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Abstract: Markov logic networks (MLNSs) is a statistical relational learning (SRL) model, which combines

Markov network and first order logic. It has been applied widely in nature language processing, complex networks,

information extraction, etc. This paper addresses the theoretical model of Markov logic networks (MLNSs), weight

and structure learning of MLNs comprehensively, and finally presents future works of MLNs.

Key words:  Markov logic network; statistical relational learning; probabilistic graphical model; inference;
weight learning; structure learning

% B LGRTREFMLREKFLRTANES —NEHMELG—FATXEZF IR AgREZLE. &
e M 24 A5 IR EARBHA T2 E AN EEALE. FAMEET L RT RTH M AGELEA . I, R
EREME ) REIEET BRT REHEML LG ZZAR T 6.

KHEIR:  Markov B4 W 4t X & 5 3] R EARAL IR AT ¥ 3] M F )

PEE S LS TP181 XERFRIZED: A

QAT St A B A P RUAS S s P A5 ) L, — T e N DR RE SO s — o I [ P Ah 22 30T T KR
PR GEE R, B FH T 41 % % % 3 (statistical relational learning, {3 #&  SRL)MSVAI Ak 2 ] 6% 244
(probabilistic graphical model, f&jFx PGM)MS145 T 5 )5 ik, 3 5 2 T Mk & 8. 14 Bk i, B 1 6 2R 2 =) T ok 42 i
KRB EFER BRMEEL . Aife AR PLAs 2 SRR 3240 2577 7%, LLSR IO R B0 A i ABUSR A5 7., B T,
KRBT R AT LA — 18 G O Y DA 3 3R A A TR A 2k A B ) L, 3 A 458 8 ) (logic
programming)[® R34 3% # (description logic)t®L. i Mk 24 P 5 704 U e — Fofr il FH 14 (0 AR G 22 28 S D o N Ak B8y
W E B T UL 7 4% (Bayesian networks, fii#R BNs)0-221 | & T g h] Fe A 84 (hidden Markov model,
HMM)ESM T Ry 5k v 5 b 7 (Markov decision process, fij & MDP)S 1 22 1% 2% (neural network, i B
NIN)HEI2E — AR AR I AR A B BT 56 R 2 30 (0 L 5 R A8 48 3 7 ) R RRE o4 PR R 3 A7 2 £ 4 B T L4,
P ANEIX T T BORIF ST 1A 5 S0 T T4 B e o 0 — I3 )38 4 0 A 14 (I Horn MAJT2O0 i e

« FEGTUH: E K AREEEES(60970081); [ 5K T mi AL AT 5T K v411(973)(2010CB327903)
W RIS T): 2010-06-22; 5 S0 H]: 2010-10-29; 7 Féi i i): 2011-04-28
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W 5 55 4 ke FU R #AE  E A.

2004 4F 26 [ £ A% K %% (1) Domingos 1 Richardson™ 4 vk 4% i T T JR 1] K 38 %8 M 4% (Markov logic
networks, fij #X MLNs, LA R fii #x Markov 3255 /), -8 1E T Markov iZ 45 W 1E 4 4t i1 26 7 5 2 88— HEZL 1) Al g
PR I S BB R T KR G U (4 40 SR Markov 18 %85 X AN S 175 B T 45 D8 K 1 Markov
(Markov networks, fij /R MNs)$2fit T —Ff '8 5 7 R0 1 F B 0 HUE I R R 3G M 7E Markov 9 HH Rl N ASEERAE 411
BRI H7 55— 75 T, N — B i B ) £ ok B Markov 18 4 I 48 — B U 8 B I T H €01 AN B s o A B
fiE 7, I HRE IS 2% 20 40 VR b A7 18 1 S 58 SR RLOP i R 45 o) 0L DR e T R R 2 ) P VP 2 B AR (R &
IR SRARTIM . AL M4 K H AR IR )T 48— ] Markov 1% 48 ) ) 44 2 A ole Y M b 2 i FE s A T
fiE L5 3 2 A Markov 2 i — Pl 56 56 1 4 B — A 1S T 328 R AE 256 Pl 4SS IR 1) 52 e 1 R AS i s 2 ) R R
FIREBE 7 12223 ELA 43 T BRI S AR R T R (00 I8 T A 55, R N T RE . WL 2 50 o BdR 4240 45 40
(IR 74

UL A3k, Markov 3255 W4 (70 1 e Al TR, 1 I — KU i L. 2005 47, Kok 25 A4t T —Fh [ 101
I BB vh 2 5] Markov 32 55 W9 45 1 510224 Singla 25 A\ K iR U O LR S 805 3] AR AR AR B2 1)
LB 45 A AR (3 1) S T b )1 i (discriminative  training) 12 502 1 7 21,2006 4, Singla 45 A
P T FEET Markov 3888 R (1 SR REAT 77 12:2%.2007 4E,Singla K Markov 3 S 4 0 BRI,
Lowd % A3 H1 T JLRh s 2 1A TR 2 =) 5731281 Mihalkova 2 A3 Y T — b A JE 1 _E (6 Markov i 5 1% 45 £ 2% 3
S RO B v T 45 2 ST 14 R 80 R A %2290, 2008 41, Waing 25\ fif vk Markov 32 48 16 1 R Ak 3 5 A
11 1) B 3% B T RS Markov 2248 M (hybrid Markov logic network, fii#k HMLN)B® Kok 25 A SR Fi 25 T- Markov
BRI 1 AR B 7 v MK R SO Rt v A L B 2009 4 Kok 45 A3 T % T Hypergraph Lifting (R4

AN ZR KR I S KRR P T DA BT 3R 3 ) R A P (1 a5 R) () Markov 3 4 R 45 ) 2 3 B2,
Nath 25 A$2 H 7 3ET Markov 345 % [ 56 R g S BEIS HESE, FLUF B 1 28 g (1) 90 %1 BT 48 F Markov v S5t #2204
FUREBRF 303, Davis 25 AR By Markov 32 4 9 35 4T v B2 3T 4% 2 ] (deep transfer learning), Jf: i Zhts 3 i 4>
TR 2 2545 B Poon 25 A\ SR HIJE T Markov 32 % W 1R 4F W B AT 8 U4 T N BRI AE)
= 2 SCA A B — AN ST 5 T2 0 U [ A S (1 [ 2 ) % 2010 4, Kok 45 A\ &L X 4 8t Markov 3%
0 I 5 b 2 S0 0 M DA I A K M R Bl 4 HH T T 45 4 3 A (structural motifs) 2% 3 5 vA R,

AICAE TR E AR Markov WA — [ B 10 SE At 1 T 250818 Markov 3248 M IR HERT . S50 ) K Eik 2% )
(5B U 2, 45 T Markov J2 89 [ SRS 35 J5 BRI T Markov 3 45 W (¥ A< SR 52 7 .

