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Predicting Smartphone Battery Life by Fine-Grained Usage Data
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Abstract: Smartphones and smartphone apps have undergone an explosive growth in the past decade. However, smartphone battery
technology hasn't been able to keep pace with the rapid growth of the capacity and the functionality of devices and apps. As a result,
battery has always been a bottleneck of a user's daily experience of smartphones. An accurate estimation of the remaining battery life
could tremendously help the user to schedule their activities and use their smartphones more efficiently. Existing studies on battery life
prediction have been primitive due to the lack of real-world smartphone usage data at scale. This paper presents a novel method that uses
the state-of-the-art machine learning models for battery life prediction, based on comprehensive and real-time usage traces collected from
smartphones. The method is evaluated using a dataset collected from 51 users for 21 months, which covers comprehensive and fine-
grained smartphone usage traces including system status, sensor indicators, system events, and app status. We find that the battery life of a
smartphone can be accurately predicted based on how the user uses the device at the real-time, in the current session, and in history. As a

conclusion, the proposed model could significantly raise the prediction accuracy.
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Fig.1 The correlation between R; with current battery level at query time, Ry, R, and a representative sensor
reading, respectively.

K1 RSEWNHEE. Ry RIACEIEM LK KK

4 WERITIEN

4.1 kSRR

ASCHE BT SR TAR R S 2 Fos A REAE 4 NP

1. BB AR Z PR T MU A6 B0 A A i 1, SR IR A U X L (1) 25 1 B [AD [ B, 122 3 1 DA 4 s
FEH 5 S UG A  R#Fh B S R
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2. SRR AT B SRR AR SR B T TR AN 4 0, AT 1 S AR 5 et R 7 B R R E b R A S PR
) L b 2 i B U, S [ DA B ) i e AR i, 12 B0 19 AAZ 2 1 0 2 IR B SCAE R AR RS 2 i 4 0 A Tk A i
X L) % SR AEAS B CHEAE T SCIER). A AR AR (S 5. DL 4 1] 1 1 0 O3k AT 28 7R, ¥ AR AE () =, 4 S [l A 4 Y
SOE TP

3. BERYIGR BT L —FR71 45 3 AR B B N CRRAIE 1] 50 ) RHOBE 2 R (482 0 B TRD), i 3 45 I [ A A Y A
SCREL T — R P 1 A ] A5 RY, [5) B 7 56 1 208 1 A 250 R ol 20 M AR R g ¢ R U 5 R R (R A R i A Y
B o= A — AN TR A Y

4. BB AEAF B TRAR T JF 15— A7 (00 21 B FL 7 1R 25 96, 1% 281 2B M AR AE 2R )5 R b — 3R
YINZ A5 21) 1 T 0 A 25 6 488 it B 1) 3t 47 TR0
4.2 HLAE IR

AL T —HEAR . BAARRMERLES S ST, B DAl 200 8] T A Y AR & DL 4 Al
B 28 PE [5] )9 (Linear Regression). [ AL#k 4k [ J9(Random Forest Regression,RF)2% | #fi B # 7B [6] )9 (Gradient
Boosting Regression Tree, GBRT)?!  #1 XGBoost (XGB)?2 . |k 15 B [F] I} ZE35 7 26 ML RS AL A AR 28 M A Y K]
ST DAASE U b A5 HE AR AT -5 20 L B 1) 2 ] ) 286 P S TR AR | 28 P DG B,

HiBNE - e | EENIE T

Fig.2 An overview of the prediction model.
K2 B4k TARGME S

4.3 KL
RFALE A2 AR SCAR H A TR 2R F) S B AR STHE IR LA = AN S0 ) 0 R AiE, B AR A T

1. B VIR - 75 96 I AR AR 37 76 FH 7 R 7 90 1Y I 20 PR R SR AR 5 BT ) s A AR AL A2 0 70 R A o B A 5 AR B
FORFAE 2 2 1T FL R 55 H bR AL ) 1 ZE (8L, B b () — b AR, 12 2 B BR O, F VU 1) S0 B )4 1) T B8 4K Bk
FLAZRFAESI AL £ I 20 (3L & 80 205 2t W] 8 5 2 L IR 1) A7 A SR IK A5 2, 4 12 5 980 IR ) N ) ] R 5 5 I
V58] 2 T8) A £ R BB, R 9 FH P A — IR 224 o R AN [ B 20 PR A5 P 6 B2 A AN S AR 7D .

