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T A% 6 AR BUPT 35 B BT RAF Fn D AL RAE '«2;&‘%‘1‘7‘% WY MR AR E AR 0 B R H A R e

ST S B AR RAT R AR AT Z T A48,
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Abstract: Exchangeability is a key to model network data with Bayesian model. The Aldous-Hoover representation theorem based
exchangeable graph model can’t generate sparse network, while empirical studies of networks indicate that many real-world complex
networks have a power-law degree distribution. Kallenberg representation theorem based exchangeable graph model can admit power-law
behavior while retaining desirable exchangeability. This article offers an overview of the emerging literature on concept, theory and
methods related to the sparse exchangeable graph model with the Caron-Fox model and the Graphex model as examples. First,
developments of random graph models, Bayesian non-parametric mixture models, exchangeability representation theorem, Poisson point

process, discrete non-parametric prior etc. are discussed. Next, the Caron-Fox model is introduced. Then, simulation of the sparse
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exchangeable graph model and related methods such as truncated sampler, and marginalized sampler are summarized. In addition,
techniques of model posterior inference are viewed. Finally, state-of-the-art and the prospects for development of the sparse exchangeable
graph model are demonstrated.

Key words: sparse exchangeable graph model; Caron-Fox model; Graphex model; Kallenberg representation theorem; complete random

measure

e BRI SHEOR . AW RIS H 2 SR A 2R T P A R DR R TR DR R A R W, 2B AR IR S
(BB 5 1 2 2R, J5 4 9 e 19 0 T () B A 00 3R, AR 40 40 J 2R 48 v 2 10 O PR A0 SR A8 T O 3R L 2 A 38 1) 24 v i T i) it
PEAE SR AR 28 P 285 RN IRAE A5 AT SR FH TP 458 0] 3K 6 55 4 2R 40 v 1) 00 R A IR HEA T Sl 8, B Dy B 0% T 4% Bt
FEBS AR G AT AR B SR i A B R IR R L K R A BN
T HAE AT 2 T RE R 2 o AR 24T RN A5 e D) ) 75 3K, A B 2 IR 28 o0 ATy e T8 B WL A0k k.

DUt A5 200 A Sy — o B SR M G v A U 2k DR I B A 58 5 1 O RN T R, LR A TR R %
HHm AT FABERTIUIN T A 4 P AR 1 A SR T DL BT A 2R ST IR ¢ 5 3 AT A A 1 S AR, Y 8 A ) T A ek
ST S H B AS B ZE v PR 2 AR 1) 52 3. de Finetti®HR H T BEKLAS B 7 510 T 28 etk 74 de Finetti %71~
Hi8; Aldous!™ A1 Hoover™ 4 ! T B MLEC4L 1K) AT 32 etk FRE Aldous-Hoover 275 B 18 Kallenberg!® 4 ] T i AL 0 &
(R FH T 282 W] 1) v 1) Bt AT o a3 70 10 8% 5040 ) PR B 5 T A8 de P 0 23 350 1) 28 e M BRAE - Kallenberg K78 H L.
Aldous-Hoover K78 PR HEZ) T VUM W4 v 70 -+ 0 48 Bt et B 10 4 i 1R 22 3 44 O B ML BRI B8 4 ER AL
SBM #RIEL MMSB BRI, IRM B A5 H0RT DL 240 N X —HE4E(Aldous-Hoover AJ 274, fRiFR AHEG! ), %X
— AR () M JTORN A B 7 Y A R IS T AR K L e AR, AHEG BT 2 HURE AR i 1], B 4 R AR i 5
B A= A AR g UL B AHEG B0 AS R[] i 996 A2 m] A 40 v R i

SR g5 R R U Bt Forh AR 2 5 e I 4 R N B R A S AT 1) W U R i Barabasi £ H ) PA
(preferential attachment) 5 It 31 5 T Az pic B A e 465 A0E P0G 3 D 48 O3 77 ) A8 e DR 0 PAL ABEZEL LS FH - AR
o4 245 e 8 g i Ak (At 0 R E 3 A ), AS T JEA T 4 DX R LR i 8% 70014 Bollobas %5 A . Wolfe %5 A« Borgs %
N — AN B0 T ), 5 T R T bR B 1R 7 2 o0 A A B T AT ke 1 A A 1 A, R T X 2K T R A ) T A
F00 T 7% P9 28 AN 96 2 T B ARE P, HA AS CRIE B WL P Y A O T AR 1 R A A — B0 o A (] $ s R
JE R A 77 24 B 1 2% K 1) T2 ), IR 110 35 Aldous-Hoover 278 B 1) Zi /B B A HAT 6 R B b,

Caron 25 AUV P BEATL I F32 R BEATL I TR0 (10 B0 2R 2 1 17 SR FH AT A 46k AL 300 J3 KXo o 8% 0040 047 S A5 5 D 2%
R ML A R TN AR AR AR B, 3 T Kallenberg 38 7~ P18, Caron-Fox 5 8 [ ] DL AR BRA 25 0 A2 3 el i mT L
A R T A 4G R e T T A e M R B A AN T A IR P A e T AT e P AR p U A 2R SR ISR

RS A T AT P AR R ST R AT SR S 1 N R BEAL AR AY . Graphon £ #Y . Graphex ##1. Il
MRS EOR G, AT A He bl RORFL R . R R FE . SE R BEALIIEE . AL 3G R — A RE LD B . T
A 43 DX o 05 PR BRI SF 2 1A 4R 1) 22 IR A E A JE 1) LX) Caron-Fox #5285 3 747 5 43
AT W 5 1] AT 45 DRSS 7R 114 Bt ATLASE 400 BT 925 1) A 7 SR A AR 0 Sk A SR U7 25 (U BIE 9 e R, T A A T k4% 4 SR
& CRM [¥] Adaptive Thinning 53203 i 2 2 A6 RAE AL A AT S #e € 1Y) Polya Ura Scheme 73555 4 19%)
Caron-Fox A5 28 i 564 Bl F2 R 1) MCMC 3 AU BB 1EAT 250, 7 4 13 3k iy 23518 MCMC 503 IR0 D) 2R
FESLEFNF8 BRI 8 70 A0 KRR AT U B 38 S 19 0 i g T A2 ke 1] A A 1) o T o 30 8 RN T S i s AT

4.

