IBIS2016 {EHEi ¥ v > 3 > [

Ko v o5 IV OFEMG L S EHERG

123 R KR

SRR L RIITEER, 4 iR, 4R, ¢ HEE

VTR B - FHERIER
2JST & EH31F
3 #LF AIPC
*Yahoo! Japan

2016 411 H 16 A
IBIS2016@#B R HIF v > /8 A
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Outline

@ 55 > v A

Q T vV
o TUIINDT VY
o T VY IIEEDEAL
o MIERIMkIZ & B ik
o oA ZHEEIE

@ i T vV LiEE
o XX H FHAbk
o A AHEETE
o JUNTANY Y ITUYIIHEDHEHE R
o BUHER: ~ VFRAIFEH



A%
AN — A

SRS

@ Lasso

@ Sure Screening
JiFH

o RuEIR

o HMIEFT—X

ftr




NI b 1751
28— 2 55> 24
Fik Fik
@ Lasso e PCA

@ Sure Screening

i FH

o FHEUEIR

o MR T —X
fig ki

o ML —A VAL
;|

o RITHITK

o HEEY AT A

o ZE=—a—J)Lxy k
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VA% 75 FUYIL
AIN— AR K7 v ot A L

Fik Fik AFER

@ Lasso e PCA EHR D BRI % Glid

@ Sure Screening
S
o RN

o HETT—X

ftr

o ML —A/IVAIERIE
)i FH

o IGHITK

o MEI AT A

o =E—a—J)xv b




@ 155> o ihIHsE

Bz



]S> 7175 HERMRE

0 AN—2ZANRY NLDHETE :
ANR—2RFHOZE (ERIEIEE)

o EZ >V V1TFDHEE :
EEDFE + R¥0EE
BRI ANR—21Z5 & S R E %Y

Bl - D24 (PCA)
Y =[y1,...,ys] € RP*": BLHIfE

min ZZ — U, VT =min|Y - UVT |2

UeRpxk VERnXk

Yi

i=1 j=1
score

principal component



WEY AT A

Movie A Movie B Movie C Movie X
User 1 4 8 * 2
User 2 2 * 2 *
User 3 2 4 * *




WEY AT A

Svo1(&5vY)
Movie A Movie B Movie C Movie X

User 1 4 8 4 2

User 2 2 4 2 1

User 3 2 4 2 1

N

4 8 4 . 2
2 4 2] w2

User

(e.g., Srebro et al. (2005); Candés and Tao (2009); Candés and Recht
(2009), NetFlix (Bennett & Lanning, 2007))
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1—JILRry NT—7

3E=

O<IREN>

eSS
2

<7

TP

LS

K

NA\ )
R

\

AN

V7T Ux

VT h(Ux)

f(x)



BV 7175 HEDHERE
HOITFI A IE M x NFHITT Y2 ded 5 (d< M, N: K5 > 7).

o /N Ik
A MN
A= a3 =0, (M)

K> 7 HZMATETWRL.
o MU —Z/ VAIEAIE:

. d(M + N)lo MN

£, Al = \/galAll.

(Negahban et al., 2012; Negahban & Wainwright, 2012; Rohde & Tsybakov, 2011;

Koltchinskii, 2012)

(A=) @ L M+ N)log(MN)

(EHIE38)

n




Q T vV
e T UVINDT VT
o T VYV IVIEEDEN
o MIFRIMbIZ & 5 S5k
o oA ZHEEIE

Bz



TS T VI

User User
Movie Context Movie
1731 — TV VIV (ZRTES)
X = 3 )l X = 54

o HHUHHEM D EmIR DR (K IR)

o WhWBMIERRIZEL TAERE L VWS EIRIFENLT WS, LrL, £H
BB NS BRI EE,

o é%ﬂ:%‘{kﬁ:Mlx My x -+ x Mg
= {EZ Vo4 2R

FUIINDT VT EIE?



