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Abstract  The regularized sparse models are playing a more and more important role in many
areas, such as in the machine learning and image processing. The regularized sparse models have
the ability of variable selection, so they can solve the over-fitting problem. The Lasso proposed
by Tibshirani makes regularized sparse models become popular. This paper summarizes various
regularized sparse models and points out the motivation of every regularized sparse model, the
advantages of every regularized sparse model, the problems that every regularized sparse model
can solve and the form of every regularized sparse model. In the end, we offer the regularized
sparse models’ research directions in the future.
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(1) 5P . 8P B Celastic net) SN 5% — b gl 2
) BAT A Bl 2 R0 0 i A Y, HG A Ry kb IR
K (naive elastic net) FFHPE M. MR #H RIE
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@ Regression shrinkage and grouping of highly correlated pre-

dictors with HORSES. http://arxiv. org/abs/1302. 0256,
2013,2,1
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Horf 2, =0.2,20. >0 B, —B,—1 | Wil & 51 (fusion
2

penalty) . it & 1} (4 7 FH B S Xk AH 408 2% 8 X Rz 9 (o]
VE 2R Bz 25 1 o 0 B Bk AT A5 0. AT E A RS
Lasso {9 i F A7 73 BU Bl B9 RF £ T Ly {5805 19
YRR Se BUAg O M i P AR . il T RS Lasso (%
Ao B B v 5t 8 A R AR 46 [0 )9 &

) e XHE LT A0 4 BT AR & Lasso Al LLBECE 8
A A 2800 BT B Rl Lasso (13X Fh H 2 4
AN A AN Jmy BIR T 5 A A B A8 = Sy A T Y
H 3l 41 2800 P e
(2) i Wil & Lasso 55 HORSES #i7. @ &
Lasso (N EA R BRI, HHEH T —46 )71
g, HRETE Hi S5 AR <8 742 8 (8] 52 2 5007 . 7 TR
Lasso(pairwise fused Lasso)P? ¥4l 4 Lasso HE)
BN AF 5 TC P B9AE T R AR R o AT B T AR Y [m]
VA B 2 22 B A 6 (AR AT AR50 PR AT DA A AN A
Rt I E N E P QI ECPOREN SN IS AV S NTTE E N
AHABAE ELA P iy — 26 47 B a4 b % 5 10 Ok L 2B
AN AR AR 1 [B] 1) B Bl R P RLE Lasso (1B
B
p=argmin g |y—XBli 2,181 035 35— |
T en

St A 0,00, FTRHD] S 15— | MR B

2 i

TG T 7 R R S 0 A SR X A A AR Y [l
R B2 22 1 4 % 3847 4551, 53 4, HORSES £
RUAJ EJR TPIMRS Lasso, 5 PPl & Lasso
ME— AN R Z b 78 F LR S8 R FHA A
Ak E 1 1 EX. 53 Ah, W kA Lasso Al HORSES
HSE B F 1A 56 A8 B 1 B Sh 4L sk

(3) AL W il Lasso. 5 P M il &5 Lasso H
RE S IE AR S AE B [ ) 4L RN AS [8]  in A 9
£ Lasso ™ A 3¢ R BUE 51 A ST o6 250, RE 45 ] B
S B OGF T A O A Sk A0 BAE DG AR Y H Sh AL AN
RV RE 1F A 56 A% 5 A GURE 56 AR AR Ol — A AR [ B i
T B bR INACF Bl Lasso BN

s . 1 2
B=argmin— || y—XB[: -+ B[+
BER

P j—1 1 '
"22 2 m |3 —sign(p, B | (28)
Horp o R 78 8 x AR B x Z IR A G R 4 HL
. 1, ‘0;_,20
Slgn<p~>:1 . — (29)
1,

sign o, ) A Wi J7 T B9 4R T = 2478 45t 29 T A 56 i o [e]
UL R85 2 H 2 X (B 0 AT AR5 5 5 24 72 Sy 7 G
F Ia] I 28 i =22 A 240 of {1 HE 4 45 571 4 R RE % 5 B
5T TE AR 6 A G A5 B B B4R 5 4h AR
1/ (L | oy | ) it 2 25 i 2 o {1 19 386 K Qo) T
B /N & 3RE TIT AR TIE 24 75 8 2 i 14 4 G 1
TR N B2 AT 2 T o ) 28 00 2 0 405 571 0
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/N 5 DT 4 TP A 722 2k % I ) Tl 00 28 0 1) 2 D0 {1 B
il OR300 BIIACH 5 fil 5 Lasso (9 H 2 2 2%
I B A B A G ZR BUE 3 A8 AR 1 R A R L 2
o =0 B, 55 4k W P Rl Lasso.

(4 B AR G . 55 b — Bl il [ Bk 55 B 1E A G
AR 57 B 8 Bl 2H R0 1Y) i i A B DAy 3R R 5G4
(elastic corr-net) ™, HIEL A N

ﬁ:argn})in%”y—Xﬁ”ng)h “ﬁ”l +/12¢(ﬁ) (30)
BER
Hodr 2, =>0,2,=>0,6(B) g 3 FAH K R EL §i] (corre-

lation based penalty) :
P -1

B—pB)* , (B+B)?
B =33 ( e ) @D
FCSC L B S RO IR R 2 o > 1 (] T 58 42
TEAE OO B, (3D ih 465 B 5 — I A AL A2 15 4R
K G = ) Il R 22 AT AT 2 o> — 1
G oo R, X GD f 5 B % 2 o
O ERE AR R N i i = S M 1 = W e B
Fil. R R A O 190 38 K A e 2 ) A A OC R BT
AT R B R A B A P OE A G S B A LT
AR A B [ U9 2R B /N [R] IS 6RH DG Y 48 B B A5 5
AH BT 48 X5 LT AH 45 09 8]0 R B BRSE 3 T 6T
TEAH DG A% 5 (Y RN, o Al SE B T G T 67 AH DG A8 = 1Y
H RN

(5) /NGS5 53 B, A 15 A 28 1 i it 4S80 A o I
HB I 38 3 A% B A FR Az 22 CFID 2R S5 B H 3l 20 2400
(. Rl G Lasso HOXHA 778 & i fE A 4B 9
ANTit fn w5 . PR HOdE T 4R R E.
{HREE Lasso JeAS/INGS BT 4 47 it H At 42 7R B 1Y
AL A A A ) i L 24 52 B LRl 5 ST A9 58 5 T
£ Lasso il HORSES 45 2 % J 47 1) il 15 Lasso i
AT T 40 R, HOM A 3 A 7 722 o 22 ) g e a5 5 4L
HAES PG T I AH OG22 5 1 B 2l 2H 2500 5 A i &5
Lasso AU AR O W i 28 51 AT $dls 5 vp 72 i 2 []
F18) 5L A A O 2R 501 o IR 7T X 2 5 it o 9 15 5 B A
KR BUEAS R B 38 N AR Ak, HOGE 9% S8 3 ¢ T IE A
SR FNGA AR SC AR 1 3l 4 &k0n; CRIEE TE AH 56 Fi 44
KA TAE Sy — A B AR [ I 32 P 5UAZ B
2.3.3 Il PR ICTF RS B A 2 4 AR

