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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
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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.
Key words: mobile computing; battery lifetime prediction; machine learning
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4.1 FHERBEERE

ASCHE AR R TAE RS A B 2 o A A A 4 NS IR,

(1) BAE YR AZFR T N R UGB AR o 1, FR AR B AN 23 9 X L 14 A 1) B 1] [ I 120 1 AN JE 4 KA
HRAR I 5 2 1 AR B SR R SR S

(2)  BEMUET[A]TH 5 5 AR SR B T A 2 1l T2 PR T 1 SR AR 5 X R A £ ) N (AL R E BR LT B S
o F9 B 485 BT ), 4 A9 (R0 VAR g i HE AR R R N M S TR R R S B AR RS MR
Tt R 22 0 )0 I 5% SRR AR AT B CHREAE T S0 AT IR ). A R R 1R (5 5L LA v 4 1) &= 1A T 2 LR,
) BSCARFAIE [ £, A D TR VA RS B PR A N

(3) MERIYNGR.EE T b — IR o 45 20 (KRB N\ (R AE 1) 8 ) FNR IS 0 HS (SR AE T [R]), % B0 55 I 2R [l VA A 2
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Fig.2 An overview of the prediction model
B2 Epk TAERAR G

42 MBS

AL T —HRAR . BAARRERLES S IR, B DAR E 200 7] AR B AR & DL 4 i
T 25 4 [ )9 (linear regression). [ HL#% 4k 5] 19 (random forest regression, & #% RF)Y. & $2 74 5] 5 (gradient
boosting regression tree, %k GBRT)?fI XGBoost(XGB)?2. I ik i 7 (4 3 5% Fl XGBoost X155 XGBoost
Y A Scikit-Learn 22 PSR £ 4 (1] 51 o BEATLAR AR (] U RRE B 2 TH A [0 V1) ) B S84 17 428 P 200 0 o 4 4
HY TR AT DA 47 b F 2 R A 5 252 LN 1] 2 (1] 1) 2 S IR AR 3 28 12k SC Bk
43 % {E

AL A SCHE HY 1 TN AR TR (1 O B8 AR SCHE IR LA 3 A S0 R 7 R A1k, BAR 0T

(1) 70 AL : 2 0 IR RR AR 2 7 A8 T A 2 W0 I 220 B SR A JE T A B SR AIE AR X — I 7 R AE T R
A5 BEIRAL R AT BB S H AR B 18] A6 B b(tg)—bn. 2 2R, 1% 22 fEBEOK, L il (1) S LI [ gt
SR T A BRI AN AE tg IR 20 A A B 2045 U2 AR T RE 5 BTN TR A A8 SC R0 A, ke A
I F) IS T R R 55 S AT AN 1) 2 18] 77 E S 3B, DR DA P — IR 24 v AS [ I 2 PR A P 5 P2 A A SO AH R

(2) S UEFIE IR RAE R R N HT 2 1ETF IR 21t B AW %ty 1X B 8] 3E F 9 AH 645 87 2E K ke
fIEIX —FB 05 BB 1A 2 BT 20 A S AR B T AT AR GER A, DR 1 5 e i A R SR B T R T
oA HO R I A ORI 9 0, G I SC BT IR FEL It A I AR H T SRR AE A9 S AR R R LB
BT IR A R A,

(3) 3 SR 7 ) IR AR AL R T AR AL P 5 4 0 SR R T 4 i 2 1 A (ER B e 2 A0 P A 2 2 (B 4 T
SR R A2 1) B A ST AR TS SR A T e A B S A IR ] £ T A8, SR — o 2 i b AR
PRl R A B i, U A W A2 P AT R S SR A DAL AT ASE D P A S T i R A
BN T PG R T R 2 PR R b, AR SO T P R T 2 S B AR ORI AR 95 3 ALRFAE AR AE 1
SRR

RN T AT RHAE R 3 F I A3 28 B AR IR R 2 AL 5 SCPR AR SR A 4.

