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Summary

Our research uses the prostate proteomic spectra data which is offered by Eastern
Virginia Medical School. The materials have raw data and preprocessed data. Our research
uses the preprocessed data to do the analysis of real example. Because this kind of materials
usually have high dimension, so it maybe has highly correlation between variables very
common, therefore choose from a large number of characteristic variables to accurately
determine the pathological change degree of the Prostate is become a very general and
important subject. Then the purpose of our research wants to discuss every (penalized)
regression model in variable selection results for classifying the proteomic spectra data. With
LARS, Stagewise, LASSO, Group LASSO and Elastic Net, each variable is chosen
successively by each (penalized) regression model, and it is regarded as each variable’s order
then produce discrimination results. After that, we use their results to compare with using
statistic order (t-test, ANOVA F-test and Kruskal-Wallis test) and SVM fault rate order. And
the result of analyzing reveals Group LASSO to two by two of six kinds of rate by mistake
that classify, the mistake rate behavior of trend is more stable than other ways, it doesn’t
appear big rise or big fall phenomenon. Furthermore, this way’s mistake rate is almostly more
ideal than other ways. Moreover, using Group LASSO to get the discrimination result of four
classifications has the lowest mistake rate under comparing with other methods. In other
words, when must distinguish four classifications in the same time, Group LASSO’s

discrimination accuracy is optimum.

Key words: LARS, Forward Stagewise, LASSO, Group LASSO, Elastic Net, SVM.
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B i M/Z NO1-1 NO1-2 NO2-1 NO2-2 NO3-1 NO3-2
1 2009.089071 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Peycid 3 M/Z BPH1-1 BPH1-2 BPH2-1 BPH2-2 BPH3-1 BPH3-2
1 2009.089071 0 0 0 0 0 0
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3 2020.536925 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 2021.533366 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 2021.909411 0 0 0 0 0 0
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BOTASESRA AT L R4S SUM KB E R AR EnA B 1 )

PG SY IR KA PR ok 430 BE TR Y hE R
Sl A e S AR AR P E T R A AR TR T S0 4

Foo F|E BHARHA- FRSVRTRTEV AL - BASSF BT F Bk

BRI 0 8 F(SUM ) k17 5 2 B G B ez 3 o
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% 4.3

A3 E BEABEL S HSVM 008 %52 nfe

PR DEEPY
PR i
1 2 100 SVM,
X, SVM,, SWM ., SVM (100 SVM,
X 2 SWM 2,1 SWM 2,2 SVM 2,100 SVM 2
X779 SVM 7701 SVM 114, SVM 76100 SVM 79

B REA AT A [ LRk A S~ SVM Y 2

F - BEINATE D 779 B A B LR {8 N ,]aurgxg., AR LEHREER

r SVM ¢ 0 @ 43 R A RO~ hE ,‘&,Tﬁaiir%’\» 4.4 ¥ Bpom 0 R BIE R — R

Bed ~ SVM ¥ EHCE HCA M, R s B o 2 et » SUM ¢ 2 foe &

BEAIM, o A LB P S ST @A F e o Fd TR B ARl

FHROGEE KA F AT hEHARTOH @ L TohgT - 497 M T

27 % 0 BHEA T L 4 F o

% 4.4
30 A § LB ERERAE S > SVMEHZ R

PEET A B2 e
T I B3 SR
1 2 e 100 M.
X ()] M 1 M 11 M 1,2 M 1,100 Ml
Xa» X M, M, M, M 100 M,
X o X(200) M 500 M 2001 M 200,2 M 200100 IWzoo
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- AR EE g, 2 BRI T
foot BHRE R B0 R TR 3 B A MR AR B
PHRBATH 2 A2 TR T § LB 2R T B IR - St
lrd T @EnT B g

sn

HAL iy 5% - R T IOR 4, 2 Sp A A AT 0k T E -

I -0
ﬁaﬁa{°m SPEEED LT
Hytay =, #0

fJﬂ

37 B BTN 4 0 B BT 38 )

P AR A B R A R AT B R DT e A £ B o

A gL A ,]au,g)snﬂge‘r 'ﬁfﬂh,é,\]ﬁ'a?'Agﬁ%ﬁﬁi%frlj’ggm%/ET,‘H%ﬁ ,J»)J__E-:‘_a

T= —Xsl — sz o FIBEE fh T P ME BREAERNT AP R RGeS [ Bk
Y2
nl r]2
Hhp oo

S - FRRRAEAS PR 2ER R TR T
RABATT Mg S BR AN L B T WP LIRS A s e AT
VR MY BB T Y S 2
—ﬂi%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%{ﬁ—ﬂ4?%ﬂ?ﬂ’%%Qﬁn%?ﬁﬂﬁi%ﬁ*&%n)
ki P\?vzbﬁ%ljm[ﬁ,é s FOR R S B ek A i Ao, N, N, 0 FR n:an o @ — T
F R ATR DA AT
Xim=H+a;+&5, =1 +&, =12, k>m=12,:--n;
Xt )8R E T 2 Smik k&R E

0 K AR ] R & BT 3

' Ta?jiiﬁ:),‘ﬁ IR BES
aj=py—p R R R 2 el

j
Epm ¥ JET ),%&v’ FMBEHRAZ BEZEL TR
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Hoim=p,=-=p
H g2 z % 0 2 k y He R a BRI kBiawat @Tisg 1 )y ¥
H R e T { Hyoa 2 4p 27 K = 8 & iR

s

2R AK BN TIET 2 E o B R dE T 2 o( SSTR)“% mEpd Rk-1

IMSTRE 354 F = {e(SSE )/ 1 H g d R n—KIMSE4p’; T 2 2 4 L s £

MSE

£ _MsTR

\
’

Z ~ R ib 2 Rz &2 #ide T Kruskal-Wallis # 2 (KW # =)

»

e

PR - T R RS AE R TR B RS YA A REBER O R MY

|

FHREBAEL Ao 4 B RFEE TP o 07 TR W il 22 Y

ARl ooom AR P NP AT X e, B T KW R AT

B9 om RS K BRI A 2 BEKRG K BRI

“ . 12 AL — s Ll A 12 k sz
2 T3a7 r4p % o At et B L H > =~ -3(n+1) >

I n(n+1) % n,

n=n+n,+--+n: Kejh= &~ 2~ B e
PRy NG R A Bk =12,k 0 B EIREF S P R
R &jeibz #f A “THEBR B2 & 5ic

