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Abstract

Gradient boosting algorithms face computational efficiency challenges when processing large-scale
data. In order to improve the limitations in LightGBM: the gradient-based one-side sampling relying
solely on first-order derivatives which compromises accuracy, and histogram binning ignoring data
distribution characteristics leading to computational redundancy, we propose a Newton-based gra-
dient one-side sampling method incorporating second-order derivatives to enhance precision,
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along with a dynamic histogram algorithm enabling distribution-aware and label-aware adaptive
binning. Experimental results on the Epsilon and MNIST8M datasets demonstrate that our approach
improves model performance while reducing training time by 20.7% and 9.8% respectively.
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LightGBM [ 115 %&£ 4t GBDT [2]7E RAUSEHE I3 in) i, SR H 1 PTG 0t . e T-Hh FE I
11K Ff (Gradient-Based One-Side Sampling, GOSS) 1 . R RH{iFE 45 (Exclusive Feature Bundling, EFB). GOSS
TREE o> KBh R A I BENURFE IR FERE AR, FECRUEHRE B2 1 [RI B TH S S 22 2 . EFB R S 4E R R
()00 EL R, J8 0 A G R0 B RRIE SR SE, DD FFERCE . LightGBM &R A B 7 R kAt 14 5t
qng, BRI T IIGRCRAMN AR .
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SNBPRH A TGRS, BERE T mARE T BUNE; Ge 58N [4145 67 FIRHIE TREME T &R
FIRVER I R Gt BEI740I8, Han 25 A\ [S]FIF] LightGBM F1RK J L HEL 15 FE 85 B 5ok 1 Bl 2R o o BRORE A6 0
MR BRET BT, Alzamzami 58 A [6]5: T & 2 A BRI 7 A RUR B IR 26,

AR, Tt E AT T 2 7 SGE A k. Ong 25N [7152H BE N E 7 5%, R\
RIVREE R, ARERTE T AP L 1 AL 3 RE /) Zhang S8 A\ [8]2503 T GPU Iy %, il Ak s
BT ER AT ZRd BT 7~8 % Meng SE N[O)WTHIFATHR R M L, BEFRK T KB 5R
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Figure 1. Newton-based gradient one-side sampling
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Input: I: YIZEHE, d: IEAUKL loss: HRREREL L: Bmg o) 2%
Input: a: /= T ZVEAEAHY LR B LB, 0: AR ZAVEAEA B RAE L
models < {}, fact <— 132, topN < a x len (I), randN < b x len (I)
for i =1to0 ddo

if : == 1 then

L models.append(initialModel)

continue > BEE| N KIGHR
preds < models.predict(/)

g loss(I,preds), h < loss(I,preds), w+ {1,1,..}
Calculate(gh—?)

sorted < GetSortedIndices(%)

topSet <— sorted[1:topN]

randSet <— RandomPick(sorted[topN:len(/)], randN)

usedSet +— topSet + randSet

w[randSet] x = fact

newModel < L(/[usedSet], g[usedSet], h[usedSet], w[usedSet])
models.append(newModel)
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I EIFERE R ST AR
ST, IEREIFLRE, HRTAMAH p N T 5T B 8 1L 2 B 2 F 4.
GG oA RN AN RR 2 RN 1 BT B SRR D AR B35 2 Bl

Sk 2 3 T RS b B B L P
Input: I: YIZEHE, depth: B REREE, m: FRIEZEE
Input: span: FSPE(EAE E., threshold: AT H{E

nodeSet < {0}: 24H[Z T A

rowSet < {{0,1,2,...} } & F AR S|

for i = 1 to depth do

for node in nodeSet do
usedRows < rowSet[node]

for k = 1to mdo

H <+ new Histogram(span) > £/ AN B EH 7 I

for j in usedRows do

bin < Iflj][k].bin > $FE1T5H j, F5H k BFEA 90
Hibin].n < H[bin].n + 1

H[bin].g + H[bin].g + I.flj][k].g > B —FrFH

Hibin].h < H[bin].h + I.f[j][k].h > Zit —Fr 5%k
H{[bin].classINum < H[bin].classINum + 1 2355 1 200 5E
H[bin].class2Num < H [bin].class2Num + 1 23145 2 N2 500050

| H[bin].classnNum <« H[bin].classnNum + 1 Z3158 n 2R HIEE
MergeBins({hreshold, H[bin].class1Num, H[bin].class2Num, ...) > £y HF61E&