Bondell 28 A 32 1 19 OSCAR (Octagonal Shrinkage
and Clustering Algorithm for Regression) ™% i #1
W HA B S A H 38 5 T6 55 YR 2 AT T
7 i ) [ ) AR B e A DT 4 32 P A 72 i Y (o]
VAR08 T A A T S B A S RO B TN &

PE ] A A5 0 B OSCAR #5750 5K i i) 25y
; 1 A
p:argmm? ly—XBll;+

per’

P

A(”ﬁ”d-cE Emax{ B 1-18 1) 32

=2 i

Horpr ¢=>0,A=0. Ly 35 050 4978 1T A 52 B0 i 7 3
PRIE P A 2 T i P G 55 3 £ 5T (pairwise Lo
norm penalty) . HAE I 4 29 94T 2 W0 22 & 9 [ 15
FBU e KA 1 1 A A5 OSCAR A5 AU B A7 20 %500
OSCAR #5 71 B fE 52 B¢ T IEAH 522 5 19 A Bl 2 4%
JOE s 3 B 52 B OC T 00 AH O B 1Y B Sl ZH A
2.3.4 [ 3l 2H RN AR B 1) S A

U 5T LA 2 S80I P B S R A S R R
TRE G ZR R B R TE A BT B AR A T e A R
BB Y. 3 Lasso AR %A B #0457
71T 2 {8 FH 41 30 90 250 511 L 244 728 5 [ 7 7E 18 AH G 14 3
ORI 325 0 805 50 A 0 S 1 O 1) A2 AL B LA B B
AR Lasso IH A 45 FH 08 535 1 5 A 20 20007 P J5 %) IS
— . M5 Lasso WMl Lasso ., T 40 ¢ R4k
(9 Wl Lasso Al HORSES #8 % A it _F 2 % [a]
VA R B 2 2% ORI A 24 08 1 1 A7 A5 S AT £ fe [l I
ZBOM & S & . OSCAR #5745 4 FR i [5] 15
F B8 1w 2 1 PR G 95 9 KR T S 30 2H AR AL i
i B2 5 B 3l 2H A% A i AR R R SO Y s 4H
R B TR AN [R] s B By 2 2500 A g S TR R X
AHOG Y A8 e LA He F . HH A2 A 3 SE B
T 15 2 2080 107 4 6 A5 7R ) 2 o6 % e 1kl o A ol 3
SEAE S A7 AT S B A LT XA A o A S A R
2.4 FUEAMHERIEE

FLA AR R A 10035 4 255 7 A 8 B U A5 4 Lasso
(Group Lasso) .4 SCAD (Group SCAD) £ Bl | 2H
MCP(Group MCP) #i B F1 7 i 44 Lasso ( Sparse
Group Lasso,SGL) 4, =F ¥ H AA H M m k., m
i 41 Lasso Bk H AT 742 1t Ffi it 11 S HA 72 i 2 7 i
PE . T35 2H R0 i i B R o S TS BOE S L o L
BL5E 4 NN TRSE S 8 BEE A el — > 20 1) 72 1 1 [m]
U5 2R 0K TR s oy 22 B AR & B[] B 1 000 T
it 455 Y 3 v sl RS R

(1) 4 Lasso. SZEH# B 3|48 & 2 ] A 4
SRS IE N AE 22 X 05 22 23 A v R 0 N Y
2R 5 A] B O — A8 A BRI ] R A
Lasso™ B . BIKAEFE P A8 & W58 A s
BATRI A T AR R A Lasso 2

. 1 )
p=argmin—|y—Xp[.+a|pl.. 33
per’
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Hl
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E2

J
H | Bloa =D 1B 2B 5 A8 ik 43 11 [l

I 2R K w2 S5 R IR AT — SERR RS I | 491 A [ 2
AT AR L E A R s gl
Z I 56 R R B 25 BB T L 4 Lasso 1IE7E M
TR BRI L 25 40 1) 35 IR 4= 1 2 4 (overlap group) 45
K AN 2H (tree-guided group) 4544 25 J7 6] K& .

(2) 2 SCAD 54 MCP. 5 Lasso 2518, 4 Lasso
AR A T U 2 A i Y, B X8 32 ) R, SOk [44 18]
SCAD i #4141 SCAD 80, SCHik[45 17 F§ MCP
i A4 3 th 41 MCP #1483, 41 SCAD 541 MCP HA 4
Ta—rEA

o1 !
p=argmin—[y=XB[;+2 > ¢, (B 1) 3D
per’ i=1

@y ()RR A2) g SCAD Fij a5 (14) H iy MCP
$il. A AH T RN B9 SCAD §ii#1 MCP i, B A4
SCAD 541 MCP 5@l T 41 Lasso fii 114 fim 1) it s

(3) F& Wi 4 Lasso. Simon 25 AN Lasso 540
Lasso )11} BRELSS & 3 — &4 T s 4l Lasso. 7
B4l Lasso IE N

- .1
B=argmin o[ y—XB[:+2, |Bll.. +2. | Bl (35
BER

Horp 2 (IBlo. 175 7 B 41 Lasso H A 41 % i 1, i
Ao | Bl AR R B 2 Lasso fl 4L 20 73 20 Py il 248 5 EL
A Wi k.

(4) /NGE 5 43 M. T 41 3800 19 S B a0 20 01 5
DN T N R N E I R Rt o s R M el =
PResE s BRI H 5 H 3l 41 8400 19 Je R X 78 T A] 58 30
K TAT T 5T A 0 21 38 $R8CR i B 3 2 3000 i g A
A RSP0 OC T8 B AH OGS 5 W Ak 4. (E 1R 48
02 s A B 45 4 T Lasso 31} BRI BRI 4L Lasso i) bR 4K
ML 4l Lasso BERESE IR Rt e PRt RE 2 9L A8 i 41
B, 5340, 41 SCAD F14l MCP 5@ flR 741 Lasso )
FER A pa =
2.5 Hftfmpmss

(1) Dantzig % #% #§ (Dantzig Selector). & F
) ek B A (1 Dantzig e85
TR R ) )

min | B, (36a)
peR’
sote [ XTy—Xp) |- <2 (36b)

Hrp2,>0, H
[X"(y—XP)||..= sup [ (X" (y—XP)),| (37)
1=i=P
Dantzig S AW IS /E N T AR IE A
min| X" (y—XB) |+ 25 8] (38)

BER

Hrh X, >0, 4R . Dantzig £ 2% 5 Lasso B A [A]
ZALAET Lasso B H b bR B0 e /b it iR 25 1
L, Ju 8 0-F J5 » T Dantzig V&5 4% 19 H b5 o8 80U i
AR R 22 1) i S T AR BE B Lo B M
HAR Z A FEEA T Lo B, Wit
Dantzig ¥4 0 B8 5 U 1 % HAA 2L T Lasso
(78 PRI RE. SCHRL49 45 > P<<N (=5 [H]
HERUNTAEAZS [ GEHO I, Dantzig £ 45 Fl Lasso
{18 fife i 422 A ) 14 72 4 25 4 R 6 B (X X0 il 2 %
b LA

