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H OE . MU & A 45 Ae e B T (M-Lasso) 7 3 7T VAR T ik 869 B it4& A M ALEY L 1843 6. 12 % 3%
R T ey o A S Ak F B F (Lasso) 3 — AN AR & 2 ST eh, X Taba S8 kR 2912 Bpad F
R4, H o, RIAR B EAUFRA] B i & Lasso(Ma—Lasso) 77 ik, 7 R T AR ARG E, FLEE TikFF
B R T AR ISAZ B, TR S AE it e Ah B, B ML F IS R oM R I, % ik AR A BRI e A T
HEE YT IRE GFAELARE AFEXIAREALAFAER R F RO F B — R, &E, B
FHERRT RN S ST E MR IE A 20 P, R I Ma-Lasso AT 4 2 69 B A 64 0wt 2742 8 0 W)
(Bayesian Information Criterion, BIC ) {4845 T M-Lasso 7 i F 4 7 £ 5%, 3t — F i T € a9 AR
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Adaptive Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator Method for
Stochastic Limit Regression Model

JIN Qingin, PENG Wei, LIAO Tianzi, SUN Bao’
(School of Applied Science, Taiyuan University of Science and Technology, Taiyuan 030024, China)

Abstract: The Mixed least absolute shrinkage and selection operator (M-Lasso) method can use random prior information at the
same time as variable selection, but the minimum absolute shrinkage and selection operator (Lasso) based on this method is equally
weighted for each coefficient, which may cause some important information to be overcompressed. To address this issue, this paper
proposes the stochastic constrained adaptive Lasso (Ma-Lasso) method. The method assigns different weights to the coefficients and
has oracle properties. It uses stochastic prior information along with variable selection, which can improve the precision of the esti-
mation. The analysis of numerical experimental results reveals that the method exhibits a smaller mean square error on the sparse
model than the other methods, and also has some advantages in terms of the discovery rate, the true discovery rate, and the ratio of
the number of times the true model is selected. Finally, by applying Ma-Lasso to the quarterly financial data and stock price data of
Kweichow Moutai, it is found that the BIC value of the model constructed by this method decreases by about 5% compared with M-
Lasso method, which further verifies its superiority.
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0 5l5

/N 3 ¥ (Ordinary Least Square , OLS ) /2 ¢ & H A9 26 Mk [ 88 R B Al ik . B
Hie /N 5 A S 1 TN AE 5 00 00 1 2 () A 58 2 o Al i Im] I AR e g 280, 1 7 ik AT DR X AL
AR HAT AL T A S RS ER LR MR EW N 57y 2280 MG R AR AT LA
e /N e 3 (Generalized Least Squares , GLS ) Al 112 55 1M U S AR 180 S B0A7 A 28 P B i, ) m] LA
i FH 22 PR £ /)y 3 1 (Restricted Least Squares , RLS) ',

H2 Y 508 W) £ AE 2 i LR R R, fe/N AR IE R B2 — A ST . A, Hoerl Fil Ken-
nard $& 08 [ 5 75 3100, 3K 02 R 08 F A MR B 43 B 0 — B A O A 3 TR0 A 5 . B AT A a4 D
] 5 22 5Ok el 20 Fn ) 1R 2%, DA% i L B AULA (HE S RE R B HOOKE R B4R O, R HE AT PR AR i ik
B BRAETE T S8 A #a1n) T oo, Tibshirani' " $& A d5e 70N 46 %5 U8 48 F %k $ 55 F (Least Absolute Shrink-
age and Selection Operator , Lasso ) J5 ¥ 1E 4f 5d R 73X — 55, 24095 S 502 295 K gl &8 il — 2 R
BOM TR O, DT S5 PRAS B e 8RR R A 1150 Lasso 76 A W05 B 2 FN& 3k =4 5 Tl v, FH iz ot
(X TR BOR FREAR AN B B0 45 |, Lasso ik e 20l Lk n AN B . Zou % WIS 0 5
Lasso [ 7E 1 pRELSE G 32 A A L1E 505 L2 Yo B 51 5 /9 554 ) (Elastic net) J7 i, % J5 % 7T LA
Rl A N ECR TREARDN BRI DL . Zou' ™ iA 7E Lasso By LAl 42 8 T A 1&E W Lasso /7 ¥
( Adaptive Lasso, A-Lasso) , % J7 ¥ 7E L1 J0 BT T 51 A B A & 0 9 AR , T Lasso 5k HAT B
TR 174 72 - 2 5 RS A 00 8 )