1 t#HXEE

1.1 BE#HLEHEE (random graph model)
BE AL T A2 ) FH WL i At 5 e ) 5 g %) B2 1L L R A T 0 ) 81 1 ol 8 ) 2 ol — AN e i dls
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P P B LS 2R 7 1 0, AR LA AL R AR 2 D o 0 00 P B DT e
USSR 2 A T T BT E 8 017 A RE 3 5 52 0P P T A 00 P25t K

FEX L1 —ABEHL B 2 — s T % 3108 (8 (graph-valued BEHLAE B G, 4 5 5 X T LI LS (AL 1 —
A SER AT ). BIBHLISE T I G, 0S5 AT RHE. G, 05 A g, 11

{51 11ER HURL): 26 B HL B RS b 32 RSN A5 00— WP BRI G, N, 35 201034
S REA 0 pe(0,1), 100 RN FARSE ). 57 BLKE G, FLULHBFER A o BLABBERR FE(— AR 7
0.1 {5110 mxn AL IERE A1 26 AL 0).56 0 MHT IR FL 2 — A2 PR 40 St AL 4 58 2 p.

0 T SV R I 4 30 L L PR 06—/ T2 1 SR 0 0 5 3R B L P
G W BEBHPIE s o0k A B TR K IR BHOFH G A Go=lv(G)F T A
B o=1e(GY F R L B nsenlbf v—sen. 25 24 n—seolFf %e 0 AR 1 e SO BEHL IR 510G ) SRR IR0, 5 25

Hoh v B LA ECH e=o(v).

#l 1.2(KEG):Kallenberg A ZZH#eEl G, 5 R S50 s A2 BARE nGX i M BEAL R 90 R 51K 7 E),

i AU v, v oc Ve, e & B30 B KEG 4 3 AN BEII4L SR/ B B ik 1. IR LI 454 S\
SHEGEHMEEEROART YO0, 3H e — A =04 (1,,0),] eR.,S:R., > R,,0:R; -[0,1], B {f
graphex!"" 3 F7 WU AT I B30 R0 G R AR I 45 K9 1K) KEG,JITLL I=S=0, AN 11X 20 #bFk @ 4 graphex.

STt W 2% 3 AT 1R ] R O B (1 DY 2% g WA R G K — SIS s O, GRS, 0 45 43 17 1 H
(1)l A2 HE B SE LU B AL BB b )P B Gy gy G e st — D B EAGB) S SEAR RSE s 5 R K /INAT G, Bl
SR 21 100 A0 0 5 10 3 22, PR PR RS AR AR 3 R R I 1 AR 0 45 RS A ) RSE T T R 48 I A 7E o9 A B A2 — 3K
P (consistency). — EUM: AT DA i 22 Sk B AL KA 3 A A v B3 1 (projective) KK b . n Hosg M e LA TG R
4t (projective system)H, Bl — IR AT P WL (f; 55 S teS) fo B ST g ¢ 1 BE ML B Wi 2 RS oh s <t BB ML f;, A2 (R
SIS .~ of s (r<s <)V,

EX 1.2 FAFAEMBSE RS [, s <teSAMX TAER s<t MBHPHAT Goyd [1./(Gip) f1.1(Gry) JUFRBEHLIE]
WAL AT Y10, d oA o) A LA,

TE X 1.3. Graphon #& 5& X7 ML 23 8] L 149, 76 [0, 1] L BRAR (4 ] 300 53 7R 26 % @:[0,1]°—[0,1].Graphon 72 76 2 bt
P 51(G, ) A PR,

%] 1.3(AHEG #%%): Aldous-Hoover FJ 22 #t & J2& n /N5 pi B — R T8 LBEALIE G, on IR R AL (H 2
B PA TR p, i & — AN KEFR a] 0 B AL R %L @:[0,11*—[0,1], % /E graphon!''.ER #i% i LLFE fift /& AHEG (1)
— /N BT O (x,y)=p J&—'F graphon.

Xt F TG PR K, Aldous-Hoover KRG Wi 5 :—ANBEML N HL AT T A8 e 1 24 HA S L2 A 2 8 SCAE RS E (1) — iR
A& 14 FE (ergodic measures) [ — AN A A, B — A& & LM E L —A graphon, H L S 30— 4
AR EE FLE 0 AT R A & L BN (g)H@Hl (|e|, %7 o 1 f540), 5 b AHEG 75 i ¥ 2 4 2 23 18], 2 4 5 B

A0,
BENL BB W) — A5 45 %€ — > Graphon, 20 € £7 16— A0 IR B AT AT 2O BR AT A2 et I BERLIEL G(n, 0),
AH Y (07 BEATL AR B2 R B (G ) en 28 LA
O~ p
U; ~iiq Uniform[0,1] forie N (1.1)
Gy |O,U;,U; ~jwa Bernoulli(OU;,U,))
FIRNE R BEHLAB 3D {(6,0))}0.0,er. R LN
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N ~ Poisson(car)
{6} | No ~ina Uniform[0,a]

: (1.2)
{9} | Ny ~ ina Uniform[0,1]
(6:,0,)10,9,9; ~ i Bernoulli(©($,9)))
— — 51 . 51 . 1 3 .
(8,9 =] ~ PR DP ), (TS5, (1.3)
o U-exp(=-p" (%)), ifg=9

A — A3 A ARt AR 22 07 B0 53 A VR T i, B A — b AT T R AR S B0 A T D7 R, SO — lon) il R AR
i) A0 A1 S 2% PR 5 £ 28 0 A7 YU ) T2 07 9 T AR A REAN S 56 20 A 4 by V8 4 LR A8 1) J2 ¢ Lo S8 M ok 4k PR
B AT BTG B A7 A BRI 3 A TR B A A B T R B v 4 IR TR A -

A2 H DU 307 ik T 18 R0 T BB 4 ok S A (0 FOUIU 14 R, it DRI AE A% 30 6B D AN 3 MR, AT A 45 T 1 e
T LA B 5 0000 KB 1) 48 22 1 R A B U OV K B A AT HE B A E b L P B RN (4 S 560 B K
1192 30, EAT TR0 1) I LR — AN 1T NPB Al o 7 vEREAT HE B H A5 10 W2 2% 23 S50 43 A (R0 2% 18 G vl
B 2550, EAT TN 1) 15 A0 S0 AS ) PO ASE TR 40 2% R b >R, T 95 22 PSR 42 A I 1) T LA o — 2 R AEAE .4 D R
IR A, O IR [ BT AT 2 5" R s M T (R BT R AR, 260 XTI T AEL, MAP F1 NPB [f)X EE L3 1.

