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EESTREF A KA, 7 Andrew Ng B#F L Haiss 7— 4
T BEREAGS R, 2B RS TR H Portland, Oregon [
AT ZAED AR BRI AR ARG X R, FA =2 >
RPN L E BRI e gl an ) 5 H0 — g o 1E
P W ARAO M PR AT o R 20X P2 A [ Lt 2 M 2 > 1R

FEFPSCAYAERE FT R B2 RX 40 SR B 2 T B U] (i Su-
pervised learning) . 2 Hlars I HHHYTTE, A LA IZREOR o 2 B
SR (BR%Y / learning model) , FARIASHENIHT AL 6] IIZRTER
A AR GER R RITUGG T RERyf i v LAZ— 1%
ZiRE (FRAEADAT) , BTN — 1 26bn%s (FRAED )

N TAEZ G NA TR RER 7 3R —LE &, AT 0 kIR A
A" (fE LI E 7t 2R R RD . SO MERNRE, v k%
N E AR R ECE W H AR R, EATRERATEIINA (FE LI rhdut
REME) o R (2O, y @) MEEIZgEeA, ETRAMEIR, Bt m
PMNFEIRLARES (=@, yD)0 = 1, ...,m ML,

Training
set

Learning
algorithm

X ——p ) redicted

(living area of (predicted price)
house.) of house)

FAMTH X AEmAER 2SR, Y A AR 2, £ EREET
L, X =Y =R BAEIEACHZOR BT HRsUR 4 E— 1l
GEE, ERFEATAERE b X = Y, MG h(z) 7T L2 y
ER— M F B T2 —RIX AR b MR BEREL (hypothesis).

A B IRA TR M AELE — MO SR I, Bl L #5- R iy
B, FRATHHEIX S ) R JH (regression) [Flele T4 y BUE 2L
BYHUERS (BInBAIZ5 7€ b AR, e 2 s pr it 2 2 )



2 ZM=)a 3
FATFRIXFE SN2 (classification) flfil.

2 Zef%mEY3

AR TAEIXFE— D AR, RATAEN E— DM RFIESEL bed-
rooms, L2 RN Y )L
Living area | # bedrooms | Price(1000$ s)

2104 3 400
1600 3 330
2400 3 369
1416 2 232
3000 4 540

A, XEA o 2= @Rmtmiﬁﬁg it =7 RIS
1A BTRURERER, T 28 MREMRRE
20 7T I ], BAT I E i BT AL ROR — R/
B ho —MER—DERRYBUZ R T o WL RERAG T v AOME:

ho(z) = 0 + 0121 + 0222

AR ZGX R 0; (BN RAUE) B2 X — Y 2 E SR 258,
PyIkIRIE . AT FRIGEAFOR, TrE I, Xt G5 B0

2o = 1 (intercept term) :

= i Qixi = QTCL'
=0

FA ALY 0 F x FRZIAE, 10 n J2i NE R GXEA
zo HHEE) .

A ABAELE E — DNZREE , TATIZHkIEEEE 3L, ATz %3 %
Ko Wg» Hh— G HER LR Z AU A5 R A h(x) Bk y, BT IRA]
HRTA R IR & 2 X R AR IR TEH IRt A TE L1 cost

function:
m
=5 (ho )?

i=1

l\D\’—‘
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2.1 LMS algorithm

TAVMAEETE 0 SkflifT J(0) Fe/lhe IAEBLFAE? FATATLAFIH
—MERENE, FFHIATT LML — DRG0 {H, SN AW B HhE
XA 0 BTG J(0) BEZ/N, BEIREEE T —DRANAEVEES
115 J(0) HER/ AR 0o A2 BRI EIETE? X HE 2R — 4
MRS N BB, ZEEINA — D AIRH 0 (B, SRR R Bk AT
Hh BEHTX A : 5

0; =0, — aa—ajJ(H)