1 Markov 235 M

1.1 Markov[ f1—FriZ 48

Markov B % Markov 4117 (Markov random field, & #x MRF)™ J& — A8 8 425 X=(X1,Xa,.... Xn) € 21H]
A o3 AR AN 1) ] G RE ST G 18— 21 4 R B b A1 . 3 v G 1 P (R A AN 1Y A AR R — AN B AL
AT G H B AR — AN (clique) ™ #B%T BY A5 — AN 34 R £ (Chy B £ SRR 8K, 3RO BT —ANIRES . Markov W TR
BN EG A RR N

PO =X) =TT, Al) )

Horf xpq®on Markov s k ANPIIPIRAS BISE R F 58 k ANE A7 28 i (0 BUEARES .2 23— 7, B
2 =% T, 0, AR 245 A EEE PO DL T8 Markov K2 5 005 GRS ESEAT FLAR A O
ek 54T TR 2 3 8 3ok 0 5 46 5 4 Markow I A FD 24 iR 5503 2R S 4 R B T B0 ke 1 P £ I AU
(-9 EIECS

P(X :x):%exp{zja)]—fi(x)} @)
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o, @y oAU i(x) Ko~ FEAE 030 B 18 b 3 LR RF A oA 50T DA AT 28 14 S e 500, AR T A i (8 8 A S
S PR AIE B KA D e e B A T B R B IE R S (D) K, vl B A A B3 AR AE 0 B T — A TS IR
25, B PR v A A 1 — AN U, LR B AL 25 T log a(Xgey) . 7 Markov I H 55 35 T (0 30 AL 3 535t 1 2K
A F B 52 % (Markov chain Monte Carlo, i #k MCMC) 75 151 F A% 3¢ /& 75 11 7 4% (Gibbs sampling). A
i, 75 AT W SRR AR E — DA RN Markov 78 75 (Markov blanket, 45 Bk Markov #5) i 4% £ R, 4R 4 M %
P(XIMB(X))HEAT S, Hoh MB(x) £ 745 & x If] Markov % 3. 7E Markov B i MB(x) {3 7~ 48 & x 19T 4% s
BBV A G AR I L P(X=x), T 7 BT B AR A o B A X=x IRE AN AR G R DARE A AL
MR AERE I Ll P(X=x|Y=y), T B e AR & Y (AE R y, AR5 AT SRAE. 53— AN F IR 4 38 7 v (5
ARSI (BRI,

— B U A A BT T B U R U A B — B R 4 R AT S AL B R AR R
R ] b e SR A R PR A G AR T LR s SO A TR BRI (W1 SonOf() &k — 41X %
Bl ARG W 1 i ST A TR S 2 R OC R (A Friends() B8 6% JE M (0 Red (). 28 BRI B
AT LAY A, — A R (1 A A 1 A s SR AR IR0 S B o (. — AN T U AT R R — AN i ik 1,
SonOf(x). J& T & /5 I T — A 5 59 18 17 (01 SonOf(x,BrotherOf(y))). — /> # i J& 35 ¥ A 48 B (i 35 — AN 1 R 7
(ground atom) =k (411 il (ground predicate) & 45 T 17 $ 35 o 5 TR S s . st RO N J T O 4,
PR (WAL ISR S o 255 R 1] (01 4 Bk 2 i) N7 A8 2] ) D Mg ST S R fE Markov 38 4 M T Sl
FE R 7R M ADTE —AS E] BE AT (@ possible world) & 5545 T4 Al fig B A1 S 7 #0717 BB 26—
910 )3 A T 40 AR T 2 L SCHR[38].

1.2 MarkoviZ & M 89 E X #7151

— BB AR AR A AR R A A RE R AR S BN — R GURE A, R SR AN S e T A
FE— S ) 8 2 XA H S A AEME R B R 0.Markov 32 45 I 1) 356 A JELAEUIRS Lk J8 4 g ok o D0 A 3T s st B 24— A
THFE T I A — 45 U, 3 AN TH A7 (4 0] e 1 R B, AH R AR AN T B — Nt 573 (0 ) 2 3 A
HH AR 1 R] e a8 O R e, 25 B A RN T — AR R, e SR T R AL % U (¥ T e S I 2
AR T3 ) FH S T A, 6o A R AN S A I [ P A tHE ST AT 2 TR Y 22 Rt K. Markov 24
5 SN R

EX 1B Markov ZH L &4l " ICI(F, @), R R I, e NS eI
(Fian) 5 — A B R4 C={c1.Co,....Co} 2 E X T /> Markov [ M, c:

(1) LR R T (ground atom)ERXS B T My e I A AR AL B P TN R U R ) AT

RIE R 1585 418 I EE 4 0.
(2) LA AU (ground formula) & B — ANFAE AR, 5 S PATHR J hy S0, D508 1 PRV RFAE A A 145 4
&, UREAEAE A 0.9F B IX ANFEAE A AIAL T R — Je I iz ) F % B AL E @,

e S 1 A4, Markov R M ¢ 75 252 B Markov 3248 W L R4S b JR 7 A2 R 14, 32002 ] T R 7 2 ) (1 2
ZE 0. R 0, Markov 38 55 1 AT B AR & — AN F LA B Markow (9 FRIRRR . 25 52 4 7] 119 Markov 32 45 4 AN ] (1A
PR3 dk 45 A C, AT AP 25 R TR ) Markov B9, 31 HLIX 4% Markov 9 7E JURS [ 0 22 5 AT e £ AE H BOKAH 2 M JR — A
Markov 245 W 7= 2 [ AN [F] Markov 76 25 4 F 2 0 1R 4 3L ) s b o A3 AH R i A 2 | R — A0
FAI T AT B PR e (L A A () PR AL T, 6 A5 AR X v 2= A2 (1 B — > Markov 9 R #5241 Markov ¥ (ground
Markov network). )\ _Ei& Markov 324 ¥ 2 XFIAT(1). A R(Q2) 7 %0, — AN Markov B H1 B 28 -5 1t n] B 1t 5 x

P(X :X):%eXp{Zia}'n‘(X)}:%Hiﬂ(x{i})w) @)

Ferf ()R 7n KR Ry O IRUAE 2 0 A0 68 2 TR DU PR A 80 x gy s R BLAE Ry v B st 7 B 45 RPIR 2, L
P(xgy) =€ @) HIER 1 AERE T Markov 3248 9 O Bk MR, 25 2 NS5 R AT T 35 i 1) 5 ok Bl
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TR 3 T R K (1 0 ) AR 28 4 bR ) ) 249 3 A i, ph 2 2 (3) 1T 200, 2 A 1 0 B T bk R ), 1) 2%
TH AT IR R 1) T 0.5 52 b WU F e i R 1 A% 305 2%t LAE LA R 0 2 v 2 SR R0 F R, 5
AN REARAIE LAt R 00 50 (8 PR R AS A BT LA, 8 3 B 0L (K015 000 v R0 F (R 5 SR 6 2 R) AN AFEAE —— X B K
FR 0 SR D) £ T A Ay e KA 3 A B R U AL R R kg 8 B0 MR TS 4 T A RO 1 R A S [ e e TR
W F BT A AN 2] i Markov 1 48 I 00U BT R DAl B 0 1) 8 56 R R 3 ) F A 2L ok |
AR A AN SR S TR F TR OB AN 4 BRI 4 X AN SR A AT BB AELE (1. G, Markov i
I T LA A Ak 60 VAR ) i, 2 2 L P A B T R R R R, R R P i A LA T
S B, DR g e A A U TR LSt I R — g T T B St )RR P B I SR A

