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AL ottt 7A sG-S A
& FA|(ll—-posed problem)F F+
qom Hgo] o duue) v A W
Qe lolHet 22 dol Aole] WE TS
At Aoz HNE 4 ok =, AR B
wigle] g e AAZE 7|A8hge] Bi-EAl(dassi-
fication task)2 EHE 4= glon, o] w2} 1990
Fuo|Rojt )% oz SolXE geAetE A
o] BE ARAHM A2do| 7| A g YL ANst
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gozry i Fo3t ez 5T 4 ok PR
A3 A o8 71 R 9 g PHEE0l =
FEHUA, HIE F7HE 7o E & WME A&
o] 72 & AFo] 7HsdHA HAA. ol m=t 3
BnAxe A7t ot Ao FMoA Hojt 23}
do] FuAY, ¥ FM, JE F& T2 JHA
7. R QoA Z1ASs 71 A8 Hd
£ A0 We-E SAs] Tofshs HoNEA(deep analy -
sis)& o PA| AT, A4 AF FEE Fok A
2 g AE 7Hsd AL"Y AEE Eolsh
gho} Fr i Aagle] efqlo] S it
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2 ot ZAstET RPN M BAZ Yo}
Er} 4W7H9) ACM SIGIR &H3jofjA] BEE QY =52
9 A5 252 243t

2003 €] 20061 7A] ACM SIGIR &30 wu %
=19 = # 13 Z), AFF oz 250Ho] Y
Ao, I F 204¥o] 7|A&a WY =EEo)
ot wahA] ACM SIGIR 8t3of| ¢ 4|7t H Y =
£E 5 % 8297} 71Aehs WEe ARgsiglT, AA)
=1 7F 20039 46Ho A 2006 T4H o2 Houk
HA Z1AS G SEE =2 = 40WA 587
22 oy 7AEEI HeEE =5 ujge A
H]<=SHAl 8- =] et

H1 AH4EZI9] ACM SIGIR 83| =2 4
Yo ik 71 AsE Z1ARg R | VA B
[ ERES | R ERS | PUN R R W =R iRy
2006 | 74 58 16 78.4
2005 | 71 57 14 80.3
2004 | 59 49 10 17.0
2003 | 46 40 6 87.0
4 | 250 204 46 81.6

19 12 ACM SIGIR &3] =gofA A" a3}
Z1ASs WHET 1 PHESY AR 3eE Holth
Ui ohFRE 7IAISkS W E] JRPN EAE )
2st7] sl AREESLoH, o] 5 Hlo]A|et WHE, EM
d32E, I#9E Zd(graphical model), FJHO|E
(informsation theory), SVM(support vector machine)$
T3 Ad WHE(kernel method)o] 7} A 2o0)
= YyEoltt,

a9 2004 1R 57 E oA AT F8
=, Ad ERCd 2, 2daE 293y 9), Ho]
ARt 2™ 4), EM €151 59 =& £
HIE Hel Aolk, svMES Z3sH Ad HHEY =
T 7F A9 WHEr} gled vie, 1eiuE mdy) o
OoJAIRF I E 9] =F £ AAFLR oy £
Alojth, EM ¢aEls Alde YHERE T4 5o
v Qi

olof wi3f, 7j¢]71¥t < (memory—based learning)
olv} A E l(decision tree) ALEL] HEEL HA
Aoz 7] ) Fo]lSo] 2004¥F 2005W 0| 1ER
Uehd AE A Qdtiie AFSEA Fgtth ol 94
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a3 FEAMN BopoAs g8 2EE AMSAY 3
5 w4t BEe Sashe Ao] ol M
2] 2ol Wjoltt,

>
S & &
& &P N
S y&%\\“ TS F D&l &
$¥ T b P 7 °¢°*§-c§& oy § s RS
S FTITEIT I LI LFTEFT TIL & FTF S IS
Ibzp&é < 9\ (Ot € @(\ Q‘é) ‘\@\ K $\\§ & & é;p Ké& o V\\Aé}
RS & S R & g9 SN
\/\&}& e\o@
X &

6 F2007.3. ARAEE R A25@ A3E



SVM (Kernel Method)
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3. YHAMS AU IS WY
3.1 Support Vector Machines

Support Vector Machine(SVM)-2 90t %‘-‘ﬂ'°ﬂ 5
st ﬂxﬂ”l‘"l gg ”‘°1 Ax glod HF EA
g FL 4%E RAFI 9= N1ASs Y F 8

wrojg], SVME 7]EA o= o]xl ER7]olrh HIA
T HlolEE 2787 sk, sV HolHEE A

SESREERE e
vectorg = ©|Fo]

s, 19 6o
ol HPore
o5 B8 34 B
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T2l 7 Support Vector@} =HH