2. SUERMAE: 2 TR RN BT 215 TF G (t5) B2 B0 I 2 ()3 BUIN 18] ¥ Bl A A AH SR 45 S8 7 A2 IR AIE . 1%
FRo 5 B T 2T 2l N C 2 AR BOAE AT AT R GRS, IR e 5 R A SRR B T A A LR
B S5k (8 SR A8, B S PSR R VL A 9D T PR A R 3 R A A A i R PR R S L L T ) IE AR R

- AICEH XGBoost P! S2Hl XGBoost Y {4 F Scikit-Learn FEPYSZELA 1k [V . BEAL AR BV FRR B S THR [0,
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1.

3. P SEARRAIE: 7 A0 AN AR AL R £ 1AL (145 2 A AR PR T Sl 2 18 AR B e A B P AR 2 (B T & 1
R AR 2 ) RO ASE S SIABEATS SR A T B 745 18 45 FT e ) T 451, SRS — P A 2 A 2 o e AR R R
P8 U5 A2 FH P RT A  — EEREAE FE FE  ER R AT DA A 2 2 1 o R e e BN L,
VB P 3t 2 P AR v R L A SO P 23 25 O A S AR O ARRAE AR 9 5 = L RFAIE, PR 13 SERFAE .
EBAR T ASOS R A =R R A 7 S8 B AR RIS 2 18 J5 SCPRAE AN 4.

5 SEIRREIF

N T BSAEA SR TV A R A SCIE T Sherlock B I 2R ST I TA] 45 2 - 06 U A5 5 A 00 2 SR A
T A LI 0 PAT TR
5.1 FrifiAE R

WHTSCHTIR, FRATAT LA Sherlock #5454 11 R 46 25008 >4 P 4 B H 23 136 (R 7E 25 1 M s br R A A
FUE AT R R 0, 78 B % AR SR AT S8 W, BRATT R AR S E O BRI B AT N B AR R R
B SO 8N BT, AR SO N FE IR EUIE A2 9 R A 2] T 37088 il AR BB T iR 1R E
(BAVET 30% 1221, PR Ayt S — > 2 0 1) e e vl S A1, D P P08 Y AT A 2 52 3810 L 2 7 . (1 R 1), 2 T 2 X
FF IR E A X — P BRI IR T R4 4% 2 1, R AR 35590 S

o FAEA 23138 A SCAR BEFH 7 AT REAE 3 o AT 2 T ) 0 S A YV SR DR G K TS 20 [, £ ], AR SCHE RS
] X[ [t5 4+ 2 min, t, — 2 min] 24 g HC— AN KRS SR IR ] s eg. B3k 2 p b g 5= 8 TIRIEE AT 208
GHA T — B R4S, 9 ELYE B3 5 23 05 AN 22 S R4 3R 78 ¢ 3% 58 J5 A SO — B BEALIR B — A H AR HL b,
AR L3 Lt Ry, B BRI T B AN R 1) b(t,) = 10%.3% /2 7 AR UE 2T i) B 7 42 L 8 2 T 1 IK.2) b(t,,) <
b(ty) — 5%.3X RN T ARE A I e AT b e AT 0 22 B, DU A A ) LA SE R R Sl R Ty i,
AR AR A AT — AN R (4 A, A 2 0 AT DA R — AR AR AR

AR AR A W B, T AR IED(6,) < b(tg) (HRARSCH AT RD(8,) = b(t,),F A F J L K A i) i
T TRAD (e, ), H M P] 2 48 — MK T b (L) 1 B As B8 3% HRAT SCw SR b (¢,) = b(t,), B4 R Ui & i
SRR FER] T H AR L, %2 1 R I B A AR S R RS A D, 12 2 i sk R I B AR ] R AR

PR A BT U $0 38 J5  7E 35590 MR FEA 1,14773 AN AT WAEAR, HoAx 20817 AN AR WLFEAR. A SCidk—
AP G K BENLE AL 5/6 VENUIZREEE, HA 1/6 1 MR SR, /T 5 S iR AL )11 25 AT R0 B0 3
HIE gt s B LR 2.