2 k—1z & pe o
% = & LARS - Stagewise ~ LASSO it i #5-7]
#* & #-LARS - Stagewise ~ LASSO — Acidimena Fla >t = fa2 2 ¥ 7 d LARS /i
Eakmdn ﬁ? GBI E e AF B 2 P dofe B s A i {F 4 Stagewise - LASSO

PR ESEMNE L2 2E I FARTREF DR § A E - HRP o
n n n
= 5 =X o Y L 24 _ _ 2 _ s ozgg b o X P S YV
B SRR (DY =0~ D ox =0fey xi=1) AL A - B
i i=1 i=1

A2 Yy=X B+E >
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&
"t! 4 y: y:2 ’anm:[xl X2 Xm]’ﬁ: : ’€: : 2 fFi;‘;&:g~N(o'|n52) °

REHD Bl Tk o] A LT Je( T S(B) = =D (- ) )2 P T
i=1

i fF Gleis > T @A BFNE O= Z}(ﬂ XB -

- ~ Least Angle Regression(LARS)

Afphd Bl42 kfFHEE LARS hird - ZHRAF T RS BHE X, ~ X, %y
PR ARy PFID X feXx, 2 2 PREZEFY 2 - B d )y, 5 P EBEIE y D
AR ENB RS > d B VA Y, 8 X kAo R X By endp B ol o P
;Mrﬂyj-&;‘;iﬁxlﬁv"‘v woa iR WD M RFE R A A - 1E X fox,hE T2 ﬁa%(f—i’\
o BB XX, B ARR - R BB Y, REEL - FU, iR BB T ET

Y, peip = LARS i jF 5t 3t e

fo
4.2 - ap 8™ 0 LARS
74 %k © “Least Angle Regression” by Efron, B., Hastie, T., Johnstone, I. and Tibshirani R.,
2003, Annals of Statistics, 32(2), 412.

EFM>2F s AP T uHEE N KA T BRI MBRE nBRRE

£ Q5 L2, mish- B3 B L 2 FAL ER B & (activeset) - BT Tk

:l“'ijj"'JjeQ’ Hes? 24175 -1 A, =(1,G,'1,) ™" & =X, X, 4
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— Y, T = & H _ -1 o
Uy =X W5 &> g > HPw,=AG,1,

A

F7 B% %O LARS B3y, 0 BIF # 3] - B § = 4p M (current correlations) » &

E=X(y—fg) » 7WAQE B E AR LY B AN IR HE Gkt P | B

J-’)I‘KC maxﬂj}mQ {j:é :é}’ttﬂsj:sgn{éj}oﬂ'l LARST—%%?;;;L;V%};{

Mo DER Py =fo+PUy > Bl THE- BRfFrREa=Xu, T4

in+ A é] é j\ ﬁk :r {A}
m e 4 lE’ ’ 5l rJ‘JQ T Szu

AR B HCLE B e 2 L4 Efron 3 4 (2003)4 o HipRE T T AL - B

ETIAS

%A BCEPAUM A E 8 0 A R Bl B ERAT A S WO R b il 3t

&

i fF 13 (4o * Stagewise ~ LASSO) » ot ¢h e f § & i R R fnip MAZR £ 5

pE o plv e mﬁﬁ?"‘fﬁi@ﬂg KR AR ik B R S o A Rie T E A BEE T GO A
AXRProEFRHBARTH? REFF L2 2 B2F €7 2 BPEE A g

BRORRENREOPET R TR VA RRDTRY o S fe
PRVRAEY R ABNSEA L ;j-fu P R H(m) £ 3k A dk(n) e
LARS it fF 3] ¢ 5 34 § n i ff fidcd 5 % < (Efron %+ - 2003 ; Leng % ¢ -
2006 ; Hastie % + - 2009)

= ~ Forward Stagewise Regression

B iEB 2 LRI AN FE - KB RERR] > PRAE G E

Rl % - B g, BaeF 0 BR X, E fy g wARE AL > g b eh

C; =ij(y—,[/0) T EBEFP- B (0<g<‘cj

TEY - BEA G M= M,+e-son(c))x; 0 A
SEAF L EHFE TIHCA Y ATA L g B AR L FIR R ARE » A PR ER T A M
2. om 12+ LARS ;% & 2 % £f% Stagewise fz 2+ &0 ;2 ¥ L ¥ % Stagewise iF B~ #c
chi B IS ] cABITW R0 B ® 177 N B Stagewise md«}&%fj}ug A4 -t
DN AR SRS ] BREE WA TR Bl B j=12m § jeQF
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N, =0« &P 5 (NN, N )/IN > RIS jeQP &2 - Barhs s

OQu=fg+N_X,P,» st ips e miog LARS [ 8 2 205 F O, + X W, 7 38 o 1L it
Ofr@v M FRF 5 P, A28} 0 % LARS 3-8 ew, » 3 f EPF ¢ &2 Stagewise # =

& wpHEd C, { ZS%&HZ%‘péﬁMﬁC PIT 013 ke

je0

PP F R EER e mE P (R EGE A Y a2 AL E R
LASSO » #]1 5 § LARS & §_LASSO #}>* % B % #ic2 ﬂﬁﬁ?fffﬁﬁt’ﬁ v F i 2 AR gt
P Stagewise & @ § M e [F EOPE 0 3 E T AR S o s
ET R @ﬁm%w’a&%ﬁg&?aﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%%ﬁ»ﬁ%%%%ﬁ@ﬂﬁ
MR R TR D R MR TR > wFRAE S g E B R AR L B
#c - (Efron & 4 > 2003 ; Hastie % 4 » 2009 ; Leng % + - 2006)