| bestSplit=FindBestSplitin H(H) > 7£ H "+l 325
I_deateRowSet(rowSet, bestSplit) > RT3 52 5 5 # rowSet

| UpdateNodeSet(nodeSet, bestSplit) > HFaHz 2 52 55 3 nodeSet

3. BYESCE
3.1. IWEE

SEIGILAEH 6 MEHEEE, BIREERMREE K 1. Allstate (Allstate Insurance Claim)>RJ&E T~ Allstate £x
WA ], B 2 2 M RUANEE YRR, RRAE AR AE R AR 2V SC R, JF HAFAE R A7 £EM: 5 . Flight
Delay >RiF T3 EAC@E G THR, ol BA S 0 B P70, 8 270 A AR 0. Higgs /& H 58
R RO IERIE ), RN, ISR, P AR 2 8UE S . Epsilon H Pascal KA
>] Pk #E (Pascal Large Scale Learning Challenge)$&flt, & 7EVFAlHL A% > SV AE i 4ERFIE 7 8] b (1) P R
A RHE B BB R . MNISTSM & — M RIS 807 Ui Bl 48, e 2l % R 4h MNIST #didk
N BERLAS FE R RS A2 iy, Eda B 0 Fb, s st 10 AN251. Istella LTR J& & KA E 5] #4 7] Istella
RATH), FeEE 33018 DML, KTt 10454629 DA ORI, X2 N M KBRS, FRAEE A
AP, AEKRESMIISR. XEHIERLG AR, ARMEEMAE AL, B 7RSI
W25, X SR AT SLI0 B B AR
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Table 1. Dataset information

F1BEERER

B4R 1155 Hn g FRIEL T
Allstate ZaR 13,184,290 4,220 W HdE
Flight Delay ZaR 10,100,000 700 Wi HE
Higgs —r 10,500,000 28 % 4
Epsilon =S 500,000 2,000 i
MNISTSM EIES 4,000,000 784 H 53 M
Istella LTR HeF 10,454,629 220 Mg

XA RATSS, SERIEIUKPERETEAR S AUC: X203 RAESS, SEEIEIMfabr e Ml 2, X H AR
%, IR AI R PR & NDCG (Normalized Discounted Cumulative Gain), Wiz E A 10,
SEG LR R EE 2 N 32, BLRSZIRIRBE NG 2 R

Table 2. Experimental setup
2. SEWIfE

oS CPU CORE MEMORY THREAD
openEuler 22.03 2 * Intel(R) Xeon(R) Gold 6330 56 512 112

3.2. SKBEERSHT

(1) ZFEHE

Zrar thi o, BT 2R O BR B B0 R AR R C N NGOSS, SKFEEE J5 1) LightGBM #iC 4 Igb_ngoss,
I s P SR A S0 A 7 P e gk ) LightGBM #9C A Igb_enhanced, 3 28 5032 15 s A A B 5 B 1)
XGBoost [11] (xgb_hist) AN FHRAF it A B 77 B Sk 1 LightGBM [ 1] (Igb_baseline) ffiH GOSS 7772
(1 LightGBM [1] (Igb_goss), Zi&r LB L AFp . FOA EIETENRAE FINHER M a13E 3 Fios.

Table 3. Comparison of accuracy across different algorithms

% 3. NEEAMETIELR

LAGITE S xgb_hist Igb_baseline lgb_goss lgb_ngoss lgb_enhanced
Allstate 0.6078 0.6087 0.6086 0.6090 =+ 5e-5 0.6090 + 4e-5
Flight Delay 0.8501 0.8566 0.8564 0.8578 + 7e-5 0.8572 + 5e-5
Higgs 0.8468 0.8472 0.8470 0.8482 + 3e-5 0.8475 + 3e-5
Epsilon 0.9495 0.9465 0.9459 0.9469 + Se-5 0.9472 + 5e-5
MNISTSM 0.8638 0.8636 0.8636 0.8649 + 2e-5 0.8650 + 2e-5

MAERTETR ARG, EAHRIREEARRECT, Sl EIAAE 4 DMURE B T I, il
PR R IIIILT 1gb_goss. HiHr Flight Delay A1 Higgs 454k I 1gb_ngoss &I &AL, 1H Igb_enhanced
PEREA BT T FE, & AT eIt 7= A2 T oM, H T 20 4 B OB 0 A T 2 RN, R REAR SRR
T 1gb_goss. X Epsilon fll Higgs £ 5, —FH A NPIEEAE, A58 a3 o, SikEar
SPHETEGE RS TR R . [FIRE, MNIST8M R £E FARVAM I Rede T st e HUR4eE, XRHUEIELES
Sr R EARAFRE YE . AN F RS B I ZRIN (R 4 s
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Table 4. Comparison of training time across different algorithms