B X ] U1 4SS 7R v B AL 4 56 B A () 8, Theil ' £ 3 TR & Al 1177 7% (Mixed Estimator, ME) . %
J5 % OLS F1 GLS AHEZ5 &, W] i (o FH AR A (A5 8 RV A1 1 S 345 8 (i oy 28 T A8) iff A7 Akt i@
1 3R 7 3, ME J7 36 0T DL & A 1T 0 v i AR e L R R E AR AR A R RN O, AR A
B O R S B RR AR K T AR A o Y B A% S8 Y A R B BB i Y MIE 80 R e A5 B AR 47 1Y
B . N T EDRIX — [, Guler %54 ME 5 Lasso #4745 & , #2 i T 1R A Lasso (Mixed-Lasso,
M-Lasso) fifi it 1% J7 ¥ AR 4F i fif e 17 Fifi B BR S 76 250408 e i K T S o 19 280408 52 T ME A R M i
Aili 11 1 5] &

fH H T M-Lasso %& T 9 Lasso J5 0 & — A~ RESS 5 WA ST A J& 55 ] 19, 3 5 AN 7T 3k A ) 25
SR T EEZ R NES S E T AR EAR AN SR, R AT Gt S B A PERE T
R, AR SCHE M-Lasso 58 T Lasso 7 7% il 2 A-Lasso 77k . il 5] A A-Lasso J %, A LA fE 4
Hi R AN [R] 22 B 53 BEAS [R] A% 25 53 ACEE , DA P 7 0 #2857 1 S HE AR 1 AR T AR JR 4R A A
()1 e RN A BEBE T o 3 A, AR SO ik 45 LSS IR 1 AR AR A -, 5 A R AR L i T R
AN R 2% o B S AR SR B SEBR B i — 2D SRR T % 7 AR M AR AR B A R

1 8 K Ma-1Lasso J5i:
ZIEWMTR T LA .
y=X"B+e, (1)
Ey =V oy X = V 2 X, e =V Teo yJEa x| AR AI T L X R 0 X p e 51 R
BRp X 1THERMSE i, e En X 141k 2 M m, b e RMWEE RO, 5 2 R o'V IES 010,
VESEMIEEME., BOLS M H T HFE() Y, B8] L/ F i, BARA KT s .
U —argminRSS=(X'V'X) X'V y=S5'X"Ty, (2)

\

Horp 5% 22 °F J7 A RSS :%i(yf — ixi}ﬂ, PLoHHES=(X"V X)),
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AT FEXT B S 06 4 4 PR il 40 R BT s
r=RA, (3)
HPRE— D m X p g, r 2 C M m X 14E % Kum i, 3 H R B rank(R)=m<<p. T
AR ) gy BRI T, 15 5] RLS BEAE a1 .
B =B —S 'R'(RS ‘RT}fl(R,é‘”‘S*r)o (4)
SRMAS 2 (14 S 50 A5 B 7] AE B A — SE B ML, 3 S8 bl HLPE SR [ 5B HT 1Y 48 3 40 A 504 1 2198
PAFR ST AL T SR B TP AR R AL T
r=RB+¢, (5)
g Em X LR m &, HIE R0, U Jr 228 o'W, W E Y 1E 2 P
Ly=(y" )X =(XT R u=(e" ¢7) AL S R T AR
ya=Xupt+u, (6)

ST ( ) VIR E A GLS B 1S, 51 ME fi T S
B =(XIT'X,) 'XIT 'y, =(X"V'X+RW'R) (X'V'y+RW'r) (7)

SR b 3R J7 1 3 AN BEH] T M B B AL, Lasso Al 7+ 1T ] 34l 3+ M g B AL, B X F .
B(1)=arg mqin {RSSJrAiﬁj’} , (8)

Horp AR — A EERY AL S E, T 4R Il 09 2R RO 4 i R R R U A g B R . S8
{5 73 DT ik 307 45 B ME ] ( Bayesian Information Criterion , BIC ) J7 ¥k #4738 £, AR A WF .

BIC(2)=log () + &\, (9)

E$y=5§5@E¢T§ﬁMAﬁa—aﬁHE*k_123 20, A A BIC fi . B

(AL JR /I 0 BIC {197 1 40 86 21 (8 B0 MRS 6 ¢ 0 A
waﬁﬁﬁjw,

FETH TGRS AL E , %) Lasso #E 4 ToeiE , #2 H A 1E W Lasso /7% (Adaptive-Lasso) ™,

—MMEEMAR . AXE

Rk ﬁmmezwmﬁﬂ$w—‘?4E
8,

A )
BA—I,%SO<A> =arg mil’l {RSS + /1 27}}‘ /81'
8 j

} ° (10)

K F A-Lasso #4778 5 %k # , f ﬁlgﬁfﬁtﬂﬂﬂfhﬁrDE%E’JWGEEL/\&*” T % AN i %L
1 A% 1 5 5 4 5 B ﬁﬂf&iiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ S R R Y [ 5 B 65 A 8000/ R B T 0 I 25 . BRIt A
HF Lasso Jrik, H N Lasso J7 i 5@ FHF WO 48 A5 50 p FIEEAS 5 N A9 HLAE R 5 R A9 O .