M, >> M, | (39)
i#j

Ho M= (X"X) ", j € {1, P} J¢il i, 76 —
4k 1 S Has | v B P=2 i) %t £ o5 16 4% 28 2 i
SEHY S G Dantzig 3% £ 4% 55 Lasso 15 3 19 i 76 —
AEry S Hs [ SR S Y. EE SCERL49 b 45 s
i) Lasso Y5 Dantzig ¥E£E 4% W1 # 77 £ 19 i 560 19 4%
ERJRRT P<<N I8, e SCHR[53 145 1 1E
EEMBE T (L P<N if & P>N)Lasso 5
Dantzig BEFE#% % 4 19 25 7F . X+ Lasso

1 )
mll;}?Hy*XﬁHE"—AL I8l (40)
BER

A 1, F7R t Lasso B8] B0 i i 2 £ 1y
EE. A X, €RVL KR R 1R 1 7%
BRI 4 X, € RV F 50 X, oh g A g
BETRLL B0 [ 43 B 7 5 T B 1R 7 1 4 1Bt
WA R X R Bk M LR | 1| L 7220 (36)
A AT S5 A 5 50 (40) H Lasso (9 7] 18 50 A, 1
JEAp =AM

u=(X"X) '1>0

[ X" Xul. <1

(41a)
(41b)

TR > W B = Brasso Fe i 1 4 | I, | 4k i 42 3 70
ZER L MR = (X"X) 10 ER[ R u
TR AR KR T 5T 0. dbah, SCHR[53 Jif 45 i
M4 Ap =B}, 2 (40) Y Lasso (i 22X (36)
1) Dantzig S48 19 — ol 17 (R AAA — & &
AL . H Y Lasso A1 Dantzig 1 £ 75 1) ff A [6]
i} » Dantzig ¥E £ % 19 ff 22 b Lasso 19 fif B8 2 3 i
PE. SCHR [ 49 145 th Dantzig % P 25 ff 2 7 10 3 20
P LA™ 5 L Lasso 1Y %42 b Dantzig 365 & 19 f
WAV WM L. I L Lasso & F B 19 77 i 2
| B—B: R XPB 939715 % | XB—XB|? 15 Dantzig ik
PRSI 22 A 2, A K I8 ] 5L/ T Dantzig 1€ £
AR T 22, U H Y AE MR e B e sk AR £ [E] 9 AH G
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P I Dantzig YE £ 48 19 ¥ 7 IR 22 Z H Lasso 1)
Yoy 2 RARZ. B Dantzig @ 45 5 Lasso fH It
e K MR R AE T 2SR A 1 e Ak 1] R — A2 PR AR
Kl [ R0, SR g Al & 5 .

(2) #% Lasso. #4320 (1) o (i £ PR AL ) S 4n
I 3 A R B AR R R A

N
y:E,B,,k(x,x,,)-f—s (42)

n=1
Hoh g Mg L. k(. x,) W R EL kit
FE X=[x 2, xy JERY P HA ) x,, s xy €
R" . N HHEARE P HZRERK e ~NW,6°D,
LT3 (42) d dE 26 Mk A T B9 B Lasso (kernel
Lasso) "%k

- .1
p—argmin|y—Kpl:+alp].
BER

N N N
:argn\l‘lnéz (y” _Zﬁmk (x,, 7xm ) )2 +A Z

B
BER n=1 m=1 m=1

(43)
Hoh K Rl Rk (x, s x,) 1F R 70 2 4 % 1 % 46
M K=[k(x,.x,) ], sn€ {1, N} ,m& {1,
Nj. #% Lasso (82 &K 4 Lasso H g4k B 2 1 1]
VS TR ) A i e 5 I A A7 AE — 5 1) SRy B L 7 Ak
BR AR 2 [n) U 26 M Lasso B9 T 26 SR 45 22, 1M 5]
A% R RO A B A 2 ) S R Ty 3 % T R

ANAT o WG TE % ok EOH) R 2 1 728 45 04 AR
Y23 (] B S 3] e 28 225 B) A o A 2 ) o S A 2L A
BRE 5 A58 Lasso H AT AL FAE LML E T 22
PR EE ), 5Ok T Lasso ANiE A F 4k # 9E
NG LT A8 1 18 5 0] LA e i3
(3) ¥ Lasso. B

XV e [ XNV ~NL(0,3) (44)
M) 3T (44) B Lasso(Graphical Lasso)™ %k
¥ ' =argmax log|Z | (S D —alZ ], (45)
;H;[ZFI P} >0

N
S:EX(MX(:»T/N (46)

n=1

P P
I= 1 =>) >0 | =, | 1415 & Lasso HA b i#.

j=1i=1

T AR R A 7 15 1o P AR R P L Y 5 4 D 2
x5 RS 1 4R AR 2 % 46 1 Lasso 4
FIAG 1] JC B E O Tsing AR RSO o 2 R R A
RIS Poisson [ A5 ALY Y AR BB UL T A
TRLTOTL TR b A ] A TR 7 Al AR %R LA R o
Lasso [, F 488 1 AE PRty .
2.6 BHGBEBIAXTLE

25 1E AR A BRI B R NS T I L R A
G PR 72 K P b B R B 2H R e
“ [ 2l 2H M it 1 4 S B A K P b 2H A g

Rl FEENUBRREENFERER
Y gith  BicAmErE  ASHAmETE SO i
Ik G SR Ad T X X P L Lasso ., B i M
Lasso HAIF R A 38 5L A% 15 00 A W i 45 B4 ECIE TP R T 2 Wi AT

H & L Lasso
#Agth Lasso
SCAD #i 74
MCP 4 7
i EYE!
A
gt SCAD
T 74 L T
i Lasso
fil A Lasso
WG Lasso
HORSES
TR FI B4 Lasso
OSCAR
5L A G 1)
ZH Lasso
4 SCAD
44 MCP
i 4 Lasso
% Lasso
& Lasso
Dantzig % # 4%

(SRS I P IS S S G S S S S R S GO S S .
XX X X X X XL X X X X X X
XX X X ALl X XX X X X X X XLl X L4444 X

XX XL X XX XXX XXX XXX XXXXX

WAL TC DA 31 TR T Lasso A i Adi - (4 Bk s

JE AT AR AL 11, 5 AR T Lasso 4 A 11 ) Bl A

WAL TE DA 31 TR T Lasso A i Adi 1 i Bk s

JE AR TEAR AL 11, SRR T Lasso A A A 11 ) Bl A1

WAL TEAR A 1 SR T Lasso A7 i il 1 (1 it s

b iz Lasso AN3E £ b 3 28 R 5048 4 119 il okt

So IR Lasso AN3 4 A £ 28 1 530 4R 0 ot s HL AT Al 3 0 A 1
SIAMKMESE B 7l Lasso AT A Ab F 328 1 Hi s 42 (17 Bl
i BRI ER P 5 LA BT B S BB AR 95 A DG A S B N it i 04 57
X AH SR8 AS B R BGHEAT RS H AR B 5 BRSO R
LG Lasso DX AE T H XS 428 A% o 19 79 22 W) ) 2R SR R A7 a5
f 4 i A 5 T P 22 [ ) R BCRR AT Al