4. FRIEARINZRETEI LA

PG xgb_hist Igb_baseline Igb_goss Igb_ngoss Igb_enhanced
Allstate 141.35 149.26 114.97 115.87 £0.52 114.10 + 0.58
Flight Delay 63.01 62.15 51.73 52.02+0.28 51.06 £ 0.35
Higgs 67.47 74.93 62.98 63.36 = 0.47 60.16 + 0.44
Epsilon 1183.70 323.61 148.09 150.07 £ 1.23 117.39 £1.02
MNIST&8M 5256.68 6999.08 3090.01 3093.17+£2.12 2786.67 +2.33

lgb_enhanced 7EFTA B 4E B35 SEIL T U RIS IR 045 50 o 5 A1) A 0 A 35 5040 AR50 20 A i A4l Lok P
$RTFBIEL . 7F Epsilon b, AHLL Igb goss, Igb_enhanced YIZ5H}[A] A 148.09 FLyg/b ] 117.39 5, Wb T
20.7%; fE MNIST8M I, VIZkh (a1 T 9.8%.

AT AT R SR S IR AR IS R, FRATTR BB (0B s R SR IR O, g A 1)
IEAE AR, BORFE AR E N 255 BITEIL T, Fisn A 1R 2 R AE S 23 A ECAS B i LL 255 /)
B2, AR R THT IR . XA 38 B RS B s B 1 =, KBB4 AR ) i 4 R 3R] LIS
F 255, DEAE o F8 & F RE R 5 s o D S RS A, SR . R, SRR Higgs B g8 2 0 2 5
&, AHEREEE R T 4.5%, JEFEETERRERECD, BT 866 I 1B A HOE TR .

Mg 3 53 4 1 1gb baseline. 1gb goss il Igb_enhanced HI45 %, ATLAKIL, KRN KAE kAN
BT I, SRR RS, VISR IR . o, SRAESUIR T T AT BOE 4 E AR UL P R
B ESGE RTINS A T BHL, HAE MNISTSM 4k HA AT, EihFRLER
PEREAKIRIL T Igb_baseline H1 1gb_goss. [FII, SRAF SO AL I A Bdl & BRI 2ol BEIRTH RN .3, T
L7 B et e B s s A o B EE ERCR R, W RMRLS 1) LightGBM BUS 1 SR I 2Rk .

(2) NGOSS TS

WS 3 T 4 LR, BT AL B RSN IS R, ISR B RN R RS TE T
BAIMERE . A T B T AR AR N NGOSS HIVERE, 1670 AT 5 KR4 Higes AL 55 30m 5
Istella LTR _E#EAT T #HE—205086, S2i6fdi ] GOSS 1 Bagging 1F NFELKFE ik, R A KR TE
FARIE ) top_rate (EEEREA LR LA other rate (FBIARFEA NI RAELLH]), Bagging KAFEZE A top rate
H other_rate ZFHo B—AREERT, FEMAE T A KRB R TUSL, IR SERRA T FA4EHL
i, Higgs MHZFEM B E N 50, Istella LTR R ERERE B2 N 60. 5] 2 /& Higgs 2R EANFIRAFE
FK R AUC {H, 3 /2 Istella LTR 3HBEHEAFRFEE N NDCG@10 {H -
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Figure 2. AUC values of algorithms under different sampling rates (using the Higgs dataset)
E 2. TRIRMH#FETEZER AUC E(EM Higgs #iEE)
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Figure 3. NDCG@]10 values of algorithms under different sampling rates (using the Istella LTR dataset)
3. FEFAEFETHEEARN NDCG@10 {E(fE R Istella LTR HIEE)

ALAWEL S|, A REEET, AR NGOSS J7i%#Mt T GOSS Al Bagging, X5 2.1 F it
WA —5. SRR S, =FRFET AR KRR R AR LT LT, 2 f =R )5 2%
()R 2 AT LR AR P 9 BT 5 5 Bagging J7vEAEATAT RFER T HERER VA2, GOSS Al NGOSS
TIFAERAEZ/NT 0.20 PIIEBL FEONBUR, —3# 88— @ RIEER LSRN, USRS, B e LA
BUNRERFEZR B0 TR R IR B I BE . BT I SEER AR B NGOSS /2 Eb GOSS il Bagging 4% 5 52
ERRE T R & 4 A 5 & Higgs HEAEM Istella LTR AR REER T B} a), X B2
I ]2 600 VIEAR I VI ZRIA] .
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Rl |
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Figure 4. Training time of algorithms under different sampling rates (using the Higgs dataset)
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A
0l
200 st
ot
=
ot
180 =2
--------------------- s il b
= R
=
L 160 //‘/
& -
= P
140 o
(!/
// =~ GOSS
120 / —& - NGOSS
e - - 2R
0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 0.35 0.40