XHA o M learning rate. X/MEEARE HIRMAE T ROBEE T 1A L

HEHE—/ N,

N T RERS LR AL, FAN TR E R A A L e SR (E .
ITE S UG — NGRSO, X R VRS & J ARl
UL, IXFERATHA -

2 = 21

20, = %5(%(@ -y)?
J J

0
J
= (ho(z) — y)z;

SRE LA N BT % 2 B B T B — G REA R, B
B R EOII A2 -
0; = 0; + a(y” — ho(z"))a}”

AL fif LMS BEHN (LMS ARZFEMER/NYTT) . 2
Widrow-Hoff 2% 3R o X RN VF 2 Lh K B SAHIRRE o 41 4035 error term
(YD — ho(z)): FILBIINERABEE—MIGREAR, KBRS 2R
FALESEN v EHT, XA BB AR X SR HIRT, WRER
M TIA R KR Z NG, I ASEGR IR

YT HAE = DINGFHEARRRNRATCEAE T, Wit LMS. 52
TR T —MERNNGEXEAWAN T G — 2R H T E
7
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Repeat until convergence {

m

0;:=46,+ az (y© — hg(fE(i)))l'é- (for every j)

=1

}

RAEEAEEE DA GRE TR SEOE T TS, R g i
batch N FERE], HE L TRECR S EE HaR/ME. 1
FAMEL U H RS TFZebk BRI S AL A — 2 R R, 5
JET RIS T 2 @R IME (B2 o AR« HIHH. J /2
NI TIRER R XU MR EE R R BT B IME T IRR A

LAY L AR, 56— IEEMEIPIRA . ERIR T IR A
—AEEER, DUMBE R RRER — . AL HIMELE (48,30)0 THT LHIHR
SO R B S 2R 6 {H.

] @ ] ] 8 i & &

BATHEAL B A6 BN B AE BT A AR SR IR IE S Ry 0, FASE T
0o = T1.27 f1 61 = 0.1345. WIRFAPEZREE K, FFn_ LI, al
LRFF LA A — 4 B

MRZ 7 —12% bedroom, FATEEET 6y = 89.60 « 6, = 0.1394
DI 0y = —8.738

DA B SE 0 — MR R, A N RA:

Loop {
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for i=1 to m,{

0; :=0; + a(y") — ho(zD))z} (for very j)
}

}

TR — AT, RATEE RN GE BT, FREIEE—1
WA, BATFRBE —MIIGHEARN B Z R E S8 XN —1E
IR Y AR RERLAR R B (stochastic gradient descent). T ALTR B4 &
(batch gradient descent) fEPSTHF— 25 2 BIAREL R I8, iR Z%
MR KIS, BRI SR K. BEYUEE MR e — Ak
FERSE, W TCRBINERE T R/NNSE 0 ZALTR I E.

(48K, BHATTRETCIENSL, 1R BB R/ MEMTIE R % .) Bk, 4l
HARTERIIEIT . FRATHE SN BERLEE TFE.

0]
s B 85 5 8 8 3 8 8 B
g B 8 & 8 8 888 8
\

2.2 The normal equations

BREE T RESE At T —Fld/ME T BT BEFRINTTHE S —F7 2, X
IR BT T B MEFF BB B ETE . AEXA Tk, FATE
R0, MSEEL RSN 00 B2 RARFEX PGS T, FIFH AR
HiE AT
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2.2.1 Matrix derivatives(5Ef S %)

T RECf R = REM mox n (OREFERI LRI o AT
ESL XA RFEON:

of of
0A11 Tt 0Ain
Vaf(4) = S
of of
OAm1 "7 OAmn

A1t BEIE VA f(A) A" moxn (UREHE, B0 (i, 5) -TERBE 4 0
A A
R A= | TR R 2 TR 2 (R, LR f : RP2 5 R

F

21 22

f(4)= %Au + 5A%, + Az Ag

SRE AR R R I P RS, BATHLRERS 2 T iy 5K

3 1045

A22 A21
PEE YB3 trace OMES, FRATHLA

trA = z": A
i=1

2.2.2 Least squares revisited

A5 LRI SHOXA T, BRI — T4 J(0) S/MyB KL
{8 0, LI TFHEA J(0) FSERF I R 7 B S — F

EICR NGRS AME, A2 X g FRAER, €2 m
1o FIRYFERE, ISR A_E—MEEETIAIEHE m 4T n+1 SRR RS :
—  (zM)HT

()T

— (x(r;z))T —
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B ¥ 2 m 4ER AR, ZIA RS TGS HARA:

y?
i=|".
y(m)
F, 1T he(z®) = (29)70
AR AT TR RE R F 2]
()T yM he(zM)) — yM)
(x(m)HTh y(m) RO (™)) — 4(m)

RFisHIR Eh S B EHRETIE, W 272 =37, 22 ATLIGE]:

1 1 & , ,

X0 =9 (X0=9) = 52 (ho(a®) — 4 = JO)

BEs/ME T, MERREISCT 0 1935, RigA
VurtrABATC = BTATCT + BATC

1351

VoJ(0) = vgé(Xe —NT(X0—7) = XTX0 - X"y
HRIEI AT R R AT A Ng B L XA+ 0 HITELRED

53— normal equations:
X"X0=Xx"y
LK REB 21T J(0) /bRy 0 (5T, Rl
0= (XTX)"'xTy

(454 lecture THAR)
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2.3 BIRICHERE

P I [ JA TRI R, O R Ze E [E1 U HLOA T B/ 3R HY . cost
function J REHLAYESR? X4 — RIBERMBE, HRi/h
FelEHH . BefT T AN A9 2GR HARZ B A4

gD = 0T 4 (O
VX €W RIRZE, FoRAS HEBIF R AN RE, JFEIRITE—

SRBIZSEOR ML R A ID, I B3N 0, 5N o® Eih
S3Ai B e ~ N(0,0°%) 0 HMEREE AR :

1 (E(i))Q

p(e(i)) = ﬂfp(—T'g)

2ro

L 1 (y(i) — ng(i))2
@2 ) = exn(—
Py 1250) = o eap(——— )

XE p(yD]z®;0) FRXESE 0 N9 oW T y® . T
ERFRNIATELESA 0, FOAIXEP 0 Ad— Rl R JATE]
LRSS Hy 4@ |26 ~ N (672D, 02).

28 X R 0,yD [ 2298 ? BRI p(f1X;0). XHFREE
160, i BIeRE ABAFRANTFRE SRR EL (likelihood function) :

L(#) = L(0; X, y) = p(§]X;0)
WE, BT D Ry ii%, MHES

L) = [[ " [2;0)
=1

mo Y@ — g3
_i[[l 27memp(— 52

MALE TS ¢ 2O HRIERBEL, R4 207 57T LU i
BB ZE 0 We? 2B RBIARA T  Jr BT ZLE S AT RE( (S M5 3
=Y 0 fE, WALRESE 0 15 L(0) ko

FATRTLASR L(6) HOXRALIRRY Fo K AH



2 &MeE)a 10

1 11 , ,
=mlog—— — == @) 9T 2(1))2
9=~ 53 ; (y )

R, ARZEmCR AL £(0) BN T oMb
IS (6 _ T2
2 2 (y" —0"2')