M Markov 32 55 4 1) 52 SCHR AR 75 55 19 21— A B S5 K24 5 A5 8557 31 169 DA D1 H BOLAE ] — A PRI ) 2
PRSI AN S TR AR 4L AR BT A R BLLE [) — A PR U] BEL 0 A iR AR T A (T AN A2 e K 1) 1.
1 ONAR (10 20 780 ) DL AR ek 1) A 90 PR PR s AR 0 7 A R AT R OK M 9 /1N B Markowv 3248 7= A [ 1]
Markov [ I IR SR 1717, BV 5% FH 3% 07 20,977 A2 19 B Markov 013 4% TH T i A B8 K. R T, 78 Markov 32 48 /) v
HEBEAN AT e 2E A~ T Markov 4.

/MK Markov B2 S WL 1% Markov 32 AL AN T (R, 1.5),(F2,2.2) fH 13 =K 2,
YA A7 22 A A TS 33 28 AN AT 20 3% ) s T 7,

Table 1 A simple example of Markov logic network!®"!
F1 R Markov 324 K 524 27

Proposition First-Order logic Clausal form Weight
Smoking causes cancer. F1:Vx,Sm(x)=Ca(x) —Sm(x)vCa(x) 15
F2:vxVy,Fr(xy)= —=Fr(x,y)vSm(x)v—=Sm(y) 1.1
(Sm(x)<=>Sm(y)) —Fr(x,y)v=Sm(x)vSm(y) 1.1

If two people are friends, either both smoke or neither does.

R 1 Fx My 20 SRR AR I, Sm(x),Ca() Al Fr(x,y) &8 18, 70 M 7m x WA 545 . x BERES . x
5y MRS AN Fy Roms R E0E, U Fy T x 5y A A AT R R R S0 A5 AH R a2 1 ml 4, e )
Fy APy FORCEE 4300 04 1.5 1 2.2, K0 00) A0S T F HH T 35 AL 2 0 ) 49 R0 AS 3l A 3% 00 ) g b 5 22 T g s A 22
5100, 2 JE A A AE AR [RIRSE - A Fl1 08 P AR 88 PO ABE 232 L P A i AR B0 N 8 SB ORI (R MR R N e 24 25 52 MR Y
Tt C={A B}, WIZE i i & 1 Fror (¥ 141 Markov 57,

Fig. 1 An example of ground Markov network!"!

Bl 1  Markov [ 737
1 J7n i ] Markov W H 6 A1, HAH B AL E Lk 2.

Table 2  Cliques and weights of ground Markov network in Fig.1
Fz 2 FE 1 FRE Markov W Hb (1 P K SR

First-Order logic Variable assignment Clique Weight
. x=A {Sm(A),Ca(A)} 15
F1:¥x,Sm(x)=Ca(x) =B {sm(B).Ca(B)} 15
x=A, y=A {Fr(A),Sm(A)} 11
L C TR e bt A R
x=B, y=B {Fr(B,B),Sm(B)} 1.1
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{5, 8 P KLU Sm(A)=>Ca(A) i 1A {Sm(A), Ca(A)}, AR (IR TR A 1.5, 7 R 4 H 0 A2, 0 o
00t P LA ) T

2 Markov iZ 45 W B H#E I8

FEME R R A rp i B ) I A o) R HG - S G R L A5 AR DL R T B K T BT AE IR A IR 4 (A 3
TR A B K AT g 1 ) #0). 6 T Markov 32 48 W9, L HE R 3= B2 75 A2 B ¥ P Markov (W _EBEAT. R itk Markov 12 %5 ) (1) 4
PR B R PR B (R Y AR T, th T Markov 25 5N T AR b, B DLe SCH H B B I0EE AL
2.1 mAAREMEEIRR

B R AT R ) AT MO 2 PR A 80 A 1 e ) EE O P 2 LA R T R IR Ny A B IR AR AR x SRR v &
AJ BEAL T AR A, B SR

max,P(y|x) (4)
7E Markov 255 [ A 48 4 24 3K (3), ) i 38 4 1k ok =k
max, > wn;(x,y) (5)

o w; R AT T AIBLEE, ni(x,y) 2R R IAD T P A B B

BRT s, T 5 DR AT P o 2 e DAy W 2R ) i KA A AL D R A 2 ), B 5 R — A R AR AR
305 A2 14 A RS T 2 A g R, SR AT AT s AL %) ) 2 AR e S AR B K 1) L, HL LR FEAN T
ATART 2 TR FR b A 32 BE E BE 7 VA 2 s L i  Markov 323 9 44 28 e 5 s i v f 400 0) (2 R ) ) B B 1 G 95
R)FENEIE O, ) HE R % 1] g4 TP SCRR 371 S iz H MaxWalkSAT STy g 11X 25 il i 3k 45 R 3%
W, MaxWalkSAT 3% ] LLAE JL 2 Py A B2 bS8 5 1 Al il 2 1 1) . MaxWalkSAT B3k i) K S fe 4 :
TSR0 T AR B BT, R 5 75 A AR AL 1 A B LIE B — AN ) U A — AN B x I(E X T x
1473 T, A 796 155 0 AR 40— %) AR 2 AL T 02 IO A — AN B, 2% 0 R 0 SO B BT R 1)
FRAN R 2 I 2 B KA e x IR R BRI T B L 55 D" AR 45 G 10 JEVARL, AN T 3 4 T 70 R B MR I R b gk
A1 P BT VR AN B I 5 IR 8K

B2, MaxWalkSAT 5792 4 filf 1] — AN ™ 55 [ i 8, B0 e 7 B30 BT A A A) RN BT A Jil 7 310 4 A5 4 P A AR 1]
JE 3 Ak B 7 0T PO A7 1 5 IR K 4 i o A BRI 3 AR AU b T A S B N R A SR R R
R SCHR[BO] R I — e L I P 005 " (¥ 4 PR BRUARL S HH 77— Fb LazySAT $T92:, MM AR i b fif e 77 1% i) it
LazySAT Sy 7 — B an s sb 04 gk, BRIV OK 22 5500 SR 7 1F) EC(EL 40 A {1, AN T B ek b e s 1 2K 22 33001 A
I #E 4 BL. Lazy SAT S3%:5%F A7 (1 75 SR EAMEAE G (1) MaxWalkSAT SVLANEE th B 16 b JR i AL A1 1)
H e 3 A R AT 2 T I R AL (0 A A2 1) P T AN B A R

