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BEE . K0T, KDDcup 2012 track2 OFHAMBR T P ORERED NS DINE 7 U w7 R
# A7 % MapReduce % Tdh % Hadoop b THERAIARLRE T4 (Stochastic Gradient Descent) % v
TRRWNZSEB 2R U, KB 7 & BRI S A7 A L7z 2 i R v o hicm i e rmd. K
XD L2 D EBNT, FERNARNME FIEIC &2 KB4 T A 58 % Hive/Pig ETZRENIH L
TFBl 2R L, SREE RO E ZOMLER EZHGNCTH I LICH D, 7=, Hadoop #FRLE L
THRFEM 7 Hive & Pig lZDOWT, ENENOFRH, SEEARROEWVIC L 57 H O RE~DRE, MihgEs

EiR B,

1. FaAME

MR UVREFEN T IRA T A T — A,
SNS L Wolear T UV HEFRET, LD F—Fy
P — U AEER P RREH IR ELa T o R
JINEICE D7V v 7 (Pay-Per-Click) % EZ 72 A
FELTWD., THLEFERIIBNTAEZ U vy 7R
(Click-Through-Rate (CTR)) (FUU4% & P& K 1T
Holw, ElEINa—V T —2ORBEr 7 E2FH LT
CTR % In B3 20BN EERE S L TRV EN T
W51, (2], [3], [4]. REZ Y v REERICHET D Z
LT, A2 =3y Mr—EAFERT, REORMRR
RIEE b d 5 Z LR TES.

KDD Cup 2012 @ track 2 Tl&, Z 9 L7zEEROFEE
WHI L 72 2y 7 # 2 7 & LT, HI[E Tencent 10> pi &
KLV (soso.com) D0 7 E2FA LT-MBT Y
VIRED TV JRHEE S AT BERE SN TND B, ZD
Tencent fHIFE SN TNET—4 1 v M, 149,639,105
L 2— K@ Training 7 —4 & v b & 20,297,594 L =2 — KD
Test 7—# v bInBALY, HLa— FBRRBET V&
=YD BT vay (Byvay EEEND) 2R
T5. HM1ICEFRERT X 9IS, Training 7 —# O L 20—
Ri&, (AdID, DisplayURL, AdvertiserID, KeywordID, Ti-
tleID, DescriptionID, UserID, QueryID, Depth, Position,
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#Impression, #Click) ® 12 BENSK Y, H 52—V
(UserID) NMEEDE v 3 2B T, AdID OJEEIC
#Impression [E[#EfiR L, & D 9 H#Click A EE 27 U v
I LTl EERBT S, BEFEFE (QuerylD) BLOIRED
KeywordID, TitleID, DescriptionID (Z#MB%—& L THE
RENTEY, hash HIZ L > TEELENTZ b—2 0t
BV —IC Lo TEHREND. Test 7 —Z DRERKIL,
Training 7 — % 7> b #Impression, #Click Z[R\\=H DT
bV, KD 10 EOJEIEDFEAN 7 SV AT S, K1
@ training 7 —7 /L & user 7 — 7V EFES L THEIEHK
T SRRSO T D &, RSO 54,686,452 Thh D

ZOZ A7 ORI, EMRINE 7Y v 7 RBROWER
BART HZ LT TRERRT—ZE2WMO PO RIZH 5.
WiBhT — # #i& % & 7z Training 7 — % O A XL TSV
X TH12GB TH Y, ¥ —F %A X, Training/Test 1
VAL ZFDONT IS OB E LT — 2 & v b (6]
LHAR—HTRE W, 08, FEHOPCGRFMSOME A+
U &7/ 5 LIBLINEAR([7] % 0 H— 3+ 5p% CaEIE T 5 M
FHY—NEZOEEHEMT L ENREEETHY, T—X
BIZX L TR — AT 2 FEHFERLETHD.