H Lasso A5 A HOim A G 5645 L, Al DLBR & Ak 1T 00 oA M R RS 2 1 o Guler Z 3 H M-Lasso !, 1]
HF 5 A BEHLFR H 0 KB 5 . B ME Fl Lasso 45 4, DA A B 78 398 48 15 B 4% 280 1% ] B ok /0> 2
% 2% (Mean Squared Error, MSE ), M-Lasso B A 41T ffr 7R

M- asso J— 1 1 * * S
g (A)argnyn{zu Tu +A}2]ﬁj\}, (11)
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A-Lasso F % [t Lasso 5 Ay A B 09 A% 780 58 #6758 1, H H AT oracle PE BT . 52 M-Lasso B 3 & , A 3

¥ ME 5 A-Lasso 45 &, $2 IR A& B 16 N Lasso /i 11 (Ma—Lasso ) , 7 52 H 7F H 4 Bl AL FR il 1 < 203
£ LA E K M-Lasso BN IEF R . R 115 5] Ma—Lasso fili 11, 48 SO 26 M A 4 9F 47 48 e

yi =X ptu, (12)

7l I T 7i T #T S
E“PyA*:T 2yA:(y* r )T,XA*:T 2XA:<X R )T o ﬂgﬁ?ﬁ%)ﬁ%yﬁ,){ﬁ,u*ﬁ/\A*Lasso
BERL A3 B AN A T

BAMH—Lasm(A):arg n/llgln{ . }’ (13)

EEPRSS*Zzz yali— 214 g8 Vo SRR R PR

Bk SR Ma-Lassofdiif
L tHr=Rp+ ¢ FHEEHLIRG r, K g~ N (0,6°W );

2 Sy XIFAEB X, =T 2 X, —(X R ) oy =T Zya—(y” )’

3. SRR S,
a) HA=2""1 k=1,2,3,---, 20185 A (W44,

b) MR BIC()=log () + & B 10— AR BIC K,

) VEPE BIC fE I/ NI XY A A A S50
4. B Ma-Lasso I REUE . B X, "y, IIRALTEVESEACAT Tk,

ﬁ Ma - Lasso( 2 ) =arg m?m

RSS*+Ai'&1|ﬂJ+o
j=1

5. 4@ i ‘BA.\/IafI.z\ssoo

2 PiHESER

AT 1 SRR P KOk L E R BT vE 9 MSE . fif ] Tibshirani 745 21 (9 05 2 A HE AT
VUL SEE W s

Sy AR S R R =20 H. #=(3,1.5,0,0,2,0,0,0)" {EHE . B F X
RAME RO, M Ir EWERMEZITCIERS . EEXNMICE N L AEXAITE R0/ MM, 1%
22T 2 R AE R O, FRifE 220 3 B9 1E 28 40 A1 AR B o

SE X TE—A, A8 =0.85, KRS E S — M.

LR = fi=05,8=0 (j=2,3,+++,8) , IR ZETRE M EME N 0, bl 22 4 2 (1 1E 2550 76 4 B R

HRSH 5 —HR .

T

i%\m:#zlxi%n:looaﬂz O,‘.‘9O’ 29‘-‘92’0’.-"05 2,.-.,2 ?JF\I‘?IJ-\"J%XHH‘ZVI]:zU_’_

10 10 10 10

AR, Hod e, Ml BT AR MEIE S A AR . IRZEW R E N O, AR EZE N 15 I IE S 4 A
dz}ﬁ@

R 22 01 AN S [A] o A% 7= A 2 (1) White Noise (WN) #5222 : e ~N(0,6°V ), V=1,.(2) —Br A [H]
B (AR (1)) R 2 e, =05, + e, e, BREIBME RO, HF 2 R ol =01 — 0.5°) WIEE S

i . B e~N(0,0°V), Hor v =(0.5""),

Fiti HIL FI il
r=RBR+ ¢; (14)
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¢~N(0,05°W), (15)
Horr o 0907 2245 Wi fp .
(i)o®W =0.11,,(Loose &= H ),
(i) o*W = 0.051,,( Tight S 5615 &) .
FR ) 45 B4 R A5 T i
(1 0 0 0) 0"
1) H4p=81,R= ;
W Sip=snt 0! 100 0)
(1 00 0) - 0"
¥IPZ4OHTJ‘,R: .'. : o
0 <1 00 O) 10 X 40
(1 0) 0" 0" 0"
0" 1 0 0" 0"
(2) Yp=8m,R= ( ) ;
0" 0" (1 0) 0"
OT OT OT (1 O) -
(1 0) 0" o 0"
w,—aonf r—| 0 (1O ZT .
0" 0" - (1 0)