XA J(0), AVEIFIE S/ RN i, FrUAS ik i+ A
Po

g FEZ BTEBARRI MR, /N IR FAR T 0 HRA L
1o FINAE—RFUBIE T, f/h3BH 0] DAREIE I AR B AR R LA
KT E BRI T -

WEE R, ERNERI e, &EA 0 fEFE KT o2,
TEAFIE o2 BN, FRATF T DA RIEAER S5 R . E2 a8k
A P2 M B RLA 2B 2 B o

2.4 BEMEZEE)T

ZIEIME: fE v € R BRI y. FHEESADNERIT MG y =
Oo + Ohx FOBHE. BATITLAA S, HSHmIF A BE @S Ex N B b,
A A RS0 A o IURRERSZENIA B2 T L0 — AR
2, HHBE y =0 + 01z + 022, FRATRATRLAE AT — 1 HE A RAY
fheke HTEL, — MR K EUHA I AR AL S A58  BR AN & 5
e BAR, BMAZ HRHE AR ERA R BT RA T 5 Wi
By =" 0 BARNEENEHZE B 2B T IXLHIE, A5
IIARTRERE PR B8 O AR AR R P 2 8 TR AR TS0 2 P A M
P I I ARTERHR B AT, S A BIFR AR K HE (underfitting)——
ARET IRV EARIL LA FRA I LA (overfitting) . 7E.2
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R A S FE TP 2 AT 20 X S B U oR , I H B
A RE SCH — RO B R B — AN BB R & SR AT 4

TEZ B, AT ZIL, FFIE (feature) HEREX THEfR— 2%
HEENEERERE T A EEN .. CYRATTISHELESN, RIOSAIEE
o H IR — RPN BFHE) AEX—TH, AT THE— T R EB A E Ltk [
H (LWR) 83%, SBEA NSRS, If H BB R L
TBUPERERIRZA . AEAEMFR RS RSN o

TEZ RINZIERHEEH, fE—4Ha x B, F&ils:

L1536, HuMb Y,y — 0720)2;
2. i 0T,

M, SRR EE etk [F] i — T Y A -
L5330, F/ME >, 0@ (@ —6720)2;
it 072,

XHA w@ ZAEE weightse EDHIE , W5 0@ XFHA 1 RA, B
LAEPRIE 0 1, FRATSIDEM (v — 0T2®)? o/~ Ik W@ &y, B
KPFEI (y) — 072 ))? FEALG S 2

— HRIERIRUE N -

o

(@ 2

272

TERG, AUE weights 1M TRFEAREFMINR xo AR (20 —2) #
/N, BB W REEET 15 R (2O —2)? Bk, B4 W@ /N Fi, 1E
TS x BRI ZRREAS, Bhik 0 oA EmrItUE. QEE, PUERIEAA
FEGEEAE, ARESEIMEAEMERENER, HH o9 AR
PAS R, BSOS AR ) B8 & TSGR BUER S @ 27
M x RS IV . 7 BN @i 58240 (bandwidth) , fRakrp
RS PR

JR A B T2 IR T A 55— AES UL (non-parametric) 5

w® = exrp(—
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EHIBIT-o ZATFRAT S [HHEE @4 24 (parametric) 27 3] &%,
NEAEERN ARG S5 (0,) kEGETE. —BRIUE T 0, 42
fiff, OV T LERBEINZREASKRSATION T o M5, T REB A E Lt
B (locally weighted linear regression), XA 1T/ M%EE. IESE ML
RHE, N T AFRBOZRE b, PrEfr iy stuft P9ECe SIlZR R I 2k
LKA, BLEMEHEK,

3 4EX5ZEEA

AR RIS MR RNH R JX A A B A AL, SN
TR y (B2 LB E . IETRA e B 0K, g y 2
REHL O 70 1o (FRATHFRIA R ZBCHE AT LUE T 240 JSHI AN ) 911 A S 452 S
o deas, M4 a2 gR MBI — LR, IR RIBE, A4 y #e
1, Ny @2 0. 0 thiff negative class, 1 MYfif positive class, 1]
ARSI R 458 oW, BRI y@ SRR IIGREAR
HIPRES o

3.1 1Z%8[E3 Logistic regression

HPA DI SRS, AT AR y 2 BRI, AR BT Z AT A2t
[BURENALE x K2R yo SRMEMRA S G —Lepilr, fEXLefp]+rh
RFERTIEPUATERIBORIR 22 [, JURBORT 1 8 /T 0 /) ho(z)
FEAT 255

AL, BAME BB AL ho () BIFES, FRATIES

1
he(x) = g(0"x) = Fpnper

» MEAHEY .