Table 2 Summary statistics of the data

R2 BEHEAGUER

HREE Au WA e
VIS 17382 12275 29657
Wk 3435 2498 5933
i 14733 20817 35590

5.2 FRIEHREL

H1T Sherlock A4 4 (& MU B 48 AR 22, 1 A A9 5 28 BN 2000, AR SC T SE AR Al N T 396 0 Hodle 1k A7
FEOREJEE (0 95 328, A FP 26t T 4 RT BE 45 P Tt S LIS TR AH SR R 0 204 L LR FIAT 9. RGEIBATIRAS L 1R IR L
P B R RES H A 3 Bl e R

1. 2R3 FI 038 AE Sherlock o4 5 v, B2 3 Bt a5 5 AP B — IR R Gt R 41 3% i 7 AABias =
BRI IC 2 v, AT DA T RS 2 AW LS BT IEAE 1847 (1 T /£ Sherlock #fisferh — LB 655 MANIR Y
JS2H, R A SC Y — A 655 ZE 1 0-1 1] B s 58— I 2 ) 82 Y38 A7 R3S AR 2 X 82— A AT 12 448 2 OB M 1
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FoRIEX — BT Z0Z 8 ELE B AT BUE A 0 SRR Z B AR TEEB 1T

2. RABTREMNLBRBEIE R Sherlock IR LM 7305, R RBATIRS AL BB BI04 4.
FEARE R (TY) FHRE O B RAE R (T2). B EREREI(TI) MAS (T4 8 N Tk i) 2,
ARICATL A T2 & EFIET 9 NF1 150 AN AT BE -5 2200 ET 7] 75 2 A ¢ 0 48 2 15 %38 015 B I RRE.

3. BREAWRSH BEE. 55 W R R 75200 o 2 A I 7 S AT IR 1 A R P
B KR B BN, 27 A — 4% bR BRI R RS R BRI &N % R M E RS
Bt Rk

BT U5 B AR BB R T 22 AR MRRIE, PR IR 3 * 1 TR 7R R F i g 3k 17 3%
R).FH PO RoRE W RS R BREZ A 2ZE. %G B i E B — ARFE, 2 4L AT R T A 3
fih F1-F4 A I FRAE, FS-F18 SN iGFRAE, F19-F21 A J7 SHFAE. A 7 AREAS [R5 AAE Ak T AR R Fr0 4 55, AR S5 4
BRRRAEREAT 1 A5 v 10 D00 Ak, R I 2 Ve AR e BRI I R 3 ME R 00 AnvEZE N 1 T 2.

Table 3 Features used in our model

R3ORHILVENE

gkl ZR S iy

FO battery_gap 1 W RS AR i A 2.

F1 current_battery 1 I I HL

F2* current_hour 24 5V IR PR /0N I B (B AL T R 2 R 58 TUAN N ).

F3* current_weekday 7 EHWA K EPHEETF— A S ILR).

F4 sensor_T2 last 150 150 A T2 A% 28 72 RS 21 W) i A IR )5 — IR Ak

F5 start_battery 1 LG FFARET 1 B

F6* start_hour 24 SAE T AR B /N B (R AU F2).

F7* start_weekday 7 SAEFFARET BRI H (R F3).

F8 age 1 215 T U B 38 225 W I 28 5 g i 1

F9 consumption 1 2l WTT I B2 A W I AV FE M i i

F10 history rate 1 27 T U B 22 15 1) 6T ()T 35 #6 s 2R (F10=F9/F8).

F11 naive_surv 1 BB 2 B IR 2 O FR F10 (¥ 78 #6215 3 (1 ZE AL (] (F11=F0/F10).
F12 past_rate 11 YR RE T s FE L 2, PR DL IE S,

F13 sensor_T1 45 RALEWET 1/5/10/30/60 230 PI I T1 LR35 (.

Fl14 sensor_T2 Smin 150 150 A~ T2 AR AR AE R W HT A 5 208 9 I s 518 .
F15 | app_occurrence 400 KT 5/10/30/60 735 A, 50 TR FIAE RS LL(HT 6 &) B).
F16 app_usage 100 T2 AE A 50 AN HRT R A AE R T & R (T B &5 6.
F17 screen 2 [T P BT e A R & I 1] o L.

F18 broadcast 86 T2 1E PR S IR IR

F19* | user index 51 H P ID(0-50).

F20 session_history 8 D32 iE P R BV RE I A, PELIESC.

F21 screen_history 8 P s il i i R A R, TE L IE L.