(C)1994-2023 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved. http://www.cnki.net
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5 KRt

N T B AEIRAT B VR KA R, A SRR T Sherlock B B I RS I TRD R A, - 56 1E AR 1) TR0 24
AT A LI AT LR
51 EifEM

ANET SCHTIR, FRATAT LA Sherlock #idfs £8 (1 JR 40 Bt Hh #2518 B AR 2 i b SE R B EA & H A
AT . B8 e 78 i T2 B0 B AT 52 30 2 A, 3R AT 7% B2 AE 2 08 T BLIDL AR i H P I A AT O R R G R T
o LA R I, A S SR G B B R TS B T 37 088 AN 43 1L B S B 4 1E TT AR I 1Y) L (b(ts)) K T 30% ) 2
1, B A I R — A 25 I R g0 B R, P B AT Dy 2 52 B H 0™ BN PR ), 2 WD X0 T P B IR AT
X — BB e R T KY 4% 418 FIRIEA 35590 41

oF TAFA 206, AR OB P T REAE F AP AT 5 BT 0] A5 1 V) 9 SR TRLILG, Xo) T B A 230 [t te] ZE BT 1] X
[ [ts+2min, te—2min] A B — A R AS T R I ] &t Bid 2 B A TIRIEE AT £ 24 a 17—
BN ] F) A5, I HLAE 75 0 J5 23 05 A 23 SL R 45 R TE g 1% 8 5 A SCiE— B BE AR B — > H A FL & b, FEIEHL tg Al
by B AR A1 A8 0 T 7 A BR

1) b(ty) =10%.1X &N T FRIE 7 1 i 5l 4 B R 2 T K

2)  b(t)<b(ty)-5%.1% &y T FRIIF 7 16 i F 5 A0 H A R LA — 22 B, DU A 1 B S b L

I IR T A S E AR AL R T AN R AW A A T R DA e R — AN R A

AR AERAUA B A WIS 75 ZEORIE b(t,) <b(ty) (H A SCIFAER b(t) =bo(te), BN PR R B I TEik
TiEN b(te), 5 L 7T e 22 % 35— MK T b(te) (K H b LB 2 B AT SCE S TR b(ta) = bo(te), 84 27 241 22 16 SE R i
FEEI T H br F R 12 TR L A B A A D T AR A 75 0 12 2 1 R S ) B A T R A

BEAOLAE B 2T WO B 5 7F 35 590 MU B A 14 773 AR ILREA, 4 20 817 AN NASAT WUREA A Lk
— 5 I # 24 vp A% BE LI U 576 1 I SR B, 2 4% 176 1 iR B, T 5 45 (0 R 70 3)1) G R R 0 3 A
IS G RN 2.

Table 2 Summary statistics of the data
FR2 BEFEAGHER
APEA  RuWREAR LA

IRt 17 382 12 275 29 657
RS 3435 2498 5933
=S 14 733 20817 35590

5.2 $FERE

1T Sherlock #o#a4E A0 & (AU 4E A2 O 1A A AR 0 B0 A5 200, AR SO S AR N T 48 36 0 i ik AT
FERELE A 975 326, M rh et T 8 TT RE 15 P TR SIS TR)AH SR B0 045 S AR AT O RGIBATIRES . 1SR
P BERRRRIRSHE AN S O R A R R
(1) MIFIE I %HE £ Sherlock Ko £, W A il F B4 8 i 45 5s BB IR R Lt R 51 3R (1 U5 Apac =k
MAEE D B C 3% 2 AT DAY 21 2 B IR L N Y IEAE 38 AT i T 4E Sherlock s S b — 3L Bl i
655 /AN [ 9 82, TR AR SCHT — A 655 4 ) 0-1 1) B 2 7 5 — I 2 1) 2 FH I8 A7 IR A A A 4 B0 7 —
AL e B A D 1,375 3K — I Z0% 8 ) IR ARS8 AT HUE Y 0,00 38 1% 80 F R A 18 4T
(2)  AGUSATIRE AL A Hodi AR Sherlock ¥t 5 (170 2Kk, RGBT RS ML B HAm i 0 o 4 41
FEARBLERETL) FHREME ALK (T2). FHREER(TI) MG THI(T4). i A T
Ml 77 20 A SO T A T2 v Bk 1 9 AN 150 AN AT g 5 S i i 18] e 82 A O (10 4 B2 1 1230 43
5 R AL
(3) BRI FE . 5f 5 SR A AT 3 2 i 5 T SR SR O sUEEAT R B R O P R
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ST B KR K BRI, 22 7 A — S PR AR R RS R IE R B IR S R GRS — I i &
FHRAE BBl R TR
BT UL S B AR SR AR T 22 A RRHE, VEARR WA 3(H* 1Y TR 7 R F i g A ik A7 R
) FO FORE M RS B AR i A ) H, 12 AF e e EE Y — SRR, 2 S I TR T ) B L~
F4 NN RFHE F5~F18 2 iR AL F19~F21 O 3 SURFAE. A 1 PRAEAS [7) 5 iE Ak 1 AR [] PR 248 52, A SO0 4
AEBEAT T bR IE AL, B 38 I 2 P 20 4 B RRAE B #3400 0 BrilEZE N 1 T K
Table 3 Features used in our model

