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CHS-BPR: Combining Content-aware and Heterogeneous-aware for Event Recommendation
SHANG Yan-Min, CAO Ya-Nan, LIU Yan-Bing

(Institute of Information Engineering, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 10093, China)

Abstract: The Web has grown into one of the most important channels to communicate social events nowadays. However, the sheer
volume of events available in event-based social networks (EBSNs) often undermines the users’ ability to choose the events that best fit
their interests. Recommender systems appear as a natural solution for this problem. Different from classic recommendation problems (e.g.
movies), event recommendation generally faces three complex problems: Heterogeneous social relationships (online and offline) among
users, the implicit feedback data and the content-context information of users/events. How to effectively fuse this information for event
recommendation is a common concern for scholars in this field. This work presents a Bayesian latent factor model that combines
users/items content-context information and heterogeneous social information for event recommendation. Experimental results on several
real-world datasets demonstrate the proposed method can efficiently tackle with implicit feedback characteristic for event
recommendation.

Key words: event recommendation; heterogenous social network; content information; regularization; Bayesian latent factor model
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PR R (0 3 G AT M Ak 2 I S e AR S RN B 0 S A TR SRR R A OS] R

AFETFHE. & REEGHEE N, 7E EBSNs _F 1 H A5 FMAE e EBSNs U5 1 MR 24
AP0 4% 1) S R A T ) 0, EBSNs A 19 bl 2R TR ) e 5 IR 6% 7 20 e 5 V) 8% R 0 2 A 0 IR 4% A 2R 4 5 X 4% R
SRR IT R P AL R AN R AE 28 groups 3 192 T Jal; 125 4% A 30 IR0 4% E Y R bl B T P 36 TR 2 2% R A T A
J.EBSN's [958 2 ARy 12 A P S 0 R B 2 150 A [ 45 5 AR 282 1) 8, S AR B2 A LA AN 1~5 X FhiE i
BIHT 53 RS B MR TR (UL Meetup S451) R RE 3R AR G (yes,no )i Bl ke =X 1) P A5 B A BT JL 26 6t 4%
HE R B0, 10 UL A A HE R (BPR) S L4 U R 5 T A 1 o S 5 A 8t 0 IR 1 B9k 1 Ji 0 2 Y
ST TS S 32 R T 1) 3N B v T AR A P A I AR SO e R R SR A P R U S

BT iR MuRR 14 EBSNs 1 I 45 5 4% G HEA2 [RIFE 0 3 i ——34 3 3 7] AR AL S22 R g b, 2 B B 2 4
FELG P P B W HERE T H SR 50 R0 IR S R 15 . B B S HERE 04 B B2 4R P A IR Ak EBSNs, 0] S A4 1)
FexQRUHE BN 0 B AR D 7R X0 G B i 422k 75 22 P A AR B0 AE 2, P 0 5 s 47 815
B4 AE B BRI RE BT VE,E TR AE BRSO RS A S 2,
WF C A a0 06 3 S0 AT RS B BRI S B A S M 4 5 B X IR A 15 BRI Meetup F1E. I
WRIBEE B AETHAEEE 1 ANFESRE AP 2G0T LUK D5 5247 948 B R F 4 32 T DL
HARRAE DA IRE A0 R — N F R R 32 S 5 I A LA T AT R DU s R R I % A 5
2 ANF R RGP N R T (T 5338 52 AR a3 o e ) DL A A2 X 4 HEAT R

AR SCHR P TR A DU B 7 (R T AR AR 1245 DL BPR S A HE AL b 28 P o AR B a0 s R,
BT 456 P/ N B B T RAT RE B FHRRE B )RS 4158 W 445 B AT SRl kR
Ui P A P ZEAE B D3 AT NG B BRI AE B8R L P 25 IE 00 6F 57 A 438 WX 4845 B A &
1E DU T 4R 5 K 9 b IE U 500 N 1) BPR AR B2 AR SO X B iR & 1 S A HE ZE AR R R R 3 PO 25 05 IRORT S f 28 )
2505 51 DU S P AL HE 77 B8 (CHS-BPR).