AL Tk, KDDcup 2012 track2 @ KEHFE 1 7 )
SDOIRE T ) v 7 YR 2 A7 % MapReduce #LEE R T
&% % Hadoop b CHERAYABLME T1% (Stochastic Gradient
Descent) % W THEWZFFIZR L, KBRS %
Hadoop THEMi L7=Z Lick v &Ebn=mAzERd. Kin
OB E e A EBNY, MERABLE TIAIC L5 KB A4
VT A VB % Hive/Pig L TENENED L= FhHl %~
L, iREL RO L ZOREIR EEZWI BN T 52 &
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1 KDD Cup 2012 track2 ®F —% & v k DRk
Fig. 1 The dataset composition of KDD Cup 2012 track 2

Wb, ZiETIZYH MapReduce | THESRMAEIRE T ik
ZFA LB AT E SN Cuna (1], [8] 2%, AT
X, BEGETAOMBESAZHLNCL, L0 BEREREICHE L
T AT —F T VAT E 24T 5 FIERIRET .

2. BAEMR

2.1 MapReduce [T & % HEHEFEE O i 51| {012

Mtk % MapReduce ZF|H L CUWFILBLT 2 kT
CHETICHEOPRERSNL TN D.

Chu 51, Statistical Query Model CTrEibk A] BE7a bk
BNy FHET LT Y X AT MapReduce 12 L 2 A7 FI4L
HARWHETH Y, £ < OIS F157° Statistical Query
Model CRILAGETH D & LTWD [9). EEEITH T [9]
DT LT Y X LN Apache Mahout[10] IZFEHE STV S,
Statistical Query Model IZF1OH (Summation Form) (Z
B TE L0, £42OHEEEEOFHE /7 — K (mapper)
WZHR D 0 TR Z S, H 2T reducer ITHER L TR
LAUT RV ZOFIEITHIRTE A EREEO R L 2
52 LT, EoEN 11 12X 25 EIT S FEEE X 5.

Ny FERET ALY XLE, ZROATL—va vk
MEEST D0, ANMOBRZET 7 ANV AT Lef s
MapReduce & ITFHMERE Y, Fl—F —% &2 AJJ& LT
DIKLEEMTOND T3 U X ADT=HIZ, Spark[12] X°
Twister[13] (X, TRFERZ DB T 7 A VT AT L TIE7RL
A U NIZHFEFT 5 in-memory @ MapReduce FiE % #1£4%
LTCnD., ZnHOFETHMT — 2N AE Y NICE D
B EIIIRENCEET 508, TR ENAEVITHEILTS
TAPWNEDLZENEEIN TN DD, BERT—H~
DR E N JHTT —F BICKT DA —F 8 U7 4121
RN S .

2.2 FrI4UFEOLGINE

Ry FEET N TY X WFEEOWKICE DA T L—
aryPnETHY, HIAR (shared-nothing) THIFHE
7T AL DFATIZIFFEN > TW e, Zhicxf L <, i
FETHE N ==V T, VAL VAT EIZET NV BREHT
L T < R AR T4 (Stochastic Gradient Descent)
X0 Passive-Aggressive ZFlIfl L7=A4 2 7 14 L2238 [14], [15]
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e KB TR 5 LW o BE R H D, A7
AT NI Y RAERT A PEGIICERT S D729,
MapReduce & QAR VY, Algorithm 1 127877 X 9
IZ Tterative Parameter Mixing[8] {Z & Y epoch 2/ T 2
BT H 2 LT, (I 2 TR T AE VIR D
ZE R EWIRIFH TR R 2B 2175 2L TE
5. ZHUTxIL, epoch T & D/RT A X AT
8 FEIE Parameter mixing[16] & FE(EAL 5. Parameter
mixing (2%} L T Tterative Parameter Mixing 377 fi#: D
FIPERE 72 & ONT 58 OUUAGHEEAS N [8] &\ 5 FILsi 23
»H5D.

