%5 H H 7 ¥ W Vol.44 No.5
2016 4E5 H ACTA ELECTRONICA SINICA May 2016
NZi7 H T — YN HEz
L 2 P R TR 1) 3 7 B 27 ik
X\ AR HOERE R, T AR
(1. P EAMRS (e Ashfb R, bt 102249; 2. e 25k Tkt A RA R, ILAR I 1 255086)
H OE: WREEAZASIRIC S ES R ANR, A E g5 R A8 B B AR 20, D AF B O AN i P4

BB I Bl M3 A B A S P U b A9 ] I 380, AS (] R A 55 RS FH R S5 X M 3 IS TR F) 3 7 BB 4 1
TR B ER . AR SRS AR AR 19 2 R A TR R (9 2/ B . f5e i 48 H R U R A — 2B 52 07 170

KW MRRESAL, EL8b; dESTikib; NMETZEE,; H/RATREE,; S8k MEIERREIRAL Cop-
ula PREL; TRA AR
fES%ES:  TPIS1 XERARIRAD . A XEHS: 03722112 (2016)05-1219-08

HBF= URL: http.//www. ejournal. org. cn DOI: 10.3969/j. issn. 0372-2112.2016. 05. 030

A Survey on the Representation Theory of Probabilistic
Graphical Models

LIU Jian-wei' ,LI Hai-en’> ,ZHOU Jia-jia' ,LUO Xiong-lin'
(1. Department of Automation ,China University of Petroleum , Bejjing 102249 , China ;
2. Xinhua Pharmaceutical and Chemical Designing Company Limited ,Zibo ,Shandong 255086 , China )

Abstract .

the joint probabilistic distribution of variables can be represented using graph. In recent years, probabilistic graphical models

Probabilistic Graphical models bring together graph theory and probability theory in a single formalism, so

have become the focus of the research in uncertainty inference,because of its bright prospect for the application. In this pa-

per,we conclude the representation of probabilistic graphical models in recent years. Finally,a discussion of the future trend

of probabilistic graphical models is given.
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T A, HE 2R [ 45 78 ( Probabilistic Graphical Mod-
els, PGM) 32 3| Ak 2 40U 1 Bk 2 AT T & T PGM Y
FORBIBAS G T RIS S e R MR, i EOR R R
BEPLAZ B ] ) HOBOC &, Oy 28 BEGE T e i it 1 A
I FRHESL. [ Pearl #5738 DM R AOHESL " IS, A
Z o B XA T ORI, A R R R A R 2. SC
BRL2,3 T PRI 20 T AR R B B 3R A R 27 > 1Y
AHOCHIE. 72 POM £ 32 7R BIE A Beal B, AL F 20
9473 JLAESR PGM [ e BRiE.

PGM (732 u] 73 IR 00 - (1) AR 445304 Jo T 18] 1
o325 (2) IR FIR B R GON AR 70 2, iAo,
HRHE A5 TCJ7 a1, PGM R DLy g =2 (1) A5 ] RIS
2t FR A U1 307 1) ( Bayesian Network , BN) |, L% 2%
S AT 1 JC IR AL (2) G I BB 4 Bl o O

Wk H 391:2014-11-15 ;& 1] F 41:2015-04-30 ; AL - T 225

] Je /) ( Markov Network , MN ) , 5 ¥ % 2% ¥ o TG ) &
(3) JRy B A Ty B, R[] IF A7 75 A 1] 320 TG [n] i 14 4
B A5G 44 BML 37 ( Conditional Random Field , CRF) '
F14% & ( Chain Graph) ™.