ARSI B 2 A e T

(1) $&H —Fh ¥ 8 & S A7 77 7% CHS-BPR,Z 775 IR AR (6 7 - 16 7 5045 8. AR R {5 B R
R E B

(2) 8 FH TE IR 43 B P A RS R RS M 4E B A B 7 v 5

(3) FEESSHIRAE AT T — R 5 S2H R IIE CHS-BPR KR {47 2. &5 T 36 W 3 b [R] B % 18 3 (5 &
1) 25 TR B5CH Rl SR T R B B S BR T AR RS S

1 #HXIE
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BRI R T 1 YIHERE J5 325 Ak BE b S 17 T 35 B0 JR B P P 1) % 2 52 B4 58 I 46 At i 435 4 100
F 5 ST (K 7 75 AN T A BRI HERE VA 2 T SRS L & SRR S5 2 G T 2 A AR
55 WG G U7 ik SR T, FAEHERE 5 8 I . LSRR IR S AN R, B i R 015 B = 4 AU L P Ak =
KEAG R IERA R HEER WA B R A SR HE T TR A E T B ETE.

FE T AT 2% A5 S A ST HE T2 EBSNs B A 57 0 O AL A2 X 2% 45 8 AN A FE 2R AL A8 I 4% 38 A B AL 2
W 4. 5§ EBSNs & CF [ S HEFE VRO E —Fh AL 22 0 4645 B 7E 415 B Bl B 4615 B E (8 I 7E 2 Ak e W
2415 5T Lee $2HH T —Fh Bk FEAE R RIS AR B Simon 45 AR T —Fhk T 7E L F 7 rhoa ()
SO AT J7 1% AE A P 8 e 52 0 4405 JEL 77 T, 3 PR 9% AR L B0A B [ B P 7 2 s 2 4 52 1
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VAR FH R R RS R AR /S () 9 2545 8,10 Rendle 32 FM 7 0 1205 48 BT B MEAS B R R o — A
ALFEFE (E JF R fE v J5 3 17 /L. Map-BPR T LA SR 41 757 28 48 (17 J 30 10 i, 12 77 5 B i 30 AT A 254 JE 219 2 1)

a3 3 PR T 7ERR R G HETE R S N BITEAE ) B SO A A A 1) A BB R R S A (FH A I B [ v, R
THAFERME N T 132 0] 51098 7E W 8,Guo 55 Nl ik R 25 SE AR B [R5 2RS4 9 2545 S8 SR 22 2B 7
U0 (2) B8 2 5 i 3 RS R R ER AR S AR (R P /) IO 9 2845 . Hisieh S5 A2 HH — R i P b0 4
FARA Z AR AL AR R R IRAE B2 R0 P A S BN B P2 I RE A AT DA A 1 4 3k m DA
oy 3

A PR R S B PR AR A DR A B AEA MR AL R R G B T2, T L S AR BN [R] S R (R A,
kR R s B B E AR s RS s BRI A R 4 £ SR A FEAE SRR AR ), HE
FE R G AT R T B P 7T AR R B0 T 2858 T B IR (9 5 R0 3 T P4 28 19 U7 v T v W R g vk, DL i A
PEALHEF 7 VR (BPR) S L J8 7 VR AE N BB i b A #0 B o0 B L 36 T N 50 BPR I /0 H O I 2545
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it SGD FE K fi#.