Algorithm 1: Iterative Parameter Mixing ZfJH L 7=
Stochastic Gradient Descent 7 /L= U X 2

w=10

t=20

repeat

S ={D',D? ..., DX} — shuffle training data S into K
partitions.

for j =1...K do {run on mappers.}

i .
w) = w1 — miz parameters for each epoch.

for i =1...|D3| do {For each instance, update
weights based on gradient.}

L wf = wfﬂ _'YtVFD{ (UJZQl)
for f =1...|w| do {For each feature in the model,
aggregate on reducers}

k
1 )
wt+1(f) = e g 1w\]D’|(f) — calculate average of
=

| feature weights.
t=1t+1
until converged;

2.3 BHZEBEOBGRT -2 X—X~DHE

8 % (BfR) 77— 4 _X—2 02— (User
Defined Function (UDF)) % 7zid=— W E7#8EK88% (User
Defined Aggregate Function (UDAF)) & LT, 7—#~X—
AP U7 T i 24T 9 D & L TREM 225
\Z Madlib[17] & Bismarck[18] 238 %.

nYRAT 4w ZEE, SVM, R—f7 trrE2E LD
BIERAE T V% & DT 8 FIEDOZ R, ARBET
EEFIH U@L TR T 6 2 &3 0o TEY, Bis-
marck[18] I%, FERAIABLEE Tk & Parameter Mixing %
FIH L7k o= 0 Off— 7 L— 2T — 27 2B LT
W%, Bismarck CIIABOF R X UDAF & LCEESR
TW5. Algorithm 1 1Z7R L7z & 912, (Iterative) Param-
eter mixing (2 & 2B F B TEF B O —FE L L TR 2
DT ENTE D, ERLBIIAEGIEN & 2B & i 73
(commutative 7> associative TH D) & &, FHERD
%38 avg(V) 13 2V g ic 2545 2 & TEAER

count(V)

IR DA ATRETH S [11).
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Madlib <° Bismarck [I~/VF 7ot v &2 HFT 5 H 5
B — RCTHET 2RGT — X X=X aF D FEE L 725
Tk, FHEERCT — Y REICHT DA =) 7 ¢
I% MapReduce (235 < Bk 728 FIE L LIRS D
Zhuzxt L, AR THWS Hive 0= — W E AL
I, S ERNE, EEEOFEKAFIA LT, Combiner &
MapReduce 12 & o THHRMICFATT DL Z N TE D [19).

3. MapReduce [CT& DR T —F TILIEHEW
FE

AL =T T IVIR KT & BT H T O ORER I H D
2, FERMAERE FEREE2FIA LAy T4 538 %
WAHT Ia—F o (33) THlgmERAGT T o0
7V (ensemble) FEEFMT L7 7o —F1nbH5 [1].

A TA R ERND T T u—F1x, ElEsE AT
VTR D 2 &7 <, FIBRHIZ L ICHERET VAR L
TV 72, BERAEYEDOH TT —F ®mIZH L TAF—
FEUTABHDH. oAty TA L, FEIHOH
JEW Ny TR AR TRNE WS FHERH Y, 29 Lz
RS BRI OB 3 2 L T D,

T U VR, ML (B D WILEK) I L
O (5) S EFEET VARG S TRLEE
71 CGREFEE T —2oxb 35 PlltEse) 2w s, @
FEERTDFIETHD. MNIZFEHAETHDL LD
embarrassingly parallel DRSNS, KB T — X & v
N DA WHNFEITTHHMTHE A THS.

AR Cigind 5 KDDCup 2012 track2 ® % A 7 1%, 4%
tyvarra—RItoa—F a7 7 A LRREDH
A PRI Z R bLE LT U v 7 HERE T
EWV) BTCHERST Y A7 ThDH. —HT, HAT Ly
varyIl il Uy LENE YO Y T AR
ELTIADZELARETHD. A TIETH CTR %
FHRHER py = +1a) (2770, x 3FME, yizz Uy
7 LIZinE 2o 0/1 79v) L LTI X, FEMETL R
MEEHIGICERT A7 DDETFT L THLIAT AT 4 vV
BFCRDD. BYAT 4 v 7 EEIT & FET 50T
O, 7o I NVERICEL DT T —F 4 T4 554
WL D7 7 a—FEENENREN Hadoop #IERTH
% Hive & Pig THREE L.