Outline

Q &5 rirhiHE

Q TV IvEE

e T UVINDT VT

© JEiuE T v Vv
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TYVINORE ST

o CP-43fi#
(Hitchcock, 1927; Hitchcock, 1927; Carroll & Chang, 1970; Harshman, 1970)

o Tucker-73fi# (Tucker, 1966)
o T VYL A \/ﬁj\ﬁﬁ (Oseledets, 2011)



Tensor rank: CP-rank

“"’> ~ P Pl
RRR
aCP-ﬁJ\ﬁ@ ’

Canonical Polyadic 43f# (Hitchcock, 1927; Hitchcock, 1927)
CANDECOMP/PARAFAC (Carroll & Chang, 1970; Harshman, 1970)

i =0 aibjrce (X = [[AB,Cl]). X=X a,0b ®c £bHEL.
CP-4MET CP-5 > 7 k% 5.
o CP-/MAEDFHEIE NP-FH# (Hillar & Lim, 2013).
o EANRTESLIFMES AR,
@ TVI2DTFVINTTIVIIDTUYILEWL 5TEHERLIEMTE 54
PENTULE .
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CP-pED—EM4

EN—ETHB=DD155%M

X =[[UD, v, .y <<'_> <<:;>

& UW MET LT Y m S, CPA R .’ %
:Um

A=) V7 HOANZEZDHBEEZRWT—E.
F75 D & S 22 [lEED HHEE XA N)
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CP-HRD—R i

CP-DRM—BETH D7D 115

X =[[UD, v, .y <<"> <<:;>

& UW MET LT Y m S, CPA R .’ %
:Um

AT =V YT LHDANEZX DAMEZRVT .
(AFHID & S 7m0 H I Z20)

k-rank(A) : Kruskal 7 > 2, 1751 ADHEEREIT rfl& o> TE 72 & SITHIBMN
TH 5 r DER/ME.

£ O FEMl 7 S

X D CP-Z > 7 h d D, UMW I ToiE CP-afifid—=:

K
2d + (K —1) <> k-rank(UW).

14 /59



CP-2fEDEE

— B IE CP-2 1% NP RIS 7228, .

X =[[uO, U@ .y
T, HUR TN TVs T3, (ZOLE, CP-HRIF—K)

- 95, ZIHARRHT CP-#IFEHHETE 5.
- ABRE DE A D P17 5 D[R f b 70 & CTiELT 5.
- HERI T L T X L
e Simultaneous Diagonalization (De Lathauwer, 2006)
@ Simultaneous Generalized Schur Decomposition (De Lathauwer et al., 2004)

o Generalized Eigenvalue Decomposition (Leurgans et al., 1993)
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Tucker-Z > 7

X

~
Tucker-73f# (Tucker, 1966)

Xk = D011 Dot 2ome1 BlmndibimCin. X =1 [[G; A, B, C]].
o GUEATTFVVILEITENS.
o G X7 5 CP AfifIzIRA.
o Tucker-7 7 = (n,n,n). 727U nldGO&ELAOKRES. ThiT,
E—F KB (XRR—=Y)DF7vrTHEZL6N5.
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17511k

E— Kk BE: AW e RMN/Mc (N = [T, My).

A AP
re = rank(AW) 1X Tucker-5 > 27 2 5.2 5.
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i R

o HES AT L (=¥ —x 71T 4 x )
o WIVFARAEH

o [EHALEE (2] (2D) x H¢fH)

o HASIEME (HEEDONRT MIVRE)

T Y IVESE
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Z DDA

o /@M (De Vos et aI., 2007)

] 3 W

&¥F3 X f]diiﬁ x Z4fH
EEG monitoring: Epileptic seizure onset localization
o MEFEFRZE (Phien et al., 2016)

Original image  mr 0.7

i=3
1

= 12
SILRTC  SILRTC-Square SiLRTC-TT TMac  TMac-Square  TMac-TT =

M2 DIFTRIC & 2 HEERE EGDOT VN LA /ﬂz
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Outline
Q &5 rirhiHE
Q TV IvEE

o 7YY INEDEA

© JEiuE T v Vv
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TYVIVBEDEREE L TOER

T2 VA D[]
Y = i - i
( X A Y+ W,
I A K

A* X € RMXMic 50 )L

XI7A* : Z Xi SU1s- JK) 1K

Jl: 7JK

T VYV VB DN

RE: A*1Z MES> 7] .

Eg., X;= €, Qe, R & ej W5, TUYVIEHEORMEIZRE.