2 CHS-BPR 58!
21 WREX
FEA PR SC AR 2 BT, 1 56 R SC o H B0 I LA AR AE 2, 1 L6 1.

Table 1 Terminology concept

F1 KiEWS

ARif &
PP e R I AT N E RS P R I 2 IR 5 DR RIE R Sl BE S RIIH AT
MPAERER ASTC NN T8 SO F BEA2 4 7 13 S A U2 TR S P 3 S A AR P AR R
FH P A R AE M N A5 S T SR ER P RRALE, B A 7 9 AR AE
HIIRER fREHPF R PR IE R HERORFH S S HIE RIE R
HIFNAER ARSI B SCE S REAZ I SRR S B R SO AR (S BRI A A B S R
HAF N BHHIE N A5 S il R AR, RO S0 Y AR

2.2 E)REE X

FEHAEHERE P 4 RSB S2AR, 20 B P S(user)s 7 245 8 PS(user profile). FH A E(event) 5
PERER1E B PE(event profile); BRI 4E3E M 28,43 Bl 7E 24132 M 4% G"(online social network)Hl B £k #5844
GM(offline social network). VA F RN S={U,Us,... Un}, 3 T HAF—NH A uLi=1,2,....m, 340145 H
Con' KR u MARER. FHEESRRN E={v Vo Vo1 0T FHAG—AFHEM vij=1,2,...0, A H
Con! KL /RFF V) 1) P9 2505 B AE LA T4 GO R i P 22 R I AE 28 55 3, B B A 28 W 45 GO s i P 22 1)
BG4 O8 B AR HERT 1] R e SO HE e 18] R B N P u R4 F - u XA S v B4 29 r(uv) i (ks A
HE7, H L r(uw)ARE T u XS v B AT DRtk A TR r(u,v) A2 FE AR AR A A O i L

TE <A HEFE R A% e 00 8 B 23 3 v, R DA P -S4 R 45 21 P o8 <A 100 AR e, FRAT TR Ot A 47
— M 4 B T — MR U DAA R P RV AR B 9 R E S I T DAY A 6 A R D R O 4T A SO Y —
B FH P — 5 AR AR M AR U P A A B Y LA SR U, 1A B 3 o L iy e A HE 238 S A B P 6 A 1 e X
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Fig.2 Offline social network
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2.5 HiBwmiF
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1
U _
A =2 T ¢ @)

ZH, & RoRMNEM v IR E Y TF-IDT M8, R s B 2 7 TR v AR 4
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KT AN eV E N RS BRHE A RN
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(2) Pl ISR BN FT 53
Sy e P U B9 A5 SARFAE A R v 1 15 JEARRAE A, AT RLBR SE F P U 0 A v I R R B 4T 4
LN r(ug,v)), HARER IR
r'(u;,v;) ~ N((A)T Al .c)h) (6)
EH, A R up A S BRHECH PO ) R, A FR SR vy 1SS B (A R R ) &
(ADTA R P85S FAF B RETEEE. 280 o Rom XTI PN 4F 57 43 (A5 AERR BE, R BAT TR A
£ r(ui,v), W oy ZHR ERBR, R < o WE AR B/NAFESHEEE & H T H A XM 5 4T 25040 o 78
TR RS Meetup 1, H 7 SN SEAS B4R 3R 7% A 2 5 4 B, T8 4 B 7 0 S5 4 1 X608 4T 43 e 47 W
r(u,vy)=1, BB BRI ey P A S N2 A4 /] B8 A7 P Bl 5t DR F— 2 F P X st A 3 AN S
T PN A 2 RO R (E A B XA A AR SR LR A 2 AR LN P R S RS, R
B2 N P S5 SR A SRRl TR FH P R R B D6 R G 4T 53 1 (Ui vp)=0, LI E BN ¢ B RIEESE o
) B AR B E W T
_a, if r'(u,v;) =1
”_{b, if r"(u;,v,)=0 7
X H a1 b &S H a>b>0,4 30 H1,a=0.9,b=0.5.
2.6 RERIT
— A 2 AR R A R E T R u B vy TR G I VR A R B SR B AT 4 R OR A
r(u,v;) = r’(ui,vj)+/3r”(ui,vj) (8)
X 5L, A1 A 22 580 R R B — M (i U AN 47 B o L R
2.7 DIMERAMMECHEE
F o Sk BB AT 20, B 0/1 RoR F P 2 15 S e . DU A v Ak e (BPRYEH % 5@ A 11X
e AT 1B 0, BT F P S 00 1 354 bR 7 R 2 b0k 1 =44 B o 1) 93 B, IR AR AR 0 s T P A BRI
BT BPR [EABARLBATH A u St SR SL N IERE A S By 25 T u RE M iR &
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WA GRS N, RR ROV E A u IEREASE B HE fo T SRR S Ny HE7, A R R R
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(4.9 (U Pull NJI
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H 22 AL
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(1) B 7E e 2 IR U TR AT 97 8 7 280 53 g A 2 L 0 3
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k=1
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k=1