= ~ LASSO

Tibshirani(1996)4% ! & ** LASSO = % » LASSO - 88 7 ¥ 7% e 'F‘P‘ a3t

K, o

m
StiEe T s Eo ] A L o o fF Bl T 5 LASSO R 3t
=1

B oo BRI AT S ELanl > B R g d Ty Sliede i 1 RARY n KKT i
2k RfR e ¥ ob o LASSO B33V B § St fF Gl E o R BE A it 0§ t B 5
- TALR PP 0 LASSO B3 S @R L F AR R R o F R 1

FIEP-RBNIET ot ETH e pE o B e Eﬁﬁ_—ﬂ,]ﬂ Gl G o 0 4
L3~ PR B ERE > S BRI BE R FHECT O A PR RO e
g™ Bl T R ke BB R T - 2504 TART - AR
Bt d 0 FA T T UM B e i Adch B 5 R T Bt i i licfosy
RART RS o

$#7 LASSO 35 » LARS i f 2 2. Bt % 58 £ LBk © g2 4 %+ LARS i) 3 -

IR S h- BERFRELQ TV Fao- BN O, o Bk LASSO i §F 4

B Ee BB X W, 5 LARS ¥ E T A 5B o pARE- BeBd, v B
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A jeQPFHELswW 0 F 2 A FE o Tl g, =XB() 0 B¢ B,()=p+K,

P #-LARS e1d T 0 % 212 LASSO &3+ et/ b ¢ # M B, (y) ty; =—4,/d,
PESELIRAEH AL 55 o LASSO Bt B(y) P hrd € hdo | ek X 3 R

Dy B RIS y A A MIN(G) 0 FR Gy R OTR A My L RB T

o Fy ARy AL LR RRF R () - R RIHEL LARS &30 S (r) 37

¢ % 5 - B LASSO 3 » #7rd fpt kT ﬁ*” i B4 & LARS e 28 b s ig o
TR APEE ALy AR F Dy T 2 JHQ " pIH1s £ 8 iE 7 LARS 4 2102 18

' LASSO % ﬁf HHcizitE o (Efron & 4 5 2003 ; Leng & £ » 2006)

LASSO g8 i# eif B A7 o i 3 it ﬁ’f e ﬁ’ﬁ:ﬁ“fr%ﬁzéﬁﬁﬂﬁi% o F i

—\

T % AP M R BGE

P

BLE G ¥R LR TR R ER B T R ﬂ‘ﬁxfﬂ%’“f BE3 B A
A N TE R T N B R r BRI S Fla B REA  pt

B WA Y 2 2R e F e Bk 5 T 7§ AZiE IR A () o (Hastie ¥ + - 2009)

BOOHFARTHRE 2 :maz;%@{“,!f TR A - g ER
REHR AR 0 F AR 2 BB AP o A TR SIS g ALE ~a E R Y
REBHE 5307 AR AKM) 7 bF AR FAY o LARS i B~ R dcensh Frdic
¢ d tkAde(n) kizd4l - @ Stagewise ¢ 1395 - B 3T F che K418 ¥ Spdkp -
LASSO R & ik dx t & erasg it &k { ei:;ﬁ!ﬁﬁﬁﬁii‘] o gt th B PR HTEAEY K F LARS
gt E I RS B B R EY (RS R RS REGER R Y A
'f,!f) » e Stagewise 2 % LASSO fr%? io € NIE-RE BRSO FRELY o RS

TR FRECUES STPS R RV L STE ER

19



e & Group LASSO it -3
Yuan e Lin(2006)4% ! Group LASSO izt ffF #3132 = % ke LASSO i
HEARTRPE F WREFTL T EFIRAAMD ERBEAEFZET LTI

ek Bho H W2 H Rk p B fohp BiP o4 FV LA EFFHEHE > A T

F_&
Ak

HiE BpF o
HFEER- BHEHE > 82 E - BBk
FFAPAr B S RGP 2 A ERK - AR i AT
Yn><1 = X nxmﬁmxl + gnxl (1)
£ okFA P em i gacs =) B BT RN F
J
Yxlzzxjﬁj+gnxl (2)
j=1
He Biehe BERY pkET 0 fj.%{%),%i Fler o EBi BEFH- B
EneRI(d>1)r & - dxd dfir 8L 5 0 X A4 - Bt
1/2 2

Wl =@ et bt % Ky, K, 14 7 8 2] Group LASSO i 449 p = 42 5% (Lagrange

equation) :

%Y—lejﬁ,- ©

BN EAPS IR EQ) TN ] E rﬂﬁ ¥ % Group LASSO iiw g7 GG E .

#1#+ Group LASSO z_ % ETT? iz 2t N e

i\/p>j)+sj

s

He Sj = X}(Y—Xﬁfj)_? ﬂfj :(ﬂll!'“'ﬁ;—llo’ﬂjﬂ’“"ﬁ\;) °

Ao AR AR R BRI G - B T""‘”ﬁ‘ -7 417 B dK
IS IF“T/»\ 5417 BFE RIS ORE D L p g2 H ] % o(Yuan - Lin»>2006; Friedman

% 4 » 2010)
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% 7 & Elastic Net i B 13l

PP E R e LA 1 ] f’iﬁ?(Ridge regression)f- LASSO =gk & > d 4 2 4 127 Elastic

Net sy .9 p > fg ;¢ ¢
2 2

L(%, 2. B) =Y = XB| + 4| 6], + 4|8,
Bl E A4 =00 P A é‘s&ﬁfﬁmtféf'ﬂ pAgs s H A4, =0 R, LASSO chf %9 p >
#23% o (Zou 4= Hastie - 2004)

v 2k i F lic i 3t i 0 Park e Hastie(2006)4% 1 41 * g ipl-e it

(Predictor-corrector)is & i# % 1% Elastic Net 2 #75 1 §F fhdfcenbe /23 B - L Rk - 2 2

FNLFRAfop BREDTH G {(Xi’yi): X, eR™y eR> i:L""n} DY S PR R

2 A u=E(Y) ~ V=Var(Y) s Rn=g(u)=fo+ X B 7 Y 0% & e s

L(y:0.9)=exp{(yo-b(@))/a(@) +c(y.#)} > £ ¥ a() ~b() frc() § &Y 2 e b & sc i o

1(B,4) ==>_{y,0(8), —b(0(B)))}+ 2| B, 4)

i=1

S AR RACH B S A A AR IE S I i 0 4 e g o F e ¥

F_‘-

@) E B =(5,, B) » BRLF ZF o B AL - SH G

ol - on 0
H(,B,/l)Z—Z—XW(Y—,U)—Mngn{ } )
oB oH B
;r:‘_[ =
_ . _
V()2 0 0
X, X, | (677)1 ;
X - X:21 Xfp ,w= O Vz_l(%)g :
1 ) ) : KR . 0
an an nx(p+1) O . O Vn—l (a_l)ﬁ
i N o