9(2) = 14e*
MY 2 45 R %1 (logistic function) k% /2 sigmoid PREY (sigmoid func-
tion) o FIHE g(z) HYEIKR:
TEER], Y 2z @A T I IHE, g(z) @IAT 1, MY 2z @la T
IR, g(2) BT 0 R, g(2), FREHE h(z) HUEFER 0 01
ZIHe FIZH—FE, 5% 20 =1, A4 072 =00+ 207, 0,250
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BTN g BZE T HAMFM 0 2 1 (R EHRAEN , (HEHmT—
LA, logistic PREUZ A (ZIRE1RE], KT GLMS A iia > 57ik)
FEIXZHT, 25— sigmoid B FEL o' HITERT:

“Tret
b4
(1+e2) (

=9(z)(1 —g(2))

BB L2857 ogsitic KU, FA TS/EREIA 0 W8> fRIB(E PV T
TR BB BN KB, 7 RIS TR R T 5

EAH SR IE B B KSR TS50
FAUB %
Ply = 1]2:6) = ho(z)
P(y=0]z;0) =1 — hy(x)
XA A LV £ —:
p(ylz;0) = (hoe))* (1 = b))

B3 m A VISREASR IR, B0 TRAES th SR

13
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L(0) = p(§1X;0)

p(yVz;6)

s s

= [T(o ()77 (@ = gy
i=1

©
Il

B AT, B log:

£(6) = logL(0)

= 3 ylogh(a?) + (1 - y9)log(1 — h(z)
=1
AT B R AR 2L A SR 00, FRATTAT LA RS 7T
SRR S, FIA 0 =0+ aVel(). HE, ZEME+5, TR
NEUER RN, B T TATEH— T INGHEAR (v,y), S8R REEHLH
¥ 3t

0 1 1 0
70,0 = Wy ~ T

= (y — ho(z))x;

WA ¢'(z) = 9(2)(1 — g(2)) , FATHRESFFE—AFEYLER L LT+
FR RN -
0; :=0; + a(y(i) - he(m(i)))xy)

WARFATHHE LMS J BN EEL, A& K BLE HEKR 2 HE
o (EREIARE —DEIE, FIXER ho(a®) #iE Lk 072 fyRgeiE
I REL AR, XN TARRERER: SRR, SEARGES A AL 25
o MLAERXFGRGHE GAERZRAZHAY? £ GLM R, 3
M= EEIXA A (ff problem set 1 FFRY Q3 A7)
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3.2 MIME: BHNEEZF I EiE The perceptron learning algo-

rithm

AR BN AT — AL, 2RI B2 #)iX
Ul R logistic [FIF T BRHIH 0 B 1AM, BORE— SRt
HARTE BB g 52 L

1 ifz>0,
g(z) =
0 ifz<0

WIS ZHTHY ho(x) = g(07) . B g EBURMIE X, I ELAEHE
s
0; :=0; + a(y® — he(x(i)))in)

AT THA B > Sk

TEE, SR _ERGNRRAE S HABR FIEAREL, (B2 B 5Lks LA logistic
[ AR e/ N ZAREAE BRI AR A RO BER B RE N S %
Bi%. SRR T RO T EE N BRI 8 5

3.3 H—TEKL (0) HEE

P2 A g(2) sigmoid PRELIEHIAIE, MAERATTIE— D ARRE T
H00) e RMENE .

HRTA T SR — N BREUES 0 194107775 (Newton’s method) . B
RHBEHE , (BIRFRNTARE f R = R, RFRATEEIE]—ME 0 (515
f(0) =00 XH 0 e R, 477754007 FHIFGIEACTH -

o f(0)
0:=6— 7(0)
o MTIXNINEN— P EMA RS, BEVUEI— 0 18, Eid— ik
BRI, ATHRREL £, MLMEREET 0 I, WU 0 EVEN T — kA
Ho "FTH MY B IZ T I A

M2 I E AT AR R R £ AN B v = 0o FRATAEE SRR 0
15 £(0) = 0o ABAFRATFNERMEE 0 2 1.3 o BUZPIIAME 0 K 4.5,
WJTEMESTE 6 = 4.5 AR — YL, RIEHELA 0 (EiEE) . [H
B N —A 0, KHEN 2.8, A7 AT LAAE . IXE AT LLE# 2 0
B4 1.80 &l JLUKIEH G BREEIL 1.3,
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- .