<Xi7A*> = ZJI
o HFikT —R:

<u1®...

o Kz

,,,,, Jk
for u, € RMk

My My
*
®UK7-/4->: E E o, ...

s1=1 Jk=1

.....

<eJ'1 ® € Q- ® eJK7 A*> A*

I

— F UV ILElSE

K

oK



BZYO0T7VVILDKROT

o MIFAI{bE

o KT VT VY INDESE ETOIMERZF/IME
o R HEEALIE
o Riemannian & (b

o A XHEE L

TUYVIVEEICE T DIREERIBROB L &
o ERILME
o KRN (XTI RXA—RRBD—FEMEDLX)
o FEMM:
— BRI AT B R AV X A,
INGEZRULNY Y NEMET 08N H5.
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Q &5 rirhiHE

Q TV IvEE

o MIEAMBIZ & %51k

© JEiuE T v Vv
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MIEABIC L BH#EE
NIEAME 7 O—F:

n

1
i =) (Vi — (X, A) :
pcr T, 7 2= (6 A7+ pen(
T VY NELTFNZER LT ML —Z /7 )V A ERNE
Overlapped Schatten 1-norm (Tomioka et al., 2011)
Latent Schatten 1-norm (Tomioka & Suzuki, 2013; Zheng & Tomioka, 2015)
Square deal (Mu et al., 2014)

Scaled latent regularization (Wimalawarne et al., 2014)

1, -~ d M
LA arpp < cIVILM

Overlapped Schatten 1-norm

- K

Mg = Y IA® g,

A® k=1
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il BR58 i

BRI (25K

n

o 1
SIAR < = 37, 42

i=1

MWIRTDIT V7 rDOFVYVIV AT LT D D,

7 3
RIP @ weak (5,2s)- RIP @ adaptive (S, 2s)- #} (S. 2S)—resmcted /|T 7

restricted regression e1genvalue
N S compdnblhty

|S.\S] <s coherence @adﬂpm’e (S, 5)- _— (S 5) restr 1cted
l e restricted regresclon eigenvalue

6 \
4 5

6
weak (S, 2s)- @ (S.2s)-irrepresentable @ (S s)-uniform @ |SAS| =0
irrepresentable irrepresentable H& S

KB IZ 51 2 A R BRGR M I 319 B S D BIfR
(Bithimann & Van De Geer, 2011)
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RNA ZHE

(Suzuki, 2015)
A= / AAN(A X, Yi):

e CP-ZV U d DF VY IDERIDT:
5/7W%/VﬂA®ﬁ% /
A= (U, U0 (U € R M)

w(um U<K’\d') I%
o<exp{ ZT [U(k) Utk
p k=1

e TV YU DERNDT: %5%&1>§>0%mwf

dmax

m(d') o £ O, m(d)=1).

( %HA\—A*H% <C (Zk 1 )Iog (KnR¥) ]

KEIRBIEREETRE.



iRE= LS DR

Fik B/N_RIE AU & B RA X
i IEHIME
e [ HkK:I M d \% Hk M d(EkK:I Mk) Iog(n)
n n n
X N

=%y o AR
up to O(log(n))
(Suzuki, 2015)

FUYNLFHIOMIZIZERE R vy THH 5.



HIERER

0.9 8
—>— setting 2: Bayes —>— setting 2: Bayes
o0s | = - -setting 2: Convex |y ;| = %= setting 2: Convex |
[ —5 setting 5: Bayes —H setting 5: Bayes
07 - EF - setting 5: Convex oI EF setting 5: Convex || C_onvex reg .
\ via matricization
Ly
&
@ |
D_ 4 1
g\
R X
1
h o
‘L 2
>
(@)
(\
09 \\\
n n
S

Figuur: N XHEE % & (MIEAIME (overlapped approach) DR,
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oIy RAEEE

N A IZ
0o CP-5 27 dd»Dmax-/ VAW RUTODT VY ILDOES:

Ha(R) := {A € RM>X M| CP-rank d, || Allmax2 < R} -

o X; = 6, Re, R R e Vi) (1'17 .. .,iK) 75)##:%

Hy(R) LD I =S v 2 AV AR TFASRDE S ITHZ SN B

N d(My +---+ M
min  max E[[|A— A*|3]Z min {02 (iheceds K),RZK} .
A A*€H4(R) n
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Bz