_ o
(¥, _:u]:)(a)l

: ol
(=) )

Jnx1
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FHT-BARHAE M FOG) NG LA B G AEE o T IER-RE A E 2D
B ARt A % 8 (A ) LR A 85 6B Y S it i (e 3 9% 1 BAL - 7 9F
BIREFEFART AL T BI0G

1.5 ir|# 2 (Predictor step)

Bk Bk BRI A R B(A) TR T AP Rk

A

k+ _ Pk _ %_ Rk _ _ ' ' 0
B _ﬁ +(ﬂ’k+l ]’k) 8/1 _B (ﬂ'k+l ]'k)(XQVVkXQ) Sgn|:Bkj|

WA X u AT e R E AR DR R LY hE R P AR

\\A

AF G ¢ 3% v ol it 2bF g ff oL o

2.12 & # Z#(Corrector step)

i * Bkﬂ LA KB EFET B 1B AL IB A, ) B o AL ﬁ”k+§i ¥
ERBIT B AR HIY 3 AT LT BAT AR 2 R 218 B AR
5;?:1 1 G o

3.5 8 & £ (Active set)

- BapaER Y N REEN > B2 TR - BRI AR

~

FE R G PR LT R @) F o BB LY o~ F
FRELEAEF L O ARBAPLRBRALERE LY PEEANTDN > 2P RE FHz

WERTES T M RS REIGES B S P P -

=

>10 Ve =0« Quij} (6)

o
Wy -m"

17
B]<0 viea=aea\(j) (7)

4.4 2+ R (Step length)
fmxép - B IR - B B (K R ) 0 4 ﬁ{/lk—im o Bk d - B2
LHITEI yhRFpH F@)NTE T g TR LAY hEEL

e .0
c;xww—mél ®)
17
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RS FIAT - BIERIHI? EHE B M BELS ficg o $(O)N 5T
- H AR e R E ) .

A . . 0
c(h) = é—ha =6 —hX WX, (X WX,) " sn { A ©)

ERAFET FA0)N T EE- BREIHBLE RO ETEADS -

¢, —haj|=A-h > vjeQ’ (10)
A—=C; A+C,

h =min (11)
jeo® 1—aj 1+aj

7% i #- Elastic Net {8 % 2 5|02 38 35 2 ¢ R KBt §F fhdfeehie f2 7 5 e L
(128 ¢ ch A, F 2+ 5 B x| o #ir 4 e(0,00) e
B(2) =argmin [— log L(y: 8)+ 4], +%I|ﬂ||§} (12)
BRBWEHPLEEXRG Az RIOH(B, )08 = Bg 2,42 T g A
AR AR B - B ST IR T RH EATUE R (13)F

~ , 0
H(,BJM»Z)=—XW(y—ﬂ)g—n+ﬂngn{g}+%{A (13)

, oH
BRI, >0 1

1‘&!!& AR o FLL T A REE G B RAPM DT 2
J L N E T, b P DB RIS T e ELE B KT N e
B 5B o Bl > 3 20 LASSO i jf #-3] o (Park - Hastie - 2006)

RGF R % e IR Bk 2 ¢ty g I3 etk (grouping effect) o+ ﬁh{
#v 4 3 iE B(group selection) st 4 o /j-*‘u{?ﬁ‘uiﬁi'l’ﬁ B BEG B AR DRE
FEo gt 2k ¢ P PR S B R BGE  BCAY o et k2 Wy R AR IR ERA
WA S PR R TR o T T R R TORPF > Elastic Net #7iE B3 e

B LASSO Apvt 22 T P 40 2B g B2 /P » A fe3F § o (Zou {r Hastie - 2004)
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528 L FwE 1 SVM
A e 2@ 2 > 4 5 Support Vector Machine » f§ fit 5 SVM » & — 3Lt 53t
& 3 19 25 (statistical learning theory) ZA # =n8 ¥ {8 & SEP - EERA o A
€A RBEFTHOFEFHRGETHEAS ZAF o 0 Bab|F Ko 4oF 4.3 AP
FLA D - FARL s BB 0 Y S SRS B W] i % (margin) Ak < 4%
oA RSP s PR BREE IR AR BRI AR P R E P RA DR AL

® 4.3 SVM k127 R

Flob 03 A 5 SVM R BT RT R A (g, H ¢
=Ll x eRN Y, et -1} P I A" RF R B d TaRon i AfRT G +hx
ZHEW x+b=0>H2¢ weR' ¥+ Gir £ b IR 2APL
fX)=w x+b 55 Sl 7RAEMRIBE TR A » AR S8k 7 954K Sz Bk
Se XL B s fj}u{# BT - FERIX)=wix+b it #rF y, =+1h2% & f(x)>0:hig
S Ay =LA b f(X) <0 0 SRR U T () E f kR A

BLEEtie s B AR - B st T g s A SEA2T @ (separating hyperplane) > @

24



BEHES 8 R A cPREAR Y B & AT T BReOBE AR B PEAL L B A MTART G 0 A

BEAEAR % A 0t A dEALT 6 T B R eniedpy 5 Uw

PR R RBERGFAERT G
PAR w2 B i
Both o d - AR T G 2 AR S W g(X)+b o A g R R A 2 P Y -
BEARTFOHRE I §oX)=XF > TLTERAZEF? 7H I - BT 6 BF
Gl S A R SRR Rk L GRS e
WAL e
MIAPAT AP P ERERr RSB HBEIRE AR DIE kF