n
HH Ly = A gU; (W WO ET) o N(Ui >, |0,o-2I].
j=1

29 HBEREN
¥ B S AE BRIk Eu,rﬁaﬂluv\mm)ﬂuﬁﬁ’]ﬁitﬂ%&ﬁ A= (AN LAY A R RTE

P RN 2545 BAREAR &, A = (A A LLAY ., AL RN BT FAE S BARHEES BATVONHE P U 1
245 BAFE A 5 H— B f V8 7E ) U-%W&FL%J& FoRUR:
content _H Ai WU _U HF (14)

XEF BT R L A

Lonient =l AW ~U |I2 (15)
L WY e RY Bk R E Bt U 28
AHAC, X TS0 v, B A5 B A BRHE A 5 3 — B0 I TS 7E 17 B vy 3R, R R N
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= AW =V, Il (16)

COI'IteI'It
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Loonent =1l A'WY =V |2 (17

FIRE WY e RO R BH K it e i iV 148
2.10 ¥JIECHS-BPRIER!

F L4 8 P AR BRAERE Ry 1 RAS B H P8 e SR RE UL SAREE B V. fEZAERE
FAR WO, BT R WO LB/ RS R FIL R AR AV ORI AR AV IR 4l A
A5 BN SR AL ST W 2545 RIS AR HE R A5 CHS-BPR M) #2 58 i, R R N
- > In(r(u;,v;) —r(U;,v,)) +

i . =argmin
argénln[l-feedback + Lsomal + Lcontent] gQ |: (u,,vj,vk)e(U,Pull N |)

Zlng(ui (W we FH o)+
2 PU o)+ 2PV o)+ | AW -U |2 + (18)
i i
SR AW [ AW -V +
XA W ui}
ER 25 Q={U,V,WY WY} 2 B 5 B2 .
3 BHET

% T CHS-BPR #52 () sR /i 3RATTSR ) SGD 752 S B3 Q={U,V, WY W"} SR L B in .
ZISH UMV,

F (U, Vi) =T (U;,V)) U]

¥ Z Z WI(I J k)(vk V) (2U ZYIJ ]]

Vjep) VkENI 1+

. (19)
Ly [U ZY“ ]]+Ui - AW
O-u t=latzi
A SGD AR
U,=U, +y% (20)

J'Xiﬁ,y%ﬁﬁ%i)‘(ﬁ’ﬂ%&.

\U\ |V\ ef(U Vi )= (U V) er('-'nd)*f(Uing) ) ) —
7r(u, T T G, j.k) - ’%r(ui’vk)ir(ui,vj)Ui 1(i,k, ) +V, AW (2D

|1k1

oF

s (22)
ZI)&H WY i wY.
aw“ = (AT (AW ~U) + AW (23)
é%:o, HFREHWY
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VT \ \ V \
=(Aj) (AJ-WJ- —V]-)+/1jo
A oF .. v
& —=0, #% T HEH W,

oW

J

W =((ADHTA) + 4] 0)Alv,
AP BRI L C UL
% 1. CHS-BPR iR iR

1219

(25)

(26)