®3RHIETER

4151 EAiS FHIESL iR

FO battery_gap 1 BN RS AR R A ZEE

F1 current_battery 1 B &

F2* current_hour 24 P /N B (R A T — R R 3 LA /M)
F3*  current_weekday 7 IR H @ T — B4R LR)

F4 sensor_T2_last 150 150 > T2 5 B8 5 R ES 790 11 1) o 5 — IR 3K

F5 start_battery 1 SAGFF AR T 1 B

F6* start_hour 24 2AGTF R I /N B (SR AL F2)

F7* start_weekday 7 SETFUE I 12 H (5L F3)

F8 age 1 18 NI U B2 A I 25 (1B )

F9 consumption 1 SEMNTF B EE T RN DA MR EE

F10 history_rate 1 2x1E I TF 4fs B 55 25 160 INF 1) 5 354 o 3 36 (F10=F9/F8)
F11 naive_surv 1 B 21 U 2 R T FLO (1 3 6 3 Z 15 21 (1) 22 i I 7] (F11=F0/F 10)
F12 past_rate 11 AIE 5 7 Sk RS 6, 1 IR IE ST

F13 sensor_T1 45 RALE WY 1/5/10/30/60 43 P9I T1 A2 &35 4ME
F14  sensor_T2_5min 150 150 A T2 AR IR AR TE R ARG 5 2 %h 2 I S0
F15  app_occurrence 400 L EE W) AT 5/10/30/60 434 4,50 A FA TR A A BL(RT & &S5 B)
F16 app_usage 100 ET S N 50 AN HRT R A R IR O B (AT B &S B)
F17 screen 2 2 [R5 N B R R IR &S BRI ] o B

F18 broadcast 86 R NI T 3 OB
F19* user_index 51 FHi 7 1D(0~50)

F20  session_history 8 T3 58 4 i H 1 R R 28, T L T ST

F21 screen_history 8 T3 58 4% 1 v 1 B A A 3%, 1 L IE S

5.3 1FM IR

N VA S AT T RO A 2R (R A P A ORI T BAR 3 BT AN Fi A 35 U A% % (root mean square error,
fai ¥k RMSE). Kendall’s Tau 1 Concordance Index(C-ldx).3 Fh P4 Fa 4R i B AR & X Rk 3% ik e br (0F i in R,
53.1 ¥Rz

Fc T P 8 2 T 45 AT ) 5 552 B 458 T B T 2 S5 ) 7 2 e TR A 2 T ) 22 (L T 5 O I [i) 5 i R 48
F B T 2 ) F) 22 B /0, DU 58 1 8 SR A e A T SR LAX — A, AR SCR 389 5 MR AR 22 et b3 (R AT
B R R 2 K A U B SERRE S HUBTE W, 5 T BEAR A5 a0 SR 35 75 MR A 2 D 30 434, U 15 BR TR 4
U [ 5 S o 422 it B ) 22 ] (9 ~F- 3 ZEBE Dy 30 .

B2 Bt ok 482 T It TR T, 250 O AR i 22 A7 LE R PR 1.

o EJG, T MR AR ZE N S A b SRR POt SR b A A B R R B N B S U8 O AR A
ZEIE 2 52 FR K 1 R,

o VR, Y75 MR AR 22 0h T A AN T S R AR ST g P R AN [ g O g R T YR A i, S BR
SR TE) 2 30 438, A0 4, 40 S T A S A B T 2D 30 J3k, T 245 B 4 25 25 22 0 30 4 SR T fr
SR [R] 22 T 30 2340, W38 75 iR 2 A EIR X 2 AE 1535 7 WRAR ZE OR T Al v i 5 1 5 i i 240 T
fETHAS 2 IR 5.