Table 1 Contrast between MAP and NPB
&1 MAP FINPB [¥x} Lt

MAP fli i} NPB ffi il
PR  Pr(D|O)Pr(O)
HESE ) A REEETR PrODYIKI— 556" REERS PW\D)**} PrD.0)
2]
B K PG| x,0%) >kPr(y\x*,D)=f6Pr(j/|x*,(-))Pr((~)|D)d(~)
L0 I B4 2 el T A BSR4 B G — A7 1) 1. BT A A SR o ML
R 2. FRAEEFR T S EOE AL 2. ZHUERINIK R Ak

1.2 AR RTRIER

88 0 72 i) v A 7 D S T (1 BB L P S B 8K T A 58 2 A 28 8 Ll S A L S O 8¢ 1) — 0 R 1P A A B
AT BB AR 0T 0 A A2, TR] A AR A DY A0 e RS R P 2 v T kAR AR B R 2 T A B, S R0 (P LU HE A
R AR L ST o & I 5 ) PR AL P A B, g 0 200 A — AR A, T A8 e AR At Al R I — A B, 2 4R A
ABE TR AN A0 T 0 IR A R IO 0900 W, 8 0 A 487 R b A5 AN o A L A B () AE 23 4 A (BRI 3 A R b A AN 4 it
P 4 g (R AT AT 43 ),

] AS P B LI — R G v AN AR 1 (invariant), B FR 2 X6 BR (probability symmetry), H A3 GE v AN PE T
A3 A i, e 48 Mg FT DL % 25 ) 449 i (ergodic decomposition) i Be, B K FH 22 71 BRAG Sie 38 B0 b %) i1,
DUN 1 56 A 28 S5 150 5 (0 BRE B3 91 100 T A8 480 1t 3 s B % 4 ] R e e ) 1) B8 53 2% P B AL 45 40, 60, 8 B L 3
A AT e P R FEAS . BEMLIN L ) T A ek R R B, L S nT A e A L R D) A O B i) AT e BE ML 4
X HEAT B & 2 7s BR AR LR 2.

Table 2 Overview of representation theorems

F2 KX
SR Y 34 S I 1) R BE AL
AT ek de Finetti Biihlmann
A (O 5 ml 28 41k Aldous-Hoover Kallenberg

EX 1.4, — BB FF YR F )70 TR BEAT AR B HE A SO e BRI 5 20417, R 7 51 2 ) A8 6 11
(X1.X5,.) d (X1 X2y ) F FALREM T b B e 211,
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ETE 1.1(de Finetti RRIEIL). BENLF A (X)ien A AIAZ et 2 HALSAFAE X B —ASBEHUNE R JE 0,35

X X0 |© 5 ©,HLLO% Z P WL A I LI @43 A1)

MR A BE KT, @R 7R T WO EHE (0 28 F6 45 00, T G5 140 2 4 R MEZE. Pr(X| @) W3R T 44N 00 0 A% 1
HAT 1 AL

EX 15, ZHERENUIA X=(X))yen FRAE AT AT B I, 0 L (X)) (X iy 0) K atiyo () X TAE R T bR B 4 2F o
M=o FRAE KA T AT e, 75 UFR Oy 433 m A8 4.

R 1.2(Aldous-Hoover FRIRIEIL). —YERHLEAL (X)) en BAT ATASHAE 2 HLAU A7 75— A B AL AT 0 65 2
F3[0’1]3—>X%E(ij)(F(Ui,Uj,Uij))(F(Ui,Uj,Uij)%E'T',(Ui)ieN,(Uij)ijeN P s b il Uniform[O,l]H‘]ﬁﬁﬂﬁ%W
I8 P B R R O BLAT =0,

FEX 1.6, 25 [A) X={0,1} I, “4EBEHLAAL X gl — AL N oA SENBHLE G AR B X 100 LY
S ARRRFE T X WL L2, RRBENLE G n] AT e B X BB ) AT ke, S Ik 43 S T AT
]ﬁ{[”]_

b, Aldous-Hoover F7x B T LAHE— 25 fj 4 2k - 06 1n) B T 22 4 19,24 BAXCUAEAE — S HO BRI BE AL o

L APUy<OWRUD 1 s w1108, U,y 5 00 S 6, 14 608 F

3 6:0,1°—[0,11, & # 1.23 2 F(U,U,,U;)= .
0, otherwise

SRR O:[0,1P {0,111 H:[0,1P— X A1 (Xy) d (F(U, UL Up)(H(Uy, O(ULU)))H(Uy, OU U))!M.

Caron % N\ E 7. T BEHLEHUG R 23 LB 1 5 3R 46 L o 1045 105 A0 2 S 8 R0 4 R 1O £
556 Ge.). B T LI BB PR 5 R2 L 6 30 et R AR R 25745 50 1 T AT AR P T T L P 0, 0) (6, 0)
BEAT A 2, .

— ® o e _"'_"_

S ® : (6 \ (&)
0l e @ e -
— ® ® {8

v

Fig.1 Point process representation of a random graph

K1 BENLIE R s FE R R
B L7, AN I B AT PRSP RE B — AN FR I R IR Z = ) 2;6(6,0,) KRR, WA i %

HE IO G B3k 1 S50 1) D S R B 6 B3 FLORIE T — NS 8 o, (BB 1% 719 s I AE B D) (sociability)),
F R A AHE N 2,=1,8(0,,0,) /2% —A Dirac Il BE 3 47 5 R4 £8P 10T 1-(0,,0) 401
EX 1.8. RY LM ptid FE Z &y 28 #e ¥, HACSW TAE R h>0, BT R T hs Bl o B #8H:
(Z(4:,4))) d (Z(Aziy, o) N Z(Ar(iy, Ao (1)) (1.4)
XK LX) A=[h(i-1),hi],i=N, 75 FBAE RN D TR Ay LU GRS A8 i R j A 298 AR — AN D )

