2 o XU ALESE 7 k) K Be kAT AR Bk £ M A BeidE AT
R B 0 BUE TR S R B o A5, RH DR (1 348 36 1) 0 A V8 A e B 2 T AN S B AR
B, fEREEEMG, 2R RBEH-HIEREER R, BEEREAUHZHAMAEHE R R, EiX
FRESL T, A SR Bl H R N TR AR B IR R, MARPNIRAELTE. B30k AR E e
JEARY e BB AAE R 0 F. 2006 4F Yuan F1 Lin s 92 T REIEAT AR %44 Group Lasso J7iE[7],
H4% Group Lasso [f/84H, ¥4 SCAD. MCP. Bridge #£/%| Group SCAD, Group MCP. Composite MCP
1 Group Bridge %5, LL3% i Group Lasso A~ E 4 Oracle 4 5 (%t s, 3 H Composite MCP I Group Bridge
A 7 B 348 426 B () A AH ARG A 2 A 1) B AR 8] [9] [10].

B/ IMABLE PR EE1S Lasso AT, BEJS Group Lasso 4/ HH (R4 N i e/ SRt o 4E e /)
FABE, ARSEX PR FOR TR R A o B PRI IE AL . 2 H bR R 3R e 2 Ao 1) HAVEL
THFE AR, WS NFRRAER T . HTxF AR T BRSO R oA bR FREEE, A
ARG T IXAN [ 7], 7 EERREE T Group SCAD, Group MCP. {E2HF SCAD. MCP Sis#uEE
N, AR N R AR SR A% . Group Bridge A1 Composite MCP 75 ZE 5 BE4H A 2H 4 A8 Btk AT 1% 4%,
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Pt AE S b 75 B0 B A SR AN SR A AT, I B EEE L2, Bl — =8 IT4E.

REH A IR TIEAE KPR P N2, AHE AR T I FCRR AT . ML A AT AT
() i Kl o, W TCRNA ) FAC IR R R R AR AAAE Iy LA . RSO TT LR AR B £ VRO
KNI #] Logistic BEALAR, B TCIZ I AR AR . BB I FAL R S M AT N i, IR
BOUMBFA R R IEF AR R .

2. AT EIRFESE
2.1. Logistic [EY34& 5

B (x,y) AISEE 4 A IS, Hodi=12n, x=(X, %, %) ABBEE, 4
y=(¥0 Yo ¥a) s Y; €401} o Logistic [E[JARR g
n KB
7(x)=p(y=1x)= € ¢ (1)

1+e” 14/

H g :<ﬂ0’ﬂl’“.’ﬂp )T v By NERL B B, FoRIBIA R K. £E Logistic [ Y373 Bt o il # 2 1 ook
SRVFSEELSHUb 1T, Logistic B VAT 1) % HALLSR B BN -
1(8) =2y B~ log(1+exp(x' ) ©)
TEXTECACLIR R 0 I A [ (1) 3 20 A% e 55 1 4 1) T ] 49 B[R] R AR e 5 0 ¥ o
22. AT EIRESE

1) Group Lasso J5i%

Group Lasso J7iEX} Lasso (AR TI I 7188k, J2& Lasso Jikidfe) ™, fEm4iddath, feusikixaae
B m AR AR E, R AN H S RAE—NAEE, W H xR E(3) &6 i 1 Lasso fif ik,
BT CAAZ 732 N A SN2 o BISTRE Y &3 28 152 I A6 A AR & 1R 3 N T 184 50 Group Lasso ity v .8 — [ 11] .
{H Group Lasso 5 Lasso E A AH A A6k s, BIAS S8 — 0 LA A T FEWOAi R R4 H IR el 1
J2K 9 Group Lasso 7 Tl 2 ANBEZH RE /N, X FEOR BB W Z (ST, O 7 Mzt B4,
HERWR TR R RO, I8 B ZR I N A [R] 1 % S 50T R 43 4 R 350 H
AN e i B R SR AN SR AT, AR S LB R A MA AR B R (HU2 FIE M A E R IR A 76
JE$8[12] [13]. Group Lasso £ Logistic #%4 F H Attt A

[ = arg[Enin {—' (B)+ ﬂi Jei s "z} ¥
i1

Kb g Fon 8 VAR B REL poh g IKE, A NETSHE. |||, 2 2-7E4.