5.3 VEMMTER

97 PP S AT ST T 00 AR AR ) R A M, A SO R T BUR =R $8 4R 35 07 B % 2 (Root Mean Square Error,
RMSE),Kendall’s Tau fll Concordance Index(C-1dx). =M T4 845 I E AR S M Kk F LR Fa bR EE (i 4
53.1 BITHRRE

$5e LW PR 88T S o0 252 L B (] 5 S R 52 A BT ] ) 22 e FR) 7 325 R v R ol 2 ) 198 22 L. F00) 88 o b 1) 5 5 o
S5 T B[] 2z D P 222 B R 0N ) S 4 SR AR O T SRS IR — BRR AR SR 3 7 AR R 2 R R A AT
I T IR 2 B R AR e B SR S LU LWL, & T 3D, n SR 7 AR R ZE 5 30 4, U B RO 45k
ALt 8] 55 52 R SR AT I (8] 2 18] FF) P Y8 ZEFE R 30 3.

AL AT S0 T 68 TR 1) F00, 4 7 MR A 2t AEAE SR B k1 50, X9 07 AR AR 2 6 S A B RS i SR
HRAEAE A T3 BB R R B /N B9 S 5 s, D) 3589 7 AR 3R 22 AL 2 52 B4R DR I 5 i 0 Ok 38 7 AR i ZE X T A 1H il
TS BOAE ST g BE R AN R 1200 o SRSk — R A ), S PR A SR U TR 30 43 Bl 84t SR I 1 4
AT (a0 T 30 3B TR ZE R Z N 30 20 G ST R ST (R 2 T 30 438,307 MR 2= U B EIR.
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X 2 45 35 7 MR 25 2 O A T o B 1 s e, T 2R A AN A2 1) 5

BRIk, 28 T R — ) 8, A S — PR A T LU AP R AR,
5.3.2 Kendall's Tau

Kendall's Tau & —Ff ) vz 48 F 1 HE 7 B 48 bR LA JBARCR K BT A 25 9 (R ) 42 R L 52 o 4852 5 ) 1)
OO 22 At B 8] 43 R AT HE P 88 I ELIR PR AN HE T 00— BSORE B SR N 3 56 4 — B30, 00 e B F000 58 A9 e [
AP A0 SHE 58 AN — B T U BA YR A ] 78 4 A R HE T B 4B AR TT DARR AT b v IR 3 O AR R 22 B B s O
W R BURR . VRN YA, AT LAE 9 VRAN B bR R R T

Y177 % ZEF0 Kendall's Tau 7T LA AN 5] P40 A P55 CHIOMEL A 8 RO HE T A 58 ) i 2 T P o e A, (L2 T 5 84S e
il PR T SCHR S BT A AR ) 3 2, P E R AT VPA I 38 T AR R AR B B B B AR 2, 0 T AR 2 AN ]
DL BRI A DU TV g N VA 2 v A B — ) 30 P e 17 4 1900 7 ¥ BID D < 3 A AT R A S S5 AT LR A IR AT VR AR
R BT AT AR A S AN ] IR A 22 8] () 50 A0 W] B AR AE 22 e AEE P AR A BT P AR B S R TR 5 E &
LB AT VRN 00 45 SR A RO e 22 AL U, 75 2 RE e o IR — [ L
5.3.3 Concordance Index

Concordance Index /& TE A A7 73 A1 A0 Bl 00— FhiEAN Fa b5 A2 A2 0 AT SR B T B5 22 4, L B2 A H AR 2T 7L
9 S5 T AR AT IR TA) X T — 4 AR SR B0 I8 TRVE SR A TR S 5 38 YIART 5 A 45 R, TR I TE S IR 45 R I = AFTE 30 4)
93 BB AT SRAT S X B 3 B0 295 BB 1) SE B 2 AF B IR AS W] 2600 el DA B P85 A T 260, AR A7 23 A R 19 A A7 B RS AT 0
55 22 f g (] 000 H PRI AR B A5 AN BT L AR AR, BT I 2B A7 43 AT o B VPN FE At PT DA 5] N 22 8 ) T g .