T TNVERIC L BT =TT, PRI E
ND Ny TR EWHNCFATT 52—V EFRMEE pig
W2 LT, HREBICE AT — X217 — A b
Ty TEICLSTERL, T—XFNNyTFFEETAEIRN
WZERFFATREZ2 K S o BI LTz,

T T B L DT T —F TR T — ¥ 2 nEE T
IZ, Iterative Parameter Mixing % FIH U 7= R R0 2 i
THEIZE e Y RT ¢ v 7 ER% Hive Lo —ERE
Br LTI L. Pig/Hive b AANICIZBMREFICES
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SEITET N EELEDN, SEL-INWTREIRENVEHD.
3.1 8L 3.2 81T, Pig/Hive T I Crltd & 72 % [WiE &
S, BMER EDBEWEERT D.

3.1 7o INLEEEFALE Piglckd770—F
Lin & [1] 1%, Pigll#iT DR aRE Tk 7 ¥
TNVFRERN o D RAT ¢y ZEURGITZREL TN D,
== 72BN T, =%ty bbb 7Y v 7%
1T9. Yo7V Tk TT—4%Ey hepElL, W]
BB AT, TRIOBICIE, BEoETF L0 FHlkEER
Bo, TR T ERETS . CfkERE T
ELL EOFFEBMNHE R R 3L, SRzl 7
P TIVOHEITFRY LR 50, BMOEREMA DL LN
TE A ENRRBICHSNTWS., FEE LT, BIF
MBI BN CHEANES R 752 WD, ATICK L
THET MRS TZTT, Voting 2179 Z & T, 27—
TEUT 4 B L EE THREOM E2RK5. Lo,
FSC 1] CHRIA STV D TIFE RO Voting 12 AT) DR
BHEOBEAEZEE LRV, £, THHCKEOET VH
OFEREHETILNERSD LV IENDD. TV
M, TAR UV ARAZ 2N ETHE, TRIOT
YTTIETHNC O(M x N) OFRFHEENLE L 2 5.
TAN AR AFENTIRENTD, ETNAVLDOT
T LR L TP OY Y TR R ER R E .
FIT, BEFETITTTADOT U 7T, F
o b e RO ERORMANS. T LOT %
YITVTH, FEEEICAET ADREHE L EAICKI LT,
HADERAIZ LD Voting 217\, Voting DFEF % CFF L
FEHBDOFHEETS. ETORMEIT LT T
NEITV, B—OETNVEERT D, ETALOT YT
NWEFTH Pig A2 U7 MIRD ERBY THD.
model = load ’$MODEL’ as
(modelid: int, feature: chararray, weight: float);
model_g = group model by feature;
ens = foreach model_g generate O as modelid,
group as feature,

WeightVoteAvg(model.weight) ;

store ens into ’$ENS’;
42EITETNADT U TN ETFRIEROT T
NDTHNGEDE N HEwmT .

3.2 BREEICEDC Hive #fIAL-7TB—F

Pig 37 vy TNV T — 2 BICHT DA —
TEUT ¢ B LeDlcxi L, Hive I X2 %ETIEA
VIAVFEEOWHBLEIZ LD A —F U T ¢ AR L
7. ARHiClE, Bismarck[18] I8 S TW5 UDAF %
I U7t AR TiE O RIETRIE & 72 5 mia b,
UDTF ([ L 5 AR O FEFEEZREL, BIRERIC LV i
L2 THM A E 217 9 ETORMREZER~S.
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TrainingT —% Model7—%