TEF PG Lasso R B 5] AT BB &£ P A AR B

M 3 7 P T 55 S KT ) B S G T AR DG A% i Y 2 80
FIAA AT B 58 il Lasso A3 45 A 38 1 4 M 3008 48 19 e A
MR T Lasso AN REHEAT A8 5 41 0L 4% 1 BR 41

so R4 Lasso fili 14 i 9 Bl

a4l Lasso A5 fib i 5k 5,

[F] Fof LA s dgi e 0 2 o

50 Ml Lasso ANid 5 Ak B £ 145 T 1 il o5,

AT A A8 25 [ A5 T 1) 45 4y

A 1) R0y 2% R R ) L SR Ay iR
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FLAE 1996 4F Tibshirani™ gt $8 H 3 F 2L (D) o
2ok [ R y= XB+e 1Y Lasso A] LA R /R N —
/l\%jt):EAﬁWr Horp Lasso 1) 1E Wk 300 % B fiz K

IS Ad T HR A SE 55 43 A s Lasso [ 451 2k bR 55 300 X6 L
EjtFﬂAﬁnJrEPEl’ﬂMk B, SCERL75-76 JHR 43X
B — 25 Bk 32t 7 DUk Lasso (Bayesian
Lasso). DU Lasso S b /& T2 40m & B 1
KJG g Ak v, JLABLER ok F0R 4 38 43 A7 43 ) an =X (47D
F1C48) FIF 7

N
P<y\X’ID:HN(yn [x!B.o") U7

P(ﬁ\ )7H2

Hrpx, fy, £RHEn A ?i‘izl‘ H A5 A ] 2 A0 B
ST v IRNIIE R x B T 2258 o B IE 0 A s O
Z o (D FIRZEDE R 6, ~ N, 6" ) W . T
HR A, XU S 5m & B YIS 50 o A e 55
Laplace 43 i+ 1fif H.HX o 7T Bl N1 23 A5 R 38953 O A s
R S5 Le) B, SCHR[46 145 H 3% FE A50RE 18 1/
WEJG 55 53 A1 1 B M L 25 5 5 o A A B g 2
S B AT TR S SO . i (A7) AT (48)
A LSRG S 80n & B S A 300 A
PBly)=Py|X.pPB|s> (49)
HR A% DUt 3y 338, 78 DL E Al it ih o T 2 800 &
() J5 B A 2R o A IS s 5 25 E AT K 1 — o, M3
AR E R E R, WY DL -3 AT {5 [X 8] (Bayesian credible
interval) ZAEH H 3 19 . I 0 DL 0t Lasso BE % 4
MR H R EL By -+ Be 1 DL i AT 5 X [H] L X 2
DT Lasso B9 & 25 {0 55 . A Lasso iX #rgE DLt
e =X A s ST BB 25 B 1m0 05 R B0 A Ak T E
Afegh b H X B AL . 540, DU Hr Lasso i o 7
Wi ke S BRIk R (D iR 22 & e, 7 22
o’ AT Xt & Lasso T AS AR & 0. SCik[77]

B (48)

HdE— 2045 L 8 2 (48) P ) Laplace 734 R 7R
K Gaussian scale mixture 43 1 () T2 2 25 A %% %
(RN iF=R/ S 2
P 2 22
A S WIS R Y L.
PBlo") = J A st T g,
/)]:Il * 2r6’7} 2 ’

P

HJ N(B, |0.6° r,,)Gamma(z-, ‘1 )dz-p (50)

Hoob NG, [0.0% ) 5 5, BASEHE L2
o’ L HIE 25 43 7 » Gamma<fp\1 )%g,% e

B LR, 00 56 8 4858 C48) 4% B 105630 48

i i — DAL T W )2 S5 48 - T2 43 A R IE A4 A0
W2 53 A A oy A B #E A DU ST Lasso 9 5
KRG B At IE 2T A R A an R B J2 0k DL i S A
B (Hierarchical Bayesian Model) ;

y|X.B.c" ~Ny(XB.o"I) (51a)
ﬂ‘o’za‘[fa"'qT?aNNp(OpadzDr) (51b)
D.=diag(z . ,72) (51¢)

P
oot th~n(o))do H% F97 et (51d)

r(c*)=1/6" (51e)

ottt Th >0 (51D
HpGle)Fm o RN S A, Iy 3 N XN B
AR . T LUA L OCT B AR AS d KE Se il
AR T — A HA 3 JE I3 A0 45 Y J= OB
BY LB 1253 A Dy o ) P IR B B (B XBEL
W7 ZZHE W o L, IR 28 0 A o 5 2 )2 0 A Dy [l 1A
F B A i A DAY B4 0E Dl e B L P 7 22 AR R
o’ D.WIEZS A3 55 3 250 A Ry o) B IR S 80y

LAIAL 0T AR o R 950 401 (') —

Jo® . SCHRLTS Jeb ) T 35 A 30 il A O 325 3R A DLt St
Lasso H1 Y28 AH 35 A Sl 0 0 1 v 4 X 4 4R
VLT 5 2% FEAR i, 01 B2 d R A 57 1k (Expectation
Maximation, EM) #1188 &2 7% 18 A 4 b 35 A 307 4+
T3 AR PRI AR SR PR o] 1) F EML B30 3% 5K fige DL i
7 Lasso &—/MESHF 5T A 7 ).

Sl b AR 22 0 DAk R g A 28 24 A HC Xz Y DT
S AR, 2 AT DL R R O — A R e Al R AL
{51l 4 A7 [l U AR ) B OR300 i 7 B
(Bayesian Bridge)"™ | § i W Lasso ) K5 84
T X —— D -3 B 3@ W Lasso(Bayesian Adaptive
Lasso) "™ B 9 14 35 K5 30 il 1B 20— DL 3
2 P ¥ (Bayesian Elastic Net)! " (2 Lasso B & K
JE B G TE R D P32 Lasso(Bayesian Group
Lasso) """ DL K [ Lasso e K B Ak 1 28
D87 B Lasso (Bayesian Graphical Lasso) 5,
SRR AN TE U A T st BB 7 e RS 36 Al 1T 24 [+
(TSI 43 AT AN TR o (H D 382 A 5] A B o )
A 0 AR ) 41 % R OO B e K 3 A R X
AR ALK BRI T DU A A i 4SS 28 1 T 0 A S0 7 i R
Ja B Ak IR 2 i S5 56 23 A o 45 1 ) AR A A B
R IE A m] LT 0 (51a) ~ (51D
F8 J22 U DL S0 0 5 A1) R 5 A S b R SR SR L L




7 XA A . IF Ak F AR Y 1317

PRIE 335 2 25 A0 LAY SCHK 78 A B IR

ZEORWINL SR PRItk i3I R A S E AL E 2
A 1 H R 28R T 1 s AR R T U A I T
Ao DD B2 S50 57 1 5 56 £ S0 DT 45 310557 /9
TE DU P A L A TR e — A EE S A T 55 1

4 ENEHRERNKBEE

T D) A s g A A A B B Sy — A e A A TR L AR
Lasso # $& 11 09 A JLAF » o Tl 20 % He v 280K g 19
B, —HE&A ) Z . HE LAR Bk
(Least Angle Regression, LAR) i $2 i , {15 Lasso
A SR i 7 5 T B Lasso 25— 28 1) 1F DU 4k 7 i 4
RUFFU a5 ) vz M 5. SCHRC4 J 48 1 78 — 8 A5 1
T LAR BRI 1R 5 Lasso MR B2 —30, Hm
Al PLiE i LAR B3k kKR i Lasso Wf#E. 5540, LAR
B AR k4 LAR & 3 (Group Least Angle
Regression) ™ 0] Ff sk sk f# 41 Lasso.