HRAE R A G O AN [F], PGML AT 3 2. (1) K&
T RS G A ME SR B AY, G DL Jr 6 L B 2R AT 5 A%
PEREALIZ FIEE 18] 55 5 (2) kT AR A A 0 R A A G2
BORUAR A 1 FH 5 56 6] AT 53 PRl (a) Ry B S8
T A9 45 35 2 D1 iF 3 B ( Dynamic Bayesian Network ,
DBN) " FHIBRAS WLIARE B, HE epootR 245 L0455 780 Sl 4 £
PS5 % 5t ( Linear Dynamic System, LDS) & & /R 7]
FeAE R (Hidden Markov Model, HMM ) ; (b) X% % &
AR A R P R ) 35 L 45 Y ( Plate Model ,PM) |
22 ¢ Z A4 B ( Probabilistic Relational Model , PRM ) F156
Z /R u] J: W ( Relational Markov Network , RMN).
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RG] FRARE S5 4 s e R 8 e 7. o ok S 0 4 R i 7
ST AT ARI A M3 43 A1 (14 2%, ) 9 4% 245 4 5 4
SRAVAT A ST S5 Y 5 2 QI 7 W S /N -t A 5 S
WIS, T LA S BN ) 14 M 23R ] ] — B A5 ARE SR o0 A, DA T 7
B F A A 2 ) HE B A R I R R B 20 BN BE A
DBN .LDS .HMM .PM I PRM J& T-45 i [&/4£ %1, MN . CRF
H1 RMN J& T B RL. A5 i) [EIASE Y (1 3K A AR 40 AT
AIA IS B0 AE S B0 R B 1 4T o5 30 L AT 3 55
BIS5 BT S B AS 2), B A AR o0 A5 m] B B2 00 A
AN REXT I M 23 43 A 1 TR AR, A5 R T R RIS 2% > Al
R A 1) PEIARORY = R HA R R 5,
BT RIS T ST O RN & R R G0 A5 Dy T TE )
PRIRERY A A E R 4341, 1R 2 B0RT HE 2 B0 R AR Y
Xif [ A A S B0 1S B B AR At P
TR 5 T — L A5 2], 2827 >0 R B SR AR KAy
PRI 380 B 3 ok R s S Ak, A T AR L SR AR
FIT AR A A 2 43 A TG 1) [ S AR B 38 s 745 o () 119
PRS2, G 1) PEIASE B OR il kA DR 2R 56 28 A ) A3 £
2 ) HEBR, JG 1) IR 32 2 T B AL L A AR IE
HACEE A5 ERADAIE 5 U 4.
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1 B BRI

2 BMERERBRRTER

Bt PGM 715K b AU b (9 B H 5 38 0, AN [ 9
155 M FHFREEXS POM 1938 BIE HR Y 1A R A9 7 22
SRR T S 3 N P 5 DL R A 2 E S o A
o B BCSE R ST B, BTN B0 POM (1) 7 B2
PR TERMSS ), 4fESh T POM TR % fg.

2.1 HMERERBELESHSFHRER

FERTASHERL O T fa) Ak s ] AR A D 5 T Ak
B AT 2 R = MBI, AR B R SR ] AR
WA B . R, X SE R A i Tl %), il 7 AN fiE

i 2 S BR Y R B 00, X BR A 1 B AR )z .
FFEF 8 R X BE AR B A5 A FEAT TR, HE S 1 8 A5 A Y
Y — 20 e RS2 3 2 DU iy ) 3R S 1) & e
2.1.1 &%

B RERE LA [ 5 Iy 1] 5] B 28 I 18] b g WA, sh 2
FRGERYAEAL BB 7R 1 26 [ 5 iy I [R] A R A, N b —
N Ii) 2 7% 3 T — I [ e, G A 2 R s R A A X
LU [E] Y R GOIRAS . (HAR 2 55 bR 5 v AN RE B HL
A TRl , o B AE 34 8 e Rl - A8, B e s
Bt I Rl PR AR 1 R G2 O 1 R PR 18], Nodelman
N\ E X T % s [a] D1 k37 9% ( Continuous Time Bayes-
ian Network , CTBN) '*/ 48 0% /R ] e iek T4k ) 1) 43 58
. CTBN %ty | — 4R BOIR S 25 8] F 0955 UGE 22 /R
AR, BT CTBN RS ZS (W] A9 52 Z Pk, (i 45 Ho i 2
A A FEMELLAL 3] AR 22 F 30U T0H5E CTBN /YA
ROHERLAN A ) 500k, SCHR9 142 T CTBN iy S A5 4%
PERRAR . SCHR [ 10 ] 455 109 52 de AR AN 25 0 B B o K
L P i —F CTBN (W45 f S50 S BB A
20 S 3D Ry LI S v 2 >) CTBN. SCHER[ 11 ] £ 4
CTBN [1F- 3437788 43 30 AL HE PR 3%, 38 CTBN (1% /5 55 4%
SRAPA A A e T R IT Y S AR, RS BT AR A — AR
FEUIESE By /R ] R A