Map
<feature, weight>

BHOFHELD /

o
W = wE — Y Tloss(F(x; wE), ) Fmapper(ZH L model &Y

SGDCEHEEE

Label,
array<feature>

2 MapReduce |2 L 515 training O7 — ¥ 7 17—
Fig. 2 Data flow of parallel training with MapReduce

3.3 HWFEENT—4270—

22T, R0 o7 — & 7 v — & BREE T
WIRLT D@ O A1 7 +—~ > M ERET 5. B
B O EEIL, (label,vector<feature>) 2% A L A X
VALT DI (training) T—XEANE LT, FHRIT &
DEFH map<feature, weight>%E7 /L& LTHI17 5.
FREHL, map<feature, weight>%E7T /L& L TANIC
LV, TANT—HDEA L AH A vector<feature>
T &1Z label 721 probability Z#H 19 %.
3.3.1 UDAF #HAY 5HED reducer [TH TR b

Wty

Algorithm 1 % MapReduce CLEET 554 121%, X 2
WORT LY T —%7a—Lt75. Y4, Fx X Bismarck
DFEEFKEL L, 4 mapper CHESRIYARCKE FIETHE L
7o A % reducer THET 557845 % Hive THR— h &
NTWH7 —2HTH 5 map<feature,weight>% /1 &
L CikJ Hadoop ® UDAF & L CEIE L.

create table model as
select trainLogisticUDAF(features, label [, params]) as weight

from training
UL, mERICHE—O reducer XA N7 —fd L L CHE
BT, BN LW IGAIT reducer TAE U A
ENFEAT HEDFAE L7-. KDDCup 2012 track 2 1%
PO 54,686,452 & KX N2, L0 A 23R L
72%. UDAF TIX U L—3 3 VTR AN 7 — iz iR
ELTRTMEN D D726, REM RS 1T iXm 7
WEEZRD., Thatd 5 51EE LTE, 3.1 HoTFE
ERBRICAF U LB T v T VR ZE AL T
ETNOYA REMZ DL ENEZLNDD, 43 HiTHR
FET A LB, THIREENEYE L 2 A WREENH .
3.3.2 UDTF Z#IAL = map-only E%
FROT—HEIKTIAF—F YT 0 OMBEIZ
XL L7201, KV BMRHAEICE LB TET L&
relation<feature, weight>& L TIKT Z L5 &E % 5.
Vi—varvkx bb—=U 7R E L TRT7ZDIZ, User-
Defined Table-generating Function (UDTF) &F|H9 5.
A& 7zt d 5173, UDFE (User Defined Func-
tion) TiZ One-to-One mapping X#1, UDAF TiX Many-
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to-One ¥ v B o 7 X5 D% LT, UDTF Tl One-to-
Many v > B> 7 MAEETH 5. Hive DFEILTIE, A%
TV T LA process(tuple;,) BIEDIFOM S 4L, AJIH3&
Do T BT close BIEIFONH S NA. {TEDOX A I
7T forward(tuplegy) ZWESZ & TE T ADBFERY L—
va it liE&id. UDTF 1%, MapReduce @ AJJ split
A R|ZJ& U7 mapper T, map-only O X A7 & LTl
IZEITEND. Hive I 23T, A4 X&HEEL
7284 @ mapper ZWHNZFI S, Fh o UDTF ©
MO L CTlidclose DX A L 7 TETNAVEHNITS L)
IZLTW5. UDAF TIZAN A AN KREL 725 & reduce
TOERILILTAE Y R LMERH - 7273, UDTF
EMALESES, T—4BICHTHIAr—T 8T 1 IZR
RBAEL D Z EiFeu.