BN P AR R U U R RE AR R WO B 2R 458 56 22 WO ALRE /3156 &R FPOR P R RRAE AY,

FOE A RRFAE AY, %5 5 SUICSIUEREA, 56 % 2 ¥ o, v, 0,008,
G e PR P L T R AR R U, R TR i R R VB HUERE WY AT WY,
1. BEFLEIAE 1L UV, WY A1 wY
2. for B H FEERE U, eV, do
oF
au,

3. U=U,+y

4. end for

5. ifU (new) —U (old) < A, then U Y8k

6. for HAFFHEFEV, €V, do
OF

7.V.=V.+
] ] }/avj

8. end for

9. ifV(new) -V (old) < A, then V i

10. for B4~ F P WA S HUEFE W eWY, do
1. #RAXCHE WY

12. end for

13. If WY (new)—W" (old) < A, then WY I

14. for m HAFAABEMSEHHEW, eW", do
15. 4z A6 EHw)

16. end for

17. if WY (new)-W" (old) < A, then WY it 8

4 LB RIFN

4.1 BIRSE

AR S O BOE S R IR T Macedo %5 A 1 T/ 4 B Phoenix - Chicago 1 San Jose iX 3 &3 17 ) Meetup

AR R VRGNS LR 2.
Table 2  Statistics of the data set
=2 BEESIMER

i AR K FH RSVPs
Chicago 2321 207 649 190927 1375154
Phoenix 1 661 117 458 222 632 1209 324
San Jose 2589 242 143 206 682 1 607 985

4.2 N GE

ARSALH 3 BT 7 V5 RV F A HERE I 45 R AUC. P@k I MAP.AUC FI oK J &7y 51 B p g 1L e 3F
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W& F T IE SRR A B AN ST 48 O 1 0 A SR RE P SRR A T A N IERE AR R HE R 25 P B AR S ke
AR 5 AR E LB AUC B ELER =y, A 2R SR 2 10 &5 SRR T A SCHE Jeont i & ) AUC BE &
CHS-BPR H.i%: [P RE.

U
Z Z Z S(y (U, V) > y(U, V)
AUC = i= vJ-sPUi Vi sN‘ﬂl (27)

2IRIING |
i=1

KEL )RR REC IR P u SHEE RS v FT T R A v B0ET 2 (B Ui yy)>
AU viO), M S )=1,75 N, &.)=0.

P@k 1 MAP 7EHE 7 1] 8 o A8 I 4 2 A SCTE AR MR 4L B A P@k Al MAP ¥4 CHS-BPR H.%: PERE X
AR u, FUHET R AP £om A A TR(28).

iP@k.&(L“(u)e P
k=1
IR |

18 _E3R A 30 P@k R AEHE A 51 2 R AT kAN S0 IO 1 m R RO, 85 A QIS CH A, LK)
7~ CHS-BPR BRI/ u SRS R PRI kK AN, P FZom T u 2 535 A B, /A8 it
KA P AP, (3518 2k 3K 15 MAP.
4.3 FtEEfER

ASCAE ] 4 R4 e T V5 RIS AE CHS-BPR 52 ) P RE.

o MF £ —Fh & gt [y A TR B U2 20 BT A 3 R 42 .

® BPR-MF /& —Fi7E BPR 2% ST HE L2 T F 56 [ 4 f ik A 31,

o CA-BPR & —f4s& T R RS BN AE B BPR IR BE 22 /& 17 H P A 5 28 (1 AR el L3,

o Hesig Al &5 4 3 fifs BT MR A BE R PR %S B /30 U s B0

R 4 PRERE A PR RS R MRS R B FEE RS B A I E L 3.

AP, =

u

(28)

Table 3 Characteristic of compared methods
=3 N HEBIAAT A AR B2
X FE RIS IS B NEER HEMEER  RARBEE

MF No No Yes
BPR-MF No No Yes
CA-BPR Yes No Yes

Hesig No Yes Yes
CHS-BPR Yes Yes Yes

44 BHERE

1) SIS HME S R

(1) BERBRER S o oMo BB NLKE 0.001.