DR, T i sk — ) R, A SCE— 25 SR F BA R B R PR AN e A,
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5.3.2 Kendall’s Tau

Kendall’s Tau #& — Ff 4 )32 1 F (%) k5 B $i5 45 (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kendall_rank_correlation_
coefficient), F 3k A% JEAE Oy b BT 25 1) (FFF A ) 422 TH6JFG SIZ 5 488 o B ) R0 930 300 2 BT ] 23 31l 1247 HE P 28 )5 LR
ANHE P I — S0R2 B S AN HE e 58 4 — 580 00 BA TR0 482 A BT (] Sl AT SRHE P 5 4 O — 3, W05 BE TR
SRS (8] 58 A4 R HE P B8 A AT DL R v IR 28 5 MR A5 22 1 i T O R 7 SRR L YT N B ), Tl LA TN F
B (R Bk 7R

77 RIR ZEF Kendall’s Tau ] LA AS [R] 1) A 5 CHIME A7 58 R HE T A 5 ) 7 2 T 10 o At A (2 R 2 A0 AS e
R SCHR S BAS T AR AR ) R4 5 2, A T HEAT VRN BN 38 T A R AR B W AR A K T AR AN T A
PRI A% T TE v g N PP A 24 v Ak B X — ) A 1) o 7 4 11 7 325 R DR oy 3 A ] LRE A A5 v ILRE AR A7 VA AR
2 BT R IR AR 5 AN ) W AR 2 TR I 43 A P REAEAE 28 57 AN TE AT WBE AR B AT VRN AT B0 45 R T s 5 78 4 4k
R HEAT VAR 00 45 SR B K A 22, TR b T S A AT e R X — )
5.3.3 Concordance Index

Concordance Index /& 7E 24 17 43 #r (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Survival_analysis) 354 % F () — F i 46 4R,
HEAE TR B T B 2 0, B AR H AR R F0 8 A8 B AR A7 I ()5 — 40 B8 SRl o BRI 2 5% 1
BOT G A5 R, R G T S 36 25 SRR 2 47 70 30 70998 SR ATV AR A7 TG O 08 5 B0 308 40973 1B 1) SIZ B A= A7 T () AN ] 1, i A
- TRT AT AR A 0 AT HR 0 A A B D) AN BT 60 5 8 R ) T R P AR A AR 2 AN AT L AR R 2B, R s AR A AT R
VAN G b B AT LSO B SRR 1) 5000 () 2 .

ARSI NAEAE A AU Concordance Index 1E P4 Fi #5, H 244U T Kendall’s Tau, %) T-# A~ F£ 4% A 1 B,
H B A 5 B SCBREE MU [A] I T -5 T30 22 A0 BT 1] (00057 2 75 — 20 40 S — 20 00 A R0 B AS il — AN 1E 7 6F; 75 T,
F s — AN 18 7 5t 55 Kendall’s Tau A [5] () J&,Concordance Index g % it — S5 R A DL AE A< 34T b TR 451 AR 458 451
A B BREURT Ay 3 /N, 231 B IR SRR SR TR [ AN BT UL (H AT &0 B 2 i 4 SR (R {8 B ) 22 5 /N 4
Al UL A 00, 2 15 B AR ) — 2 K T 2 ih ALRIBE, R B A& — NS T AR AR, FRATT A5 48 T LA A Bt e
A FI B SRR 18]I 57 335 4T EL B .Concordance Index 2 F L LB 5358 70 AN o] ILEEAS g N BITPAR  FE op

25 R A S 3t SR H ) J7 MR iR 2 L Kendall’s Tau F1 Concordance Index 3X 3 i vPAf 45 n o 7500 2% 5 i3k 4T 3¢
i Forb 255 iR ZE A Kendall’s Tau X -F AT LA 4%, Concordance Index Il Fl T 24 F 4.