20 X 40

o — R =2 g =1
Ml R, 28R X, RENTERT N E ., AL, e ¢ Fid B4,y flri A
(1)M(14) /. #mat GLS, RLS, ME, Lasso, A-Lasso, M-Lasso, Ma-lLasso J7 i #47 Z 5046+t
A S i 1o #7713 22 (Mean Squared Error, MSE ) , & #1 & 43 kb ( Discovery Percentage, DP) , H 5
J% B3R (True Discovery Percentage , TDP ) , ¥ £ . 52 5 1 1Y Yk #4 L 41 ( Proportion of Times that the

True model is Selected , PTTS)1E M PEM AR o A 0F .

1 1000,

MSE('é>: 10 000 ”Z:l<ﬁH*18>T<BAH*ﬁ), (16)

. 1 (L, =0/8=0)
bP(f)= 10000 &4 /84#(/%-:/[6:))
5 1 (B, #03,70)

PR =150 2 25200 \® (18)

Horp By 4 HOYk IR A5 A A, £ (- ) SR A 0F R B, DP AT TDP JH T I 2 s i (5
L B ) R A E MG T A SE PR 4 o PTTS J&2 Y4 SL bR S 80N B R, AT IR S50 & 250
PRZ B F B, FOR S TR ECE 3 L, BRI R e A6 %, A AR AG T 3R 2 1 8L
Har .

ARG T (A 4.2.1) #4790 AL, 525 8 & 0 10 000, AF R 45 Rk 1—K 8
JIE7R o

F1—F 8 W R T A [E Iy 2 76 A [a] 56 56 B T 110 45 1k B 1 245 5

FIMEB2MEERX LRI, A —Br A RIEBE (AR(L) ) 912 2 T 19 MSE B & /N T White
Noise (WN) %22 N i MSE . Ma-Lasso f£ MSE J5 i B #LH T & 2 9 R % . H MSE AN H M-Lasso
/NO.2, T H Al T i A T 3000 R T £ ik 3R W AE A B R S 2 (9 2 4 1), Ma—Lasso H AT

100, (17)
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e B TIOIORS B RIAS 2 M o BEAh , N DP Y25 ROk A, 59K Ma-Lasso A J& f AL 89, {5 E 7 IE Bl A4 11 %
FEWHE ) B 5 M-Lasso #0224 K, JF H BT WAL T HAb % . X3k — P 3EW] T Ma-Lasso 7 4% it 1
B LA, 54, WPTTS 25 1A, Ma-Lasso 7617 [ M5 152 22 19 BE LR 6 & , L4 g wg A%
T M-Lasso, M 7E4 A AR (1) 3% 22 (W FEHLBR ] T, Ho: 58 5 M-Lasso f PEREAH A .
&1 %%—[n=20, p=8, White Noise (WN)ig £ | Rl 7 ik Ao 1 ) st 0 R ) F 4 &-Fb ik b Fa Am e 25 R
Table 1 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment one [#=20, p=8, White Noise (WN) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

BRI " Loose prior information(Loose 5515 E.) Tight prior information(Tight JE 515 )
MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS

GLS — 12.453 — — — 9.825 — — —
RLS 2 7.583 — — — 4.570 — — —
RLS 4 3.310 — — — 2.256 — — —
ME 2 7.531 — — — 4.560 — — —
ME 4 3.261 — — — 2.236 — — —
Lasso — 7.415 56.11 90.34 8.00 4.708 64.79 95.41 25
M-Lasso 2 2.973 69.28 93.83 31.00 1.926 74.59 97.98 32
M-Lasso 4 1.945 82.70 94.12 44 1.419 84.16 95.87 33
A-Lasso — 7.544 72.31 86.20 14 6.305 70.47 86.37 13
Ma-Lasso 2 2.947 78.67 87.69 22 1.672 72.20 94.35 18
Ma-Lasso 4 1.768 79.97 89.55 29 1.216 76.60 94.08 23

TE AR R e PSR T i Al DP R EF REBUEMMTTHIY A 23 1L TDP RRAR%F REBUE M9 E 7>
Hes PTTS FoRHiA % REURE ZBOOEHAG I E 0t FEXASER b A RBEAC R n = 20 H B =(3,1.5,0,0,2,0,0,0)"
(R . TP X IR MR 0, P17 22 0 E L TCIEA M . ZIRAHFAICE A 1L AEXTATE N 0. 57 RS, 1R
MR O, BifE2E h 3 A IEZS M AR Y . Ferp — "3RI RN & . b =" FR L IUR I . R IR
®2 Fl—[n=20, p=8, AR(1)i& £ |ERFI 7 ik A2 R B LB FRw] T 89 B4 LAk T AR 89 25 R
Table 2 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment one [#=20, p=8, AR (1) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