A FR B FENO%2) (coordinate descent) Sz HiAF & 20
AR T RESP™Y (Block coordinate descent) A] 3k 3R f#
Lasso, H & N Lasso. 3F B 4 Jil Ak 31 58 2 ™ L 4
Lasso FIFf B 2 Lasso 45 [a] @, {H A [ fr) 7 it 455 75 114
ArdR T R AR I H RO AN R 91 4 Lasso Fi 41
Lasso 55 i i 458 7Y 1 422 1 FH AL A5 T 3 B8 92 sl 41 A A
T R SR A B AT 17 SR i A B 4 Lasso Ty 25 F
W E BRI G AT K AR RN X Lo, 1
BT AR AR T FRSRE  NE RO EE X Ly %]
ORLY TN NP

Xt F SCAD #F 5 MCP #5571 5% 28 9F ™ 1) 15 5
BRI R, To vk B 4% N DL AL J5 75 R A% Fan 5§ A
M LQA (Local Quadratic Approximation)t*!
J5 VAT R AL AL ) & H AR eR B0 B AR ARG
MERT (H LQA J7 AR R R FERT .

ADMM J5#: (Alternating Direction Method of
Multipliers) ™ A] D) #% FH 3k 3R % Lasso Fl4H0 Lasso
S5 11 20 i i A A ) . L RO Ak )

min g (x)+h(z) (52a)
xer”
s.t. Ax+Bx=c (52b)

Hrg(OHOMACHOE B, x€ER",zER, AE
RY*"  BE RV, c € RY. % N 1)~ Lagrange PR
L,(x,z,y)=f(x)+g(z)+y" (Ax+Bz—ec)+

S lAxtBz—c|; (53)

Horp 0>>0.y€ RY . ADMM % 3% th i F #9541 -

x* "V =argminL,(x,z" ,y*) (54)
- P
xER
2 =argmin L, (x* " ,z,y*) (55)
P !
zER

yrr =y 4+ p(Ax*TY +B" T —e)  (56)

T Ab— SIS it A g A AR 114 B 1 A T R B2 T v

(proximal gradient method) f& H7ZF F , 3 {RL 6 B J7

B WA SO B B (generalized gradient method)

BT U3 F 7 B (proximal operator method). i1 M)
M6 BE 7 1 — PR B SR i i 0 Ak Tl A 1 B =Xy

min g (x) +h(x) (57)

xR
Horp g Qo) g Al By o o 850, h G D A A9 1 oK %8
ANEESR R o) g TR SR b 3 rb A A 1R RS i R
SR R S AW/ W)
x® = prox(x* 0 —1,« Va(xt 1)),

Hri K, proxc () L PUE T

2

M h () =0 W 3T B0 B B 3 it 2 8 St B 8 BE T
2524 h Qo) AR 7R BREC A (x) = T Co) I 3R B2 55
BB AR 2 () L s h(x) =
e I Bt 30T B0 o6 32 55 32 R 46 O T O 9 ISTA 8 3%
(Iterative Soft-thresholding Algorithm, ISTA)M4,
Nesterov' ™" 32 ARl B J5 12 1 Wi S0 B2 BEA T T 8L
A AR B S K AR RO 20z 0 T e G
A T 2880y S At v 4810 4 SR (88 ) I AL Ak J32 7 1
F18 A2 R ik LA R 510 O 1) BB, SR 89 J ) Az {8
b B2 7 12 1) 72 b SR i LA 8 0 805 S 5 e Y A g
BEAY L SCHRL90 1) FH G BB B2 7 5 1) 72 ol oK fife 2 5
# Lasso. 73 8b . 3 45 09 Fi i A0 AL Tn) 288 SR il 0 1 £
SLEP(Sparse Learning with Efficient Projections)
TS A R T T AR B Ty 1 S R R R
2O SR R BB Y, B 4 0 U O S % i
FRAE A BERA 5 . S A B L 56 i A R R i Jy ik
AW ST 255 L 34 AT 22 Sk 91 .

prox(u)Zargmini||u—z||2+h(z) (58)
Z.GRP t

5 kX W

AT 38 3 R A /IR AR S AH G B0 B S 0 R
INEEAS A O B 4l 4 S5 80 Ok B UK Lasso, SCAD, 4]
Lasso M4l Lasso FlifiE SCAD ix 5 Fr AT %
4 1 I DU) A i s A 7R 1) AR o 0 BRI AT X L L
th Lasso Fl SCAD {3 T R AEAS 7 /KF I 52 B o
P P s A 7R LA ) A s S B 43 4N | 56 N Lasso

@ http://www. public. asu. edu/~jye02/Software/SLEP/
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FA st Lasso Al MCP BRI S5 48 f S PR 5 Lasso
1 SCAD (728 5 I FE R Bl 4 Lasso A3k 17
A 7KV b S I i ) 5 2 A A i A AR Al
FO A {5 21 SCAD KERIFI 4] MCP KRS f 728 &
PEFERCR 5 40 Lasso 6 M B 4 Lasso A5 T [A]
S B B KT i g N 2 KT B R g Y
Mg B Pk SCAD AR T HA & T BEAR G AL
IR PERE ) 1Y B 2l 2H 8500 B g AR AL 5 A 14
A TR A 38 9 L OSCAR A5 8 , HORSES #7 | B
P EE D R T 7 il Lasso 4 5 5Pk SCAD 1y 742
RO — 2

(1) 75 4E /N REAS S R O B9 4R SE 30 8 S i i
AN R DR BSCH A S 30 R % L R T R/ e R R ALY
3 b # i A AU Lasso (i {1 Ly JE 80§11 . Group
Lasso(ffi [ T L., 70%(51) 5 Sparse Group Lasso
)i T T Ly JE BT A Loy S5 851D 1 72 o7 2k 4%
ROR. S5 W s R BE 0% SC LM R B BOR A 3 F 2 3
3 1) P 2L S e R OSURR P o G S 1) A i
PEIRFR M B O R AR AR & K7 B se B, B R
() i A B Oy Lasso . 2H # g 74 A2 45 75 722 2 20 19 K
R R Y SRS W S AV o DR
Group Lassos SUR B P S 44 B 4645 B 4K |- 529
B A e BE  SCAEZH N 72 o S B B e R R RE
A i P SO 2 g v B A AR R M ) A i A B
A Sparse Group Lasso. A I, 7% 52 B F F8 417 16 %
Lasso,Group Lasso fil Sparse Group Lasso X 3 Ff
HA AT M i A5 28 Of 10 WY A o 85 B 1Y) A A R R AR
RE BB R BUR AT 20 DA
ARFN 100 DA AR 1 AR 2,0 B 10,00
i 100, HAA R G Z A B A ek OS2 &
BRI