AL G NAAF 3BT U Concordance Index 1 ATEAN $EFR. LT Kendall's Tau, % T AFEA A Al B,
HEB A 5 B (1952 bR 2R ML TA] 550 5 15 0 25 St b6k 1) ) 00 2 75— B SR — 350, 0 A F B M — N IR P X,
75 WAL Bl — AN 10 7 % .55 Kendall's Tau AN [F] /&, Concordance Index B8 %% Xt — Lo AN 0] JLEEA 347 A0 BE 451 an i xt
2l A PISEBREEMUN ]2 3 /N, 2218 B 1 SRR S i (A BT 00 (E& AT 0 B 20k 45 I R F IR (R 22200 S
ANBE B2, BT DL B Hh T, 2 1 B ISR T — B K T il ALEEAE B 2 —ANAS AT AR A, RA T AT AR FT
PIHERR X A AT B RS2 A B[R] 328 17 B 48 .Concordance Index 3T A b S8 B K5 358 20 R 0] WLFEAS 99 N B34y
R,

Sf 1 il AR SC 3R B J5 AR 1% 2 W Kendall's Tau F1 Concordance Index = P9 5 Fr % T30 R S AT VRAR
Hodr 3575 i iR Z F1 Kendall's Tau {2 H T 7T JL#£ 4, Concordance Index Ul F T2 R FE A

6 SLuGsk

6.1 SZIGFL 2L

TEA T 45 SR BT B S B — A& Y S I 4R A N R4St 4 RS % W H AR 4R, B
SRAT KN, 2 A A S A R (A) 0 22 B RO A, 88 T B TR) 2 1 B . SRR B b Y R E R R R
TE (S SRAZ A A2 AN T 52 B 18, A R W A iy e T 5o e B AR 4B 18 ), I 4 R YL PP S L ) 1) 5 2 v ) Pl 2R A
M Z 2 A IE IR R A S E UK H B B RS H s B &2 FO)VE N HE— I RHE Il SR 3L, 5F
DLAZAR B () R0 A S S 9 v 42

FHREE R IR 4 IR =47, DR A B B PR v WA ERI T IRIRZEN 149.9 434h, Kendall's Tau {H4
0.5856.fE &R FEA - HJ Concordance Index HIE N 0.867 7247 . H T AUA — AMRFAE, VU i 2 75 280 ) S5 R S A 72
—EH). AT LA AR A SR — R AR B 1 3 7 IR R ZE R AN A NIRRT 150 438 1R Z A 1% AL
SRR N A B 858 22 AN Z AR Y45 31 ) Kendall's Tau #1 Concordance Index 1 R, 351 47 T BB ML 0 09 B0 AE (43 79 A

 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kendall rank correlation coefficient

_ https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Survival_analysis
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0 1 0.5).

Y7 MR R ZE FHE 7 48 bR AR L 10 22 7 i B B I L 5 H AR L2 1 22 (FO) A RN 42 AT A 1] 22 (8] 1 1E AH 58
P bl 5 B 5 DR A R 8 AN K S X — DN AR 1S BB U I HE 7 FaAn 45 S A8 2 (UK 58 B2 — FE ARk LU O s, e vk
15 BB R 1 000 EL AR ST 8] Z50(EL. D] U, 340 75 2 B LAt 38 A, 13E — 20 K 40 4 82t B 1)

6.2 EX BT RRAE 18R

$e b — NSRS /NTE R S S0 R ) P AR AE TR0 4 A TR 1) A5 SR A SRR IE S A 4 HF1-F4R X
B G B T g 2 R AE DI SR TR 2R DA R % A 2H A AR PR A A A R 5 B R R, B ORI F1-F4 F0I 42 A
e TR AR B3 22 TR FO BEAT T IX 36 AE T FO AORH & B 25 2 A TN F8 bR, HE I FR R BE 8 2 21 4 Bh AF
.

R e, A S 535304 F1-F4 5 FO #H4T 44, T St i (e (RRFH FO+F1 U, FO+F2 T, DL UL 2 4E), 28 f5 4%
FO-F4 34T B4R 2H A T S A Ik 8] 45 5 L3R 4.4 2R AE 4 70 RO B0 ) A2 F1LEE8 K Kendall's Tau M 0.5856
PR 0.6230, KRR Z M 149.9 BEIRZE 140.1. 24 RN KA 4 ZRHERT, 35 77 MR 1% 22 7T DA FEIK 18.5 434,
ifi Kendall's Tau Al Concordance Index 43 %Il 7] LAHE T} 0.062 F1 0.025.