BT G o L EART G S RN ¢ % %\Zayl P(x;)-p(x,)+b > B ¢ el P

PO 06) KOG X) B8 15 AT 5 A2 T 5 Yoy K, x) b i e ¥ e

i=1

By U 24

® sl (Linear): K(x;,X;)=X X,

® =i 3k (Radial basis function, RBF) : e /%I
® ;35;% (Polynomial) : (y(x{ Xx;)+0)"

|
279 y,d,6eREH P gl B AHRDY 70452 son(D Y KX, X)+b) °

i=1
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57 % FIEAIT
AT AN F A T ma%éﬂ:]ugp\ B0 FHEFHFTHEREFN A A LU E
BT @ AP D i & U A (B F TR I B & A B2 2N S
R o BV g AT T TE A AR R R E S
5H-f THMBERE o TABIEE | NP RSEERER TR REL BT A
@AY A AR I 2 Adam ¥ 4 (2002) 14 % F i (2007)2 2] n] 5 % TEL g
B B AR DK R R SR R A SRR AR

REEA BB A ALSLEE A IRT A RBET O o

% 5.1
PIRFTHEfoRE T L&
5w K2 XRFE | TR R | R TR
¥ NO 82 164 110 54
2% | BPH 77 154 102 52
% ¥ | CAB 84 168 112 56
Fwa® | CCD 83 166 110 56

Lokd S0P RS B SRR w2 R RS s AP F s LR
B S P E R e AL nFALEE L T A vs. 2% | (NO vs. BPH) -
¥ vs.gae & ¥ 5 (NOvs. CAB) VS 3LH | (NOvs. CCD) ~ T 2 456 %5 Vs it
5 g | (BPHvs. CAB) ~ " 2 145 % vs. B %80 | (BPH vs. CCD) ~ M i % ¥ VS. B 5t
# j(CABvVs.CCD) 2 ~T 1 % vs. 2478 VS e & B VS o | (2 & 4f)iz— B
BB FRA e BRAPRGE- B §FRE L FRPERAE TR TERIEY 5
FoAP GRS PERELATHY LRAL RS WU L HTHEF AT
et F 52 LA B G BATWFARARY  BIRT ERE R E R L T PR e

(5 ) S B B e o
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SRR TN VTR R VR R

S ek feii LARS ~ Stagewise 12 2 LASSO i jF 3] > 10t 7

Mo G VR

1. 3 #4350

-

3. Al
FooboipEs

Yo T

1. H#y e ek

2.

ks gy
“min.lambda‘“f-“relax.lambda‘“=¢ f i 45 & fe 3 HF AL A

s N - R R T

3\

I 2

vRR

]FB'_‘ 12 i_

B HERE

BEHES R 2 FacR R

& B %‘J“fri? {6 2. AR H B B

NO vs. BPH 470
NO vs. CAB 555
NO vs. CCD 634
BPH vs. CAB 555
BPH vs. CCD 629
CAB vs. CCD 678

PEA Y 740

R ehp F L

e AA

TLh T

#2

%

5 fe(intercept=TRUE) -

IEY SR TI,2T R

2 v F 4 (normalize=FALSE) -

TR A AR i F 4 (standardize=FALSE)
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ANEHU A LR EREE oA

#_41* R package * % “LARS”

&LARS” 3 #ic? (£ %o

3R > A w3k Z_= type=lar ~ forward.stagewise = lasso °

f1* R package “glmpath” s %< & i i Elastic Net i jF 3] H 2% 20 %

% = 38 4 pe(family=binomial(link = "logit™))

LHPE BB R R R e R SR 0 A B RLE

Fec % o #73) «7‘min.lambda“ %

“relax.lambda



TR G R B R LTS hARE FRCAIG AP M P R B s L

I'(B)| > 4 x (1 ralaxlamb da) -3 e » 1] 0 sy

1(B) ==Y (%,0(8), ~b(O(B))}+ 4B,

i=1

o @ “relax.Jambda“s3g 2k £_5 1le® o £ A6 20 B

HIO R RET e~ B g BT R BTl Sl o 1R P H
SRS SRR RS RS LT HEFIEE SRCHEIE F Iy s

LHERFAIRBMEREZ Y By iy o
PO FO S AL A BTSSR
L‘t“élf“ﬁt;ﬁd B 51 -®B52-B53 -K54-KD55m12E56 kFikmi AFic
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P RAPIFENEFEFEER SN A A A AR cng %k o d At 27%(2005)
H2 3P J2 1% pERAEDFHER 2N L AMT T 8- ¢ 2 ) s a o
M A P ERLASABFEE o a AT R B LLFEAIY L g
B EEF G H W PR S AS B I AT BE

£ 53¢ ERNEL BHEHERS F A2 BA A AL B AT B L HK
He Apgo] A Fant B L E A0t > AAEEL) chliE L L A d F iR o FRE
Afpd £ ¢ ¥ 4o Group LASSO £ ¥ BE B~ 2 A4 %5 TNOvs. BPH |~ " NO vs.
CAB |~"BPHvVs.CCD ; 73 TCABVS.CCD | Fscd fds » & 6|7 1§ 5] & | dk g %
% 1.82% ~ 1.10% ~ 1.65%4-9.09% > @ H = & #es W 5 14 ~ 76 ~ 53 v 47 B i e o

@ Elastic Net ¥_& "NOvs.CCD, % "TBPHvs.CAB | eh4 # 7 £ kit » & W7 F
Bl e b5 5 1.45%0 2 1.68% > @ e & fics B 5 30 e 37 B A o

FHTEA D AR H B & W T B A)E B et 2 pF > LASSO <
AMAELEAD LMY 2 SHEF BT EB e q Group LASSO " NO vs. BPH ;" NO
vs. CAB ;~"BPHvs.CCD ;11 %2 TCABVS.CCD jigx 65 & & #F2 2| &% & BB 4T >

@ Elastic Net ] & "NO vs. CCD ; ™2 2 "BPHvs. CAB | ¥ 2. 4 4 % 4 3L i » 7% Elastic
Net 2_ #7025 53 b it @ i 4~ 55 ¢ 2518 Group LASSO #4305 £ %15 d B 5.3 f-® 5.4 ¢
AT L F RS BB 2 (&t Group LASSO){r 4 (4 1 Elastic Net) 4 45
FARR - B MG RSB ER FRFEASE R A M € ATER