TESN S @B R b BR 7 4G 1] AL BN #4734
SEAAE ]y 5 T B A, El-Hay 55 G 4 H % 22 i) [f) 2
SR Je ¥ ( Continuous Time Markov Network , CTMN) "'/,
CTMN [R] 4 RE hy i 22 I 8] 3 285 FR e i, g A A
SRR S AT ST I A R SRR
2.1.2 FEFRK

SRR AL AR Ay 7 AR B, AR 1A [ B ) A
MR B TRl — AR IR R AT R F H S8 Br |, &
G 7 1 22 H] AR ARORE OG FR B S BT AT B 23 bl 5 I
(] ) A8 AT SO (A5 B8 AN 2 ok B T A — i 7
i 1 {8 DBN ] T 3X K8 28 R G0 0 J R, F 58 N XS
FRRARBLEAT IO , #2 HAEFF UK DBN.

Robinson 1 Hartemink £ H 85 #9E 5 %k DBN'"®' &~
[ sf [ it b 9 A5 78 5 AT AN (] 1) 45 48, I LA A 0 45 4
22 SV AT AR S B 15 ) Ak 101, Grzegorezyk FI Husmeier
R gz Rk DBNYY  HB B AR i ) A 4k, I
28— e 2 ok B IO [ B I g P R A
L. Lebre ™ $8 th 55 — Fh % 22 4E 55 K DBN, fo i W 45 45
FFEAN IR ] B) i E 728 Ak T SCiHR [ 16 ] A Sk [ 17 ] 48 i
PR B K T DL 37 5 vk (H A 43 R L TR SF
X DBN, HO2 HAEHUE TS50 fi g L1 S0 850E I Ak ]
3. T Grzegorczyk A1 Husmeier $2 H 35 T 1% 22 505 19
AEFFU DBN Sy 1 e DK DAL R 45 190 245 45 4 B e ) 2%
AL [R)/8E, Dondelinger 45 A4ty — Rty A7 DL 3 ik ) 4k
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T (g AESF U DBN'Y ALE A i S RO, 9 4 45 4 fig
B Bt S ]2 Ak, I 25 1 PO RS [] (4 1E ) Ak SR g . Grze-
gorczyk F1 Husmeier 34842 H 1E W46 JE 55 ¥k DBN™ | {fi A~
[F] 43P s 18] B - (915 5L B 6% k==, FORE A5 LI 315 A8
(7] 53 o P 11 B2 1) 2 ke = 2 AL ) ST B W 30 0 A1 A L.
2.2 MREKB5ZEESNES

A PRI A TR M) LA 50k RS T o 1, T A I
A L] 37 b 2 s U rp ) R i R, R, 45 f PGM 5
PHIEF& AN — B2 AN LR s, W
RN VIR B H AT, o N2k
ZFHERIBEIE T . PRM 454 14 M B BN 5¢C &
BHRTE F MO0 AL, T RMN D2 2 J6 1] K 45 AL MN 5
KARBHIE T FRNER. IR T X R R R Z 5,
PGM 5241k 5 A 246 5=
2.2.1 NitHriZ4E

Kristian F1 Luc F| F] BN FA47 FRF A 2 8 10 1, 2
D1 -1 2 #8742 7 ( Bayesian Logic Program, BLP) | & 57
T J2 19 4% 15 Bl LA 2t =2 i) Y — — g ) Kristian
Fil Lue 3643 BLP 4" J/ 13 82 A8 k53 ) oh 0 4 i T
BLP 2% 2] J77%. Sindhu Fl Raymond 4t D1 it $ip i 5] 32
#F5%F ( Bayesian Abductive Logic Program, BALP) "' j
BLP 5] <32 S5 3 G A > FH 8 81 4 3L BLP i 322 %5
2R 5 DL 307 R0, T BALP feff ] 2 58 00 A 2%, o
TP T HREON FNAT R A5 () . Laskey iR 4 ) 2252
{4 1 347 9 ( Multi-Entity Bayesian Networks, MEBN) |
MEBN i J&—Ff—Br DU iR R & RE R s Z A2
R AR A, I w] 78 22 iz ] 3 56 v T S0 R R
IR
2.2.2 G/RATXIEHE