2) Group SCAD J5i%

2007 4F Group SCAD #&Hi wang [9]&#H, FFUEBA T HAK4E Oracle 145, Group SCAD & i /720
# Logistic B8~ HAL T

'B‘GLasso — argﬁmin {—l (ﬂ)+ﬂi\/p7]||ﬁj "2} (4)
j=1

Hp,, () & SCAD HIFE il if KoK Rt F -
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2| B 0<|p|l<4
2_9 2
b (0) = {-E AT asipter ®
(a+21)/1 i

XHa>2,1>0, HA1—>oollf Group SCAD LTI B AL I Group Lasso /£, #11e#(5)/E —
PR GBS R B, ZRBAE ad AP, Hoh a 2R —ANRESH, Fan KM a=3.7 W%CER
o HTEA/KF LA T RN SCAD &3 %, Ktk Group SCAD &5 5 8 HAG i 4H AF Rk £ —
EVQE

3) Group Bridge 75

XUZAR B B A 2 A FE A BETTE Hh B2 (R S5 M B i HH 2 B2 ) AR B, Group Brridge J7
R R SR AR Bk J77%, Group Bridge 456 1 PIFIAETT, BPFFLL S5 M4 2 Bridge & T AL A
AR LI PR/ Lasso &1 - Group Bridge 7E 328 1 2444 2 A #E4H Oracle P57, {H A2 2H P A H & AH &% . Group
Bridge Fo VA7 £ LN K Pl 4 DR 28 PR AR HE 2 A oAt AR & ) ik NI . k8 PE T B7 1k Group Bridge
TEREPEIA AR R ST BOPE. REAE J AL MM, M, BEEREA I 4 By =(5;)

& R NAZ TR, PTRAE Logistic AN RIS THIN T -

jeMj

ﬁ‘,obridge _ arg;nin {—| (ﬁ) + /’Li T HﬂMi “:} v
j=1

K ARNSH, o & By, WHESH, S0 <y <LRVASEUUDNE AR Bk 4 .

4) Composite MCP 5%

Composite MCP f{]—ANE R RIS 0 2 A MCP {E AN AT N EBAE T, (IXFPFETTAE Huang 1
Breheny F1 4% Group MCP), fi il Composite MCP /Y fit 5 ff-3th s i HEZR 11 HL R BEHEAT 20 (a3 £ 1)
Group MCP [X 43 Ff>K. Composite MCP [ A~E s g il ik fo Vi p A8 3t R kel S R, DA R A vrddl
W OR R B I HLEA 21 ) Sk AN N 2 B £ — 3% . Composite MCP 7 Logistic 54! 4l

A
BoMer _ argﬁmin{—| (ﬁ)+zrj: fio (i fra (|ﬂlk|)J} )
o
/Iﬂ_ﬂ_zlﬂ <wh
fo(F)=1, * K
Ea)lz,ﬂﬁ oA

T (8)72 MCP FEITIES, ab 7Rl HAMNANFIRESE, 120, B, FonK2H | HRE k
AN BRI R E . T2 4 [E 4512k R 2L Composite MCP &1, i FHAE a = 30 e M 9 745 e 5 & 7EAH
FIAVE I P DR TE 18 A AE AU T i 2 L 70 A, @ = 30 fBLF- 5 BAT T 2 f) i A7 12 48 [0 1 1 s )
. T EIRVUM R AR B £ VAT DA SR SC BT T 45 6 B SEWE 7T -
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3. R PERE

po ALY Al NIl = N ey L5 B o R = R S S SR i S RS QB b = I S L N - RS e O 8
H E’Jpzfrﬁ Group Lasso [{IfifE, HLasbs N 53 — ANtk AN AR B 11 H bR 28 BT IE R 1 X S 2 B 3]
WS, X PPEEEE T Group Lasso, Group SCAD 7Y, K Jyix by Feh i 7Y 1 B A B 4H AR (1) i B0 A & 2