LazySAT SyEBO UL ) — B 18 45 &1 1% (weighted first-order KB) k% A, ELAf 1 %5/~ FA %1 active_atoms
F1 active_clauses k73 Jill LR A7 0 11 J5 7 RN A1) X AN BAFIEFS LazySAT 532 b MaxWalkSAT ik B A s th
IR A A7, KK B AR 1 B335 14 20 ) 52 2% B2 TR Bt A — s P BRI 1 9 ) ) 52 3% B2 4R 1T Lazy SAT 832
B WIIE AL R TR 51 2B A — AN PRV MaxWalkSAT 51 WA R T1E 541, B S8 45 WL 02y —
UGS 7B R HAH R I, Lazy SAT S ORS BE 00 S 25 B i £L = T B 55 MaxWalkSAT S3% 45 56 4
AH )R, Lazy SAT S92 % T e HEFLHURE 2 A, AT RO d rm i I0RS B2 ¢ T 3E— 2D i R B (¥ 7 vk 5
JLICHR[40,41], Lazy SAT STk ¥ HAb Y i 2 W SCHR[42].
2.2 JhGEERMFHRER

FEML AR BB R e, 5y — o o S 0 E PR SO TS G A AN 25 A R G %Rl MCMIC $ik . BP BIL5E.
XFT Markov 1245 19, 5K 30 G5 kA< R 7R F) # B i 1l m 34 O 145 7€ Markov 32 55 ) MR B4R SRk — A LU AR b 31
(IR SR ID WA T 455 T T LA R DU PR IR 95 20, 0 DA 2 MR

1 Markov 1245 19 (1158 R 26 A IO B0 2B SNl 0, 24 45 58 Markov B2HR M L. 304 C LA L4y e M
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W) Fp LA Ay I O Fy A Sy LI ARy
P(RAFR| ML,C) _ Zxﬂgﬁmepz P(X =x| ML,c)
P(F,IML¢) era& P(X =x|M_.)

Hordr, 6 RN FIUE 8 AT B 0] A7 AR S P(FAML ) 2 BT A Fp WU A LIt A AR AR 3 2
FL B, S A S (6) VBT P(FIM L c), IR Bt =X P D B 3, T 5 et 2 FR B b A S B 1) T 5
A P R T A A T b s 3 SRR e i il 1 A 0@ 42 5 — AN AME B A B R 5 vk R IE ] MCMC
G313 Markov 3 8 W0 385 K B 16— 9 U5 i 3 B U0 T A g WD TR 3, AT AT 3 — 25 Ak S i BT,

7E NG TE R, BT DAAR 75 (58 b 3 P 25 6 U (RS 20 5 4, DTG A 9T 26 19 A Markow I H L9 2 B 0H 53 it
1) s /N 38 o AE X AN B /N KT I Markov PR B MCMC 732 AT BLZE AR KRR 32 e B B SCHR 37148 H T
2B i /N ] Markov B9 S90SV et T AR 48 10 1) Markov R0 A6 A it B2, 95 00 7 W1 20 3824 2 v A ) A
PR BT P ANTE IR 30 0 0 mP B 405 B I A% R T AR Markov 38 5L B R T AL AR I B/ ] Markov )
N 42 358 43 (1 P Markov W75 45 58 UE 38 KU 9 45 44 5 T 2% A A SR T A A5 CHb 4 /N HE 319 [ B AR STk
[37146 H A0 S SR 15 0 T % 5008 0845 /8 s SR 187 A1 Markov I L7 466K 22 Sz o I o 32 B 30 38 i e K b B A1
25 () R IR ] 55 2% &

N EZEFFH MCMC,BP &5 57 SR AR A 6 B i, #81] A (B 22 D0 4R) 7E — e F2 e 0 e Tk b 25040 42

(10 5 et i 1k 5 2R B aq o0, DR 7 AL A1 SRR S35 PP SRFEBEAT F (K 48N IR 25 22 )06 2036 AL T R &R
VxVY,P(X)Q(X—>Y)=P(y)Q(y—x) (7

H,Q J& Markov % & AR 2 0] 4 4 (12 . 214 B0 3ok o A7 70 3 S0 ff s B AL 7 DR BRI 45 o8 AN R I
Markov i1 5 6 A8 5 HEAT KA, 12748 H o IR e e o0 B0Af AL 00 B A % 1, T AR K b 389 7 v B0 25 Mk
NG AT R 2 (KI5 52 2% P85 ) T P 160 555 A 307 SRR, — o ke e Sl 1) 7 12k Tl A\ A8 3 o [ 8 ABLEST AR 7
R A K, EBUE KL AR Hh B 425 T Markov B ft S 6 AR SR 25 1) 45 1 AR 15 AN RS2 24 B 4 ) 6 55
KT B2 R Markow 4 (138 JJ7 45 1 SCHR[46]4E ) T H F 1 5 4 AR R il 21 B % 1K) MC-SAT Sk Bt il &
T YR RAEHT MCMC $532:. 90 A R PEAE MCMC 553 i )32 SR, 3 3 B JM R A 50 K MCMC 553k
BN AN B S5, DA 4 AR 2 () ) R S S 1 DG R O FH AT AR M AR R R RUUR JOD SRR U B AT
KAE SCHR[48IENA T MC-SAT Sy A% 18 N MCMC 532 T 15 S 140 38 77 Je DU R0 40 74 1~ 4 s D) S 6 45 R W,
TRV T A B B NE 2R A H HERf.Domingos WHALHIBAYE Markov &% W SIS FITT R -5 Alchemy W, 454 T
MC-SAT B2 F0 1 SCH 30 1 45 0k B AR 8 A0 T AN 06 21 J 7 0N A) 1) o T S 360 &5 SR SR I s MR AR 1Y)
MC-SAT 32— B i s k.

SRTT,MC-SAT  SLIE7E A7 5 b A 3 01U 358 m iff 5 2 50 38 14D [ R, 50 22086 77 6 TR 1 5 — e 2k, BT 6 R85
PR FA B PE . MC-SAT S35 JLPAT b FE A R A bR BEATLIE I . MR 43Uk AL o Ok A 45 TG R 6 3
PR 7736, S B B T AR 22 e AW 3B A0 IR S B8 % A 30 R R P Jan TR 0 A e B K RS SR F Bl AL
B, MEER Ui A5 U7V L HTIE 2SR B — AR A1 1k ) T 7 2, BTE MC-SAT ik 2 i 2 0 R3804 7 1o ik, mT
7 R UG 32 S FH R DR T TR 20 A, AT E — 20 n AR A B ARV PR B T I

3 Markov 248 M By F 3]

P(RIF,L.C)= (6)

1 2H%3

S ] e TR AE Markov 38 48 W 25 MR o RT3 R 3E— 20 S ST R A B RS i S 50 6 T Markov #2551
i 7"5%@ fi s AR @) I S K 0, 1X J& Markov B K R P BRI A K2 — B T, — AR 2
B2 ) Al R F S R AUAR O v AE Markov 55 A — AN N F IR TR oy 1) 6F Z0ABLAR bR B0 5 mT 3R 7R Ol