(2) % >) Ze 45| CHS-BPR A BY I Z 1Y 5, 27 ) 26 X K BIUK /N8 2 5 i 65 B §3. A Ky CHS-BPR B2 1)
ZAE R (y, AR AP BN ZE 0.001.

2) ZHafip

(1) A3 ) ok b 8] 3298 R A K H AR A 0.005.

(2) 2 3(8) R (A AL B il 35 FH P Sk A TR A I B 3T 40— R AR A 4T 4 A0 24 (i 47T 4 %% E BT
L5, AR SCARHE AUC AR A R #2618 1 BlE . a0 Bl 3 s, 24 Be[0.64,0.72] 1 ,CHS-BPR # A 1] AUC fHE K, iX
BERATEFE 0.68 /E AR AHBHE.

3) AL ) Y
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2
0.64
0.66_
0.68

K3 ZHpr AUC K20

2

0.7

0.74 [
0.?6'
0.78
0.80

beta
Test on the parameter £ with pair data sets

AT 24 CHS-BPR 5 AL7E Meetup 30485 [0 S8 25 5, 930 I [ 25 P A 1) R0 % S 56 285 SR 47 0 #T.
1) A8 1:CHS-BPR HLAYLE i 5o M 4R b (1 12 B 4 4y 2
R 4 BN T AERT A I CHS-BPR A1 5 4 A0t LUARE R AUC 8. N 245 Xt bR 3T & B
(1) B A 4058 F 1 A 3 Al 1 1l B =2 ot B
(2) S RAL 2T 2 K0 Y 2545 18000 52 AT USRS A4 22 11 1 R
(3) CA-BPR AU A FH 2 1) A 815 BoR @A H 7 DX il 4F, FC M B & T MF T BPR-MF {HIX T CHS-BPR,
JRIR/EF CA-BPR 2 T RAGHEAE MK(E
(4) Hesig 13 FH ;' F #4122 W 4545 18 LA At P 09 5 i 8 G 1 RE TS SR IK T CHS-BPR,J K £ T
Hesig 2% T H P /H 4N EEE,;
(5) CHS-BPR [AIIN 45 & Fl 7 /=4 N B8 B SR AL N 2415 BT S0 78— 2 R R« T CA-
BPR 1 Hesig FIA R, 185 T HHHEIERG .

Table 4 AUC of comparison methods
% 4 CHS-BPR 5%f LA ) AUC {8

7 MF BPR-MF CA-BPR Hesig CHS-BPR
Chicago 0.533 0.692 0.701 0.712 0.720
Phoenix 0.510 0.635 0.637 0.634 0.640
San Jose 0.532 0.618 0.633 0.637 0.645

2) [ &% 2:CHS-BPR #: ZY7E 51| A b i) P e a4 2
Sof F e P A ) 3R, B P A A S R HE AR A 1 47 B 0 A, T LA SCH 2 topls top2. top3 1 B 11
PEHEREAS B A8 ) MAP 3K J3 B AR %
(1) A& 118 4~ 6 43 5B 7R T 7E Chicago. Phoenix H San Jose iX 3 AN T7 CHS-BPR #8454 A
LA P@1. P@2. P@3 Fil MAP.SES6 45 R R W],CHS-BPR ¥ S M- 3545 E 2L 5 T 4 A5 i A,
(2) P@k THREXT LU M HERE B R 1) top k B KRB KBS, 40 5 CHS-BPR A% 20 4 35 #E 6t 256 vy T F AR X LU Y,
1B CHS-BPR 7 14 RE AR 7. 25 & 3 ANITT 10 5256 45 R % I, CHS-BPR #M7E P@3 B IHEI R 51 P@2
1 P@1 I 2 g KX IESSIE T CHS-BPR R [ 14 it
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0.025 T
. | MF
0.020 | ®WBPR-MF
| WCABPR
0.015F [ WHesig
' |  WCHS-BPR
0.010F ;
0.005 ,
Precision P@ 1 Preciston P2 Precision P@3 MAP
Fig.4 Comparisons on the Chicago’s list test sets
4 Chicago #1314 b AL Pk REXS LL
0.020
B MF
B BPR-MF
0.015F ¥ CA-BPR
W Hesig
0.010F W CHS-BPR
0.005F
Precision P@1 Precision P@?2 Precision P@@3 MAP
Fig.5 Comparisons on the Phoenix’s list test sets
5 Phoenix FI ML L AR M BEXT LE
0.035
0.025¢ mMF
= BPR-MF
0.025F » CA-BPR
0.020 ™ Hesig
W CHS-BPR
0.015F
0.010F
" il
0 Precision P@ 1 Precision P2 Precision P@3 MAP