R . Loose prior information(L.oose J& 455 &) Tight prior information(Tight &1 2.
MSE DP/% TDP/% PTTS MSE DP/% TDP(%) PTTS
GLS — 12.525 — — — 7.376 — — —
RLS 2 4.368 — — — 5.136 — — —
RLS 4 2.574 — — — 1.872 — — —
ME 2 4.334 — — — 5.118 — — —
ME 4 2.494 — — — 1.860 — — —
Lasso — 7.376 38.11 97.12 6 5.950 48.65 92.24 7.00
M-Lasso 2 1.732 82.64 94.95 31 2.105 80.88 90.93 31
M-Lasso 4 1.520 93.12 95.39 36 1.375 88.67 92.87 35
A-Lasso — 6.855 74.75 83.45 15 4.557 69.43 74.75 9
Ma-Lasso 2 1.556 77.17 90.92 23 2.176 75.01 88.37 16
Ma-Lasso 4 1.395 83.21 90.82 36 0.998 85.58 90.26 29

RIMFEALMLGE R RN, FEAERM AR T, — B B3 BHIE B AR 3R 2 T B9 MSE KT White
Noise 1% 22 T 1 MSE . 7E E # i £ 88 50 FF 2 25144 T, M-Lasso ) MSE & 3 5 {IL , 1 Ma-Lasso # 24
AN TR BRI, (B AE B M-Lasso #0 %) HoAth 77 15 R B4 . RIS, TDP B9 45 5 18 78 Ma-Lasso 7 K
SO S R AL, (HAE PTTS (45 5, M-Lasso B IR T Ma—Lasso .

KOMECMEERNLERIME 2L R -3, #F PR T HEBAT , —Fr { (8] 545
1% 2 i) MSE % /N F White Noise 1% 22 i MSE . 2 5 #1 3 6 19 3 [7] 45 5 F- YK 56 IF T Ma-Lasso
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1EH B I 5 TR # . HMSE b M-Lasso /N 0.1, 3 H it /b T H Al 75 %6 o 3 2 W 76 b 30 i i 550 4
B}, Ma-Lasso 548 B AT 8 3% B3 SR, N PTTS M5 SRR E , Gt B A7 (M5 iR 2238 & AR
(1) %2 M BEHLBR 4] 2% 44 F , Ma-Lasso #f A 72 e A 19 7 ¥ o
*3 53 =[n=20, p=8, White Noise(WN)i% £ | £ R Fl 7 & Fo R Fl LI TR 4] T 09 S A ML AR F 4709 22
Table 3 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment two [#n=20, p=8, White Noise (WN) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

. N Loose prior information(L.oose J& 45 .) Tight prior information(Tight Jg46 {5 E.)
MSE DP/% TDP/% PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS

GLS — 8.083 — — — 9.628 — — —
RLS 2 4.943 — — — 6.696 — — —
RLS 4 3.796 — — — 3.278 — — —
ME 2 4.913 — — — 6.699 — — —
ME 4 3.755 — — — 3.231 — — —
Lasso — 5.536 — 72.68 11 5.836 — 70.28 9
M-Lasso 2 3.839 — 74.26 16 4.384 — 68.76 16
M-Lasso 4 3.200 — 73.54 24 2.925 — 72.91 24
A-Lasso — 6.692 — 51.36 1 7.511 — 48.98 0
Ma-Lasso 2 5.122 — 68.58 1 5.453 — 70.53 3
Ma-Lasso 4 3.775 — 76.56 8 3.551 — 83.51 18

TE ARSI 3 T4, 5,=0. 85, HAZH 5 54 —HlH]..

R4 FH=[n=20, p=8, AR (1)i% £ | E R 7 kFe R B LI FRf] T o) S AP AR e 4 R
Table 4 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment two [#n=20, p=8, AR (1) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

- . Loose prior information(I.oose J& 415 &) Tight prior information(Tight Jg46 15 E.)
MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS

GLS — 11.394 — — 6.364 — — —
RLS 2 8.121 — - 3.013 — — —
RLS 4 4.400 — — 1.975 — — —
ME 2 8.025 — — 3.011 — — —
ME 4 4.314 — — 1.951 — — —
Lasso — 7.219 — 76.74 30 5.523 — 85.61 42
M-Lasso 2 4.777 — 71.98 7 2.615 — 79.61 34
M-Lasso 4 3.598 — 65.53 7 1.949 — 83.66 39
A-Lasso — 7.217 — 55.8 0 7.119 — 58.28 0
Ma-Lasso 2 6.371 — 72.71 0 4.117 — 73.11 3
Ma-Lasso 4 5.132 — 85.09 22 2.939 — 85.45 15

TE ARSI 3 T4, 8 5,=0. 85, HAZH 5 54 —HA]..