6 SEIRZAR

6.1 SEIOEELL

TEA T 65 2200, 1 20 T Bk — AN IS Y I SE IR B 2R AE N G SRt i 45 R 22 ARG H R AR A1, B
SRATEN M I RS H bR R 2 )Y 22 R SR K, U B IV 2 T 1 B K B SR AR A L v DR AR
FRAR SE T (AR Z MRS V) SE B 6, A RE RS AE 5 167 20 L e B AR IR B, S 4 B e (10 82 9 T (1) 5 5 1 B H,
HAE bR R 22 B 54 TR E I 0GR A I, AR SO e R A I H B 5 E b L Y 22 (FO) VR 9 ME — B RRAE DI
SRAR AN I DIAZ AR A (1 RORAE s 36 R e 2k

MR R IR 4 AT 3 47 LR BB 7R v DLREAS 038 7 iRR 2y 149.9 434, Kendall’s Tau {54
0.585 6.7F 4+t _E ) Concordance Index [{1E A 0.867 /247, i1 TAXNA —ANEFAL, 4 R 175 31 (1) R R HE A 2
— B0 LA L CR Y S — R AE AR B 135 7 AR 1R 25 R AN 4 A BN K 150 43 B 1 iR 2 A 45 I A (1 52
B B2 A 1 %88 22 A1k, 1% A5 4 45 31 ) Kendall’s Tau Al Concordance Index i R, 317 T B AL S 0 40 56048 (25109 0
1 0.5).

Y177 MR AR 22 RO HE 7 i b AR B H 1) 22 55 U W B DI R R S b B ) 22 (FO) RN SR i B ) 2 ) 2 O AH S
X — LGB HA S R R A UK S IX — AR AR AT BB I HE T AR Ar 45 TR AER UK FE 5 — FR AR 0 8 B
W, 0 ¥ 75 B0 5 D o i T L A 0 482 T 0 01 DR b, 3 5 8 B LAt 8 3 — 25 R A0 1 468 A e I
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6.2 TifFHMFERIR

Bz /N SR 2N i S T R P ) SRR TN S A B TR )RR AR SRR S 4 4LFL~FA R
SCH 2 R TR 2E R I R TR Y, DU % A 2EL AT R R fe P B 0 80 SR L 4 R R, MR L FL~F4 TN 4t
F IS TR 14 20 SR Bz 22 TR P PO HEAT T AX B0 T FO F1 it 2 £ 2 T2 1) TN 4 s, JE Atk 346 A (S 72 280 B 6

BRI, A SC 23 s FL~F4 5 FO #EAT 414, SR 700 i B[] (RO FH FO+FL T, FO+F2 T, LA e 248, 48 )
H FO~F4 HEAT B4R & TN SE AT TR). 45 5 36 4.700X 4 dURRAE 24 P SR BT B2 FLAESE Kendall’s Tau
M 0.585 6 #2552 0.623 0,44 7 1% 22 M\ 149.9 BRIKZE 140.1. 4 AN SR A 4 LHAFAERT, 22 07 AR 5% 22 1T LAA: FAAIK
18.5 43 4,1 Kendall’s Tau FI Concordance Index 43 % 7] L3 T 0.062 F1 0.025.

Table 4 Performance of query-time features
R4 SRR AW N RE

N T o

HEAE VAN FE AR Cinesr— GBRT RE <GB AR

¥R 2 149.9 150.6 150.9 151.0 149.9

FO Kendall’s Tau 05843 05856 05821 05855 | 0.5856

Concordance Index | 0.8666 0.8659 0.8652 0.866 0 0.866 6

YRR % 144.8 140.1 151.4 140.7 140.1

FO,F1 Kendall’s Tau 05918 0.6230 05684 06228 | 0.6230

Concordance Index | 0.8701 0.8838 0.8622 0.8838 0.883 8

BT RR % 146.5 146.7 155.9 147.0 146.5

FO0,F2 Kendall’s Tau 05954 0.6013 05653 0.6017 0.6017
Concordance Index | 0.8732 0.8742 0.8559 0.8745 0.8745

¥ R 2 148.8 148.4 150.6 148.8 148.4

FO,F3 Kendall’s Tau 05683 05733 05618 05733 | 0.5733
Concordance Index | 0.8646 0.8655 0.8592 0.8656 0.865 6
YRR % 148.5 144.1 150.6 143.7 143.7

FO,F4 Kendall’s Tau 05793 0.6015 05440 06037 | 0.6037
Concordance Index | 0.8670 0.8747 0.8491 0.8755 0.8755

¥ RR % 141.2 132.7 138.2 131.4 131.4

FO~F4 Kendall’s Tau 0.6020 0.6449 0.6180 0.6473 0.647 3
Concordance Index | 0.8738 0.8919 0.8782 0.8921 0.892 1