@ i T vV LiEE
o XX H FHAbk
o oA ZHEEIE
o JUNTANY Y ITUYIIHEDHEHE R
o BUHER: ~ VFRAIFEH



N7 MNILDH S EEA

EB:TVTA T v TRAF—
ZU—TAT v T RF—
B —a—3— /0 TLL A
WIybPEa—k7075%—&LT
B h~wR-TUR—VICIE, E

HROZER /Ny H—"FF"...

i A (B B ) BREG C ... B X
S 4 8 2
T 2 4 * *
d
f(X(1)7X(2)) — x(DT A5 — Z<X(1)’ u§1)><u£2),x(2)>
r=1

x(: 2 —F DR, x@): B o R,
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N7 MNILDH S EEA

EB:TVTA T v TRAF—
FY— T TAF—,
B —a—3— /0 TLL A
Warra—47075<v—&LT
B h~wR-TUR—VICIE, E

R OER /Ny D —“FH"..

M A (WU B ) i C .- B X
a-41 4 8 2
a—43 2 4 * *
d
F(xM, x?) = Z FO(xM)£R) (X2
r=1

x(N: 2 —F OB, x@): B o R,
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R MLDSEBA: B

temporal slice

: o
o spatial s
’ | lﬁl [

(De Vos et al., 2007) (Cao et al., 2016)
m|n HX Zu ®u(2)®u(3 H +ZZu(k)TGu
I k=l
Sk

ut Gu=3"(u — ujs1)?

F'EJEVJ M?/%ft = J1— )ik
(Zdunek, 2012; Yokota et al., 2015a; Yokota et al., 2015b)

34 /59



BT VVILETIL

FERRE Il € 7L

yi = f(x) + €.
Goal: f #T—X D, = {x;,yi}l_; »OHEE Lz,

TV YLETIL: (9 e o (FERKE L ~L b Z2H)

d
f(X(1)7 o ’X(K)) :Z fr(l)(x(l)) N f’r(K)(X(K))

r=1
BET Y VILETIL:
F(xM, o xRy = i<x(1)7 uMy oo (x| Ry
r=1 )
TR SO (x®, uP) (x@, u®) = (x0)T (3 uMu@ ) x@.
r=1
matrix

(x0), EBFLEL—2 Vv REMDTETH B BEIEA.
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s

WETE

o MIERIMES% (Signoretto et al., 2013)

© DLW EHRE.

® (Bx6K) I=vv I AmEttEzz7\.
o REFKMILIE (Suzuki et al., 2016) (AAiH5E)

© MBELORE VIR L THIT 5. DG .

@ I =~ v 7 ARGEM & 79I IZIR N SRR D S L

® J= T B i D R

o NA THEEE (Kanagawa et al., 2016) (AHFZE)
© MEHKZME—EAR . S =< v 7 AfH.
® #EWFIHEE.
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B5 (r k) ILBWCBOES & EE L7 E % £H oagHE:

19 = argmin { F(EOUFE Y sy 00) + MR-
FFen

o HMWEIEUTIEMETER.
o &IRA £ 1B LTI s
o RFTHREMREANIFIPIR (e.g. BEFERET).
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Outline

Q &5 rirhiHE
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© JEiuE T v Vv

o N ZHEREE
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JVIRNT AN IRA IWEE
EET VY ILETIL: .,
f(xD,. Z FO(xD) x ... x £ (x(K))
N+

Q) (K

yi=f(x", €; (i ~ N(O,az)).

BEZEILAIL NZER: 71— RIVEEE k(x, X)
& Ao ZBRE: HHBEE Cov(f(x), f(X)) = k(x,

o 2 BREHS & () i@
B TIIAA A LHEE R
) = [ £ p(af|D,)
p(df|Dy) o< p(Dylf)  p(df)
N—_—— N—_—— N——
E Y T =& D, ORE FEHinA

p(df)=T] p(ar)

D5 g5 2 ERE R

x')



JVINT ANy IRA TWEE
EET VIV ETIL:

d
F(xM, . Zfrl) - x £ (x(K)y
1

vi= Yo e (e~ N(0,0%)).