<_29_19 0, 19 0, 0, 1, 19 0, 0309'.'30)9

=N

RpAssg 1406 2,785 4 85 7 FI7E & 8 (W[l &
BARE O AR B B R W T B AR R i LR AR R Y
AN 31 B e Ok A M R 8 . X T Group Lasso
F1 Sparse Group Lasso i . H 4211 0 4

GreH 1= g 1 2. 8 3 4),

OrdH 2= IR 5,480 6,

Oyl 3= AR T8 R 8,

Orel A= R 9,8 10),

AreH 5= (A4 11,484 12, -+, 784 100).
XF T Lasso RUEAFEATAE A 73 2H. 3 Fh M i 455 2L i 410
A 1A R F ) B AR 2 1SR 3 R (B i T A (]
AR FAT RN AT 10 A28 A
i 10 By [a] R E, ACHT 10 A28 5 19 1] 5 R B0k 2
PLJE7R 3 Fh Mg A AL 1 2% fE R PR DI RE 1. 3R 2 01
3 WXL R LA . Group Lasso BA7 414 Bi 1 »
BRI SRy A A e vb i) [l 0 2R 5] i oy 2 ) i
T2 1 i [ R ET LA AR R & 3
AN 0T B e Y Ok 1 MR RS R L AH T 0 2 I R R
SO RS B0 S A e ok iy 8 1 1.8 5 2 AR
4 A TR 2 T DA AR A A B R R B
PAIX 4 A8 5 1 8] 5 R B B AN & FR gk 3,
FH ) Sparse Group Lasso,Sparse Group Lasso 5
Group Lasso 143 211§ &0 58 & — B0 (B 15 3] 19 T i
PR HAS [F] : Sparse Group Lasso 5 3| 4% 7] 14 &
By i rp AR 3 (MR R ) 1 RBCHF L T Group
Lasso ZAIARGERF -4 1 85 3 iy Il H R A E %,
iX Ui B Sparse Group Lasso [ 5 b LA 21 N AR &
KPR G A SE g AT TSR i Lasso B4R
14 glmnet®; 5K fi# Group Lasso F] I T % 43
gglasso® ;3R f#t Sparse Group Lasso | T # 4 £
SGL®, #Z ,glmnet,gglasso Fl SGL # ik A4
CRAN K % ( The Comprehensive R Archive Net-
work, CRAN).

lv/—gjﬁ 25"'5&

2 LassolSHHEPRFEEE
] R AhE 1 AH 2 W3 A4 AHES ARG AET AES  AHE9 AH 10
Lasso 0. 803 —0.724 —0.136 0 0. 254 —0.016 0 0 0.721 0 0
* 3 Group Lasso 5 SGL#lEHHWEIRAR#H =
" . ! e 2 Sl 3 ST 4
+Eﬂ E&:EE =) =) A=) =) A=A =) =) =) A=) A=)
Al At 2 A3 g3y AR S A6 G T A 8 Ah 9 Aw 10
GL 0. 145 —1.789 —0. 822 0. 049 0.933 0 0 0. 742 0. 981 0 0
SGL 0.916 —7.062 —2.498 0 3. 714 0 0 1.793 4.315 0 0

(2) 155 4 /IR AS AR 26 J0d 4 52 5. e i 45 TR
T HAT A S RO 57 eR RO 23 R SE L TS 45 K e
ROJES% T R R A OC B 4 S B R X AR T

@  http://cran.r-project.org/web/packages/glmnet/index. html
@  http://cran.r-project.org/ web/ packages/gglasso/index. html
@  http://cran. r-project. org/web/packages/SGL/index. html
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B BE 5 2 R B 1Y Lasso, SCAD 1 it ¥ SCAD iy 48
HIEPEROR = F 2B T L JE R L SCAD i
A SCAD §1, 1 5 2% oR 803 S BB Rk R AL 1
Fe A WA A A T B A DG A AR DL s AR
GRS =50 DNEEAFN p=300 4~
I, AP 5 AR P 2 IR R R A e B
R REL p=0. 9. FF4T 60 K L5, ¥ 60 IR 5L 50 45
WHERBEINAF 4 o, Hodr rol sig Fl unsig 41 5
RN T BCEE R R B Lasso, SCAD, 3
SCAD 3 H iy A% 7 55 6 v Ay B 22 A48 7 550 38 v i 1t
AR A T A4 PSR S5 R AT LLE H Lasso
5 SCAD HA7 B @ 1 A48 S vk B 66 1 (R I X 5 >
JE R G 1) A% o A L RE E R R L i — /NS s
SCAD th HA5 W g A A8 s FR 66 77 » 110 HLL-F-f o
FHOG ) H B AR S AR BE Ok T UL o] A4S 4508 3
P SCAD B AT & T i BEAH O A8 & 19 742 1 41 3% P g
71,1 Lasso #l SCAD H A7 A8 & B $EfE ) (HE1 A H
A RAEERES. 5 E— TR LR —FE AR
rhR A A5 B R B PR 00k B M CRAN, 3K fif
SCAD Fgk M i e CRAN M@ FF 15 2.

F 4 Lasso.SCAD Fn3 % SCAD ML =X FR T

B Bp wmE ol R sig  ERE noi
Lasso 17. 48 2.16 15.32
SCAD 50 300 3. 36 1.53 1. 83
#4E SCAD 16. 82 4.97 11. 85

6 EMHHHREEENEA

SRR, Group Lasso i Hl T HA 4 # i 1
R 5030 4R 1) 728 e 5 L 491 N A R YRR 9 0 i v
TR — > AR ) 2 B AR T B TR AT i E 2R — A ik
A Ak PR SCIBEBIE 5 v e ik DR ) 4 35 66 B A 32 W]
PR — A IR bR 3 215 50 v L P PR P R 8
Lasso,OSCAR #i % fil HORSES #% % 45 3& i T H
A A O 7 Y RO A 0 R B R B S Lasso
T A AR B A Il R BCR A O T B
A AN A B3R 5 HE B TR 2H % 58 (Array-based
Comparative genomic hybridization, arrayCGH) 43
Br b s FE AR ik R AR R Bl S HA S 73 730 A 4
PR (] U1 2 50 R A 25 A O Je B £ B B Lasso 1&
BAL BRI B T 1Y 722 5 e £ 7] & 5 [&] Lasso i
B AL TR EAT W 28 25 0 1 BOUE B T T 4 — SR
R ) AR B8 1 1 O