SR FH — A 200 J5 T (1 57 5 AL 00 5 >R 8 7 ) R e o R B T AT A B0 O AR (R A e P RE AL i
FFAN R R, A5 B T BEA L P (04T 42230 ¥ (adjacent measure) 3 75, Bl KEG(Kallenberg RJ 32 # &) AN [] T 41 2
FiFEL R AHEGKEG 75 3% 5245 (i HUYT 2, L T IR ) G A8 A BR X I 07 15 2032 BRIED G=G(.110,61%), 2L
MABURABEHLE, AN KEG HhA &g 1 4 et
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EX 1.9. RY LIBEHLINEE W AR T R EARRC I B R B A fHAT W o (f @ ) d WIUFR W i A8 Hit
(@ ik i g A BLE 5.
EFE 1.3(Kallenberg FIRIEi). RI_EIBUHLINEE ¢ /I3 AT A #1124 FLA 24 JLF- 4 0 9 AL

£=21 (9.9, 5000, + (1.5)
é(g (081 )00y + 80181 i) 0))+ (1.6)
/;(l(a’"*)‘s"””f +1(e )00 )+ (1.7)
3 (h(@, 9o, ® A)+ H(@, 85, ® M) + fo + 2 .

FiRE SR AT, a=0, Ny = (40, /)| () € N7, Cop e ti, ) € Ny BRI Unarray (GBS 3475 49 A B HL A it
YR EAL), {(6,9))}) /& RE AT B4 2R (unit-rate) VA FA R 2.

[R g AR 00 B e 40 J5L 7 1), T i Lebesgue 820 F I 2000 B2 24 0,81 it 20(1.8) X 0,5 (1.7)% . T graphex
1S 55,2 (1.6)% B T graphex [ I 345, 50(1.5)% % T graphex [ @4 .

L g =608.9)
f(a,&,s,,;{,-,,,»}){o . I (1.9)
f— — 51 . B . 1 . .
o(9,9)=1 S22 D%, A7 (110
1-exp(=p~ (%)), if =8

1.3 ;A% s 12 F2 (Poisson point process)

BEMLAS R X 5 XFEREA S QEMEELY x & X KN AAEQHN o 15 x=X(w).BENLI &
(X, X TE UAEFEAR R (M.Q B 0 TGRSR, R B 20 5E 2 (M BE LR == i st ZE S I N BEALE R S 1% T &
(o0, +oo) 1) T4, U BR BE ML AR 5t 4R & (X |t e T} A& BE LI FEBR T 9% Bl LI FE I 8 AR 4E (index set), B {x Jx=X,(w),
te Ty A {X)te THH— MM, 4 T=[0,+00) 5k, T=(—o0,+o0)l, {X;|te T} K] — VWL & — 4% Hh 42 FRAE B ML A2 1) — 4%
B (trajectory). JHFA I R A2 — Fh IR [ 4 . RSB HUK BENLIEFEN,

E X 1.10(3 37 #8853 78 (dependent incremental process)). FBEHLAS B N(H)FE 7 I 1] BL [0, P B 2K FH 4 K
RN B {N ()6 =0} & 1F $0d 2 (counting process), it A2 W1 F 4@ XF 2 0,N(r) 2 A 67 32 B (R 1 B HLAR
;@ X s=0,NOZ=N(s);@ hf t>5=0,N(6)-N(s) & BT ] Bt (s,6] A B F AR AEEC@D (N} 30728 2 PR ANk A
TELLI R o B R TAT R n B 0ty <tp<...<t, WA BENLAZ & N(0),N(0,,1,N(t1,12),... Nty 1,1, FH AR L W)X AN T
TE AR O g vy g e AR

EX 111218 8378 (stable incremental process)). 78 K 5 AH S (1) I8 6] B A, S04 o A2 A SR 4
A S AR, B0 6 FAT R 520,601 =0 BEHLAS B N(ty, 1) 1 N(t s, ty+s) 7] 23 A1, IR T e B O P Faoid B el 7,

TEX 1.12(GAH 3 2 (Poisson process)). i /& 4 1: D N(0)=0;@ {N(r)} M7 il 72,0 SHER £,s=0 45
0 NG TR B 5 HOI 2 SER A 0 eV 51k = B0 o it SO R )

i AT AR, B R R PR 1) 58 S (intensity ), 5 AN B8 B[] 78 44, DI AR T 78 2 55 4K 1R, 407 A I ) A8 40 (Bl
g R0 ), U 9 A o A AR SR vt

EB LAEMRIR). &I, 1T, 58 0] A AR BT A AR e A5 R o B0 FE 5 B0 NN, BB FE 5

B0 gt WU IT =\ 7 105 S — AR TR S 700 T SO AR N = 3 N, I =Y g U7,
i=1 i=1

EIE 1.5, 20,0y, & AF KA IR LR b SR KA I IS 8] (B A7 5D, 45 8 N()=n, BEFLAL &
D, D,,..., D, AR Z LR BN fo,.0,...0,80m(DP1,DP2,.... D) =nlt" un,
SEFL 1.5 A LU AR Hbfift 3 A 265 7 DX 0] P 200 1 B i R e A (R Ao 8 e P 7 2R 3850 40 A
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EIE 1.6(R 5T FEIE(mapping proposition)). (S,S) &— AN, S _ERIBENL A TR EOLRE N2

— R pf AR SRR, (T, 7)) S AN — AT A, £ S — T S —N 770 eR 50 4R A pR B s 1) RR 5
& po £ S AR ) (non-atomic), W f(77)={f(x):x e IT} th & — AN AL AL R 3Ry po g1 17,
14 LEFERNBEMIESHLR

A A DUt 7485 0 8 A — A B R 2 G 2, B 3R s B — N BE L PT  BK 2 @, @R DL T s DU S 2 1 1
SRS H BT B 0 R (B R R B 1) R B )M de Finetti BRAS %0 1 5 BEALF HUAH < AR 5
47 ©,Aldous-Hoover %7~ IR Z T 5 BEHLE AR OC A B 24 ©,Kallenberg % 7 BARZI ) T 5 BEALI B AH O
R 2 4 o',