. AR PRI T Group Lasso HUEMIMARERS: s(2,4)= QWzm",ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ

Group Lasso [Mf#, ERAKREE THEZAERA, WRENHATRERKE, R REELTT ARS8,
B AR HE B Logistic #5744 Group Lasso &LiZ: ) Ml &R iA R N

s(2.4;) =~ 5( |2, ||/1)|| 2 ©

DL S HLHE Group Lasso 7E Logistic 16 7 rr () 5 y3id 742
W WIa g =p°
n ’7|

PR EHig=XTpMr=3

izl+e”

AR= HRREREr=(y-7)/v

BRI EREZEWES: j=12,--,]

a) EHiz; =x[r+p

b) ¥ gV <—s(uzj,/1j)/v

c) E%ﬁr':r—xT(ﬁ(”—ﬂ“))

PR =MD BRI E 2L

FEAAR B PR R T AR BT 1), Hat SR EAAEL, 7T DL B b SR b () S A0
B, 19BIAREIL. HRT Group SCAD BB ik A :

A = iF(uz A 7) F(u)z):4.7) (10)

2 0<y <1 Group Bridge %L REAR N 1 FE EOR AL RGN FOTE 2R MR, BILRE JFURBERY ) 1] SR 8 e 16
JT 3

arg min{—l (B)+ 2677l |8, +zrej} (11)
j=1 j=1
KR B B2 Group Bridge BiRUMIMER . SRABFETT 40 AP EIEIR, SNZIEFRRIF]H] p; o, a3
BT REMTTIE: WIBIEIA R IAR R EESE, A j=1I8RE] j =0, NN ERIET 0, IS 2~ X [14]:
6, =argmin—I(B)+6; " cl” ||,Bj ||1 +10;

1-y ’ 12
=0, (2] ],

(12)

B, TS A

| (13)

6, =argmin—1(3)+6;7c}" |5, + 70
RYi

j€
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1B A 2 TR AF Lasso #541, AT BLEBA A /D A SE SR AR -
Composite MCP FRISKR A 75 i B2 R HIHRAR AR T Ftik, (ELR i T2 BR B RA IR 15 500 5 0] A Ttk

ﬁ%%ﬁm@,E&%ﬁ?%ﬁ%&ﬁ%u&%&ﬁ¢,%Cmemwwﬁﬁﬁﬁy{iQJM$}§
1=1

AT — R FF[10]:
ol 3 7)o £ 3 7)) - ) (1)
Horn | g0 1| AU | 43 sl I8 He s b R B TR b — 8 AR X — S0 AR, X TFIx — kAR Lk —
s | A0 | T AR MR R, R T DL AME AR T AT A EAE T R B A ek 2
K - - -
o £ a7 )
k*=1
(5)2 T | BV oLk R B, N SR AR P Ak i R 24 TR A%/ Group Lasso.

4. HERIFRR
HIEASCHF LI Logistic L, JLAPERER T AR A

|n[li]=ﬁo+xmg

Hefi X, ~N(0,X): cov(X;, X;)=04"", BEEIe~N(0,1).

S R ALLHNRIFL, 48 LA T R L (L M A TR T

G —: RS R AEAEAL AR . LN I BRSNS, 1 =60,P =300, %HEASHAINCN
60 41, 44l 5 MR, FHIHZHHN B =(05115225), £=(22222), B=(-3-1213),
B, == By%=(0,0,0,0,0)" .