» p x| AT
= b z 7
= /s = -
7
s A P
7 = S o p
- P - p

i

RO SR T — P 3RAE 0 (545 £(0) = 0 f97 5. ARAKHHAE
XERECL0) L, R f(0) =€(0), FRATHAEH LT B9 HFTRLN -

v (9)
()
(XHEATLUEE T, (SRR mUT R s/ ME? )
BJE, HTAERMEEEIHEES 0 2—Diwfd, FIRi1F%E
A BUTERNZIRE . AW AR Z4E T (1 fif Newton-Raphson
method) :

0=

0:=0— H'Vyl(0)

IXE Vol(0) /2 £(0) KT 0; MfmT: H &> n*n 1AM (lsthn
AR AR n+1*n+1), FYfi Hessian:
_92(6)
Hij = 90,00,
ATIRELL (HEALER) BRI TR A SRR SIOHE A, I BBk &/ ME
T R IMRECE Do AHZEAW0T AR I — RGN 2 i TR T T R
A E ZAR R 53] n*n 45 Hessian [ E; (HEHZ n RNERKIYIE,
AR IEIR BT 21 %0716 N B B KA B R BH LSRR EL £(0)
[ log I, 13225 HRA T EWAFRIEZE Fisher scoring,

4 Generalized Linear Models

ek, FAWRE T — AR RY B A KRB AR B
BB T rh. WAOTA ylz 0 ~ N(p, o), £ KRBT, BATH yla;o ~
Bernoulli(¢), 1 p¢ #RREKXT x Fl 0 HIIEHAYE Lo X, &
12 FE XL TT R AR R R R PR O T 355, XA B T AR S iR Y
7 MR GLMs,  (FE: AR IR B A2 LUR 43 1 ff i 3 & -
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Michael I. Jordan, Learning in graphical models (unpublished book draft),
PAA McCullagh and Nelder, Generalized Linear Models (2nd ed.). ) FAl]
e JErR GLMs ZGEHAHY HARSTY 2 (EREARIG IF12 F 2 FAR A 43 2 ARl 5
[ o

4.1 BHRE

FEIFIEIEST GLMs BB, FRATSIT U6 SRR BRI 70 A . BAIT
UIREES I NP, A — AT R R TR R E -

p(y;n) = b(y)exp(n" T (y) — a(n))

FEIXE n MEGZ A H A2 %0 (natural parameter, [ Bt 1 i
canonical parameter). T'(y) s sufficient statistic (XFFA 1% B0, 8
WHSE T(y) =y IIENL) s a(n) 2 log 5% (log partition function); 4
K e T H—EE S EE, SR T ply;n) £y LRI/
G

€ T, a, b ELNZHON n WAZE (family), BRIEAFRR n
TR S E AN A 701 o

BUEIRATIE A S RIS A R AR B R A B Bl GX B2 —
LI AIZ AN S AR R TR AT I )

X AR R 53

ply; ¢) = ¥ (1 — )"V
= exp(ylogd + (1 — y)log(1l — ¢))

o+ log(1 - )

RILBAER] 7 = log(6/(1 — 6)), MARHRAEIE 6 = 1/(1+c77), i3
RN sigmoid B! (52 F{Fy GLM A BHETE2ME. Fi
SRR S FE L A

= exp((log(
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R, 45EESH T, a, b, ASFDMAAER S R IRHE .
2o g 52— NEAERIH, o RESHEAR 0 T he(z), &
o =1, TAA:

i) = —=eon(—5 (v = )

1 1, 1,
= exp(—=y°)ex - =
NoTS P( 5Y Jexp(py S )