- X & #cis o 4 57 Group LASSO % fsﬂf € B B PEFELERT S o FFAP
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# 5.3

FREEPRENAA LRI 2 A BFRECK

. NO vs. BPH NO vs. CAB NO vs. CCD
: BolasF  wfdk [kl A8F Bk | R AHEF wiik

SVM 2.68(0.59) 11 2.78(1.66) 15 3.79(1.87) 155
KW t& 2 2.65(0.73) 17 3.75(1.28) 167 2.92(1.95) 183
te T 2.29(0.91) 36 2.91(1.93) 42 3.24(1.80) 49
ANOVA 2.36(0.89) 38 2.99(1.91) 41 3.24(1.82) 49
LARS 2.71(1.98) 18 1.99(4.71) 10 2.35(2.44) 54
Stagewise 2.78(1.98) 22 2.16(4.71) 10 2.68(2.46) 57
LASSO 3.19(0.68) 15 2.71(2.85) 24 2.95(1.97) 176

Group LASSO

1.82(0.72) 14

1.10(2.19) 76

2.26(1.67) 34

Elastic Net 2.51(1.67) 29 1.95(2.94) 111 1.45(1.95) 30

. BPH vs. CAB BPH vs. CCD CABvs. CCD
" Bl AsF  BiEk | ABEF ik | A8EF Eiik

SVM 3.02(0.97) 17 1.87(2.38) 64 15.43(1.76) 31

KW % | 1.85(1.17) 199 2.22(2.08) 121 | 15.98(1.58) | 138

i 2.55(1.06) 186 2.19(2.27) 148 | 14.88(1.98) 20

ANOVA 2.64(0.96) 137 2.20(2.29) 153 14.88(1.98) 20
LARS 2.11(3.90) 106 2.37(5.60) 29 14.57(1.7) 7
Stagewise 2.62(4.30) 25 2.99(5.60) 27 14.88(1.67) 9

LASSO 3.06(3.80) 27 2.88(5.60) 71 14.17(1.48) 61

Group LASSO

2.24(0.95) 38

1.65(2.09) 53

9.09(2.76) 98

Elastic Net

1.68(3.46) 37

2.37(4.53) 30

11.34(1.62) 47

B A FE W% RN Y - F EREETETE LS FHREL -
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Foebod AP A xe %= &7 %iE Stagewise fv LASSO # 4| * i :z
LARS % 7 8 3 fF telicid o #7008 i iR 0 R AL A 4T RSET 10 2 P iRt
2 o

BAASAE TR - EVRFH 0 LR FRI SR ERTE & OER L
R oo f3P Bgenw 00 I LARS g3t B pF R B E- ~ Stagewise enpF R B & o B2 2R LARS v
Stagewise =ik fF 8RR~ L G ) MR - RBGE M A R T R Bl 8 JY A
Holt BRI Y A0F o U 7 Ik 2 gk fod Stagewise £ - A Y i i e

B RE LR 0 R F AR EEFR {4 o

% 54
#3- 2R FH LARS - Stagewise 14 2 LASSO feif i Fic3| 2 PR
k3R LARS Stagewise LASSO

NOvs.BPH 0.30 3.97 0.83
NOvs.CAB 0.31 4.28 0.82
NOvs.CCD 0.30 3.51 0.92
BPHvs.CAB 0.96 7.42 1.18
BPHvs.CCD 0.38 4.50 1.14
CABvs.CCD 0.28 3.96 0.84

HIHERET L

m% 55 L EMAELA A ST LARS ~ Stagewise 12 2 LASSO #*+# =20 5 3 4L
fleif i fF i) 2 A2 ¢ AT & (0T 359 Brdic o ¥ 4 I LASSO %) Brdic P § /1 %% LARS
{- Stagewise & > @ 2 LARS eh-T 399 Jrc e 3 A TR Y ¢ ST ik A o
g- ¢k Stagewise hh St H s A F B R F o friips A5 PR A R PR RIS

R Y - 35 R F] o
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% 55
LARS - Stagewise ~ LASSO **+ £ & & & #f¥ 2 & 2P RFH peif i fFHCA AR 0T 309 Fr ik

A~ LARS Stagewise LASSO
NOvs.BPH 212 1689 555.25
NOvs.CAB 222 1769 574.92
NOvs.CCD 220 1753 587.12

BPHvs.CAB 214 1705 603.97
BPHvs.CCD 212 1689 611.09
CABvs.CCD 222 1769 631.3

% 5.6 241 * NOvs. BPH %4 #f & » | fei§ LARS ~ Stagewise 14 2 LASSO 2_ %
- TR R i BERCT] > A A ¢ SR Rl el i RlEAR Y 2 iF 2t Thdicen
i, B9 F- GRS A F - S A LS BRI TN E B kB
Aot %}B‘-ﬁ,ﬂ?ﬁﬁzﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁz%gl i@ o d LARS v Stagewise * X,fr X, 2 fz 3+ E 1%
L 4p it ¥ P AR TR Stagewise sk ETF GEEITELF BABT I IR ERFSLN
- ghEbiE o @ LASSO ALj ¥ av M- ek ik e » 03] 0 X (o EHIg > Ae

ﬂj‘ﬂ—\i?}t LASSO i » 2R {8 5| & 272 i 4 Zppex -2 PIvg o E 3 | % 291 i ¥ Zxx 4

ﬁ )\ 3_;‘“1 F‘ o

# 5.6
& ¥ LARS -~ Stagewise 11 2 LASSO ¥ it jF thcch® i
LARS
# 2 i X, X, Xs Xe X, Xq X,
33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
34 0 -5.43E-05 0 0 0 0 0
35 0 -0.00015 0 0 0 0 0
36 0 -0.00018 0 0 0 0 0
37 0 -0.00028 0 0 0 0 0
38 0 -0.00032 0 0 0 0 0
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39 0 -0.00035 0 0 0 0 0
40 0 -0.00095 0 0 0 0 0
41 0 -0.00128 0 0 0 0 0
42 0 -0.00148 0 0 0 0 0
43 0 -0.0022 0 0 -0.00512 0 0
44 0 -0.00222 0 0 -0.00523 0 0
45 0 -0.00224 0 0 -0.00537 0 0
46 0 -0.00236 0 0 -0.00597 0 0
47 0 -0.00249 0 0 -0.00676 0 0
48 0 -0.00278 0 0 -0.00772 0 0
49 0 -0.00279 0 0 -0.00774 0 0
50 0 -0.0029 0 0 -0.00809 0 0
Stagewise