6.3 SIERFHERYR

B R B REAE R 5OR BAR A U T B LR BRI AR AN R A N B B W IR AE A B F P R BRI 115
B 5 B 00 B RV AS BB A0 B ST, P E 2 W 4 U N R RS A R 08 AT DN 5 SRR ) AR AE DR
B DAL bk 2 /N JE — 25 40 AT e T3 R AR 6T 452 AL ) 00 1 28R

SARRHMEIL A 14 H WK 3 i F5~F18 ARk i, ot A& 1 3% TR AR I I AR 515 B (F5~F7) A A I
&) 55 L BV FEAE E(F8~F12). B HE F A5 B AL I 38 55 B (F13~F16) LA & R 4 (5 B (F17~F18). 55 L —
ANEZEABL X L S A AR AR M S FO R AT 45 A, 8 LR TR BRI 4 v T AR A S 4 SR L3 4.

AH G T 25 1 B REAE, 2 135 4R A 0T T 5 SR i B A BE O R R M SR FL0 B F11 B {5 GBRT 1 XGB [1)$2
TR R AEH B3 F10 R7ESAT &8N . B AT A TR I R F1L N IET F10 3EATROAR T, B B A
TH) S i b 0 PR SR AT AR R RE FL0, 35 A TR ) SN [R) L 3 S 2 F11=F 1/F10.

S b 3R AN AL EL A fT B (E L A 0% 7 AR 10 R0 S B I BB ) R U R T AR R R RAK T 20.8 b, B
IF 1) Kendall’s Tau A% 42 7+ 0.12.

G — RS AN 5 R H T R S RO AFAE, U T AAS B T AT A T AR AR 4 T DAE B BCR B &1
FRAE A F12.F12 JEA 5 10 AME, 7 BIE R M b(tg)+1%,b(tg)+2%, ...,b(ty) +10% T HEE b(ty) T34 FE Hia i . 2 45
SR 1, A 15 2 £ U IR 1 R B2 Dl 50%, T84 F12 A8 BIME 9 M 51%IHFEZR 50%. M 52%7H FEZ 50%. ... 60%
HFEE 50%IX 10 AN ] B P9 0T 2 FE I 2R F12 T DAFR IR HH 25 90 11 40 4 O FE e 35, 0 L i BN 60%4E 52
5006 1) ~F- 351 %6 i 38 S 5 A, {H A\ 51%%E 45 50% (191~ 3576 P33 2R 4 vy, WU ot WA 25 1) i 1700 R P 28 8 AL ol ) e 34,
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45 R WoR F12 AT AR B H AT b R AURFAE () Sl ROR S T IRIR ZE FF 2 1214 7) B Kendall’s Tau Al
Concordance Index 73 j#& 7+ %5 0.739 2 f1 0.922 4.
IO AR FEE P A P R A S T TN RCR IR 4R T R 20 2 1.
FE LR ALRFAE ) HOR A AN S — 20 K A B0 2 AR AR D s N LR T A0 SR 24 R L3R 5.
Table 5 Performance of session features
®ELEER R UTRHIE

S AR . e T
Linear GBRT RF XGB

B iR % 147.7 147.2 151.3 147.3 147.2
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 0.870 7

¥R % 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 0.873 9

¥R % 148.4 148.6 153.6 150.1 148.4
FO,F7 Kendall’s Tau 0.5696 | 0.5747 | 05601 | 05743 | 0.5747
Concordance Index | 0.8647 | 0.8656 | 0.8586 | 0.8656 0.865 6

B iR % 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 | 0.876 0 | 0.8382 | 0.8761 0.876 1

¥R % 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

B 2 140.5 129.7 141.6 129.9 129.7
FO,F11 Kendall’s Tau 0.6091 | 0.6914 | 0.6409 | 06919 | 0.6919
Concordance Index | 0.8790 | 0.9036 | 0.8831 | 0.9038 0.903 8

¥R % 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 | 05996 | 0.6009
Concordance Index | 0.8681 | 0.8756 | 0.8491 | 0.8749 0.875 6

B 2 147.0 141.4 149.6 141.5 141.4
FO,F14 Kendall’s Tau 0.5883 | 0.6087 | 0.5519 | 0.6091 | 0.6091
Concordance Index | 0.8702 | 0.8765 | 0.8527 | 0.8771 0.877 1