0
T@Iong(x =x)=m(x) =2 P, (X =x)n(x) (8)

& ju
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Fer )t x s Fy SN EG D  P, (X = x)m (X)) SEAEFTAT AT BE SR xSRI P o(X=x) (K 7 51
U N7AE 2 R A TR 1) R o= { @, 0y, ., B AR TR BRI F BOASUTR o (R0 BB R R OB L, A T
Myt S x R F I B AN S AR T AT 0t S Ry 0 ST AN B B s 2 2 AR U —
)2 P e 6 B RO (A 52 A B 2 2549500 | R B SNy FR AR B 1 B0 300 S 0 R AN R AT B o,
e B RALSR A7 1L S b B AN AT AT H AT, B AR S5 AR A VI 1 23 85085 30 O v 32 A W 0, B0 £ S R ARL AR i v
H YR
311 Dyl RALR A
SCHR (L] B Db o IABL AR A U 0 B K ABLAR o B v 38
Py (X = %) = T;,P. (X, =% [ MB,(X,) ©)
Horpxy RoRE 1A 7 I ELAE, MB(X) K2R X 9 Markov 32 5+ 5 0k B KAUSR Ak T S I Hf F 0 1 #E B0, IR 1
2 SRR B N SR [481K1 £ 5 KSR A T A L-BFGS Ak 2 45 & ok B 78 — AN b 77 7 B Js 1 o %
5 2 o O e R ABMAR A T (1 27 ) 253 A AR M AN AR T, SR FH O B KA SR AL T 25 S BCAR 40 AR 6 2 [) (1 HE 24 4 AR
ANFLREEAR,
3.1.2 FmlNgk
Y &5 Markov 2 % W it FH 1) B8 £ S B b — N 56 2R 550 2, BI7E 36 At SBBe nR) w48 1, I 250 o P ) 8
SR — A BB A R I B4 O U8 1A dF A TH SR 45 70 B0 e b ok H I B R B N R 2R NN
AT AR P v F s S Al oA 6 i R U 6 S A el 4 e I O A G i 4 Bk v A,
B A H bl A 7 1A TR0 2 v A Rt AR AR R B R 4 A S A B TR B T ] X 2 I 1 1]
Y 8 0 4 A 2R
P10 = 5-e0(Z, om0y (10)
SRR RAUSR SR 2% AR o o rh By & — ARG A P A N 2D 1 A AT M T 1 ni(x,y) A2 20
P PR AR T AN DR 1 P A 1 AR AN B 6] 2 2 (10) g 4% 45 S ALLSA 1% B (condiitional  log-likelihood, i #% CLL)
SR
I0gR,(y 10 =1 ()~ E,[n () (11)
B 2 (LL) AT 50, B P B i AN AN (R B A 1) 5 B LA A 80K T8 AR 5 8 A e 53 b BB AN B 3
S, e FOEDREE A TR 2 S AR P 3R 5, I 2 )2 B S5 1 RS bR E[Imi(x,y) 1B6 BsF Tl B2 2% FE Al K
Y25 Markov 32 45 WA T (1 750 20 405 32 B4 45 VP (voted perceptron)$iJi. CD(contrastive divergence)fiiZ:
21280 TR 3 ) 4 SR IR VP VAL CD S IL A 2 S 51k
(1) Voted Perceptron(VP) &%
VP SV A AR MAP(maximum a posteriori probability) R 2 B35 ke i L A 2 (11) iy
E [ni(x)] Bl y,00f MAP IR v, () SRIEALH S ni(x, y,) 48R P (Y FI AT SR 7E v, (x) BT,

2RI 0= o, /T VP SILEAI R Viterbi SR HE MAP IR A 2 Ji7 F A Ak B Fa 1 7 ] A
f].Singla A1 Domingos 4% & 7 VP 5i%, 1l MaxWalkSAT SLvERUR Viterbi 5035 H LLHHE MAP IR, R 51 F)
Markov 32 45 ¥ 2% > 44 22 v, T 2R V1 5 0000 6 A6 2 250, 9K 1 79 5 1) 2, MaxWal K SAT 53 I AN RE AR IIE - 4% 51 42
JEII) MAP R 2, 3O AR 2% 3] P R 1945 22 95 Sk R B, DR T B o il 5O 2 8 0 76 MaxWalkSAT 509%3R [k
A L AT AT RAR AR S 0 7= AR 0 BT AR A AT F R AR (SE bR HOK 2 I ).

SR, 7E Markov #4854k R N H VP HEA AN, BIFE Markov 2% 48 2 rh B T A [\ b R P AE AR
il — JRU AR 5 A A VP Sk B AR A AR B 22 i T Markov 3245 M A 2 MAP IR 2552 B A 20— (1, T
MaxWalkSAT 572 FEANBEFE BT 19 MAP RZ, BT L VP SLIEAEIE AT I B 7T At 78 38 PR e
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(2) Contrastive Divergence(CD)%.i%
CD LRI VP S35k BB, L IX I 4E T, CD S I B0 4R B 7 16 MAP IR 28, 1 2 Fl MCMC B34 7=
AL A FEARTAR MAP RZS. tHF MCMC S35 & AT S8 B0 SE (3028 DR bk CD 492043 380 1 &% o8 e

i) MCMC S35 B8 X REAU ) 57 — AN Ak S22 T MC-SAT B A= I REAS 25 b Tl MCMC S0 A () RE A B
AT I B TE 2 A AR B S .

VP BEFN CD 59240 0 1] S R R B TR B 2 8% 5 O 90 X P R B2 0 ) 52 B9 38 ) (5% . 7E. Hessian
FCH, 2 B K AN R AF AR 5 5 /N 20 R AE AR ) LU /N1 1 Bt 2t B3 285 1) J80. 7 9 2 1) 0 R P B0 B T B 1
S5 3177 3 S ER SIOR B S5 AR G218, R A — A6 18 1 4% 50 03 ] DU s 25 i) L 75 Markov i
5 09 H Hessian =X R M A) B0 J7 22 5 B b A28 DA JI 0 82 (19 A A A 1) AR A 50 KT LAtk AR 1 P A )
) FLAE AN B, T Hessian 3 R B R 405 AiF 4B 2 1 12 A0 1 P A ) AL AN OIS I G, 800 25 1) 8 T g AR 73
SN A A 1) A S AL R T SO AR BT R R S B 3] T X A W A ST R AT IR B G R S 1)
L H .