BTV VILETILDOERIDf:
o % (r k)€ [d] x [K] =BT,

AR Exp (1) (AT =DV IRFA=R)
9~ GP (A

727U, GP (MY 2 —0 v s aniz i — 3OV k, /A cEH
INBH Y A

o T VI DHEAINM: n(d) x &7 (0 <€ <1).

SHE: Gibbs 3> 7)) > 2" + Nystrom Bl



Outline

@ 155> o ihIHsE

Q KT vV I

@ T v v LHEE

0 JUNIA MYy 2T VY IVHERE DT
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FEKEE (PUERE) ORI



RKHS DEME : AN v T+ R —

HINY VT F V18— N(BH), €, Lo(P)): Lo(P)-7 )V Iz 52442 ¢ DERT
HAER B(H) %78 5 72012 RN DAL

HB50<s<1EEHCHEFELT, UTORERANTARTD e >0 THY >
TWBLIRET 5.

log N(B(H), ¢, L(P)) < Ce™2.
s AN IFHUE TEHE), KE TS T4
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INBRFER & AN VT F U N—544

B IV NEBID N V7 F N =SS T B T AEFE O Nk
RO %52 5.

Proposition (Kuelbs and Li (1993); Li and Shao (2001))

—10g(GP({7 | [[Fllagey < €})) ~ € 2/0=9)  (INERIER)
& log N(B(H), e, La(P)) ~ €.

=

B e L~V 22 A — 2 OVEBIE k(x, X)
o A AR A EIEE Cov(F(x), f(X')) = k(x, x)
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|

R E&E{LEDINR

RE
o f* X incoherence :ff & 7= LT\ 5 (EZRIFIRD AT A R).
o P(X) = P(X)) x - - x P(X).
° f,*(k) eH
o ZAth, HMAWIRM
FlO: - [mBEH LM, s FERKE LU LR H OEHES.

Theorem

d*, K (A7 U 75888 Gy, G AMFAEL T, #IIfRAS d(FO), £*) < G % it § 7z
SIEHER 1 — § TIREW 27

2 . " 3\° P

179~ gm0k (2) gkt stae))
——
o bR

o R ESEMRRILIGE (log(n) [E O EHT14)
o (1, %) = 0,(1) = d(Fles), ) = O, (d"Kn~ 7).
[ RN & Z A0 SR, Bod 7 HEEiRAE 2 E ]
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R DFH

@ Incoherence: 3 < 1 s.t.

* * * *(k
(O, LN <l BN, ().

% (k)

o BWAD I IVLZHT B LR, FH:
0 < Vimin < 1ML, < Vinax (¥, K).
o sup-/ IVAIZBET B5%M: 0 < 3s, < 1 st
Ifllse < CIFIL=IFIE  (VF € H)

*(k) R Z(k)
Ve = 1T 6O 0 = T 9, 70 = e, 809 =
(17111, 17" HLz

A(F. £7) = maxf (i — vil 4 vllf — £, ).
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IR PRI 5 D B 7

Pred. Error Pred. Risk Pred. Risk
Emp. Risk
Emp. Error Emp. Risk
True True True
T T T
BT — 2N BT — 2K

o TIEREIZE DB TRAMIZMBEBD L5722 L TWS.
o MEBRGRAIIY v TNY A ANKE L0 BITo0, FHEEITELS o TWL.
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FEERICAW &

o Rademacher £

H: BBEES
lsup th’ o E[h] H ) . Pred. Risk
o \¢ /] B¥p. Risk
st
< ) | < < o
xa su JI 1 = T = i
< hez 5 ﬁ /- Uniform bound
72720, {0}, i iid. ® Rademacher fEZRZH
(P(oi =1) = P(oi = —1)).
o [FFff Rademacher #E3£E + peeling device: #ﬁia%@ﬂﬁﬂl@%:ﬂﬁﬁ
. . Pred. Risk
1 h _s _1 ’ .
B, Sup| S oih(x)] SC)\ ay A f p. Risk
“lhen Al +A vnooptTs

"_"_-'t'jniform bound

DEBTEY &4 MR D VR
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relative MSE

10°

10!