B iR % 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 0.876 2

¥R % 145.7 141.9 150.3 141.4 141.4
FO,F16 Kendall’s Tau 0.6024 | 0.6144 | 05772 | 06160 | 0.6160
Concordance Index | 0.8743 | 0.8792 | 0.8631 | 0.8797 0.879 7

B 2 148.4 146.6 152.3 146.5 146.5
FO,F17 Kendall’s Tau 0.5928 | 0.5932 | 0.5406 | 05926 | 0.5932
Concordance Index | 0.8718 | 0.8737 | 0.8514 | 0.8737 0.8737

B iR % 149.4 143.3 147.0 143.8 143.3
FO,F18 Kendall’s Tau 0.6012 | 0.6071 | 05757 | 0.6093 | 0.6093
Concordance Index | 0.8730 | 0.8763 | 0.8613 | 0.8770 0.8770

¥R % 140.4 121.8 127.3 121.5 121.5
F0,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

B 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 0.922 4

K S A ) 3 AT (FL10~F12) i BAZH &, R AR 54048 A F12 Z 5 A KOX 3] F12 4 2%
Feom B AR FERF A, F10 A F11 fEs it — B4R AL F Bh EL B TR AR 5, A S0 22 F5~F18 B4R F A1 LL T
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F10~F12, 3475 AR R 22 AT AR HE — 25 /I i F60 A1 3 156 P M At 2 38 R 1 B8 9% A SR f o Y W 290 R AS 0 AR (EL7E 4
f I 75 2R AT DA A — 5 B A .

6.4 [hEHFE

SRR AEL TP HE 0 P B0 A P >3 501 PR R 3, DR bk 00 x5 g 1 903000t o 35 By et ok T A8 38,
J AR YA Y >0 A58 th [ 24 T A 8 0 o R 34 By AL AR S TR oK 23 Wi A5 P SR I AT S5 AL T 000 ) R
ASCRHLLAS 3 4105 S ARFAIE.
(1) H/ID(F19). I/ 1D o 17 i il Jw T84S F P il T s 45 v 3t 51 44 P AL i R AE
KA 51 GEAREA ) B#E AT RoR;
(2) VI L(F20). X #0870 WA ELE T I AR I S 1 (CH R 2 AT 2 1E) 2 RO R R St
FEIEE 4 RELIAD LTI RER . 5AET ST T F /NP7 s 2 AR EE
o GHET GG T — AR E—RE DL 2GR ER . 5SA50 e T —AhFE—RER
/NI R e U A A LR AR AR AE S RN R TP S AR A v LK BT DL F20 3R 4x2=8 M,
() FERIRE P s (F21).F21 FoR T R AR 1 S22 il b () B e R A R0 A5 8, A0 458 B i s SE IR I 1) o7 B A
Jit e i S UCEC B AR T RO E SR BT F20.
EARFIERIROR WA 6.F19 A1 F21 JFASRE A AR TH I KR . F20 e % % F0 7 A 35 By (E 2 RUR e F10~
F12 222 XU I3 SRR AR D RS i ST A8E, R 7™ A — 5 (0 TOUIM R (8L 00 8 A o 9 4k D >0 58 00 R W

Table 6 Performance of user history features
6 LI R HRHE

ek 4 NG B *Eﬂ EL f4- L4
FEME BRAE LD Dinear— GBRT RF <GB b gER
Y5 Rk % 144.8 144.9 156.3 145.2 144.8
FO,F19 Kendall’s Tau 0.5991 0.6087 05436 0.6080 0.608 7
Concordance Index | 0.8747 08769 0.8468 0.8766 0.876 9
Y5 R R 2= 141.2 138.2 1455 138.6 138.2
FO0,F20 Kendall’s Tau 0.6227 0.6400 05953 0.6385 0.6400
Concordance Index | 0.8777 0.8845 0.8662 0.8841 0.884 5
B iiRE 146.1 142.4 149.6 141.4 141.4
FO,F21 Kendall’s Tau 0.5995 06092 05633 0.6112 0.6112
Concordance Index | 0.8742 0.8778 0.8571 0.8787 0.878 7
B05 MR 2 137.6 134.0 135.1 134.3 134.0
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 LZRAEEMATBHHE
R 2 AT O3 AT TR SR P 4 AR AL 1) T S8R S5 R AR 7.