(3) oAb ) vk

DN(diagonal Newton) 5712812 it Newton $32 [ — 7l et ,Newton 5354l 11385 Hessian 41 B 3E4T 86 7 K 4
e S VR R B A ) BT DN SR X f Hessian 50 FEACER IS Hessian %5 B SR B R B, X AR ]
T Markov iZHE M 1) CLL #E R 144k 1) . Markov 32 %8 9 (¥ 61 CLL ) Hessian & B (BN B J7 25 56 F5)
TLEIEAN

2
W— E,[nn,]- EInJE,In;] 12)

SR AR i ) b B 5, A 50 (12) vl ik MC-SAT  WOAE AL T H ke 42 IRUBR TR B v B 2 S AR A

Kb
E,n]-n,

O =0~ = = (13)
E,[n?1-(E,[n])?
Forp 2D K o HAE P ] 2 AR A T RN L, 28 5 1 R T7 1) d 1 Hessian 2[5 H, oI HUE TR 2 308
_d’g
(14

a=—
d"Hd +zd"d
Ferb, oft AR AR UGS AR 259 75 A8, S AR R 2 A 2 30 25 K BRI AE — L AUV A A (14 DX ) A JE AT 45 #2220, AT

VEEIANEG L

SCG(scaled conjugate gradient) 144 ik Jit s 3L 5B 13 5355 () 5k, & A ) Hessian 4% 1 9 B4k 38 2k ik #%
FAEE R Berb 125 K AE Markov 32 48 R 1 2 502 > W, SCG 53K A DN 83k —FE 25 KvH 50576, i 4 38 (14)
J7s.

FH T 40 500 11 & 505 1 i 4 2 I 58 5000 4 T 0 B0 O TE 9 08 TRl 4 S R A v R AR S MOZ SR b N A
BB A5 41 A6 32 T Markov 3248 I (1) SEAR B BT (entity resolution)H 34) 5 I 2545 2 8502 =) IR AE AN BE 1E #ff b B 7
JERRI.Z 5L B A5 S50 kv M R D)4 5 2 S R Dt PN G AE 22 S S8 kIR AN BEH LI T 27 & 8 )
X H R R — AN WD) 20 22086 T 5 2 0 R — A DU, BRL T 2 50 KR AS i L i e B em TR 1Y) S B g 0 — M b, 7
Kl J& ) SEAR AN L R v A0 22 1 1R BE A A A0 M A vk 1% )
32 H#lES

GAL) o7 2] S AR N () th 2t BB R AT A BB 454, 5 Markov X255 199 B 25 2 20 1T i B
I8 (V%) r 2 S 0 B 1) I 8 5 A A 2 ) — R N TR BE S WLt o S0 S5 AU 2 A (R T Sl e, — Tl b € 1
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2 K 2 S S TR R e A 3 ST 43 KRBT 5 22 Markow 32 4 199 14 5 ) sl 2 75 52 BRI R £ 08 2 9 )
AR & — b, W] FAT 25 (1 VA 4032 S 8% 5 ¥ i (inductive logic programming, iR ILP)F A Sk 2% =) 846 Bt 45 4,
SR T Markov 32 48 0 3R R 2 — AN WEZE 40 A0, T AR S8 ILP SR RS A 2 AR 26 90 FRLAE b DA bR B AR AR
FIRLF R, BT LALE Markov 38 58 190 1) 45 74 2% 2J v i B R BOLER A T B0 4% 4o X BOARLAR Al T 15 D VAN 1R B X
FET LU BT L (0 45 5 2 4R AN 2 A S I B PP AR HE (T STAR M AR K A SR 4R L se I 5 R W, 5 4%
G 45 1 2 2 B L Markov 32 8 I (¥ 25 14 48 2R S0 e 4% B 5E 47 1) Markov 32 #E10 FILIN). R TH 32 SE A 2HVT
P R T ot A0 AN O ARLER A T T 25 4 2 ) B0k

3.2.1 VM AsHE

b TR, G5 0 2 30 T2 B P A R — 2 T R VR A 1) G5 R, R G SRR ) 25 R Mk AR A U 2
] Sy 98 %8 B 1) 45 K S S — AN VPR AR 7, RIS o] 9 32 1R S AR 454 AT A B IR VA A 1 52 Domingos #F 5T 4]
AR B BT F O ot B 1L 4R it 1 (weighted pseudo-log-likelihoood, fiii # WPLL):

logP; (X =x)=Y" ¢, > " logP,(X,, =X | MB,(X,,)) (15)
HH R &R FIES.9 W R r (8 BB oA — B R r 158 K AN S Y B
JRFABEE Cp B T AN [ (¥ il 0, 75 BRI AR 0, 1T 1] 0 M5 =1/, 1K SR JI A — W 18 1) (0 A R 38 A [R]. 5
7 AR b A P R AT e ] AN T DU L i B A L k0.
322 AT FIYEsi %)

B T R [ 45 74 % =] (top-down structure learning, f&iFk TDSL)P4M vk % =) 5 f5 2k Markov 348 k) 19—
AN A AT B — AN 2 (09 99 4 sl VA7 ) TR AR Sk SR R A 6 25 4, BB A — FF AR s 4 T A 1 S AN SR 4
NN BT 2L 211 Markov 4R Lk T3R5 A0 45 1, 00 ZIUAS T i A5 CRORE 288, TDSL A 1 b 48 22 S — il
F Beam 48R T3 A 1 ARG DN Markov (248 ;55 —Fe E R K BE N 1+1 NI Z BB T H KN
I VAL AT I Markov 3245 b4 7ERCE 45 b (1 s 45 B W], TDSL 454427 21 77 VL i ik R R T A
ILP ZR 45 J — LLali i % J7 V2 (U A 25 DU 3 v 4.

323 AR EIMgiiy %)

Fisz b, EiR TDSL 454422 > J5 it A5 LR 2, R 4 Markov 32 48 R (48 22 2% 8] Bl 25 i) JEAE F 88 KT S 3
oK 5 TDSL J7 v B W Rl a8 28 e 5 3R 56 55, F 00 b A a3k A A 3l 2 2 v f MR et REAR 25 5 Wi
SHE SR B AL R UL Ah L TDSL J7 ik e 2 4 i 8 2 (0 AR AT 4R AR,

B RS 17 11 45 74 2% =] (bottom-up structure learning, i#Rk BUSL)ZVoa IR T F ikl st i i o) VIl 25 50 11y 2%
SR E P L BUE B 0 45 AR 5286 45 SRR B, BUSL AT LA Lk TDSL 54 b 75 21 56 RS A #5784 . BUSL Jd ik
I GRB [ B O i, JE ST RS I 286 SR 7 #0438 AN 1) B A B ABEAE 19X 8% EERBEAI 5 4 e, TR BB 44 o ) S il 3o 5
RN — A IE ) = ELRI BT 2 L0 P 5T AR 5 0 G v (00 22 4ol 52 5 400 i 20 A 17 A BB I B S AN B b A BB AR
7 257, [ IS A 5 AR 1) PR o BOARL AR A T g VAN A v 4 G 140 45 0 i A B