6.1 HEEYMEEFMEAZPRNA

i g B R TE AR W) {5 B e A R ry i . B
BFA R KR A ) B2 2 4508 b B840 0 IR ASE L 22 4
(LS SRS RV ISUR: RSPV ARS8 €N RN/
M7+ FR AR AR ) B 2 K080 S Wi 1) AH AR AR A — /N
O3 B AT SO AR | R A= Wy B 2 B0 R LA A AL
TE L A1) % 356 X 4H 2% 38 ( Array-based Compara-
tive genomic hybridization, arrayCGH) 57, ¥4 4F %t
PRI A 4 A Oy B 1 BT O R A <0 58 B [l 19 2R
B UM SR O JE 56 15 S8 2 A B, Lin 3 A0
fillG S T arrayCGH HhOxk 155 DG 988 7Y 25 591 53 2 [i)
B (tumor grade classification) , SZ 5 3 B F| F @l &
SR 0 S HERA R L AT L 38 05 1 o0 28 A 1
il 6 A L B AR 5 R R ROk 12
B IR 7 5 BR ( Alzheimer’ s Disease) Y& %5, — & Hi
{14l 15 A AT J ¢ T SR 5 i 1 7 0 4 5 4 b T AR 1Y
FAS DX SR A% G2 05 5 AE 12 Wi ] 7K % T 8K s I 1
P20 T 7 AR 28 22 18] 1 DG I56 1 % b 3 )
Xin S NS FH 3 5 9 fl 4 51 1 32 8 40 A% [l )3y
T 0T T 1R R T SR 1 12 W I L 3 5 3 i I i 3
T RIFAECE 12 W i e M 2L L Ly % i A
AL SCHRE ) AL LA S SCHR L9310 STk 94 1w 19 J7 2%
#h. Allen 58 N2V 45 18] Lasso #E ] 21 Bl HL 25 it i
ATV 53 A B 16 T I HLBE I 7 30 20 e g8 S
% (microRNA) [ W 2% 25 14 1) %% 2] ¥ ; Zhong %5
AP¥s Lasso, OSCAR #EH | flh 44 Lasso Al (]
IO T LR R0 A i DR 6 v SCBUE ] OSCAR
A5 Yy 00 3 R P e . D A L I AR 22 SR B R
R T A5 B R 2 h
6.2 HERESERFHINA

SCHRL10]F T FLSA (fused lasso signal
approximator) J5 ¥ i Jr ik Al T Rl Lasso Y i)
BRI, H 5 28 B0 42 7% 2% (total variation) 25 W 5 ik
XNAET 2 17— 30 L G400 . FLSA J7 2% ml X% —
el 5 g7 E M. SCER 10 b4 s T 48
FLSA J7 % 07 BB A Ry — > R A& T A% &5
A AR 1] RN 1) 287 3 fin Rl 5 Lasso §if . XL B 6 X
AR MR EAT M, SCERL99 1 e B — MERY Rl S
Lasso A7 B 2 M3k 45 1 R4 9 ROR. Wang 45
NHOTHE Lasso F1E3E I Lasso B F 3 & & 25 B 43
Sl A 8 25 W Ty 1 25 T A R e 25 B e B R R
Wi, T Wang 55 N 25 J& 1 — B fJk o I 5 CGimpulse

@ http://cran. r-project. org/
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noise) . ik IR P 2 BT R GE R LB — R L
A AL o A SR e A AR S R A A R LA B B
P A A B 1R A L. Wang &8 A 1 52 55 X
/N3 vk Lasso il H 3& N Lasso 1 2 W 3R
T U7X SE g 25 R R W] 3 3 1 Lasso 119 2 MR &4 R
I hif s Selesnick % AMOM 7 25 B 4 78 22 2 Wk S Al
LR RN R R E R G EEN
HE5H KL ESHE ARG E BT A LRy
P, IR A5 R R WG B LR E S kAR 25 ik
IR
6.3 HEESEEFHNA

T 47 JR% 0 TG S 2 T it 455 B 0 T 1) I 34 A e 51
WORT T Lo 5050 0 5 30 B 5 0 O s 44 TR o [
5 Y T T k. AR AR 20 BT A5 5 B 45
e 2 2H M 1) » DL G SCRR 102 1K Ly B B 4 o
4 Lasso R 51 R EL . F i 21 Lasso 1Y 51 o6 B0HI B &
2 Lasso 151 0K W5 20 7 95 45 18 BUK - H 19 45 14
CEH A T L 20 P4 o0 3R U0 i) R B 2 o 45 4 5 |
A B G B b 5256 25 R UE W 5L T UK P 7 i 45
MRS BRI A ME T HEESHAMB SN ES E
TR T T A B A5 A 1 S T
. Rao 55 NVHE Y15 5 19 HoA 5 & 4156 61 45 1
IRy K 32 T B 2H s 45 A A D SR AR BT R S
Fa T (L L A ) e 0 A A A S B Y
P o F 45 SN Oy 2 5 /0 JF HL 2 B T i s 0 7Y
WA AR Y s 46 RN T 2 SRR 5 A AZ 1Y
1M SCHRL103 DRE2H Lasso 19 5i] eR A1l 5 Lasso Y
i1 B BN ) AR A S A 2
6.4 ZEANRESIEFIR SRR A

SCHRL 104 1 £ M 36 T i i 3R 7R 19 43 28 58 1
(Sparse Representation-based Classification, SRC)
WL R0 3 R R T Ly T 5 1 S
TRLTO5 T 00K 2H s i 45 #4 51 A IR ) v s i — 20
Hb L SCHR 106 K B8 52 2 1) 5020 i i 45 49 51 A SRC
SR L O L8 S 5 TE BT O TR B T
e SRC 5 A Ay 3R 51 880 R 5 SCHR (107 14 3 3 %5 3
(trace norm penalty) b I F AR A, 28 T —
Ff mY A8 s B 36 Lasso(Supervised Trace Lasso, SSL)
(975 1 ABEAS 8 A 02 1% 07 kb 308 9 ER0 Y A i
5 b3l Lasso A8 Y8 80500 1Y 04 8 07 504 56 42
AHME]. Tan 28 AP0 4 Lasso B 240 5 g5 AR W T
T P AR K 2H A i SR AR5 SR 109 T e A A
DUt $r2% >J (Sparse Bayesian Learning) J7 454,
P T — PR A 2 i DL 2 2 (Group Sparse

Bayesian Learning) J5 & , 318 13 52 56 0F BH 2H 75 155 45
AR RN 5 ik CERL AR i DL it 30 2 > 7 1) HE I 5
Y 75 T AN B A 2 45 1 ) 18 2 R 0 O v (R i DL
W32 20 7180 5 53 A o ABATTIE 4t T — Tl ] Al 21 B
™ (Group Elastic Net) B 5 7 5 45 122 455 A4 &
He S I R Y Ly YRR R 4 Lasso 1 Lo, Y5 4K
TS 2 o A AT Y S 95 14 2 B 20 6 1 Do 82 A8 A 3R
Sl VR A 23 i T 1 o e R3] T A R T L R )
Lasso 18950 HE 5 252 8 LA g DU 307 7 25