Table 4 Performance of query-time features

R4 LI AE A AN RHE

\ - sl
RAE W Linear GBRT RF XGB BELR
¥R R % 149.9 150.6 150.9 151.0 149.9
FO Kendall's Tau 0.5843 0.5856 0.5821 0.5855 0.5856
Concordance Index 0.8666 0.8659 0.8652 0.8660 0.8666
B R iR % 144.8 140.1 151.4 140.7 140.1
FO, F1 Kendall's Tau 0.5918 0.6230 0.5684 0.6228 0.6230
Concordance Index 0.8701 0.8838 0.8622 0.8838 0.8838
¥R R % 146.5 146.7 155.9 147.0 146.5
FO, F2 Kendall's Tau 0.5954 0.6013 0.5653 0.6017 0.6017
Concordance Index 0.8732 0.8742 0.8559 0.8745 0.8745
B R R 2 148.8 148.4 150.6 148.8 148.4
FO, F3 Kendall's Tau 0.5683 0.5733 0.5618 0.5733 0.5733
Concordance Index 0.8646 0.8655 0.8592 0.8656 0.8656
¥R R %= 148.5 144.1 150.6 143.7 143.7
FO, F4 Kendall's Tau 0.5793 0.6015 0.5440 0.6037 0.6037
Concordance Index 0.8670 0.8747 0.8491 0.8755 0.8755
B R R % 141.2 132.7 138.2 131.4 131.4
FO-F4 Kendall's Tau 0.6020 0.6449 0.6180 0.6473 0.6473
Concordance Index 0.8738 0.8919 0.8782 0.8921 0.8921

6.3 ZUHRHIE MR

BB R AE O ROR B AR O I T2 v 28, (E 2 TR AN A & N0 = 2l I REE AL 3 F P R R &R B (45
878 55 BT B E B BB AR L AR T2 1 P KR W FT AR A AT O S SRR A AR O
E. IR s, A /N1 33k — 25 23 AT 2 AR X 482 i B 0 1) 2k SR

SURRHMEIL A 14 20, 038 3 R F5-FI18.E MKl i A & 1 2 if FH 4R i) B AR 515 E.(F5-F7), {5 FH B 1]
5 B FE A5 D (F8-F12), 152 F A i A5 B AN A% I 28 1 5015 B (F13-F16), LA K R GEF 4415 B (F17-F18).F1_E— /Ny
AL, b Ab 1 e A8 B R AR AT SRS FO BEAT 45 & WL R 75 RE 5 3 = T R0 A o 4 SR LR 4.

AR LU T 25 10 B R AE, 2 03 R AE X T s SR SR BE 9 B R SR A F10 BX F11 B, {6 A GBRT #! XGB i
FERC R AR R B F10 & TE AR08 N BT P I FE L 26, F 11 2 25T F10 BEAT B D 22 T, R B 15 254
S FELVIR P FE TR AT AR (R 47 F 10,58 T b B8 TR [ SR AL T8). 362 5 2 F11=F 1/F 1038 13 PR A5 F bl 45 ] o,
E2 AR NS 72 A B R 2 LU IR B L B A B3 T MR ZE B T 20.8 4B B4 Kendall's Tau BB 32+
0.12.

a0 gt — 20 kG A4k 5 FE F R ZE AR O¢ B RRAE, U BT LAAS B BE AT I T A R NER 4 T UUE L R R R &
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TERFE A F12.F12 L6810 AME, 0 MR A Mb(tg) + 1%- b(tg) +2%- =+ v b(tq) + 10%HHFEEDb(tq) 1T
PA)H HL ol 0 P R U, AR B S B I R L 50%, 084 F12 A HIME N S1%IHFER 50%. A 52%HAE 2
50%. weeee v 60% HFEE 50%3X 10 AN H] B I Y P 8 R A8 F 12 W] DA IR L 25 W A e R FE i 35 41
40 RN 60%FEZE 50% 1T 350 FE B I R AR 1B A2 M\ S1%FE RS 50% T+ PR 2 5 1, U1 356 B 2 10 7 06 P
AR BIME KBS AR BN FL2 LA RH AT A BAREN R SR BTN RERESE 1214 5
#f Kendall's Tau A1 Concordance Index 73 # 3T 2 0.7392 F1 0.9224. 7] W, 4HHL FEE 1) 46 L 33 R A5 26k T 00 2 5
HIHR T2 1 W& .
Table 5 Performance of session features