FTME ML X LR, FE m 4R R, — B R R Y R 22 T B9 MSE K T White
Noise i 2 T B MSE . M4 % 7 1 5% 8 i 2L [A] 45 51 , M-Lasso 7& MSE Jy i # 3R B B 0 79 1R RE
1Ml Ma—Lasso 5 HAh 77 WL A0 LU FE — 2 W 285 . DN TDP #9455 ok F |, Ma—Lasso 415 88 J& 5 4 19 77 ik
Z— ABAE PTTS 8945 5 v, M-Lasso H- XA T T Ma-Lasso .

2k LTk, 7E 2R BORR B 1 0, Ma-Lasso 9 8008 e M-Lasso By R0 &, 1 H A 2R B0 02 H6 6i
B 5 O B AR A M-Lasso 4 o 3% 2 B A A B LA B m g OF L A BE AL BRI 0 £ 1 B AL A
Ma-Lasso b M-Lasso B8R4 . I H i T 808 19 28 e AT B HLYE , MSE 45 R B S —Eu BN
W 3, (5 B R K U Ma-Lasso 7F # B B 8 | %) MSE ff T H AL AL . M DP 45 3R R & , MaLasso
Bt F B M-Lasso LA a8 Hofth 77 ¥ o X 6 B Ma-Lasso 75 & B B 5219 0 R EURE 71 5 M-Lasso #H 2 ¢



BTEFER A - BEALIR ) [0 IR 1 3 D/ NS o WL AN PO T 907

JU, I B T H A Al i1 &8 . MW PTTS W45 R & , M-Lasso 945 R & fIL , Ma-Lasso 9 45 R AL A
Bt B SR R A T AL Uy i S AL SR AR 22 AN R BRI, AR S RN H, FRATT S AR A A
P8 S80I A R ] 2 7 5% ok 0B 5 5 0 AR TR R 7 0k
®5 I =[n=20, p=8, White Noise (WN)ix £ | ££ R Fl 7 i Aw 7R F) e 20 FRA) T 49 B4 1 AR F5 4709 25 R
Table 5 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment three [#n=20, p=8, White Noise (WN) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

I . Loose prior information(Loose J&5%: {5 ) Tight prior information(Tight &4 {5 &)
MSE DP/ % TDP/ % PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS

GLS — 3.649 — — — 3.947 — — -
RLS 2 2.658 — — — 2.509 — — -
RLS 4 1.785 — — — 1.307 — — —
ME 2 2.539 — — — 2.485 — — —
ME 4 1.616 — — — 1.272 — — —
Lasso — 1.250 78.09 100 36 1.570 81.77 100 30
M-Lasso 2 0.639 94.12 100 73 0.538 95.42 100 79
M-Lasso 4 0.423 96.18 100 77 0.313 98.58 100 90
A-Lasso — 0.744 80.26 100 29 1.029 82.38 100 39
Ma-Lasso 2 0.495 77.03 100 24 0.560 79.88 100 29
Ma-Lasso 4 0.332 78.26 100 29 0.244 83.47 100 35

TEAE RT3 =5,8=00j=2,3, -, 8)IRZETURE IIME N 0, FRifEZE N 2 B IEZ A A2 sy, KR SR 5 9080 — [

F6 EBZ[n=20, p=8, AR(1)i% £ | £ R R % kAo 7R B Lo TR 4] T 8 &Ah bk L35 400 25 R
Table 6 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment three [#=20, p=8, AR (1) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

— N Loose prior information(L.oose #5417 &) Tight prior information(Tight J&36 15 &)
MSE DP/% TDP/% PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS

GLS — 3.387 — — — 4.052 — — —
RLS 2 2.687 — — - 2.678 — — —
RLS 4 1.870 — — — 1.013 — — —
ME 2 2.575 — — — 2.667 — — —
ME 4 1.654 — — — 0.979 — — —
Lasso — 1.398 64.35 100 14 1.566 60.51 100 17
M-Lasso 2 0.364 95.74 100 77 0.474 95.04 100 80
M-Lasso 4 0.399 97.41 100 81 0.338 97.09 100 89
A-Lasso — 0.508 80.72 100 34 0.660 78.77 100 28
Ma-Lasso 2 0.415 78.71 100 28 0.383 83.86 100 38
Ma-Lasso 4 0.228 81.60 100 29 0.282 83.37 100 35