Tk Rl R EHE T Se g O, T LAk T AS e R R AR i B S5 Lijoi %A 2013 ELEER TILRAEHIE A 1EN
RAEBREAESHULY O FIM AR {5 52 A B WL Z (completely random measure, i FK CRM). 4 4t 7.
T4 i — AL BE LI F (normalized random measures with independent increment, fij FX NRMI). 75 Aii 4 24 5 56
(Gibbs-Type prior)3 1R 2 5G4 L HE T CRM X HEAT 3 24 1AL 443 2 (17, CRM ) — A F B PR 2 SLL T 08 1Y
BB, T CRM BEAT AR 4045 21 (1) BRENLI Bt gk T 3% — e Pk, B e AT DAREZE 13648 T S 0o 10 N 1X 22 5 50
iRy N FEA WO B3 T 000 R AT A, 2 O AN X S th — AN B O A e AR IR, © B
Pt A T L 43 AT (B T A IR & 20 A ) 77 AR IR, e 36 45 4 gt A2 25 R G S 2 () BEAN (R A s B
1.4.1  CRMs(5¢ 4= BEHLI )

EX 1.13. (T,7) & — A58 4 IF v 4y () 5 7275 W] (complete and separable metric space), 7~ A& 4H W [] Borel
o RELW J& T EBENLINAE A1,4s,... 02 77 AR AT EAS TLAA A W m] AR AT BENLAS 5 W(A)), W(4y),.. AH T3
IR AL W4 W(UA,-):ZW(A,-), WFR W jt—~ CRMPY

Kingman®*HiE W] 74> CRM W AT LG i 3 AL 2 RS 8 507 (R AR BEHLIK I E Wyn A 5T 1
ARSBERL G A A W i 2 S5 (AR SUBE AL R A 4R w7, 0 FLX T ANEL 5 [ 7 353 7, R 34 73 W 11
AERE CRM W AEAE — AR R R (B DL A 17w, 6oy S 3L VRO R N(dw,dO) 45 W(d6) = [ wiV(dw,d8) (—

AN CRM 1] AR 73 B IFAR B AL (1 2 vk 25017, v LS i 38R g w7 = iwic?e, , BB o, FoRHEA & X
PR (21, 5 A i A2 BE ), Dirac I 5 Sy, 15 B SR 4 R LE 6, Ab.

s Campbell & BPY —A CRM 3L Laplace %M — %, W(4)If) Laplace 28 #eriLl R A4 H:
Hexp(—tW (A))] = eXp(—jR+xA[1 —eXP(—tW)]V(da),dH)),t =0, v(dw,d@) & VKA I TR K41 4E 50 ¥ (Lévy  intensity);hr
7 FE £ (Laplace exponent) & U4 w(t) = I:(l —e ") p(w)dw. v & T M FE M BT A AL & (location) Al Bk K
(ump) W2 H A5 B4 v (do,d0)=p(dw)uy(d6), BE L 5T & 5 BEHLAL E AR BT, IS AN 90 18 o #8255 I 4
v (do,d@)=p(dew|d 0) (A 0), BEHL T B4 AT BEHLAL B, XA I A R FE AL JE 55 7K (1 (inhomogeneous) %),

1.4.2  NRMIs(iiy A 37 38 5 10— 4k BE AL EE)

EX 1.14. WA (T,7) L1 CRM, T =W (T) 3R S I BT 5 BLLF-# 8 36 2 0<T<oo, WU BEALHE %

W :%:iwiao, i S S P — A BRI P,

TR E S 114 R — Ak ROE I, T 20T 8 A2 A PR IE AR 3% — m0n] LA E S0 4 52 ol 1 S5 Sk DR IE
j}w Pdw) = +o0, jw (1-e)p(dw) < 40 (1.11)
2 (1.11)F B CRM EAT & X [11[0,S145 o PR 2 AMFECH T 4T = T<oo), BRI 9 CRM 4 BRYE 3] CRM(infinite
activity CRM)2%,
%) 1.4:GP(In 5 it ) B 5 458 A I R TR po(do) o(d@)=aew ™' e “dw uy(d8),a>0,iT GP g W, H: K &R
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T o SV HE DN L il A2 (1.11), AT A5 Waz%% AN RE A BE LI 2, FATFRIX A NRMI 4 — A BlafF A4+

2% ¥ (concentration parameter), Pz 1 4 JE 23 A7 f¥) DPCIK A HL i A,

B 157 SN T A A 81 R R B pa,g,r(dm)uo(dé’):F(la S0 e Mdou(d0), @>0,0¢(0.1).7>0,
— O
18 GPP W o SER RN T o SULEINE oo 6 S (L LT TS 7, = TV A 1 5 it L B2 0

HATFRIXA NRMI S — A BAT S50, 0,7), LA o VE A FE A3 1A — 46 U 2 ik # (NGPP)! L,
1.4.3  EPPF(RT A2 4 7 IX W2 b 400

NRMI (185 8o A fe PEAR B AR 51 T X A2 sl 1 K1) 2 25 44 1 23 A, 35 5 B 405 8 BUME T 8 A 18 1 25 ()
(T, 7)) L1 n AN X=(X,...,X,), B0 125 BT 43 A 2R AG BOHE 1) 8 1202 A B & 1 (ties), LG Pr(X=X;)>0,(i%)),
B X E T k<<n ASARTR BOAE, B, BT LR [n]:=41,2,... .0} U BB AL 2> X R A g XA — AN S B9 2271 5 30 10], AT 38 e
43 DX A] DA Bh ATV BE A 5 AL 2 D6 T NRMI 1)) 38 70 AT 7 v

EX 115 22— HRENL T, Ths @ fj FJETIEANTFE ¢ 9HMY X=X PR & [n] B L X
(random partition)!'!].

W TR T8 A0 B A ME— BB AR X0, (B0, HA Y Xo = Xs = X = Xo = X0, H 4,={2,3,6,9}),7E K
AR PR A B AL X0 Jk R BT DL O K O A R i IR 3 9T SR 1 gy, B R 2B i AL IX R A BE AL AR B X
RAE A AT AT 5 (X1, X, ) AH B TR BAATL 23 DXt 2 ) A2 8t 1), JEARE 26 2 )5 bR 80 - M T 20 X B0 i | =k RS T
EIRAD n=4) A<i <k =13 n=n).