RS OHREIR UL

4 . — A
L AR Lincar GBRT RF XGB BELR
B iiR 147.7 147.2 151.3 1473 1472
FO, F5 Kendall's Tau 0.5890 0.6001 0.5590 0.6002 0.6002
Concordance Index 0.8687 0.8706 0.8515 0.8707 0.8707
YRR % 146.7 147.6 158.8 147.9 146.7
FO, F6 Kendall's Tau 0.5979 0.6031 0.5663 0.6036 0.6036
Concordance Index 0.8723 0.8739 0.8543 0.8739 0.8739
PR 2 148.4 148.6 153.6 150.1 148.4
FO, F7 Kendall's Tau 0.5696 0.5747 0.5601 0.5743 0.5747
Concordance Index 0.8647 0.8656 0.8586 0.8656 0.8656
¥R % 144.9 143.5 158.3 144.9 143.5
FO, F8 Kendall's Tau 0.6088 0.6132 0.5280 0.6134 0.6134
Concordance Index 0.8746 0.8760 0.8382 0.8761 0.8761
B iiR 2 149.0 142.7 152.5 142.9 142.7
FO, F9 Kendall's Tau 0.5690 0.6031 0.5534 0.6031 0.6031
Concordance Index 0.8656 0.8790 0.8570 0.8791 0.8791
¥R % 140.4 128.9 139.7 129.1 128.9
FO, F10 Kendall's Tau 0.6110 0.7055 0.6576 0.7056 0.7056
Concordance Index 0.8797 0.9104 0.8912 0.9105 0.9105
¥R % 140.5 129.7 141.6 129.9 129.7
FO, F11 Kendall's Tau 0.6091 0.6914 0.6409 0.6919 0.6919
Concordance Index 0.8790 0.9036 0.8831 0.9038 0.9038
B iiR 2 143.7 121.4 131.3 121.8 121.4
FO, F12 Kendall's Tau 0.6411 0.7392 0.7163 0.7383 0.7392
Concordance Index 0.8875 0.9224 0.9140 0.9222 0.9224
¥R % 148.7 145.0 152.1 146.4 145.0
FO, F13 Kendall's Tau 0.5805 0.6009 0.5327 0.5996 0.6009
Concordance Index 0.8681 0.8756 0.8491 0.8749 0.8756
VIR 2 147.0 141.4 149.6 141.5 141.4
F0, F14 Kendall's Tau 0.5883 0.6087 0.5519 0.6091 0.6091
Concordance Index 0.8702 0.8765 0.8527 0.8771 0.8771
¥R % 144.7 143.7 149.7 144.8 143.7
FO, F15 Kendall's Tau 0.5955 0.6076 0.5668 0.6063 0.6076
Concordance Index 0.8719 0.8762 0.8584 0.8761 0.8762
B iiR 2 145.7 141.9 150.3 141.4 141.4
F0, F16 Kendall's Tau 0.6024 0.6144 0.5772 0.6160 0.6160
Concordance Index 0.8743 0.8792 0.8631 0.8797 0.8797
¥R % 148.4 146.6 152.3 146.5 146.5
FO, F17 Kendall's Tau 0.5928 0.5932 0.5406 0.5926 0.5932
Concordance Index 0.8718 0.8737 0.8514 0.8737 0.8737
VIR 2 149.4 143.3 147.0 143.8 143.3
FO, F18 Kendall's Tau 0.6012 0.6071 0.5757 0.6093 0.6093
Concordance Index 0.8730 0.8763 0.8613 0.8770 0.8770
YRR % 140.4 121.8 127.3 121.5 121.5
FO, F10-F12 Kendall's Tau 0.6526 0.7398 0.7296 0.7393 0.7398
Concordance Index 0.8920 0.9219 0.9172 0.9219 0.9219
VIR 2 131.1 114.8 121.4 115.0 114.8
FO, F5-F18 Kendall's Tau 0.6657 0.7368 0.7274 0.7407 0.7407
Concordance Index 0.8951 0.9213 0.9177 0.9224 0.9224
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Table 6 Performance of user history features