RE ol 2R Ml At Hag
stk S dlolE Watel o) e
74A] Rjefo] w2},

w-xt+tb=>=1 if y;=1

wex+b<-1 if y;=-1

=, yl(w+ 0 + bl=>10l2k= A|oF St A || w7} 3]
&7F HEF wob bE 7;%7‘3‘:}. SVMe| A2 ol 24
o= vl ZRsH el EAOlM ER dlofE 2
Fol A& Mo F2 ’%‘l‘o—% HoZoe Jolt

3.2 Conditional Random Field2} Markov Random Field

CRF(conditional random field)= 28|38 Zd(gra—
phical model) 59| URA], FEAM Lol U
A9 A|E2 HolHE FolEHFs=d F2 ASHE
" o|cH{9]. CRF: HMM(hidden Markov model)o|L}
MEMM(maximum entropy Markov model)3} 22 &
A 327t opde Y adg==2 yEhyna
¥ 8), Markov 7} we} Z FH(vertex)= 1 9
9] o] FFEF o& FAE 7HAA At

Fo1zl ¥ tﬂOlE!PJ AEAE XERal 8 o]9
SFshe dlolES yebal sh, Y4 dlolE 7t Fof
e o EﬂOl‘:‘«l AEL7E el 88 fN s A
9] }741 Eo, CRF| A= o]& dlole o] A2 #E r
Zy Ao 7k HEQl A2 vEbd 4= itk dlE
E°1 EAL )7 EAS CRFE mdg3itta shd, X
= thol5o) A|EAT) B Y= FAF B9 AlEATL
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J8 8 AMEAHolE E
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b, dutdoz ¢4 Algas) goleAd % x
w2 y=yieyaetdl e, A4 S A
AA sy, x, D AolAE dy, 7, x ) F 7HR l
thro] 2@ 4 k. o] F A A Ay x )
2ta ot A ApEeE = offieh ol yErd
Ak,

HU:“‘:

auigel agmA mdolqE ¢l HAAHS
olg-s) 2 A% GBHES ofefol o] vehuict,

exph » F(Y, X)

o] 2oA Z(»x ATF3Hnormalization)Z 23+ B3t
3+ (partition function)o]t},

CRF: Wi 714 w22 AR JERLE
ofgiel Zo| EL 4 Ut

p(Y]Y, X, j=i) =p(Y]Y, |, Vi,

=

AAUE S o) g% AN FEER 4O

¥ = argmax,pi(y | x) = argmax, ). - F(y, x)

MRF(Markov random field)l: CRF9} Z-& FakA
adzs yshis advd 29 s=d 8%
B ¥ (joint distribution)E & F o2 2UFY 4= 9]
ongz 7|4t EopoAE g 2ol P 39
sholnt, Ll AofA] o]Rétz =EEAW 9E
HAE 7HAtE 22 2N MRFO A= 12
Z Aol A ELEEL(ChQ{ue AolalA Ha E23E
Ato]e] zAH 2 15174 "ok CRFECHE B3
FRqk, = Eta] EE BupakAd djuE EdEy
348 E3) potential functionS F8fe] RAR &
+etthE & W 2
Zxl 4 2g(Latent Variable Model)

AA 227} Ak EAENAE AF B2 7]-‘5’-?1‘
BEUSLENCRE ARFos RAPY 5 QU=
Eo] gt} olz% EAEdE A #FY +=
AR o e AAFEN dHE Vi FA (e
tent variable) ¥-& 24 W<x(hidden variable)7} ¢1ct
3 78 = Aok A ¥ Zd(latent variable mo—
de)2 o]t M-S v eR EAE fdst= A
ot} webA LM ARSSHE AlA| b 2E

grEs
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p00= [ px 2az= [ px 2p (az

AZIM, X=(x, ;, -, )& T H49 dEHE Y
B Z=(a, z, -, me FA #H5-e WEHE e
ok, &, B e o A e ZREEEH 9%
Houm pHXE AAHpete) 28 gg FExa U
Ehf= Zlojth 919 AlofA & 4= Slzo], F3jjof
T g pNE &V AAE X 29 25 T3
of girt,

IVMeE 7} Z g RE2= mixture model
3} factor analysis 50| 9o}, Factor analysis= d|o]
HE A3t & 9= QA(factor)ES 7+ 729
PEZ ol g8 A¥Tro Fy 2 vhEo] EAHSE=
HhHolth 1% 99 factor analysis Helo] 7Ieh3]
YR Sl X pabe] dlolE dEoln, Z= m
Ao FA ¥ WEojrt, ol 7MY WA= m X
nAEe] FE wE Uetd S QU ol 4=
B H ofefiet 2t