4 BEELLBRISH

4.1 S5FETFBayesianM MGt KRZFEINELLE

%&T- Bayesian P[] SRL 522 4% 4t Bayesian P [ 5E Gl EEAT 9 1K) SRL Jy v, FE Ak 2 LAY 35 5% 1 1Y
G5 K RN 8 1) 45 W) R 7 B0 B BN 1R 1) 0% 3R T 4 B MUY L e A AR R MR I 12 W O R B (probabilistic
relational models, &% PRM) i J& 2 ) & DU -1y ¥ 45 72 )3 44 % (Bayesian logic programs, i #% BLP)4. 15 PRM
F1 BLP #H Lt Markov 4 1T 3 KAL#:(1) Markov 12 %5 % BE A 75 X G SR 5C R AN W A8 4k 1] 3y 18 38 L ) 24
45 H4;(2) Markov 24 19 G5 2)) 45 Hh % R 08 R A SE 2 AR, BB I 1 B SE R Markov 169 >R 18 5 R ) £ A
(3) Markov &% W it % 1F 8 YU ] — S A4 1 2 A 155 20, RID6 5 1 8 48 BU3. Markov 32 55 19 113X 3 AN i &
PRM 5L FT BLP STvE3 AR 41
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42 EETHIGENFITRREIELLE

T BN SCVE I G v 56 R % 20 J5 i W B AL SCIR AR T B — B @ 8 00— B v, 5 S0 45 BE ML IZ 48 R )7
(stochastic logic program, i #& SLP)BSHI 45 1 g 2 J7 5 i (programming in statistical modeling, f % PRISM)4,
X ST VE A T o} 3B 0 4 B I AE 2R K A 3G R RS s M S U VR LU R ok IR AR 2R 4 e TR T R i
DI85 BEAL SR Markov 25 94— 52 AOAH AL, B0 2 30 ek 0 32 25 1 B o REE 236 S A BT 0% 2 RN s
SR, T B ST R Ge T 0% 2 27 > S0 0t Bt 10 2 b ek A 22 6 3 2 D DR 2 B L SV 11 38 4 Rl 2 465 g T 2t
A PER, S Markov 1248 AR L, 4 2 R 2 5 B0 S SRR, BRT i Al 280 5 2 2 (0 5000 1, 356 T B ML SC i 1t St
e B S B P 25 0RO T Markov 12 48 j) 52 31 (1 5% Wi 4508
43 SEFHMMEGI LRSS Bk

AP F1L,HMM 25 Markov A58 [ 25 Al EREAT 137 F, 52— P it 2 (R 00 B AL 2, mT AAT 0t o 52
Fe 54 1) AR T HMM AT — MR R B RE, f2 HMM 78 A PRECHE I A — AN B3 0 T A 1) B0 Pt AT 3 220
DI, B B 2 1] 2 AL A (17 Markov 1248 9 A1 A L 1) ). 4558 L BT A K HMME #8406 250 T IXAMB e e Ap,
H Markov P (B t i 20 bR 74 5 AT =1 B 20 AR R 28) 1T 401, HIMIM S5 6 9 o 137 o (357 R 51 25 )
A AEA LTI Markov 32 48 199 £ JUAfE BRI 2% 5] SR AT R Al 1SR BB (Wl 1 5 I ABEDGR K 5555, I8 1T
RE S 713X L8 Ny T SNl 90 4%

5 Markov iZ 45 W B4z A

5.1 RFA#R

R, Markov 384 M % 32 [H AN TR fE . LSS ST S5 AU 50 2% 4 1) 12 5P £ 45k, Domingos #f
FEH BN W i 52 35 Markov 32 45 W () B8 7 R B0SS JE4R 4t T AN SRR R IZ R A R I & Alchemy.
Markov 324 1E K G5 i 5% B 2% T [ 85— HESE TR I A 5143 ) k. Domingos AIF 9% 141 BA 71 S 44 A 280 4 5 4l
HTL £ o £ 58 3 S g LISy R 2 A BIOL G A g AR I () S B 7S AN UE W] T Markov 3
B 1) 52 FH AR A

FE B b AR ST AT A K Markov 28R B T FARTE & AR B . Hh RS B R GoRH LA B 25y THI
1 [ AR 75 b B4, Fiona 25 AU FI Markov 3% 45 99 3k 4T SCAS iU HOR 8 SCBRAR, Yus A T52630551) 1] Markov
3% 45 W 3k 4T P ST i 44 S 4K R ) (Chinese named entity recognition, & %X Chinese NER), 345 T % & (1) 350 3,
Cheng 28 AL Markov 18 48 32 I T 32 88 & 0, Aron 25 A SSUR] HT Markov 3% 48 0 i b 3145 Kl oh (i 45 480
fi7E i AL A 1 PR L AR S8 AT, Lin(OVR i Markov 32 8 194 i Y590 56 (07 T 1435 3 A T S AL A5k, Markov i%
09X, Sk T A BA T

75 T P, 5 bR R 2 301 K AT 02 R AT A A % R R B Markow 38 58 190 TR T 9%, 36 2R 2 118 30 2 [ 9 AT 2k N 1%
AU BT E R T 4 B 2 5 P08 T4 NVF 6t Markov 32 %8 9 2% 2] b S A 52 PEAR AL 7 VR IN 483
H BT SR A A AN 0 5 358 L 50 B N RS S AR AR 1) P, ST VAR . T RO ABEAR LA 4 /N 8 2R s ) B — R
FASEAR G A 14 A% SR 27 >) Markov 12 4 9 (¥ 45 14, JF FRDRE 5 HF 5302 (PSO) 2 =) Markov 32 4 b (AL 2 5 P
P NUOVEE 36t Dl ARLBR A T D7 A7 A 10 3 A B AR BRAR T 75 52 2% S AR AT 26 1S B 010 2 36 40 A TR 35, 4
T R EE T 5 50 M2 10 2 B0 T 5 7 1% 05 1R B E 25 26560 40 A1, FH £4 B0 SR M 20 8 AR ABLAR Mt 236, 3 i s K Ak B
e U A oK 2% 2] Markov 384 I (145571 2 oKk 1 05 45 ATk & 1 0 5 SN 25 1 2% 21 553 L L MC- SAT . 5 A5
Wt R RE B RE K45 HE AT, K Markov 38 45 19 3 T rh SCSCAR 49 286 i 4 VA8 HEAT NARAT g 23 M I
S92 E X N AT ELAT by AT SO AR ok R R, N TN T AN R AR R — 9 3 R R IR I 2R
Markov 38 %8 % FI T A28 BAT b I HE I %45 75 2% A U3IE Domingos %5 A 42 B (1135 T~ Markov 38 %8 19 117 S 44 i
BT BVEIERE b 30— 25 51N AN A AR A ER (¥ 000, A T A 2 A e T 12 SRV T A B i e SO g i
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5.2 [ FAZ45)