Parameter Mixing |2 & 2 5#E %17 5 Hive & E A4 LT
R
create table model as
select

feature,

CAST(avg(weight) as FLOAT) as weight

from

( select

TrainLogisticSgdUDTF (features,label,..) as (feature,weight)

from train
)t
group by feature;

728, Z ZTH mapper TD b L—=1 7 OEFFHERIT
feature |Z &2 - C shuffle &#1C, MapReduce (2 & - T4
IR T - TV B,

3.3.3 Iterative Parameter Mixing IZ & 5%#%E

2.2 fiilZak 7= X 912, Parameter Mixing & H~C, It-
erative Parameter Mixing &5 8 b & 35 BIPERE D i CHE
5. MapReduce T Iterative Parameter Mixing % I F
T DA, K2R LXK 912 epoch T LT WEA
ET V%% mapper [ZIETRLERH Y, ZOETNDOZT
ELIZHT =X RICHT DA —T U 7 4 ICHRED R -
Tz,

RN ARRE FEICED N —= 0 T THELE RS
DX, BITORET L ITHIET D HENWET VOELTH
L. 2T, FxOFETEHEDELIZ DN THE IS
ins OFFE7 KL vector<feature>(Zxfi T 57 |
JV vector<weight>% relation<ins, vector<weight>>
ELTAERL, WERALTRL—=0 D& VAL
AT LITHEOELZNY MV EEST LT, AF—TF
U7 ¢ ORMEICKTL L7, Tterative Parameter Mixing (Z
X 2FEEIT 9 Hive HEEELLTFITRT.
select

TrainLogisticIterUDTF (t.features, w.wlist, t.label, ..)

as (feature, weight)

from

training t join feature_weight w on (t.ins = w.ins)
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PlEizk 51z, UDTF EEMREEICHE L7=T — & 7 a—
BEZDHIET, THEICH L TR —T 77 K
PR & SQL DS D L CHEEAEETH .

4. FHEEER

Z ZTl3, Pig/Hive Z HIWTEN LI L= H Fik
D7l % KDDCup 2012 track 2 O % A7 Tl 5.

4.1 KDDCup 2012 track 2 D5 ) v I RFEFX R Y
T O

KDDCup 2012 track2 OJRE 7 U v 7 HEE X A 7 D
H7r—<v X, £y arZEOTH CTR (pre-
dicted CTR (pCTR)) fHTH Y, TSR O+
L ROC #ift FofifE (Area Under Curve (AUC)) [20]
IZR->THThhsd. AUC OfEIE, [REZ27 Y v 7 LicZ &
EEWTAEMEINEEZ Y v 7 LisholcZ L2 EWT
DEHE T A DL AT ORAZ L &, EROTHMED
ABIOTRELL EIZ/e DR 2B L, 20, Tl CTR
EIZ &> TEF, ABIOSENIE L ITh bR % Bk
T5. AUCIZ0 2D 1 £TOMAE &V, 52NN TR
REXDMFNITL T, T X ARSEDEAIT05 LD,

4.2 Piglc& 37 o9 TNEE DT AKEE DM

ETNDT YT IO MR RS DI TR
B3 D REERR 217 © . KDDCup 2012 track2 & F —
Aty b 500 DT —% % v Mo4yEl L, LIBLINEAR
@ L2-regularized Logistic Regression[21] % H T 500 f#
DETINEART DH. ARESNTET M LT, ET L
DT YT NETo GG ETHREROT VT V%
TotzBanTNTIZS>WNT, CTR Z#t5HE+%. CTR
OFEIZIE, THRERICHT 2 FME L, Voting (2 X 547
BRERAZ LI EEE RN D, T VDT Py
TIAZDNWT b, [FERICE AR OFLEE Bi- 7285560 CTR
HEFET S, FHMEEE L LTI AUC 25, F1ICE
BRAE R AR

#£1Ev, THEEROT TV EDE, ETLOT
YT NVOREROFPRENE L e I h o7, F
72, TETNAOT YU T ADTIRICONT, FHERD L
Vb, Voting IZ X 20T %2 R+ 2 HAD Y Z D
FINKEENEL AN H 72, ZhuE, FHERDE
B 7% Voting fE RN L > T T4 VEZ VT HZ LT, 4
FNC L D7 =%y bR IEAIRIZSWT T
DTN EEZ LS.