1072

1073

A

RHxi#E{E DIVR

“““““““““““““““
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘

’—‘!—\r‘
AN N B L REE PR

n=1200
n=1600
n=2000
n=2400
n=2800

1T

=
[m]

)

5 10 15 20 25
Number of iterations
MSE E[||f1] — £*||2] v.s. BEHr[a1%K ¢
BROY > TIVH A X n TR
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EHRFHOIGR
o 7. WiV )
f= ffn(df|(X1,)/1),-~-,(Xn,}/n))-
o f*: HDMEK

Fr(x®, . xK)y =0 £ (xW) x - x £ (1K),
o [l =314f(xi)>
Theorem

H LU, BEOBEN L e 1,y (V(r k) 20 max,, ||F oo < R BT TS,
HeE R X

d K . dJ* 1
ol e e Tl

r=1 k=1
LA ONSG. 72U, 0<s;p <1EHNY 2T FN—Zf0HH:
log N(Bi, ,» €, || - [|n) = O(e~2%0),

712U, By, 1& RKHSH,  DBRAERT N(B, s € || - [2) 1 &ZDFNY N
N—,

51




f5]: Matérn prior

X =10,1]°
9" € oo, 1P VR L 771 (o-FIBA ATHET, T OWARED Ly)

o TA—TRAEK TVUVNSROMEEMOTEDREL F* & EMeK
X:)ﬁ X oo X XK Lf%@ii%i

_ 2«
n 20+Kp .

@ RITDWLN

o KIIRDFE:

2a

d*Kn 2a+p.
© IRTTD WL % [A]




A BEEEDY R TNT VR
B RIS R B < 2 2T, RO ERE 85,

Theorem (PAC-~X+A XX > R (Dalalyan & Tsybakov, 2008))

HATHAE NI U CHRbES 72 TR T ORERJIE p 12/ LT, IFOARERD
PR RASH

s * * BK:a
By [IF = 18] < [ 1 = £t + 22T

o TITRELI-EEDRAE AU AME p & TRTOFFANRRRVIVES A
IZ2W\WT

1
— log(u(A+ h)) < S[|AlI5-s — log(u(A)).
o IhorfHbhbEs ek,

E[IIf — 7] S e + ~log(GP({f | IfIl; < €;}))

INERTfEHR

IF013 1
n n
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oIy RAEEE

Hipe BUE I =~ v o Aklt 2 GEBUE ZBRVWT) 7z 9.

v d* DTV IIVDES:

Theorem (2 =% v 7 AY A7)

inf  sup  E[|f* —F[[},(py)] 2 d"Kn T,
P freHge k)(R)

772U, E[] BT — R OH BT 2HI6HE, inf ZTRTOHEER FI2D
WwWTL 3.

RA ZHERIZERLEZRNT I =~y 7 Atk % 7= 7.
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BIEEER (27— %)

TIVF R AT P IE ]
o Restaurant data: 138 AD%E x 3IHH (BIEL, ¥ —E X, 21kK)
o LA LT v D (3 BiBE) % Tl
o LA T VXM IRTTORHAR Y MIVTHRE — VAN T VI U CTHHli %
THT B E R EHE Z & ITHEE.
FO&,H, 2 50) = Yy g Bra Oz sy)

Regression function

—

(w ) 309dsy

4/3[

O,

MNe »
38
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BIEEER (27— %)

RIVTF R AT R
@ Restaurant data: 138 AD%x 3IHH (R, —E &, 21K)
o LA NS VOl (3 BelE) % T3
o LANT VI 44 RTDRMARZ MVTERE — LA ST iz U Tz
Tl 2B EECTHEH Z L IZHERE.
FO& HH, xuaoy) = Sy o Ban £ (k52

1.8 ¥ T
\ GRBF ——
16 L \ GRBF(2)+lin(1) - = -
\ GRBF(1)+lin(2)
14 - \ linear
’ \ scaled latent
1ol \ ALS (Best) - —v-- ||
W \ ALS (50) — & —
o 4l \ i
=
0.8
0.6 ¥
0.4

500 1000 1500 2000 2500
Sample size
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BIEEER (27— %)

TIVF R AT FEHE [ JERR R
@ Restaurant data: 138 AD%x 3IHH (R, —E &, 21K)
o LA NT VDl (3 BefE) & ¥
o LANTI VI 44 RITDBEMAN 2 MVTERE - LA T iz U TRk 2
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