R6 LI P LRHE

, . _ A
L e Linear GBRT RF XGB BELR
¥R % 144.8 144.9 156.3 1452 1448
FO, F19 Kendall's Tau 0.5991 0.6087 0.5436 0.6080 0.6087
Concordance Index 0.8747 0.8769 0.8468 0.8766 0.8769
VIR 2 141.2 138.2 145.5 138.6 138.2
FO, F20 Kendall's Tau 0.6227 0.6400 0.5953 0.6385 0.6400
Concordance Index 0.8777 0.8845 0.8662 0.8841 0.8845
¥R % 146.1 142.4 149.6 141.4 141.4
FO, F21 Kendall's Tau 0.5995 0.6092 0.5633 0.6112 0.6112
Concordance Index 0.8742 0.8778 0.8571 0.8787 0.8787
B iiR 2 137.6 134.0 135.1 1343 134.0
FO, F19-F21 Kendall's Tau 0.6363 0.6550 0.6272 0.6550 0.6550
Concordance Index 0.8861 0.8911 0.8778 0.8911 0.8911

6.5 ZEA 1 H BT A FRE

Bt 2 AR S0 BT () B SR FH 4 350 R AAE 1) TR0 205 SR 45 SR N 1] 7 s B AR 45 V8 R T SC 5 SR SR ALL 0 I AR TR RE %
WRMIFEIIAKR; Z5 NS TERFER, BN R F 3 T EL A B iR s Dy SEARRAE I AT DLk — 25 A Sk /N IR $R T i 2K,
TR AL 5 7 iR iR 25 M\ 149.9 P& & 110.4, % Kendall's Tau M 0.5856 $£ T} £ 0.7486, % Concordance Index M 0.8666
27+ % 0.9254.
6.6 WL

AT BRAEASL S 36 45 A Givh B U B R E M AR S SR A Bootstrap test and the shifted method 77 7%
RT3t sEg R AT T B FE R IR A R LR 8 B p-value< 0.1,** X N p-value< 0.05, *** X} 3
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p-value< 0.01). AR H AT LU Y, 0 ) RIS 249 5 AR AR 22 IO 4R TH 10 2 325 VA A2 (B AE T3 A PRI PEAR 4B b T 1)
FETHRGETH I 25 X U 1577 AR R 22 0 A A R B, DR e R e B VAR 1 18 51N A A A . 2 T R AE AT
Py SRS AEAE A VAN R AR T R T DU A S 25 .

Table 7 Performance if we put features together

R OKIRAERLRG R P A RHE

; N ~ B
R ksl Linear GBRT RF XGB BAELR
¥R % 141.2 132.7 138.2 131.4 131.4
FO0-F4 Kendall's Tau 0.6020 0.6449 0.6180 0.6473 0.6473
Concordance Index 0.8738 0.8919 0.8782 0.8921 0.8921
B iiR 2 128.9 115.0 118.5 114.1 114.1
FO-F18 Kendall's Tau 0.6665 0.7409 0.7395 0.7430 0.7430
Concordance Index 0.8954 0.9229 0.9209 0.9235 0.9235
¥R % 124.7 110.6 120.3 110.4 110.4
FO-F21 Kendall's Tau 0.6745 0.7486 0.7450 0.7478 0.7486
Concordance Index 0.9000 0.9251 0.9227 0.9254 0.9254
Table 8 Statistic tests of experiment results
®8 LR EEMEARE
B i i it
BHARRE Kendall's Tau Concordance Index

F0-F4 131.4 0.6473%** 0.8921***

FO, F5-F18 114.8%* 0.7407%** 0.9224%**

FO, F19-F21 134.0 0.6550%** 0.8911%*%*

F9-F21 110.4%* 0.7486%** 0.9254%**

B 1 Gt 2B 2 A AR SCIR] I SO B R A SR (RO SR T2 75 B AT W8 (0 SE PR AR X B AR SC R 5 T
FLULER A (K35 5 RAR ZEN T R0 A5 B B 0 N ) ) R ZE N 150 72 BFFEARE 110 7082 15 B A S Pr b
BH? WEE BB FEC 40 70 B 77 MR 22 R AR H 835 BO4R TT 0 T CARIAZ 40 23 Bt [ B8 0 & 21 4 22 HE A
P AER BEAR G R ZE V5 110 730, BIVEEIE 9 /I B FRD R 1), 1% 22 75 SRR e ied 23 AR SCIA OB |l - A ST B AL AR
JREIE AT 9 5 R B S AT DR 2 TR A7 A i 22 5 B AR ST B AR B A W I, 2 L0k B i I (8] AT AR
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Fig.3 The correlation between RMSE with b(tq) — b, and b,, respectively.
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