EX 1.16. 7={Ay,....,A;} Z[n]EEA BN X IR Pr(r = {4,..., Ak})=H:(i’l1 ,,,,, ne), H/;H:('ll ,,,,, ) e
AN FR B K ELW AL P B (addition: rule) [TE Garveere) = [ (e, 1) + ilH:::(nl,...,ni 1o te), SR (B
HFR oy EPPFUY.
2 BRARMERE

Caron Fl Fox ) I B ATL WU B 1 E B B 1) R IEG ZRBi8 H T R P 0T 8 40 il ATL N0 88 A 0 I 8 50 i A7 A A8, 4 1Y) %
N AL A R T AN AR AR R AR B, 3 T Kallenberg 37~ P8, Caron-Fox £ 5 B o] DL AR B3R 28 0 AZ 36 (9 4%t Af
DA BHG 5 TT A2 45 Pl LA R A48 Caron il Fox 412 H IO 170 22 B L A5 1 32016 JE 1) 1Rl IS 2 FR) G i) 22 4 P A 70 111,
2.1 A% [E(directed multigraphs)

TGRS A V=(01,0,...),0,€R., F L 14T 10 % [ (WA 5350, 0, W T LLAT =1 30,07 LA
VI .0, B CB) B A 30 R 75 1 ) A B e R, F 5T BERLI . DO
D=YY n,56.0) 2.1)

=1 j=1
A 80, RIS H 0>0(sociability) H— AR FREALIEE w & LW 4 Fa e — AN G 4Esm 5 0
PA(dw) (A9 I 55k CRMUS,
Wziw,ﬁo,., W ~ CRM (p, th) (2.2)

i=1
g5 W, D il — A5 AN B (product measure) W =W x W VKA 1 F2E(Poisson process, ffi # PP)L %,
D|W ~ PPOW x W) 2.3)
AT B PP SR RN AR RO RE N, 22, 1) Al AR IE 23R D - IS5 126,, 6, 181 1, U 47 (6, 6))
B0, 0,) 2 TP 1) RS VRS ny B1IAFA 2340 Poisson(ww,) 1331,
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2.2 & HBiL#FEE Eundirected graphs with self edge)

HAHEE D=3 ny 5(6,0;) Hr— A VA 0T LA E)5E X 17 S IERE Z =Y 256.6,), 1)

b zmmml BT b0, 8N 7m0, U, W AT ) BB AN 40,0, W UBEAT 1 7 0,0 40 M
P 0,0, WAL AT 1 26 0, DR 1 % R 00 PR o S35 1 SR ) ELada— MBS 7
JEAERE R IR, — NP D 0 S A4 P 1), R0 A 0 T2 B B G, 2.4y e e 1S,

W =3 wids W ~ CRM (p. )

D:i i nu&(apej) D‘WNPP(WXW) (24)
Z :iﬂljli(nlj +njfa1)§(0i,0j)

B8 Pr(ey=1w)=Protn>00w) JF FL g B A TS O BEBLAE B 5 ), 3P o 40
(superposition. principle), /> K2 wow, [K0311 A LWL A% 5t A1 00, 9 0 AE 2 2w, (0311 B LS R SRl
Prom, 00 )= 1-Prinem=0w) JIF L 446115 250 5 1) w=ow)JF, UL P LR FT 2.2, 5) B s St ol
DU B 20(2.5) R (2.4) 0 b g 3o o 2 254 frg 1S,

1—exp(2wiw;), i#]j

Pr(zy =1|w)= { 2.5)

1 exp(—w,-z), i= J
2.3 GPP([" X5 i3#8)

Caron 25 NAFW T4 W j&—A> GPP I H 2 o=0 W}, AT LLA3 30 %4 i X 2. GGP HLAR 245 A4 4T 14 1, b o 2
R AT AR H I T R  GGP J2 4 3L HE I Hougaard® VA Caron 25 A% GGP #:47 T WF5Y.
GGP & XAEH 2.5 5 H,0=0 Flo<0 M50 T,GGP KA B E AR M4 PE, M o<0 B,GGP J&2 — M6 FRiE

3f] CRM(finite activity CRM),7E X [H][0, ] - [ BkER (0S40 J RBEZR | IR, IF B J A& — A %N —%r" AME!

FAGM i B ER w; ML R 2045 TN S 0 A Gamma(-0,7).246=0 IF,GGP &2 — MR iES) CRM,GGP 7EAT A [X.
8] (s, ] b TSR ER A 25 J 2 TE BRIV, 1% LA LA W R B: =0, >0 WX Y. GP(fil it #2);0€(0,1), 7=0 B %J W

Fa 5 i P (stable process); o = %, 7> 0 W0 N 33 vy 3 o % (inverse-Gaussian process).GGP i & 71 45 5 & 52 L Ky

°I(-0,7X)

, 7>0

pon=[" L otean=t 1077 , Fla,x) AR5 4 ™)
xr(l—U) xo‘ _0
ri-oo

3 WA R E R REHERL

H i ] AL e P 1) A BRORE 2R J — AN AR S DLt i 28, AR S B DU G O IR 2 AN S 0, AR AT R 11 52 % 1k B
KRR RUSE 38 DT 3 R, o T2 T B USSR %) 7 15 75 BEAE A PR 4 2 40 (B kAT SR A, DA 1T e 22 20 0 10 2 A0 B
AT 5 N e BR 4 2 8 (AT SR Caron 58 A& HE T SR ATk BT /7 0% GPP MEAT 481, 51 FH 0 5 A o) i 3 7T
A8 4 B AT AL ).
3.1 Xt GGP #{TREHAEH