DEE OB L DT Y TIIEE O EFEIZOWT
BHFEEATO. BETADOT H T AD 2 DOFEICTON
T, EERAEEC LZ5E O AUC O Il 5. 53]
23, 500, 1000, 5000 DA D, & FiLED AUC OfE
BR2IRT. K280, FHORIZEDT T e
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®1 ETNOT Y UTNETREROT YT LD CTR

TPREE O Lk

Fik AUC
EFADT T (Voting+T-4) 0.742452
EBTFNDT YT (FH)) 0.737929
THEEROT T (CFH)) 0.734723
TREER DT 24 7 (Voting+F-%)) | 0.734545
H—nEF /1 0.688233

F#E L C, Voting & EENC K DT v 7O 3 E s E
Bk DBEOR I EF 2 5.

® 2 HEEOEIHT D CTR THIRE

yEdE | H—%E7 /L | Ensemble(*F-#)) | Ensemble(Voting+-#))
500 0.688233 0.737929 0.742452
1000 0.681164 0.730641 0.741087
5000 0.651293 0.713578 0.733853

4.3 Hive ZFIF L - Iterative Parameter Mixing I
& % T HIHE B O FTAilh

AHiTIL, Iterative Parameter Mixing (2 & - T Tk
FER ENTETIA B 2 0 EFHET 5. 4.2 i TIE Ny FEE
T U U T IVER LA K o TRBUE ekl &
ITo7edd, R3NTFT X O ITHERA AR Tk L Tterative
Parameter Mixing OFAAHIZ X 5 Hive ZFIH L7z FiEIX
TFHREE DR TS Pig e ERIDHER & o7,

Z ZC, # 3 ® pig batch (emsemble) X 4.2 fiDHx b B
WA YL, hive sgd (ensemble=5) (XA A ELRE ML
MM LA T4 (59) FHEES 2R LT AT
7 %AT o7 FiE, hive sgd (param-mix) (IfERA AR T
ECRDT-ET /L% Paramater Mixing 12 X V& L7z
1%, hive sgd (iter=N) |Z Iterative Parameter Mixing & fif
AR TEZFH LI FEEZEhrd. NIZA 7
L—ya VAR RT

% 3 [Iterative Parameter Mixing & Offi D CTR FHIKEE O

g
Fik AUC

pig batch (emsemble)  0.742452

hive sgd (ensemble=5)  0.727432

hive sgd (param-mix) 0.738181

hive sgd (iter=3) 0.749916

hive sgd (iter=4) 0.752031

hive sgd (iter=5)  0.753602

hive sgd (ensemble=5) & hive sgd (param-mix) O kg
No, SEIOFEFRIZBNTIFEOATI LT D FL—=
TT=HBEVEREELL, T 7RI L DL
PERE DB 72 1n RIZ R AL D> > 7. Tterative Parameter
Mixing & A4 74 U FEOMBE O ITHFENE T v
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TN IHLED L, BAMERICEND Z LR D L
Z = L7z, hive sgd (param-mix) (% hive sgd (iter=1) % L
W, ZOZENBAT L=y arEERLIET, AT
A VFEEBPNR Y FERIK L THECHEL Z EnHH &
DML,

5. £LIU

AR CIX MR AECME TIRIC L A KRB A T4 V%
¥ % Hive/Pig ETENENEB L= FHIZRL, L0 H
FRIBBHICHE LT CA Y — T TS 247 0 Tk %
BELE., TNETICREINTE 2 UDAF ICES< 5
PRI T — 2 BTk 2 A —F U7 1 IZRAR B
52 EEARL, AL TIRE LR UDTF & BRI
LieT—47a—%%ET 5 LT, T—XEIIHLTA
=T TNV KRB e 8 2 Bk T — 4 X—AD 1T
EBRRETHDL L ER LT
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