7 RERMRAME
7.1 HBREMNKFRER
RECEED TR Z ENALR G, HEA]
UHRAFAE R A R A, T AT 3 IR X 26 1 D) Ak A it 45
Ry g7 — Pl Oy B o ok 2 A B 5 R 2 i An
Zou FE AW LiyEECT AN Lo S5 8571 45 4 8 — i 32
R S 0 e L L 9 00T A A i 1k A L, YR Y 2
RO BT AL 5 R OF Ja ok e itk A 1) T U Ak 7
BRI 7 ] LAAS 2 R KL T 8 A 1 A i 45 B
T R I DU A A i A B 5 A0 K AR Y capped-Ly T
BRSO SRR Y (log penalty) (X RORN i B
¥ (Log-Sum Penalty, LSP)MT i % 45 %% Fn 5 s
(Log-Exp-Sum penalty) . Geman i} BB %" (Geman
Penalty, GP) &&HE 0 5] ok BCHE T 2 42 i 4 i £ 15 B
I DT A ZIRH I A 2H B i A5 B 1 ] (A5 AF 5. 24
IR T — 5 S B X A I D Ak A A B A T Y
e BB 3 B KO 2 1 A i
B o,
7.2 HsEEEER FRyHET
T V) A A s A5 A A 2 P [l I R AU rh 2 245 B T

B Z T S I HLH S 7 T SCER 1 [m] I A
ARG 3) T —E B R N L (H IS A AR 2208 AL 7
G R TR T At 2 [m] A S A o g A i TR IR A
BT TS AR FRATT AT LUK © A /Y 1 0 A6 A i
RERYHE ) 3 H A [ YA A Y ey, DL A 27 A 7 (] 0
BEARY T B 742 1 P 0] L. B0, 4 G Lasso #fE) 3]
COX L A1) JXUBS: 1] Y455 Y ) 455 JE AR MCP A B 4
B B 3 ] AR A Y R A 1) A i T AE S IS
5 2% oK B0 WA SO0k A i A B G T R M N B R
R ) 52 W 2 (AT 5 ) )

@ Tight measurement bounds for exact recovery of structured

sparse signals. http://arxiv. org/abs/1106. 4355, 2011,
10,18
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7.3 EN{EHREREN—HME

AR 22 1F W) A A i 455 18 18 — S0 i R Bl BIE 5 )
0, T 5 2R B s OO R T T S T i) A R
P —BUER S BT — B E R = E. 5
B T D) A A A TR ) — BBCPE SRR AE AN 1] R 2R A
00 R 1) 455 A0 1 4% 1 55 A B8 2% R T AT R3], SR T X
AR P 2% PR AE S B I ep A S S O T L H R
BN L7 A B B e AR 0 AR i e — Bk AT 5
TIE 5 Xof 722 e e 4 — B0V R AT 0 E 19 A o 52 B B 4R
AT5 A T ST 3K By T I T AR 2 TR A E 5T
7.4 DRt ET M R E H R AL E N L AR B

R DU I 35 A 08 52 FH A0 2R o 80+ 1 I Ak 5
ey 3t A5 R0 RIVRE 24 3 FH B AR R 5 1 U A 5] A i A
B T I DA 55 R 5OAS T b Xof 07 T DT v S A T A P
Y S ER AE R DL 0T R R A S b SE A R 2
ZRE AN 1k H T E 28 0 38 i g 458 B e 0 5] eR 4R
T 2 T ELBT R A [7) F 0] RN A FH A [5] B e 645 2L
F A AR S 50 45 2 B AR A B S 5 15 BB
UF IR AR S (RS AR 1T B 7] AL
7.5 HREREDENERE

I J5 T ) o A AR A e R 1 (R REAS BT b
o G )8, B 25 58 P4 78 6 i) R AE A 4
Wff A P 2 i 4% b i 7S 5 B H
FEm ARG b A X e g R TR
1E 5 i S s oRH DG Y A8 B B AR SR AT 19 [0 05 R B m)
ST BEAR A R B B0 R 0 i b TS AT B Y v
B X B 0 B B IS e 2 R Y 8 i T AR L R A2
AR L IE A e Y D PR R L R
(0705 B S 75 R A6 7 A5 I 08 A 1Y [T U3 % 80 1m) 1 )
JL 33K 8 [m] R ) ASUAET A N A v BE S 0 T Y AT Y IR
7 1 B IR A O AN — 2 BEAS {15 [0 )3 28 K 1) 5 %o i
H ) U S A . L ) R AE KRR R B4R pR B
B — > UM RE S B0 E R B A B AR 72 fngel £
ERINE I GIEIWNG Ik R A O e W e
A HER AR IN E L Y R) L Ty LA % pR AR o
KBRS g ] 0 2 8] A R — A BE i 4y T AR (P
ARSI AT R A ) B SR A T 2 5 T A T
1911 73 e 2% BOBC{ELIE L 0 fife S A28 » A RE W 52 35X A L 491
53 BC R BOE 2 W BR T S BB R IR A BUAE X A 15 2
B PRI S AR R wm  AE S BRI AN R AT AT 4
R ] fifp ke oK 26 i) AT T 2L 5
7.6 BmBRAEFEXFEOEVNFHEA

v J7 32 Ok 0 A 21 325 1] & 4L (support vector
machine) 50 I 2k 7] i 9 17 73 28 142 gk £ 4

AT LEgEin L SVMS Ffli T SCAD
) SCAD SVM"URAAL Sy 43 2 2% Ho ik B 6 b
PE, B RSN RE T A 7L oyE 8] + L.
B 1y DrSVMI 120 (doubly regularized support
vector machine) [A]If B4 3 FhEE . 28 Ak
RN . AR W] LRIl Lasso BRLG 11 PR
il S Y RCTT AN Lo, Y 05T S5 A ) eR KR HY
TSR ) LU A B 1 53 2 A% 2 AT R R
7.7 RN RE

A R it A AT VF 22 00 A AEL g B IS 15 I 3% M
Gt W g BT AR A G IS 7 Bl A e E Y R
i 1 A5 Y B8 I B o A AT DA Ay A I P 2 SR DR A A
AFRE RN E (A B — DR 2E AT A R L
LA AR AL B3z Ak 1R 25 AT DR M ASE AR ) A g Ak AN
T M2 — X A AT R R0 Y o JE  AE {5 B2 20 TR
B IR A Y AU 3 Ah  FRATTAN R ] B T
A B 1 ) R M DA A L A B B R g Ak Y [R) P
b 2 A5 3 2 HA 5 T A 7

8 HZWERE

S SRS A5 Fof TE DU A A i A5 R HE AT T 20 4R
T AR R IR B B B G e R B T R
IO 32 T TR A 1) AL 2 O X O P A 2R ) i JRE D
FORER SRR AT R BB e 1 & B A KL
T4 H b ek R Al b AT A8l BB BT R Y H AR
PR R R EIUEAE D BORE SB35 B A 25 e B B
K A ) 14 510 o AR A7 R o EORE FEAE ) 3 At 1 [l
WL B T A5 T DU 00 il i A5 TR0 Dy 9 A 2 1 %
(A ROT ¥ AT LA iR pe s A 0 A o ol T e A o 4
T AR o AU T AR (L T B 2 4 Tl it L AE AL
i o ~J ] {5 Ak L5 1 Bl AN o A A B 1Y
TER.

2 % x M
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