LS X, X, X X X, Xq X,
70 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
71 0 -0.00059 0 0 0 0 0
72 0 -0.00059 0 0 0 0 0
73 0 -0.00091 0 0 0 0 0
74 0 -0.00091 0 0 0 0 0
75 0 -0.00092 0 0 0 0 0
76 0 -0.0011 0 0 0 0 0
77 0 -0.00162 0 0 -0.00226 0 0
78 0 -0.00184 0 0 -0.00337 0 0
79 0 -0.00192 0 0 -0.00383 0 0
80 0 -0.002 0 0 -0.00422 0 0
81 0 -0.00203 0 0 -0.0044 0 0
82 0 -0.00203 0 0 -0.0044 0 0
83 0 -0.00215 0 0 -0.00491 0 0
84 0 -0.0022 0 0 -0.00505 0 0
85 0 -0.00232 0 0 -0.00562 0 0
86 0 -0.00236 0 0 -0.00576 0 5.90E-05

LASSO

i X, X, X Xs X, Xq X,
270 0 -0.00153 | -0.04349 | -0.00029 | -0.01804 0 0.005
271 0 -0.00149 | -0.04374 | -0.00015 | -0.01795 0 0.005193
272 0 -0.00145 | -0.04399 0 -0.01786 0 0.005397
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273 0 -0.00145 | -0.04405 0 -0.01784 0 0.005438
274 0 -0.00145 | -0.04406 0 -0.01784 0 0.005444
275 0 -0.00142 | -0.04422 0 -0.01777 0 0.005618
276 0 -0.00141 | -0.04432 0 -0.01773 0 0.005687
277 0 -0.00141 | -0.04433 0 -0.01773 0 0.005695
278 0 -0.00133 | -0.04486 0 -0.0174 0 0.006262
279 0 -0.00132 | -0.04489 0 -0.01738 0 0.006291
280 0 -0.00132 | -0.04491 0 -0.01735 | 1.53E-05 | 0.006346
281 0 -0.00132 | -0.04494 0 -0.01729 | 3.99E-05 | 0.00643

282 0 -0.00132 | -0.04504 0 -0.01711 | 0.000127 | 0.006736
283 0 -0.00131 | -0.04509 0 -0.017 |0.000182 | 0.006908
284 0 -0.0013 | -0.0452 0 -0.0168 | 0.000288 | 0.007245
285 0 -0.0013 | -0.04524 0 -0.01666 | 0.000356 | 0.007378
286 0 -0.00129 | -0.04527 0 -0.01655 | 0.00041 | 0.00749

287 0 -0.00129 | -0.04528 0 -0.01653 | 0.00042 |0.007511
288 0 -0.00129 | -0.04527 0 -0.01646 | 0.000456 | 0.007583
289 0 -0.0013 | -0.04524 0 -0.01636 | 0.000498 | 0.007649
290 0 -0.00131 | -0.04521 0 -0.01625 | 0.000545 | 0.007729
291 0 -0.00143 | -0.04511 | -0.00069 | -0.01557 | 0.000809 | 0.008165

5ok Aips %ﬁ“é PR - i fF Gl E R o {7 f2 LARS -
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B 5.7 LARS - Stagewise /2 %2 LASSO i NOvs. BPH ® 2. X, it ETT? Gt iEz g

d 32 BA A A% > Group LASSO 7 "NOvs. BPH |~ "NOvs. CAB |~ " BPH vs.
CCD, %2 TCABvVs.CCD ® tha s 5 2 E R > 828 & "NOvs.CCD, ™3 TBPH
vs. CAB | ¥ Elastic Net e 45 & 47 » 7 i Group LASSO e4 45 F % % 2305 4 » 3%
F e fj}ui%- Group LASSO # g B~ 2 2_ % % ¥ Adam % £ (2002)#* % =57 AUC>=0.62
7R 124 B F R o o R Y k2 2 AT 2 A s S ki Fv o d £ 5.7
PR OB 5 PR f85 S 4 5 Group LASSO e jE AR s 4 FPILLE > % H
A 4 % TBPHvs. CABCCD | ¥ » 4 4 & { 5] 0.87% - @ AUC /& ¥ e 2824 TNO

VS.BPH , A g5 2 b ik e A g F Ao i< 8§ 4% & TCABvVs. CCD, 4 #f¥
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2 AAEF LB E L% AP R FILF RIS S A5 E"ﬁ‘,i’ljgjsfglg{’# e eh

0 BB Hck A €18 A4 S g o e Group LASSO P € 13457 I el 4@ R
FoA g By g ik peH 2R kL AUC A F AT R 145 o
4 5.7
£33 &A%Y ElasticNet 2 AUC AR AHra 5 8%
. NO vs. BPH BPH vs. CAB CAB vs. CCD
" Bl ass  EBiEk | B AHESF BEE | B AT ki
Group LASSO 1.82 14 2.24 38 9.09 98
AUC -5t 4 9 14 9 17 9
. NO vs. CABCCD BPH vs. CABCCD NOBPH vs. CABCCD
: BolasS wbddk [l a&SF  Bidk (R AHETF 2
Group LASSO 2.08 23 0.87 51 2.18 44
AUC X At 11 9 13 9 10 9

A AEFHEEI%-

¥ ook iy - Group LASSO g & 22 fhg¥ i3 (2007)4% 40 L # 2] 2tk i 5 P
#icis o £ 1% Meta-Learning st & #-SVM B Fde k e 2 R 2w H o g5 % 4pt 0 £
585 A A 22 A4 F % > ¥ 24 3 Group LASSO & "NOvs. CCD |~ " BPH vs.
CCD, 2 TCABVS.CCD | ~ #f ¥ 2.4 4 F &2 1 % 28 SVM 8 B2 cha g5 S 4™
Group LASSO ¥ 1 ¢ H Ak 5 515 % 1%2 4 » 27 TCABvs. CCD | { &t i 4 4
FrE M%) 3% @ 4> TNOvs.BPH ;~TNOvs. CAB 122 TBPHvs. CAB | 4 #f s