Table 7 Performance if we put features together
FT T OSEAE LG TERHE

p T A =
FEAE VAN FE FR Dinear — GBRT RE XGE R
¥ RR % 141.2 132.7 138.2 131.4 131.4
FO~F4 Kendall’s Tau 0.6020 0.6449 06180 06473 | 0.6473
Concordance Index | 0.8738 0.8919 0.8782 0.8921 0.892 1
YI iR % 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
BI5iRiR %= 124.7 110.6 120.3 110.4 110.4
FO~F21 Kendall’s Tau 0.6745 0.7486 0.7450 0.7478 0.748 6
Concordance Index | 0.9000 09251 0.9227 0.9254 0.925 4

AR GER 5 BT SC A5 R AL AW I RE AL BB 17 DR 1 3 B AN K 2 51N & U R I, TN AOCR K 52 T B A ]
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S5 7 SRR AE DU AT DARE — 5 s R /NIE SR T e 46 AL I T iR ZE N 149.9 FRMKAE 110.4,%% Kendall’s Tau M
0.585 6 #£ 7 % 0.748 6,% Concordance Index M 0.866 6 #2 7} % 0.925 4.
6.6 i B

SN BT A S S 45 AR B 3 B 5 1, 1 5 R Bootstrap test and the shifted method 759274 52
IS L RBHT T BE AR B 45 R IR 8 M T p-value<<0.1,**%f N p-value<<0.5,***% B p-value<<
0.01). A FR Hh AT DL H < 25 10 B R5 AE 5 350 07 AR AR 22 IR TH R 3 A B (HAE AW RPN Fe b R IR T 2 G B
2 (13X 150 B 15 7 AR AR 22 R A TE L R BR A, R G 2 B VP AN FE AR 1 5 N B AN B 19 & TR R AE R I S0 R A1 78 BT
HIFNFR bR T R AT 2 B .

Table 8 Statistic tests of experiment results
+<8 TLRAERDFEMME

FEAE BAEHRE%E  &{iE Kendall’s Tau  #ixf: Concordance Index
FO~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***
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MEE B FEAC 40 438 b 77 M 1 22 e Al 6 2 2 R4 T AT 7w RARI i 40 43 g ) 50 &5 2 4 22 HE 4 F A2
F PR AR IR Z S 110 20, BIEIE P /NI (R 8], 1% 22 5 SR AR it 7, AR SN O 352 e T AR SCRE ML A 1l 14
BT N5 R K F S B WAT 9 2 (R AE i 22 i S50 AR SCRE ML AS 7l 25 W I, 2 B AL a2 DO 6 e TR0 A H A L . 2
SR P PR A PR TR R 22 O U S o ) 5 AT I ) 2 S, DR 00 5% 22 A 0 A5 K T Y AELAE 5
B3zt 1 P 2 A1) A R R RIS T S fL S (), A I AR R R 22 Bt R RN AR IR
37 50 R TN R 22 B2 2 MR BR AR O T IR IE X — i, A SCE N 3@) s il RS H bR R =
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T 110 73 B TIAR 2225 H A5 e B 2000 (T LA R E0H 08 BRE), 2757 IR 22000 30 20 Bl 3 B B A 3L
Fie H AR TR A R 10 S B IS 1.
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Fig.3 Correlation between RMSE with b(t;)-b, and b, respectively
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TR AL o A AR SCE R BN T A7 5 BT 4538 1) Concordance Index 15 S ¥4/ 6 A, AT A 1 7 AS 1] LA At
P 25 R 1 A 22

S S5 R AR A SO H A AR B 5 AT ROt B T SEBR g Bt J8 3E 3R T HL b SIS TR S £ RCR KA
7, B WIN RRAE  2 TERFALE A I SR AL e 5 A R R 2 3t 395 3 45 it I 1) 0000 5L o, 5 B R PR SR AR X fe 59,
TR D P (0 R 390 AT D9 B0, OR i, JCHL 5 b R F o 58 T BT DR ORI B D R0 I SRR AIEAE
KR AT o Hdie, 0 BE 5 KA — 58 I ROR . B 28 A SCHR HH R B2 W] LUK T0I i 2 4R T 40 7 B JE L 318 A
SCIRIE T AR AT B 1 ORAE S B Iz 5t T AT AL 6 1 B SOMANMA.
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