IR W] J¢ 2 55 W ( Markov Logic Network , MLN) H
Richardson FI Domingos #2 H [26] , A2 TG ) [ R R 5 — By
TR 45 e SR (A 0. MILN ] DL a7 335 b 4 3R B R 1
LRl R, I RERE 2 0% Hh 2 & By U IR, T
MLN 5 SCPEA BREH AN RE 58 40 A 4% — B B A0 A,
[K It Singla 1 Domingos 38 i 3% A7 30 22 38 4 MLN 4
JEF TR, JF 45 T 5 MLN #4pk B0 — Sy il 22
(RIFFAE A 15— P 1 7243 25 £F7 . Kok I Domingos it
0 MLN 2] ZHB iE T . Jain 25 4R A B0
BSEHEER MLN 5l S50 s, fE A
R 7R AE B A ) BEAILVE FOC 2R.

9T PRI A SR e WL ¢ B % B G M R 1 5 3k A B AR
B E AR 4 . Blythe S5 AAE Hy /R W] 58 8 v a2
B AL, ol FE IS — 97 10000 o4 28 7 M3 b4 L g
Singla F1 Mooney F| ] MLN 47 ] A #E 38, -2 H 2 5
PRIRE R 0] DR R R 75 MILIN KD A 0 Sl SR 5 P o 1
Hg gyt

— AR RIS F AR A ) W R A AR
RAGEIAE, SCER[32 J 46 i b A4 FRfF MLN ) 4fE 2
AEA 52 B, i SCHR [ 33 ] 42 H ] 4k B 5 7K n) 5k 2 4
(Tractable Markov Logic, TML) , 4 E 458 B oA = 5 5 Bt
TML {568 A S5 HfERE.

2.3 SHEERRIESHL

28 PR IR BN R MN H i b 3 s BB B3
PRI 25 R B84 1 0 T 7 22X BN A MIN (1% 2 BB Al
HEAT 2O, (o 2 5O R IR DA vy 38 4 A (L 3 e gy B0 L A
AU S 85l B 7E 52 B i F o ok 7307 20, AN BB L S Ml
IS PR S — Tl P R g TR 7 1 A i T A B
AR HL, A P A% 85 BE Al t. A ] A 50k i X A 3R
e A L RN Y L NG SERINE LY

Meinshausen 1 Buhlmann $£ 1} 7 —# A 455
WAL 75 125, FHE R (Lasso ) FA R UEAR H & £
LRI IEATE ™. Lin S A SR — Rl SRR Al T
T AR R A 5 4 R B AR R B T AR B 43 26
A A] )T % B 15 ( Graph-Optimized Classification and Re-
gression Trees,Go-CART) . 2y T 15 3| B S HE R 43 A5 1) —
ANTELFAY AT B, Lafferty S5 A $i& 9 o J7 46 O 4 2 5000
G AR S T R RR e h— b ik BT Y
PRIREE IR ] (o AT 385 110 T 45 45 A, {EL 3 A% 00 s S A
BRI HES Y R, 0 o5 — b 5 A JH A% %5 BE A 11 248
BRHL, I BIR A ) 28 45 46 S AR IR B R AMOIR
2.4 TEMEREREEE

TESRLESE PR F rp, o 3 80 10 Bk 2K a) g 2 T 2K
7 [A] 1Y 5% RAFTEAN & M, IL IS BN v ™4 1) £ 5
WAL AT A E JT, I w] BE Ky 5 A T A BR A 453
PRI BB AL 5. B, B98N 1 42 1 2R
AR 5 e A 3 Y v, ik AR 8 A (] 114 1 37 5ok
FE PR R AR (8] 1Y 5C¢ & . Wellman 2 H 119 5 1 A 58 14
( Qualitative Probabilistic Nerwotk , QPN) 5 BN {—Fi g
PERERIER QPN B A BE 11K T BN, (HZH i fk
TR DL RN S B A, AR B R