GEK . R R R AR B I AFAE AL GEAE R BAR Ty HAN IR, 2N AAAEZ R L, J =74,P =300,
B BN 60 4, Wi 4 M 5 ANEE, 5 70 KN 4 BIASKR: B =(-3-2-112),
B =(-3-2,210) , B,=(12000)" , £,=(00000), g=(051152)" , B =(2200)",
B, =(-3,0,00)", g, =--=p,=(0000) .

T TSV LR B R R, BEAR R N =200 Fln =500, AT 1000 ELH:, %ML
B RS T grperg Bt WS,  BUMNKIFIIEAE NS . U R 2, IEMESE 0 (SN 0,
ity 0 AR AL, FERIERE 0 (RSN 0, AN 0 SR, eHUH B DU BF- AME AR
T RE Sk e e rh PURD B A e 6 vk 45 A6 1 Fias, &5 %W Group Bridge A1 Composite MCP 7£
BORRZE IR SR O, FEURIEHE O B Z VYA T T~ 58 R I &L LE Group Lasso 1 Group SCAD
HORESF, Group Lasso 7k ik L)AL R, LHE 2 AHEEAZ B AR, B RREEA S, Group
SCAD AR f — LTy % L P P X2 A Sk £ /57%:, Composite MCP 7RI LT, JF BB A2 =1
KT B AE R o

5. SLBIsHr
RV TS 5 P 4 A0 A BT 45 50, BEWLIEIN T 2018 42 7 % 8 H I 15000 4 ¥l FIFIAA &
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TR Logistic [EUARALRRG & AR R &M, JE VIS T E R, E
PEEAE T R 6 41t 21 N AL R R AT BRI A T

oL R B EEYE, eS8 A—8, HABEARARZESR, KRS Jox BuEHdE a7
FrifEfl, SRJEE R BAF 2SN Rk Pk REUR G NS RILE 20 I B 0058 7 AR T7
N R 7 MR 25 (RMSE) T AUC 1R 45 5 0% 3.

Table 1. Simulation results
F= 1 ERER

n =200 n =500
Tk Hi EH 5 IR e EH 52 HEHR
w 0 e T e WO R0 UM
Gy
J =60,P =300
GLasso 1.213 243.28 0.00 5.72 0.726 248 0.00 7.25
GSCAD 0.725 253.32 0.00 5.56 0.614 256.40 0.00 5.32
GBridge 0.604 280.54 0.04 3.09 0.356 281.06 0.03 3.03
CMCP 0.585 278.40 0.06 3.13 0.273 283.22 0.04 3.09
ZER)
J=74,P =300
GLasso 2.751 75.68 0.00 7.48 1.102 98.22 0.00 7.25
GSCAD 2.323 101.44 0.24 7.13 0.925 108.56 0.00 7.12
GBridge 2.019 256.32 0.63 6.43 0.617 292.18 0.21 6.38
CMCP 1.838 272.68 0.78 6.25 0.541 286.32 0.34 6.19