i T T B AARHE U Markov 3248 P (R F D32, T T DA by B S 44 3 3 A 481, 1T EE A 48 Markov 12 %8 99 1)
I F2. FATILE Domingos &5 A HI ¥ Markov i %5 B 3 H 1 5 ——Alchemy F 4t b4 H Python 4af2i8E &, 0 5%
WAoo 4l 5 Spamassassin 3547 1 S MEAF R g 5256, 3= T D R AR
SRR L R RN AR I i Y Markov 28R B min” SCHE, EE A AA:
(a) HasToken(token,mail);
(b) Spam(mail);
(c) HasToken(+token,mail)—Spam(mail).
PR 2. R AU 2R At 4R, RS VI 2R F R o™ SO X T I 2R Bl 4R v 104 3 S maaiIx, 20 R T
S A WA A2 ST s I SCAS Spam(mailx); 75 W, 75 i1 SC A 1Spam(mailx), [7] I 428 S £ b 5 4 1
token LLCAC HasToken(token,mailx) ) 1% = N 3% SC 4 rb . ) i, Fag 328 S 2 S0 3k 0 0 42, B0 Ay e
F B db” STk IR B 4 A A A 3t I 4 maly, 3 B 44 7 5 45 1) token LA SC A HasToken(token,
maily) 8 7% A Z 3 F .
B 3. M ] AFT Alchemy RZEH 1 learnwts iy &% Il 25 5dls 4R AT AT 2% 5 3R 19 &5 A :URGE
fr*.min”3C4F.
HIR A WA IR IR AR L3822 2 BIRACE AT Alchemy R ZErh 1) infer i & xS A k4T 73
8 AF OB AN WA Sy 357 3 B A4 (Spam) P Ak 28 SO
AR5, VOE BE K WA R 12 B AR PR IS A1 s oAz SR I (Spam), 757 WU 4 1 B4 (Ham).

6 & iF

AN TR EES L 50 Z4E MW T & R, a4 SRS T 25 S B (1) 5 s Sh 4R i 2 2007 et E 3,4
BTN LR MLEs% o) BEaCTRN B 42090 45 A0 tal v 4 SR A7 TR A5 1R 22 189 3 AR PR 355 BT BB AL B 5L T
K% Berkeley 738 itFHL AR F4F Stuart Russell ##27r 1995 E3k45 1JCAI-1995 MU T SEHL 4 %
(Computers and Thought Award)” I, 78 H Fr il i) 2% A 4% 5 “Rationality and Intelligence”t b 5 4 H Al & —
A R FLATF I Il 0 = 79 T 5 SRR A At A Sk TE R SRAH A IR ] P AL S5 AU A7 1A SR K I R T ]
A T4 % . JEE 2 £ 78 (ungrounded  representations) (1) 1 )2 41 2 (high-level reasoning) 5 % 37 i |2 % 7=
(grounded representations) i % J& % 415 % B¢ (interpreting raw sensor data) /] ) B K vy 250U HE, [ Br AL 28 2% 5
BUg. Stanford K221 5L & #3% Daphne Koller 75 2001 4E3k45 1JCAI-2001 MUK ¥V SEAL 5 L4 22 1 i i
B AR AR R ARG AL T 2 SR AT a5 VR IR TR A BBk, AT A ok 52 % ) 80 44
AR A AR R 23 T V8 2 0 07 308 I i R A A/ e A S 3RS 3 S KR R R B BT 45 A
SRR, AAT 20 T 1 SE ) i 28 5 R AR AR R B0, N TR RE . MLas 2 o) BRI . 42 4 A5 AH G U 1 F
FUIAR H 2R 0 1 5 5, BRI Oh s b A 1) RS 5 B 0 K HAE B B, HLR: S5 49 R, 45 RIE R Al 19
ATy S SRR o3 BT, R T AR AR MR B AT ML 25 A ok

h T REA R E BR EAR 2 AR AL FEFARH T A DA HEHT T A a6 022 3L Russell #9215 3¢
BR[38] 1 ik T Agents & % Agents 5 ZE(MAS) IR ALK Al SO T A 1E 5T A A GEdli 42— A 78 48 1) MAS 14
F b Koller ##7 F 2535 i HOkh B3k AL 894 ] B4R YR ST 3 RE MR RS B o, HERLAN A ) 4
SR T e DUNGE S A SR Ik i E L — AR 1 i kv R 3 TR i K 2 BT YT 43 A 1K) Peter Stone
HARAEIRAT 1ICAI-2007 5L 55 J4E 227 i T A1 7 R AR 75 O b 35 Hh B i% e 3 — B2 4 [ 1 Agents, iX 48
Agents EL A w5 FE IR B R0 R S, e AT DU AN BRI AT R R A AR SR AR IR B b AT A AT RV A 2
M. ZH WA KA EERE ALK X I15T LG A o 4 B i 2 — R AR BVA I, AR LA
2] % Agents RGN ST, 3 TEEL R S 190 R 8 1K B AR R BRI 564 F F Agents, LA & AT 1) 455 58 B
FHIY H 3= Agents SEHILHT R &5 I ik AR A

7
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AN g B, AS SCHE 5 18 3R 1) 5 R e A5 K 2% Domingos 22T 5% [T BA B 42 H 1K) Markov 32 4 4t J2& — Fli
AR AN Al IS VA I 2R AR, 2ok (1) KB R — B IR B 5 A R et 2 2 J5 kAL
&5 TSR X RN B R AR A BERE AR 1 — B iR i@ . PRI E R ARG LR T RS E M
AL, SCREFE 3 R FH 20 2 T R e v IR BIL AR 27 20 55 U v I st R T ELHE e AT e 98 M AR ke SR LR AR
P AN NI S HEHE T N TR RE HLAS %20 BEGR B B0 3240 45 40088 b 2 AR R 7 G 5 R e
(2) HAHERN T Al S A7 A 5 )2 5 2 22 I BRI VA — MR 3, — B 18 1) 32 0 508 2 4
19 28 7 5 HE B 1T 3 MR Z G801 IR ML 2% 30 07 320 8 A 6 i J2 B30 JEAT 8 012 ) AR T LK 3 9 b 7
— E AR REAT AL M Al R ke, AT A AN TR) B4 7 1 R e T HLA — e AT T 2 1) A B8 itk Markov 3 4
AR REX AN BT L7 W A NG R L T 170 F S A I I 4.

Markov BB W 454 7 — B @ 5 R R AL, ke R th— RV 04 BIUR 2% ) 3]0 90 AL B N 14 2 40
B AR, Markov 32 4 199 (1) B 18 38 A B #3847 R ORI 56 38 27 ) R Sk W] UM BAR JUAS J7 T SR BEAT IR A AT 50
(1) B R EVE 2% 21 8 00 AL H w] LU BRAE B30 oh 2 20 5(2) 4 v TUAE P A A 00 O S0 2 i e 5 0 2 o SRR
R [ 20 1) B (3) M — B2 AR Markov 93X AN 7 T 56 3% Markov 32 85 W [ 3118 (4) 19558 Markov 12 4 [
TR0 (1 52 P, AT S 2 i 8 v 502 o 82 ) ) .

Buft AR R SR E A TR TR MBS HASONIRAE I I R BRAEDT
SHECEC, XU EARM. T2V SRR 9T A 3RS B0 R S
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