BRI VR AR R 41 KA 5 5 (conditional sampler), i i & 35 [ 7 V5 RAE W HIA BR AL 2 A7 R — 1 F
I i 30T A1 ke 5 A TG PR 4 21 56 3 — 8 7 7 8 - 1 Muliere 25 A MR H A AT TIE 1Y 17 468 07 30T 48015 T B 4 5 36 1) £ 35
Z(RMRIT 5 total varation norm R7R)AJ LAREE B/ T IEANKE 72 8. Ishwaran 55 A 75 R T A8AR /7 Ak it
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NRMI i J7 i fift 7 K8 T AR AP 738 1 DP SG 56 A8 (1 5 7 5 1% Ishwaran 25 N2WE5T 7285032
1147 A AT 6 50 A5 28 B T SR Uy s, R R O 28N AR R Ak W % 22 R R HE T — R AT R 1R Gibbs SRAE S S0 ARy
iJ:.Papaspiliopoulos %5 A PIHE H (¥) MH SR A 8 1k 8% Bl AH HL 25028 — 56k J 7 SR 0 8 & s Walker > HY T DP 2 56 455
(L) 7 SRFE J5 10 Kalli 25 NP T NRMI Se B () U] F SRRE 7 32,3 48 i 1 48 08 s i e T 2301
55 ] H;Favaro 25 NP T o-F25E Poisson-Kingman 5 586 8 (18 D) By SRAE T v A8 V) A S RE R A B A A 5 TN
5 1S Gibbs KA ITR 56 & 4 B A A IR YE o0 A B ZER) L X — S BENUARWT 5 i m] UG S 56 5%
AT EAT R R 0 S, 7 AR BT 3% 2 R, b ANV BRI X R U VR BITE T2 (MRS B B A Y . Orbanz 25 A
P TSR B Ry A I RE A i NRMI 385 371 4 77 72 (inverse levy method).
3.1.1 G AR AR E CRM [#) Adaptive Thinning 575
NRMI 1 4 SE 50 15F 60 R ¥ CRM W3l 5 A AN I AR SR LB i A W A 445 oW i J5 4 4
W85 B BT Bl SR BB LS A A W, BTN RS 5 T W IRk S 55 K NRMIL BT LA BE AL A T k57 ) 43 A1 SR
FE 10, ML 5 [S,00) L 0 EL A $R AR 38 B 0 2 o (ds)=e ™" p(dis) IR BEATL I J5Z [ 23 A, 7T LASK - Adaptive
Thinning J5 ik HEAT RFEE, WALV 1.
&% 1. Adaptive Thinning.
BN SE R v R IR B LI R AR T 20 .
A HE TSR A v BT A BEATL I RS T[S, 00)HEAT 1) B RAE N
SEL R
1. 4 N=g,t=S
2. B LERE-HBIG R
a)  MSHE | MIRE A RT3 -
b)  FF W), SR E NS =w ()
c)  VIMER V' (¢)/w (15 KFE, B4 N=NU(t")
d) & =t AT T —R%EN
3. R[] NV R XTSREE A v TR BEATLIN TR [S,00) 04T (1A BRRAF)
Thinning A& M —Ff R BE AL BEAT SRAE 10 7325, 0 W 20 1 e N — AR ULo A1 (— AN L H A 43 A1 98 52 5
R AR B AL 8 ) SR HH — 2 2 AR AR IS0 A R H s 20 A 0 o B8 2 Bl AR Sy W R 2 3 4 4 g AN R PR,
il 2 fi 7w, 75 Adaptive Thinning 3% o, WERUUAN A P SR s, AR BT 231 S HH e AN A Ty A 2k AR AT, 2
V'(s) 2 p'(ds)TE: Lebesgue Wl 5N IR % [ X TAERK te R AFAE DB w ()2 wi(t) = v/(0) Bl wils) Zwe(s)=

s SGYRCRFER]— A A ¢ WL BN e R R

V(s) OF FAER s, =0,%F NGGP,v'(s) =
(1 o’

wi(s)= r(loia)t’l"’e’”*“).ér‘?%?ﬂﬂ‘]ﬂ[ﬁﬁé w AEJRPE T A 3R AT IR 58 B AT o (R 389, 7 R i %, I

PEAE 28 R AT R wi(s) A W,(s)zjfwz(f)ds'E@iﬁ@ﬁﬁlﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ,ﬁﬁﬁ wi(s) HERBAG AR I SR I

3| W;lmzt-HlUlog[l_r“;fj}ff};f’)), I ELAT [ n(s')ds' < oo, BT B, 2447 WUECHE 0 4008 R BRI 15 R85 2
a €
OO S A
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t r

Fig.2 Asymptotic bounds used in sampling from a Poisson random measure*”)

B2 A AT BEATL I LS AT SR SR FH 1 7 0 5 B )

3.1.2 R AR R IE CRM I8 51 4 )5 i

BEHLAE B 51 {0} F1{6,} AT LA AR (stick  breaking) i 5t b4 it B2 4B AT LA e 247 2R 3 4% ok P Ay 350330390 97 4
T3AER AR BEALIEE ) et B 18 e N OK 2N RIS %) BEHL ST B REAT RAE N T Ry EAMERE IR R A,
Inf{x| f(x) =y}, AifFEADARBERR L
Inf{x| f(X) <y} B RENIERRET
EIE 3.1(CRMs HYAFARAE). Wit —4> CRMINAESREN v (dow,d0), e 4 455 i (tail Lévy intensity)iE XA

pOov = [ pOw)dw, W W=+, 3 J,80) + 35 (980 T60) + 357 (9)8(0,), 35 1, 01,0, LI (15

FROR fO)BIATE S s B R £ (v) = {

BR A B

4 R E A AL AR FE (O, 9 ) M3 — B ) o(doo) uo(dO) T CRM. {18 14k Ty 02 L% 4
wi=p (), p(x) /& RBINUERRSE, p' & AN I R K, Bk 51 48 58 (inverse Lévy intensity)™?.
3.2 IR A iR E HTEM

NRMI {0 5650 I, 4506 B[] CRM SR AN 3 72 32 7 I, 194 8% 1 A A 284 20 (2.4), 456 W 1) CRM R
unit-rate poisson &7 I, 4 4% Y A2 BASE TR Sy (1.2). BA T 448 Caron Fl Fox $2 HY A X 2E At 29 g (2.4) FOH 67 BT A2 3
BT HEAT (R g ),
3.2.1 K I BRAHIAE AN X 48 (graph restriction)

R AR 42 I 5 e TR I BE AL I A — A T BR (R R (R )=o0), T SE B I FH H BT 0 1 ) % #10 A A  PR AR i 11
100 4B ] 2 0k B R s XA BR R AN I ), T LA SR RS D a7 BRI AN X R0, ) 75 B B A
BR B D K Z,, et S — A0 23 H50 000 3o 4 T 45 30 A N 4T CRM W R i 38 Za = Za([0,]) N[0,a]” b1 i i,