N T fEDe BN S QPN A R AR AT Al g T
SV B AN P T 7 A A ) S AN SE PE DG R |, Bolt 45
AAE QPN [ 4E 42 b il ATE 52455 (situational signs) f1Y
BRSBTS S U 4% 24 FiR S A 52 17 .
1M Renooij 55 A K& T F SCAY AR B 80 A2 5 1 5% el /9 4+
5 FEHE R P HERR 2 AR S S5

1 QPN G 2 50 i VAT 5 A 1 $ R, (175 A g
DA AR AL ] R i ke 44 35 8 v 2 2B A AN — B 58 1)
B, R Lin A1 Wellman £ 4 38 & 20 7 32, A BT X N )
BN o HOSU( 5 599 % oh 2. Renoodj 25 A3 5 Bk
U 0 9 55 R BE X QPN BEAT 7%, 56T 9 52 i X 25
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SR FH R T 55 S %SRBG T AR i v i A
AT 38 42 2 5E P HE 28 R (Semi-QPN, SQPN ) 114
&M RN R B R G P — AR X (A (A
TS S 14 5 W 2R A . SCHR [ 43 ] U5 R s 2 B
W, FEA (] A ARORE JBE /R S QPN i — 2% [l 301 1) 7 1
SR AR, I A R A5 49 114 HE 3Ly 125 Fg i A 7.
2.5 BEEERSEFENBENSES

Rl 7 B AR Y TR R R, S B g i T I Y
B R 2B e 2 A R R A i Ak P X S A
HEAEE B 0 = AE R v — A T e A
RETY B A % Ay Bl ATL AR 4R 22 8] 1 2% A I N7 6 R
. PRI, e S PRI AR 5 4 v A 1 45 5 A ) e
HET (e A2 R A0 B Ak B Y R X E IS S R
AR R R S % [F 1F 2% & 455 58 ( Matrix Normal Graphical
Model ,MNGM) .

{HJ2& H T MNGM ) 5 58 38 £ F A 1 D7 2608 A8 1l
ORI RAE R UEN B P, Wang Fl1 West Z5 H 7 MNGM
A9 DS 20 A, B2 R R T MCMC RilA: 5 ok kA7 4 B
I MNGM #5270 7 J&& 31 4 [ ik 5] 7 51 1. Allen Al
Tibshirani 4 H 48 5} L SR 75 1k ok i 4T MNGM 1 485 74 £k
T TERN T 2R MR H bR e B0 5 I LL 550 12 3541
TR Yin 1L B2 T LI ST AR Y iR A A b
TR PR B AG T MNGM (57 0 k8 T 4R
MR Ah , WF 98 N D38 B2 s 6 FH B2 Y B0k b 3 5
ARt Allen £ X B 4L T B A 4R LS4 T
A3 MNGM ™.

2.6 HREHEEE Copula HHHE G

PGM 2 H] T 2748 & 5t vpy  (H & A H 2~
R 7 v 228 0 A eR B A R R B Bk R AT
5. Copula bR A 1) f2 78 k(8] 9 AH DG, 3 2o 1) 300
G531 BRELZ A1) copula BT C, W] IR — > 248 153
A5 RE A3 hy B AR i B AR D A A R AR AL
PGM 55 Copula pR %I 45 6 W RE I [ 45+ 1) 1 ~7 4 1f
b4 Copula pRELHY F7R , )REIHE 1T Copula bR EHH 1
27 AT BB AL POM R~ ] AR AR DAL, 3
4k, PGM 5 Copula BB 45515 5 T W5 AN
K.