A, 3, =5,8=0(j=2,3, -, 8 IRZIUZ M ME R 0, brifE 22 ] 2 IES A AE U, RS S 956 —).
3 SRR H

FATHF 7 77 3k I8 P T 0 45 R e PR S A A AL A B B R B M T DA 2009 4F 6 A 30 H
#2021 4F 6 A 30 H 1Y 52 N 5 15 2% 2= B2 I i Bt A0 BESE O 4 R8s o 7 2 2R An R B HC T E i A
(X)) VE A (Xo) 8 A (X)) R BV (X)) BT 33 BE 2% 1 (X5) i R (XG) | 4 Bl 43
(X)) R 4E (X)) AR (X)) TR = AT (X)) B8 %P2 58 (X)) V5= it (X)) i sh i
ot 5 i (X)) G T (X)) BT A B AR G (X)) V9 B0 4 b B & S5 ) A A (X)) IR B4
LB A W AR ( X ) 63 17 AR AT Sy 522 0 1B 575 0 A% 9 A0 THD 500 AR AIE o 5 A0 22 i o) gl o A7
WRVEOT I, A BB SR A% 1 B — b 45 B0 3 R A 34, T At e i Ay 39 4 8 508 — e A 24k
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AR, DRI e SR A A% p O i HL i A g A 2R A K
1n(p>:ﬂ]X1+ﬁ2X2+ﬁ3X3+"’+ﬁ17X17+€o (19)
x7 %%wW[n=100, p=40, White Noise(WN)i& £ | £ R Fl 7 ik Fo R Bl R TR A T 09 SAF M Ak S AR a9 25 R

Table 7 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment four [#=100, p=40, White Noise (WN) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

- . Loose prior information (Loose /&5 {5 B.) Tight prior information (Tight J¢5:15 &)
MSE DP/ % TDP/ % PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS
GLS — 159.046 — — — 154.275 — — —
RLS 2 99.499 — — — 90.757 — — —
RLS 4 56.789 — — — 52.266 — — —
ME 2 99.512 — — — 90.808 — — —
ME 4 56.707 - — - 52.274 — — —
Lasso — 54.865 71.17 79.66 0 57.404 64.77 77.96 0
M-Lasso 2 42.365 76.13 83.47 0 42.475 71.19 85.80 0
M-Lasso 4 27.887 78.14 92.53 0 28.454 76.66 92.26 0
A-Lasso — 125.848 82.23 51.11 0 126.143 82.23 49.27 0
Ma-Lasso 2 92.442 84.52 63.98 0 89.750 85.26 65.90 0
Ma-Lasso 4 58.937 84.92 79.44 0 56.922 88.08 81.47 0
T E R 9K PR g 0 — 100, UM T X th 0, — 2, + =, A p, FCrft e, Bl St o7 AR IE A AT e it A2

PIER 0, bR UEZE N 15 M IES 434 4R Al

R8 £ [n=100, p=40, AR(1)i% £ | ERF 7 ik fo R F SR FRh) T ag SA AL G AR 09 5 R
Table 8 The results of various performance indicators obtained in experiment four [#=100, p=40, AR (1) Error] using

different methods and prior constraints

- . Loose prior information(Loose J& 455 &) Tight prior information(Tight J&45 15 )
MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS MSE DP/ % TDP/% PTTS

GLS — 101.493 — — — 115.051 — — —
RLS 2 65.037 — — — 67.700 — — —
RLS 4 40.836 — — — 37.241 — — —
ME 2 64.944 — — — 67.667 — — —
ME 4 40.598 — — — 37.286 — — —
Lasso — 57.143 61.207 78.61 0 57.883 59.75 78.86 0
M-Lasso 2 39.776 66.38 90.59 1 32.317 70.25 89.25 0
M-Lasso 4 28.755 70.64 95.51 4 20.208 76.07 94.74 0
A-Lasso — 96.101 80.91 20.01 0 98.294 82.65 16.89 0
Ma-Lasso 2 91.794 87.51 15.41 0 92.000 85.04 15.83 0
Ma-Lasso 4 84.202 89.73 10.16 0 85.300 86.22 14.24 0

T AEARA IS o BEAR A = 100, BN B 7 X HH oy =2 + 2 ARG, Hop 2, Rl RS, AOBRIEIE S A A S i . IR 22T
BIER O, AR iEZE N 15 W30 AR A

T B AR A e B BRI, R i A SCAf B GLS il Lasso A9 Al 1 (8 2K T8 B F e 36 BR il o 3% R
ﬁﬂﬂ‘j,&,_,@l — Bs +ﬂ14:1aﬁ1 +ﬁ4_,@8+,31:3+ﬂ17:0-5c