4 5 > Group LASSO » st 43 18 H 4 45 5 5 & fieen™ (5 0.5%) o F]p Group LASSO #

Y
-

,:L

\“4-

P

HEP-2 2 FeF i 5 B RIRC] el 4 5 B W5 TE M AR T o R RS i

R D
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# 58
Elastic Net 3 #ciE B2 & &1 2| 2 Gl E B SVM 8 B2 2 248 5 R

. NO vs. BPH NO vs. CAB NO vs. CCD
: Bl ABE  mlide | Bl ABT mEd | B ABF miik
Group LASSO 1.82(0.72) 14 1.10(2.19) 76 2.26(1.67) 34
X 7_t%h#ic SVM ¢ mk 2.34(2.36) 7 1.77(1.62) 20 3.29(2.25) 31
. BPH vs. CAB BPH vs. CCD CAB vs. CCD
” B ABE  mEd | BB mil | holABS  BEE
Group LASSO 2.24(0.95) 38 1.65(2.09) 53 9.09(2.76) 98
X F_t%h#ic SVM ¢ Fk 2.72(2.01) 14 2.48(2.78) 31 12.14(3.91) 16

Wi | A8FHEEI% BN AEd - FeRRETRTE LS FEREL

s

FZHE FHe sl o 8aFRES

G AREPAATE A Nt R AT N ARTA A MTHEE G LR wA PR
BR* Iw A0 F Y o A IR e AR S ff"ﬁﬁi%"a‘ SVM ~ KW & %~
ANOVA -~ LARS - Stagewise ~ LASSO ~ Group LASSO 12 2 Elastic Net iz ~ #& 4 g P~
k2 B|u| % FdE% o ¥ ¢ s B4 Group LASSO 12 2 Elastic Net 76 ¥ %8y +
w AT PR T AT A P i R A e B fF o R A TR vs Al
R ST W VSRS T E W VSRR T AR SRR S DT A
VSRR | R TR & VSRR LI | ¢ HTE BT A L B B TR
Fiv- T 2iEd - RhTok g ive Supd PR R AR DRy o 5 5.8 5
ANEEHCEP S F T AL R A LEACR R A8 TR BB Eyﬁ
K,f 7 Group LASSO “t » 4 LARS -~ Stagewise ~ LASSO 2 2 Elastic Net $1*t# & 7 7 4
Peid 5 el R NIV ;.’K it SVM ~ KW & 207 %2 ANOVA = 2 ena g 5B 8 3 0 &

@ Group LASSO e 48 » 45 5~ 3 € B3 SVM ~ KW # 27 2 ANOVA = j2 e % o
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£ d £ 5137 @& L Fx T LARS -~ Stagewise ~ LASSO 17 32 Elastic Net e8] 4 45
F SVM ~ KW #& 77 2 ANOVA = ;2B & 4 > L ¢t » Group LASSO % %] &5 w & 55 PF e
Bool 245 5 5 10.72% H s = x> H s £ SVM 22 11.78% £ 5 # e & dceiiE Group
LASSO Z* 2 107 pR#cE b A4 F > 2 SVM R Z* 1659 » HFd B59°7

L% Group LASSO s 4 484t ¢ % T~ 4 hle £ dics 51 B P 7 7 3] 9 11.63%:04

~

R o F] L A ﬁ«,p;Z mEEE REC) LSBT e AR Y A g
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U g
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+
1~

2
(54

5.9

FHREP 2N e A28 [ A5 ELK

PARS
bk
Bl asF  wmEilk

SVM 11.86(4.63) 59
KW & & 12.45(4.72) 166
ANOVA 12.44(4.83) 60
LARS 14.23(6.76) 100
Stagewise 14.78(6.95) 147
LASSO | 14.36(6.92) | 143
Group LASSO | 10.59(4.93) 99
Elastic Net | 12.94(7.43) 165

BBl A B FH 0% FRBR 5

2

3
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$d ARk
AL AT SEE T IR 2 B TR AT A LR

AR TR O BRI 0 pe s - B R R O o AT AR IR
K ALY REGEF P RE L B R EB R 7 43 H A e L - B A
AR RCE P 2 o FI A E R R BE P F R RS 2 b B A S e
AN A F AR A BE RS 2 AN A SYM T A s R R
"t T ~ANOVAF #2013 KW s 2l S 282 5 - s&ﬁﬁf" # LARS ~ Stagewise ~
LASSO -~ Group LASSO 17 %2 Elastic Net &7 " i » ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁii‘]i MER R 0 ARSI A
FEama [ LA EER >N r SVM P B B ERE ST s s S fﬁt“é_
AR L EIARRRINUE A 22 A4S TEH R B Sk

d A7 R AP E IR R AR RE R @ &R R+ LARS ¥+ Stagewise

1 LASSO B & f-id » A FILFILARS = & &34 J %5 b R HcE » 20 B £ 5507 §
ﬂ:lé’:—ﬁ“ %«ﬁ'{;‘ﬁ g: )"xﬁ; > & LASSO =1|—: - g_;h ﬁ'—%ﬁ:tl{ x s f’kfgx ﬁg%rﬁ;
- REPREEX R RE o A58 4 0 Flpt LASSO ik auE PR 1R A7 - Z_¢ v* LARS

[ FPER o eb o LASSO 7 B fed & AR B R r A Y 2 2N R % DA RBET
WD E Y B R ARG T R AT TR 85 5 REAPM ALK F DT
4 pF LASSO ij.%g”i?_:éi”ﬂ?hﬂ - R EGE ~ 37 0 T E 7 AR ERAAGE ~ 53] e
TR PR R MG REEIFREmA - & Zou {- Hastie(2003)
# #% J1 e Elastic Net » Kﬁ; 7 & 7 LASSO e 438 #F = 4o ﬁﬁﬁ?fﬁﬁ:@t—‘r S F¥E AR e
2RI FlA gt B E B i B-(grouped selection) it 4 R E B o F]M i
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