X=Wz+e

Factor analysise YHFE 02 SVD(singular value de—

composition)& &3l o]Fo]ZFt},
3.4 Expectation Maximization Algorithm

EM ¢1EEL &4 AKX (missing information)7}

E EAYA o & A AMSEHR Je 74
& Pdoit. EM €uEL A4 #F 7Hs% Hof
EHuo 2 ZAA O Z MLE(maximum likelihood esti—
mation)& 7 4 Y& o WE A= HvEHES
24 WRZH7IAA MLEE T3kt dE AN
= Wyoltt, wHH dlojE o WE xg B4 dlo]
g, &4 AuE IS At dlolE e HEE Y,

RN SAS WA 4

AR Elor & et EES] WEE V=(n, -, v

" 9 712391 factor analysis 2

ep s, @ dlolg HWElel Pt ol 9
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log—likelihood= ofefjo] Az} Zro] HET
log L(V)=log py; V)

A g WF FoA A @i AARE E¢4A dolH
Xito] Folx]7] wjEof & Hlo]E 9] log-likelihood
A% &3} likelihood7} )7t H&= =}hetu]E
Fate AL Brbsstch webAd BEMoAE
| X5 o|g3ste] A Fetule Uk thet =47
£ 7|7 5 "ot k= BHESIRE Vi
= g Aol
EM ¢3EL 34 dolg y7t F013E 1] log-
likelihood9] 7|Hjgt& 3= E-step®} E-step T
3] T3t likelihood®] 7]thgte] HY7l HEE 3=
vatulg 18 = M-stepl 2 oAt}

HE A& dehulg 0= ool o= AshA &
o log-likelihood®] 7|t)gh-2 ofefje} Zro] A4kt

OV (0)) = Evy{log L(V)|x}
M-stepoll A& $j9] 21L& B3l A4E 7|digto] o
7} H2& sl= 2L FetulE MDE FobAl =
of#fe} o] e 4= Q.
V(1) = argmax VQ(V; v(0))

ojo) = AL shefulele] Fol FESAL 1
Zpoj7} ulg] A BAgHRct Zropa wh7hx] vEES}
7 wct, whebs] E-stepdt M-step thA FeJshd of
et At

Ao
% g,

SRS . ST i

E—step:
O3 V) = Eny{log L(V) 3}
M-step:
Vik + 1) = argmaxyQ(V ; V(k))
M-stepoll A= ¢9] A= thEA log-likelihood
of 7lthgro] Aei7k HwS Bh wetola g Tohe

ol offet ofge] £7& WS Aze Treply
2 7o At

OWk+1); V(k) = QV; V(k)

EME o83 & & U&= 7M d 3 o= 333
oA 3% Geussien Mixture model& & 4 Ut}
Gaussian mixture modelo)| A= & o]Are] Af B3
ZolA ol HFEEZREE UHo|H7F UR=AE |
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Blll= ®427} missing data7} $ch oj7]A] mRw
dloT8 X=(x, o, -+, x) ot} 7o) Yepd 4

m
ﬂx7 M ,0, W) = Zw]g](xs ,uja (S])
i=1

A7IA w4, ox= ZZ} Gaussian®] uhebu|eol Hgut
VA YWY wi= 7 Gaussianol] W3t 13RS
Uetdnh &, Ztojof sl mabujg 7} A Aot ¢
9] o] YEIY & GMME) log-likelihood 3Hi= o}
oF ol ety 4= 9t

PUXIM, 5= glng]lp(f)p(x,» 75 4 0)

SHARE 919] AL Az st gugEL 2
A= F=o)zl HloJE7} o' GaussianO2EE U}
FEA FAB7|7L AH Qo2 o2 utE Ay
=75ttt whebA ¢ Aol Al WS 55 ol of
Ao Alap o] AT + Q.

PXIZ M, 5)=Y) Ezw In p(x;| z: 5 , o) P(z)

i=1j=

FloiA WMBH likelihood FrRE 27 Ailo] 2
7hs3h7] WiZel EM ¢ ES ol g 9] £
) 7idigko] A7t =g gt

JUA Gaussian®] Ftu|gjQl BFa} EAhe g
8l vEhal e of A dhetulgel gk «0)9t
0= b e Qlojz FolxjA Hu olZ EM
daE|Fe] o3 whEske AAE A detu)E ol
TR W7hA] offet 2 TS A XA Hel

E—step: ,
log-likelihood®} 7]tHZkS ohels} o] Aatict.

Qv;v(k)) i ij 7 (Ing; (2, v,(k)) + Inw,(k))
i=1j=1

wj(k)gj(:zi,vj(k))

Y w(k) g (z,v(k))

A7V M, n= A dlo]El7t R Gaussian® Z 5 g
LS SHEolua, oAl zof gt 7|thgle] Ho)

7. =Kz |z ] =

] e

M-—step:

E-stepoll Al & wHetulEEL o] &3to] 13} 7]
ol Hdi7h H=E sh= st Wi+ DIt wik
bg T
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