SCHRL49 ] FISCHRL S0 ] d5c 42t Copula pRi%R 5145
e S7 R 2 A ) SEVAEL (R A AT SRR BR8] Pair-Cop-
ula f4 3% ( Pair-Copula Contruction, PCC ) i 3 [&] 45 %Y,
Bauer 2 A\ ff Fi] PCC K44 3% DAG (1 3E & i 4 4 73
73" . Dobra 1 Lenkoski $i H Copula /& 17 [ BL#L ) L%
LI A B AT — % I O AR 1 B A A v 0 IR A A
1B, JL AR e 5 ol 2 280 i Copula pRECSI L™
Elidan 24 Copula DI H-#; ¥ ( Copula Bayesian Network ,
CBN) "™ X4 s B 25 E R 43 A HEAT 3 F Copula (95

Btk I SRS ML O R I S5 R 25 A LT
WS AR 1) 3G M, Rl B AR B T Copula Xof FLAZ
G AT BEIS L ABib E X AE Lt CBN $2 1 —
PR g 2 2] J7 k™ 9F B H CBN 78 %8s Sk 2k 19
00T KSR A B3 B3 5 A 4. Elidan 36 45
Copula [ 2% 732545 ( Copula Network Classifier) F L i pe
S i PR A R AT 14 B 2 4 2 )

2.7 RABEHEBSEERMRES

1RA E & ( Mixed Graphical Model ) 5 #5851 7 [&] B}
A0 B UL B N S . AE A S R g AL,
30 B ARBCECHE e DN e 307 23 A i e AR B AUE B
DL, 2 By BN RO 9 5C & MN R AT 5 . A5 Y [] ff
FEAE B3 BRI % 25 7 5 U] Sy A A6 i) A0 7 o 1 Bk
Lauritzen F56 $2& ) A 1 2% 1 &5 397 0 A S TR 5 $idis
B X — B o TR A BRI 2 . H
I, 1 25 e 40 0 A AR, ABE8 2 500 A B B o AR
S EAYAE0 TT AE HOH K STk [ 58 ] A I BE AL AR AR
Fa B VEEFE BRI I 25, i TR 1 IR & TR B 7 3 4 1
P BT IR Lee 1 Hastie 4 Hi— BT 9 P OC A48
7 (Pairwise Model ) , Bt X 25 BIUFN % 252 48 1 1Y) 25 (P E %
34T 53 I 22 26 32 6 307 7 (] )3 A S e vk 1l e, O
U A AR S R 2 ) B ) Cheng 28 AW 458 e i 43
AT HEAT TR AL , 0 3 D R S 500 S 8, IR 2 ) 4%
SERGAE H R W A1 35 P LA Ak B o 1 00 A

FIAR B YR 4 ( Mixture of Graphical Models) 45 [ &
TR v 2% R G A 5 S UL I A2 S 7 5 e e A5 PR TR
THFE BT UK M ( Context-Specific Dependencies ) |
WL % 5 22 8] 1) 235 1 OC 2 n] BE A B 28 o i) 22 A T 2
2. HET, BIBANE A BT 3 28 X R &, Kumar A
Koller 2 J&Af FH 56 T 101 B &% K AL B J7 i AT R 6 1Y
2211 i Thiesson 2 A % J7 ¥k dEAT 9 B ATIE T
DAG IR IR 4. Mossel I Roch 42 t M 1R £,
R AT A A R A AR A A (1) 53 J2 TR A Anandkumar
S5 NH B i A TR A5 1 T W B A AR, R aE
R
2.8 FEEELE THIBZEERR

e S B 07 P 4503 e o e A S [ 28 Y 1Y B
Tt B 187 B B BRSO R 3 8 5 50 21 AR 114 A [

g PCM FoRr IR m & Je.

Gy BT I S W= 2 O I G T R v A A G
2278 B Ay SRR 1) 53 BT S B Al 27 ~J 40 I 17 o ] R
Khan 85 A\ FI FH Bg e S AR 53 8 43 28 5008, O 45—
BT 1) Stick-Breaking 9K 06 %5, BE A R0k BE I 18] 1)
HASE .