A A R 35 9 T 5 BIC HE N5 AR

BIC = £ln (1) — 2In(L), (20)
Hop e AR SR B, n AR, UK R B L IR 20
L=(y'—XxB8) (Y —XB). (21)

RRYE R 9 BYEER, A SRS THE BT S JE AR RLAY , X 3 1 DAL 07 36 70 X% %080 4 2R AT
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XF T ZE S J7 ) — B0 o S A Rk AR T HE A R & B, GLS, RLS, ME M4 THE A 2 5 b
(1, & I3 26 07 15 JF AN R AR 4 M 42 2t — ST o 1 M BIC MBI 45 R R, Ma-Lasso 19 BIC {H /&
fe /N, 156 B Ma-Lasso 1T LAAR 45 M 5 FH T B 44 28 A B 0 ) 3 45 5 3 1) 52 Tl IR S5 A0 4 B AR AIE o A
SRV AE A OR A R TR R B R S R 2 (B E AE A DG OC &R BRI A R S A A
g 5 I BT AR B 2 S R S A )3 S AR AR A OGO R BT A5 B2 R TR SR A A A
SR, M4 GLS SR By &5 28, ;X WIS ¢ R 538 % 1) #i I AH ) o {H )& A Ma-Lasso [ 25 Ok &, &l A
T R A DA R 5 X TR SR AR AT AR RS, AR — A T FRATTI BB L A i R R DA
KT 7 AT X I SR A% A IEAH DG 1Y 52, Bk S48 AR A0 38 038 R 2 0 Rl RSSO AR B LK . X ER
W] Ma-Lasso JIr & H 58 10 5% e i S5 A0 4% 09 RRAIE 15 28 05 0 T AR W 45
R BAA 6 RBAEHER BIC/E

Table 9 Parameter estimates and BIC values of each model

8 GLS RLS ME Lasso M-Lasso  A-lLasso Ma-Lasso
FOlA /T 7T —0.708 —0.649 —0.648 0 —0.148 0 0
ol i/ Tt 0.395 0.296 0.296 0 0 0
ol FINE /T 7T —2.689 —4.488 —4.489 0 0 0.081
i st/ 7o —27 327 —16.54 —16.510 0 0.632 0 0.087
JrARBigE /7T 6818.58 4.624 4.617 0 0 0 0
e RIE/ T3 ot 20511 16.756 16.734 0 0 0 —0.428
RN R /T 0.030 0.023 0.023 0 0.052 0 0
TRMyE4/ ot 0.030 0.013 0.013 0 0 0 0
T8/ 100 2.168 2.240 2.240 0.147 0 0 0
AN AT/ T 3.475 3.491 3.491 0.160 0 0 0
S ATRRE & Vi —0.281 —0.377 —0.377 0.094 0.732 0 0
WA/ oG —241.32 —237.87 —237.86 0 0 0.667 0.888
ma e/ ot 4.343 16.763 16.772 0.025 0 0 0
Tt/ ot 46.745 33.646 33.637 0 0.002 0 0.001
B E RS AT/ Tt 200.320 197.462 197.461 0 0 0 0
Wi 4 KR & 5 x4/ 7 o8 —0.063 —0.011 —0.011 0 —0.137 0 0
IR G KR &SN R/ T T 1.036 0.940 0.940 0.210 0 0 0
BIC 69.064 68.925 68.924 62.152  65.329 62.159 62.045
4 g5

% M-Lasso i & , & 3CH ME Fll A-Lasso 45 &, #2& th Ma—Lasso J7 i , I 38 & {7 B 2088 b
GLS, RLS, ME, Lasso, M-Lasso f MSE . 45 R & B, £ 5 Bi 5 81 rpr , Ma—Lasso B 45 A0 T F ik H
7k o X R, Ma—Lasso 78 &b B i A5 R (0] @11 BB 25 SRS 6 1 S 80U 1T, B A I s A
B B E B Ma-Lasso 5 HAlh 77 ik — &2 0 H 2 53 M 55 65 45 22 B2 W i 2080 A0 S5 00 A 0dls b, DA P i
FRAE A MSE 145 5 A , Ma-Lasso ¥ 45 HH — AN B 45 5, fF B L vr #lig . X it — 2 Ui B Ma-
Lasso 7£ &b 38 552 s ) 25 rb A7 b AT A A0 8 , AT LA FH 78 4 Rl 40 38 4 90 3l

R Ma-Lasso 75 #i B #8192 FAL T M-Lasso, 3 58 B - 3 358 36 52 i e S5 00 4% i) R A, (H S 7E
M B A - H R BN U M-Lasso. UL, SEFRA FH A il ARG 75 SR 17255 2% 1 R B A 18 I T vk .
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