Figure 5. Training time of algorithms under different sampling rates (using the Istella LTR dataset)
5. TREIRHETEAMVIZATE(EA Istella LTR HIEE)
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Al AR ZR R, YIRS R] Bl RAE 2R 1 R B, AHEE GOSS, NGOSS SRFEFESIA T 5 B 5 Ul 2k
A BT he T, (RERLEREAE | A Acta. [RINF AT DOWER R, AHLCARAE, ISR ) 0 BE AL 22 10 T B
AT B, X 2R NEHAT NGOSS I fE th 2 S BIAEA I THE, e BiE Tt — B S50
T SRR AL, AR S A E R4, NGOSS 1 top_rate F1 other rate 7 2141k
B, AT PR ] RE - B0 ZR AR 4R A

(3) B EEEMMT

6 €7/~ T Epsilon £0854E EYIZRRT A1 5 AUC [ R4k .
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Figure 6. Training time-AUC curve for the Epsilon dataset

[& 6. Epsilon & AYI)IZRATE-AUC Bhk

lgb_enhanced 7EEEANIZRid A2 MERELR AT 1gb_goss F1 xgb_hist. RFHI7EFHAM BL (AT 100 #5),
lgb_enhanced ] AUC T AT 1gb goss Ml xgb hist, FBHFRATHI Sk 771k B A BB ik Sl
i

JE BTN, 1gb_enhanced [ AUC 1A 2| EARMEREN 95% P 7= I 8] 4 193.42 #5, 1M Igb_goss &
L 298.54 Fb, HIEIRTF T 35.2%. LLIHGEF] 98% A RE T 7 BT[], 1gb_enhanced Lt 1gb_goss /> T
25.4%. XSG RERPIRA T SOEA S & 1 I hRe, R P 7 AL SIOE T .

AR TEAR 73 Hr &I, 1gb_enhanced ] AUC HHZRAE R AR BURE 2K, B RLUA BT RURES, X Bt
TARAL S B BT B SR e R B R RFE 2 A, AT AR 2 ) fE . 6] 7 EOR T MINIST8M
HmEE EVNGRI A 5 HER 2R ) O R M 42 .

1000 4000 5000

2000 3000
gt (&)

Figure 7. Training time-accuracy curve for the MNIST8M dataset

[& 7. MNISTSM #IEEERYIIZRRT (8] - ERZRphL
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5 Epsilon #4251, Igb_enhanced 7E MNISTSM b th J 3L HY B e 4] oS SAcTok F R0 B o2 1) e 24 VHE Affy
o FENZAIAET 2000 #), 1gb_enhanced MTHERASETHE L R T 1gb_goss, IXXf TS brH o7&
BRG] R 3 5 U E B, s LR IR, 1gb_enhanced 1A E] 95%ifERfZE BT 7 B (A HE 1gb_goss
T 8.4%.

4. GitERE

ARSCHRH T ORI b T, BTERRTE LightGBM BRI AER MR BCR . 1ok, Bl
BUE 1A TR W0 KB L RFEROR, ZITE R M B SRS R, R T RSB A
MIRE S . FL, FRATERHY T — PG & o0 A AN RIBR 5 BN B 8 &5 BT B S, 38 e RS v A e 08 70 A ks
TEAIFRZEAE R, SCBL T PERESRTT MBI A0, A ORAIE ey HER PR O (RN ST 1 S0 . SeI 45 51Kk W,
it Ja B SEAE 2 M B S E AN T SNE BRI, IR AR Bt S o A £ R
VPR, SRR T 7R R A S AL

AR M B JTESETE T LightGBM (PEBEATIZRIESSE, (EA5AT s I lct A a] o XS AR WUR AR 95,
APt PR R E B YERT, RN 5 5 2 KA 7 iR AT LB s s, RIS . BExT B A
Bk, ARSCHE R AT T 00 SRS, IR AR A I B 20 SRR, n ey SE B4 JR) 2 A R AN A
ORI BRI A R AR AT — B I I

SE
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