Rk, FATE H @Mt s 8o, K

p=m

T(y) =y

a(n) =n*/2
= p*/2

b(y) = 1/V2mexp(—y*/2)

WHVFZ AR RN . ZEIEP G Bt £ T g
PHERTHIE K H HELE 7 A 8 RYBCTT -

4.2 #Ji& GLMs

RS ARAR EEH S 7 — AR SR A TR S A AE R I BT B0 Bl K
Ao EWINHHE x, FEZERII T AR BIVRAT RIS AR yo AR ATRATEA
BRI AR ILASE A B0 ABANNE T XA HA TR RS ATIE ? S2iaf]
I, MBI TR, R BATAT AR SRR o X7
PRI S AL L AL AL I T 15

B AR, 25— RS A R, AR kT
x HIRREIN B FHE yo ] GLM SRR RIX R, A TFHE I FATAIRE
RICTHEN x 1Y y HIZAF AV — LR
L. ylz;0 ~ Exponential Family(n), : BIINZGE x F1 6, vy AT 2
B ARG A
2. 2558 x, ANTRYHARZINEE x "~ T'(y) HIIEE. fERZ 8P,
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T T(y) = vy, XEERE RN TR S i a9 b BT
h(z) REMEI & h(z) = Elyle|(ER, X—BIZIE ho(x) THIEHERIHFIL
PERENHAGZR R, FnfEZ R, JRAOTE ho(z) = ply = 1|z;0) =
0-p(y =0[x;0) + 1-p(y = 1|x;0) = Elylz;0]).

3. B n FIN x BLRIEARIG: n=0Ta. (B, W n 2AHE,
A2 n =07 x)

B MR RAR IR, KIEAF S B2 IED, mAZE—1
AR (7) X=X RS LERAMG R — LA E R 22 S Jh——
GLMs, BAWZHILA, WIiias g Hik, & ias R
TESET y AR AT Z AR AR, BIanFATT LA B R
— N R A/ N AR e, ) GLMs.

4.2.1 Ordinary Least Squares

M TR /N TR GLM ZRHEIR, F R HRA g y (response
variable in GLM terminology) &2, - HIA T FT x 50
y e NEH AT N (1, 0%) e GXEE p WIFRET xo) RERATS L
Exponential Family(n) 54 @@l Ai . IEWZ /e, OS2 74
BB =mn. HILIATA:

HAEET kA TRIL 2, HoAEFAKA ylz 0 ~ N(w, o), BM
WEERS ER) po B =AFARETRIR 1 RF—MEF0RARTH

W 3.

4.2.2 Logistic Regression

BAEIAT &R IEH . X EARHE 0 Hol. ik y € {0,1}. RN
y JUAPIAME, ABAIESFASS R AR Z5E x 19 y BasAF0fr, AT
¢ = treme BEIEEE], R yla;0 ~ Bernoulli(¢), A4 Elyla; 0] = ¢,
Wik, f:
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ho(x) = Ely|a; 0]

=9

_ 1
14em
_ 1
14T

e, XS T IRATEN he(2) = —Hors HOBIRREL ARIRTEAR
HERATVELEENEHEHNIER = 1, IBA%ER: —BRNERE
SIAE x By BOSSIEO AT RAASEFR], BESIAEE] T GLMs DAM HIE %5 iz
G o

FIN—EHIARTE, KRB B RS BUE A ARIEER KA g, Hip
g 4 g(n) = E[T(y);n] FXH canonical response PR%L. THIEFEL g~ Mfli
canonical link P& FL, ¢ S5EEEMSE, 1M g~' WA logistic RREL.

4.2.3 Softmax Regression

IAEFATE A 20— GLM [ T-o % &40, response 25
ity WL k MBS, Bty € (1,2, k}o Bl ARG 8 H5w
SRR 53258, MBI T FT LUK IR RS0 4 =2 B A~ AR
P TAEMBEE. BRI y & IF 2B, FUR AT AR T A (. PRI IRAT]
B E IR N2 1404 (multinomial distribution) .