Table 2. Estimates by method factor
2. ERERBMGTE

Group Lasso Group SCAD Group Bridge Composite MCP

Al -0.5512 -0.2625 -0.5174 -0.1281
x11 Me 0.4012 0.3258 0.2982 0.3215
X x12 F3 S i kg 1.1531 1.0246 1.1428 1.1433
x1 AR R 2 i
X13 P R A 0.0327 0.0436 0 0
x14 P50 EH 4 2.4502 2.3125 2.2985 3.0136
X21 SN EL -0.0325 -0.1001 -0.0958 -0.1032
X22 BB E bR 0.2018 0.2249 0.2014 0.2257
x23 215 F B -0.0362 -0.0237 0 0
X2 |5 R
X24 R BEE Mg 0.1028 0.1671 0.2749 0.3518
X25 AT K IR 2 -0.1335 -0.1264 -0.2071 -0.2403
X26 &5 NEFE TS i 0.1243 0.1127 0.2180 -0.2349
x31 ¥ ) T 1.0028 1.1025 1.1079 1.4513
N x32 Yy Al L 1.2407 0.9678 1.1009 1.0005
x3 Vj ) H4f o
x33 P [l i K -0.8721 -0.9124 -0.7149 -0.7706
x34 B % -0.1035 -0.1257 -0.1795 -0.1628
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Continued
x41 Ji 5 sk % 0 0 0 0
x4 [ S x42 [ AL R 0 0 0.0641 0.0776
X43 FAb IR EL 0 0 0.0103 0
X51 I 0 0 0 0
X5 W S B
X52 ¥ 0 0 0 0
X61 s 0.0125 0 0 0
x6 i HRE
X62 B R 0.0317 0 0 0.0742
Table 3. Model comparison
Fz 3. RBILLE
AUC RMSE
Group Lasso 0.803 0.032
Group SCAD 0.809 0.032
Group Bridge 0.826 0.030
Composite MCP 0.858 0.029

M 1 F[1F: Group Lasso Jjikifd¥ | 4 4 17 MER, FoRFEMK. /MR, rREdE. Sif
il & sgnn ) AL AR B, T Group SCAD &7 VA sl Bt 1X — 2040 & RAGH R AR 9 0, &5
RN NI — AR BN A AL AS K. Group Bridge A1 Composite MCP #8715 MNArE, {HEZ
Composite MCP {& B | EEZ I NEE

MF 2 F[1§: Group Lasso J7ikifd¥ | 4 240 17 NMAER, FoRFEmbs. /SR, wnEdE. S
Bl e sm) S AL AR R . 1 Group SCAD & #7548 sl didn X — A 8 KA L4 N 0, &7
RN —HAR B A AL AN K. Group Bridge A1 Composite MCP #8715 Mg, {HEZ
Composite MCP {8 T 2 KIHNAE S

# 30 JURINERIS TR AR LN, R UM AR % I #RR I R 4F, 17 Composite MCP
(35175 R ZE AR R /)N, IF H Composite MCP (1] AUC fE 2y 0.858, R HAh 75 80 i K. PRI A7
JURMHAR B ik 5, Composite MCP J7E R B i 1 .

By &3 H 2 A8 L S A BCN A R ER], ANFALR)) 5 2 BH = X . 7E Composite MCP
In#E] Logistic [HEREAY Y, 1205 FTREC AL B DL BB TS RN, 8 xL AR R AR A =
A, O R ER AR A RS 0, x14 PN EHEA R ECN 3.0136, RIAL B HEL N &
MR, BEERTEA A, PRIREAE R EEE MR L%, N E A M S AR ST
JiE e E RS . T x12 T SRS x11 BREHO T A E A R IR B

T R OGS R R R S | B IR DGR, I LA R AR I G BR] P RL E R bR DL R R R AL, G
BN WIS B R AR S A S SIA N T R R AR R . SRR N 2
SHEREMFEE, (FRESARBRMSEW S0 ¥R HIEE B am) &, AT
X35 BARE IR Bk, SFRIVT I RO . U5 M IR BUIR BN T 5 e R A B i . P
i B Rk 1 20 ) AR A T AR I R, [RIETE S A AN AR B IR BE T DD SRR AN fd g, |
FIX AN AL A — 8 B .
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6. 4518

SCREWEIT T UM AL AR R e T ik AR T B SEE, BGAIE 1 DO MO iR RO SR R, 4

REW T LW RAERARZE . B 0 MU RABIWILI E, Composite MCP £ 11 77V L HiAth 7
PERIELF, FAETETNRE /38 R AEL S 1E$E I, Composite MCP #/& R, ¥k Ltz
RN G 1 SE R, A S AL I T A SEBR R RS

E&WE

[l 2% H AR 7 5 4 5 BT H (N0.71462002) .
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