Fig.6 Comparisons on the San Jose’s list test sets

6 San Jose FlFRMIRAE & 1AL 1 e X LE

(3) AI[E T M REXT B %F Eb Chicago Phoenix Fl San Jose 3X 3 AN 7 AAR AL : B8 & BUL:

o 44 %f B AT CHS-BPR S AU TE San Jose b (v B 28 B51 W v T 5 A 5 /N3 TIT, 7 Ak P B ¢ 11 Ji DRI 7E T
San Jose FIE AL A A P 4. FHEA RSVP F & 2 T AW EIELE,;

o 7t San Jose 4 E AT P@1 A P@2,24 P@3 I} CHS-BPR MRV g 1R TH I &, X 17525 T San Jose
FE RS B EAE A T A A(E BRSNS E B B TR S HERE MR L

3) A 3N EE S ML BN CHS-BPR A& 1 250 51 (g 32+ G 2

o WZ{ZE AN} CHS-BPR 230 - TFEE i T Hesig 8 [ 1 438 M4 {5 B CHS-BPR i i 7 #:32 % 2%
15 BRI 25245 18,06 L Hesig 15 CHS-BPR ] 41 4 2245 Bt CHS-BPR B 2 M B i 45 4R TH AUC “FH 4T T 0.007,
WL S;
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o LA LK% {5 B CHS-BPR LA R (4 THEE - 1 T CA-BPR ¥ H T A %415 & ,CHS-BPR L ] 1" N 2% 1%
SRIAEAZ P 45 15 S5, 0 L CA-BPR 5 CHS-BPR A A1 52 W 2% 45 26 CHS-BPR R 1% BE i A $2 7+, AUC 27t 1
0.011, 1 IL% 5.

Table 5 The enhancement of the effect of different information on the CHS-BPR model
#5 AMHE{EEN CHS-BPR B8 MR (LT

Wlifs BF K N %215 EL(CHS-BPR X} Lt Hesig) #2844 15 . (CHS-BPR ittt CA-BPR)
Chicago 0.008 0.019
Phoenix 0.006 0.003
San Jose 0.008 0.012
T35 {H. 0.007 0.011

5 BESRKRIE

AR T — PR G I F R CHS-BPR,Z VA RN % (& T A4k 38 P48 45 BRI P /34 3 2515
L HRAE LS BR AR EI0AIE T BT IR A R T 5 4 B g 7 VEIEAT 0 B, R B SC T CHS-BPR 5
R — 2 PR RORAN T O SRR AL N 2 i — B4R T T A

AR TR PE S S ONAE G HOHERE R GE oK 18 005 7. B IR BE 5 S0 A6 1 7 SV T P 9 EARE R A
7 T — 2 3 T HE A R e S N B, A R P P A B VRN S IRUR A B A A A R iR O
BT HEFE RG0S AR, 2 A TN Ttem HEF 9 77 R0 SR A P %t Ttem 4T 43 B 7 VAN 20 7R IR 2 EL A ) 3
TR BE S ST 0 HE A SR T A R 8 PR A0 48 I 28 A0 T I S A5 48 9 28 I8 A 2 3 B 4 TN 4 AR /D R AR
SR A AR SR A T i 25 AP Ao 22 IO 4% 1 4 3 LV 7 TG PRI 7
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