LEFRAT AL 2 U SR HA RS B GLM. FrATR (1554 £ 157
SRR WS o

MF— LB, BATTHERE k ABRCRE AR k A4
kb e, (E R A, NSRRI, R 2
FORE IR 1, JRATAT LUAE H S A ko1 SRR AT e BRI
TR k-1 ABH b, oy drrs X s = ply = 45.6), FEE ply = ks ) =
1= g0 ATHERFE, K14 ¢ =10 ¢, (HREIRATERIH,
BRRE—ABE, BHSEFRE k1 SR ER.

HT LT FR MRS T, AT E Y T(y) € RFL:




4 GENERALIZED LINEAR MODELS 21

T(D)=1|0| ,T(2)=|0| ,T3)=|1] ,...T(k-1)=|0]| , T(k)=|0]| ,

0 0 0 1 0
KRR T(y) AEFET v, XEE T(y) 21 k-1 4l G, mAZ
—NEEE TSR (T(y)): KR T'(y) 5 i 1I0R.

FAIFIN—ADEIARNMAFS . —DMeREE 1{-}, WRFHZ true,
MZEF 15 A 0 (1{True} =1, 1{False} =0,) % 1{2=3} =0,
{3 =5-2} = 1. WUILIRATATLE T(y) My MRARE (T(y)): = Yy = i}
B, E(T(y)) = Ply = 1) = ¢, £ FRBANEY LI 2 F 8
. FATA:

p(y;0) = VL
- = 1=k {y=i
d)}{y 1}¢;{y 2}"'¢k 2o Hy=i}

= T T W2 (1= (T

= exp((T'(y))1log(p1/dx) + (T'(y))2log(b2/bk) + ... + (T(y))k—1log(Pr—1/Pr))
= b(y)exp(n" T(y) — a(n))

log(¢1/ox)
log(¢
S g — 09(<Z5: /br)

log(pr—1/or)
a(n) = —log(¢r)

by) =1

WX TE K T4 2 WU A e H iR B R TG A, B4 link & O T
i=1,2,...k) #tR:
-
' o
TR, FRATE S me = log(dr/dr) = 0o SREM L E IS E] response

BRE BATRIA
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i — ¢i
T
ore’ = ¢;

k k
¢k2€m = Z¢z =1
i=1 i=1

A2 RES

6771'
N Z?:l e’

BN n BLETE] ¢ BEFRNIE softmax PR,

2B SE R TSRS, BB 3, WRLE n 5 x 2EMMX
Ko G, m =607z, XF i=1,2,... k-1, XHEE 6y, ...,0, € R ZEA
S8 AT, BATETESL 0, =0, LME 9, =07z = 0. FILIRATH
RRARBLAE N THT £ 4347 -

i

IXANAT AR F 2 2243 R R AR T 45 softmax [B]1H, /2 logistic [A]
HEZ A o
FATAIEIR PR
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ho(w) = E[T(y)|z; 0]

Hy =1}
1{y.:2} | a0
Hy=Fk—1}

b1
b2

Pr—1
exp(G?z)
S5y exp(0] x)
ewp(@?x)
Z?:l ezp(@]Tm)

exp(@{flw)
L3k, eap(6T ) |

SATE D, FOT B SR R ply = il2;0) (=1,....k; &
9k ho(z) FUE k1 2, HI2 p(y = kla;0) TR 1 — S0 ¢y 1)

R, ROTHE— T 25 E . 5 AR BRI\ = Tk o8 58 4
oh, ARIRATE— BN m AFEARIIIZGE {(2©,yD);i=1,...,m}, &
JEAESR A ST B4 0, AS 43R5 ) log (UK HRIAL:

00) = logp(y”]a"); 0)
i=1

m k GGLTI(“ )
= Zlog H(W){y(”:l}
=1 1=1 22j=1€¢"

RTASEE A, BATHE T A=, FRATE AT LR A 2R 4L
TR R AU B A €(0) SRITEET 0 By R BSAME T