ZWAREEE I RS T OOR (BRI RS & S
15 5,30 Ay B A 4 iy B xC 3R 58 T AR 4% ax 2
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YRR R, T AL 3 2 AR , Xing 48 A4
T T B2 JE ] AR T ) Muti-wing Harmonium A5
ZH R 245 1] Latent Dirichlet Allocation #5515l 1) — F JG
[l Ak X6 R 552 R, EL 7 22 B R B8040 4 BN 2 2 AT 55 R A
B R

SCEY LI - A RN RS M P b 28R AR A Y
EA G R EE, XS5 B Z5 5 SUE 1R, X B A
R SOt 2 FR R 3k S B IR E . Mulwad 4§
AR — Tl 325 AT A AN ] S5 38K, r i e A% 508 1
SO B SCRIR A R E R ( Linked Data) |, 3% 5 75 BIA%
O IR A e R

3 BEREEENHRTTE

(1) AE 23 [ 455 T8 ) 2% 705 IO 12 B 0 A i e 72 i
AR T ELSR A A8 43 A R0 B[R] 45 48 O AR T[] B AR 32
PR 7R B HA RE A A 227 1) ME 25 43 A i 7 B
Dy 1 25 25 18 ], 5 ELRE HEAT A8 50100 4k B0 2% ) 3
. — 2 IF & PGM B hif R i 2 ik 2k, sl 7
P B POM IR0 2 IR AR R H 2 A3
Job TR 0 i R A AR 8 A RO R S B Bl AR 2, el
LT (R 6+ 3 B T LSS Y 245 ) RS 7R 2 B0 A
LA A B 2% ol A5 Y 2 P L S B[] P o G 2 R
ERET ARSI R E S G Y R G0N ) SR S TR

(2) BN #l MN 17328 F 220 1 B fas > i fi
I TS B g R fEE T A R A A TT BEJE BN R MN ()
FMIE A 45 A A0 25 5 W R R Y 3ROR BE ) i i
TR MR IR, Iy 1B BN AT MN F 45 5 B8 1) A7
ROPE , T H A Y A 4 U AP AR o, A A
PRVT I [R) L, 33X ol 15 5 WG 25 L A 2 ) Il 2 A6 2 1) 4
BN 27 2] BT B PR AR

(3) BEARMEREIRR 5 B 5 F C N4 &, e
eSS B (AR R R S A B
KL REFEEMEEHIES, B EMEER Y
IRV R AR T 45 A, Ui 25 B R Rk A
TS WA G A IR ARG > A 4 3% B8 A5 R 1) A R
5SS B HERL 5 2% 2 AT 55 i — 2D faT A I fR Ik
YERF: 5 B2 o AL 232 32 SR ABE D (%) W 4™ e vk, DT 7 FH e T
Z I R T HE S 7 5] st

(4) HER BRI AE 2 801k B AR 28 1 SE bR 3 X
TR T AR X S BRI 2 O, A B SR T RE B AT
iSRS A . B TR TE A 0 A% A RS
BT HEAN 30 1] % FE G 3 TG FRIR AT B Ik R
i P R AT A R AR R A A B A

(5) H AT Ay B A H A b T Ry 38 %R (Local
Representation ) F1 Jay 8 7 i 26 78 19 BIF 5%, 100 % 43 A1 320K
( Distributed Representation ) ™ F1 # 5 4> i £ 5

( Sparse Distributed Representation ) U5 =770 S5 W b R L Y
FRIE b By A A R 1) A 53R AR 2D, 3X T T 1) F
TR SR B 2 2] HE.

(6) 23 IR RV BEF /s B ALY () AN ff 2 1, AN fig
FE RO R B ANt o Ve, BRI 0 S TS 52 B R Y
FEL I, AR S 7 N T %85 B 4T, o ] foff AR 6 [ A5 7Y 1 0%
Ab FRASOR {5 B IR AR — MBS TR A 7 1)

4 i

ARLRGLER T POM B FRR e, (52 &
LR A (POM 52 BiE H 455 . POM HE 2%k
G GE MR IR B TS R AR AR
Copula pREUES A IR A EIRR LSO R R R 1Y
WA PR B J5 4 T POM AR SRAIESE J5 1)

AL RIS TR 2 A 0 P A B ) — Aol A ) A
FEN TR REABL A 27 ) S A b H 35 2. AR AER
ISR 22 HOA 1 AR e 10 IO P AS0R, , (ELABE 25 PR 465 280 3
71N BRAE I NI 245 5 N R BEFIHIL a2 ~J U 4 B i)
BELERUH R AN W53 A SR R DU S 4 3 7 5
P A

S 30k
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