ﬁLMﬁWﬁmEmﬁﬂﬁ

W, ~ CRM (p, 1)
Dy | W,y ~ Poisson(Wy *) (X HLFH 2 T VAR L FE 10 3 5 B, 2 B 1.4)
Fork=1,...,D,and j =1,2 Uy | Wa ~ina Wo GXHLHE] T 52 9 1.5) 3.1

MRLIH Da = Do ([0,0]) T Wy = Wa([0,]), 2 Wo =

D =Y 6(Un,Us2)
BEHLAS i Uyye R AR B A 1745 2,5 RS (Ui, U)W B Uy B Ups 19— 453047 ) B0 Dy #RI8T CRM 11
TR W St T4 4 1 320, T ORI IR 1Y 8 Uy A 1 W R W, 2 NRMI(BARESE 1 85 L A ), T LA U, 7T BAEK
Ny < 2D, DN B (N T W P 2% v B 2 /0 1 I A i8R,
3.2.2 PR 4EAE R B (finite dimensional generative process)
BT WA TR G B, BT LA RE B3 W, ~ CRM (p, 16 ) BEAT RAE i 51 N HE -7 #1 54 (Polya ura scheme,
fEiFk PUS) MG B — AN B4R, 7 i R4 (U, Us e ) = (Ui Ui U e U e, ) S £ = W JoF GPP T ABUSY
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/ th(ml,...,mk,l“) 1 k H’f (miyeym; +1,.,my 1] £) s
YA AT LA EPPF 4381 Up | (U0, Up) ~ =] PILAD YT R
| HCESADECAE N | A0
PUS 2272, A 0T LU A B (3.1) 5
We ~ By

D, | Wy ~ Poisson(W; 2)
Fork =1,..,D, andj=1,2 Uy | Wy ~ia Urn process.
D, =3 §(UnUsz)

By: & Wa 5341 o=0 [MIEHL T, By, & — M BURHOERE 5 Aif, 7T LK By, BEAT RS R AY OF HLBEHE AN
Vi EPPF, i ) UGS PR AY JEAT VA7 1) SR RE . 2 W S REASORE 0 SR FE ) 70 86 4 2k 588 5 ) LUAE B T~ Adaptive
Thinning, H A 1% 58 K 139641 4 7%

LG KA (marginal sampler) il i Sk W 1930 2 53 AR BR T T W52 T BV 3 ke 1R JBR 0L, 365 FH - 5000 4 A1
MR W45 I 1L A 1F BN IR R S8 50 10 PUS 7R, 1IX Rl & 7 w] LA oK 2 U 301 MCMC $i% . MacEachern
1 Neal % 75 DPM #i 8¢ E 3T PUS 7R IF )5 S HEBEEVEIEAT T & 45, Favaro 28 A IX — R EEHE 3] T NRMI
T g S50 (¥ TR A B2 2 3 e 7 Y IR AN AE 1 AT BB SR B0 A7 72 4738 1) PUS, IR £ 4656 (1) PUS Ak LAFS 311201,

4 WA A AR A Y HETE

a6 AT AL e ] 119 A2 AR TR S — AN LA NRMI A A 5656 9 A 2 50 DU VR & 5 20 S0 /5 36 20 A (50 2 BIAR
IR, K 22 R AT RERS A o 5575 31, 75 B R M 0L 4 07 k07 B ) JR AT R B 524 R v (Markov Chain
Monte Carlo, fii 7 MCMC)RA¥: J5 .4 F 1)) MCMC J5 %44 45%:Gibbs K Ff. Metropolis-Hastings K £ (MH). ¥ Jv
KFE. W52 5245 K 2 (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo, ik HMC). B2 Ji 3l J1 %77 V% (Langevin dynamics).
41 IR FEHEE

T R4 S5 50 Ao Vr B A FH 35 T B AT AEL (0 5 19 SRR AT i B8 o0 A 1 38, DR 75 2T w7 AT 48T, AN PR
A EF AT A EE N 25 H X F U B CRM W (15 30 @EAT HE R, ) RAE BRI A— AN S BV AR i SRR P A
i LKA AT R S)\X, W Uniform(0,W({X;}), WX} R 7R BT X AE W R, BL S, A 46 AF, X TRV U R 1 B 7E o
PR R SRR TET S R R R EAARA B R TS T S IR sk vl BLEE X 1S, SEPr
EAE A TR B 2 PO Ak A A AN R A LR RS S S X V) AR S,CRM W R )
A URNE ISt — > Gibbs SRAE BT B X AR 5T H UK G RIS S8 w A S.

KRR w A S W, W R R I B W XA A IR S I w03, D) R AR B AR T W
e S TR, S AR R R B W AN TR R T A R0 S=min;c,nS; 147 B B AL IR R 7, DALkt
WS BEAT 78 43 RAE 1) J5 502 56 RFE W, 085 RAE S, 055 Kt Wt T w08 BE 4.2 R W &R B 2 IR 70 B T X
FRR AN (X sk e ) BB FAR Y L R TR 56, A 40 A A Pr(Jk e ds [U, X) o sMle % p(ds), 4 W J
NGGP I} Pr(Jf eds |U, X) oc sF77 e s 365 [ 53 J5 7 137 5 11 567 7T LLSRBE Bush il MacEachern 38 Hi (1 i
SCBRIEAT .Y W S R 0D S R AT DASE Ik ML 2 A JEAT AL RAE A B AN S
42 BMERRBETRERZE
42.1 WEETIE) )y

MH S350 —A 30 R B2 e B A WAL G (A7 2, 0 7R 2 2 ) ol g ) BE s 5 A0 R HUR O i
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By X 3R A i B 11255 KB 7 28 T A G, PRy 35 2 4 40 5 A8 5 HMC. SRR Iy V554 T MH
S BB, 1T DA 7 AR A 2 AT 4 R HMC e 96 56 W 35 0550 J) 2 (Hamiltonian dynamics) ¥ #7745
b 19400 B R 5 10 AT S 00 3 A2 77 5% £y 0 50050 5 10 T 2, R I 25 9080 ) 2 O RE 2 R i R 45
SRS A I M T L A M 2 A,

W B E ) 25 T (S 20 T F TR A58 B 2= {2, (035 . 28 I [0 ) 2 ph 28— 5 ek (A
DI TF L T BF 2 1 1), 2 5 T I 0 19— W0 7 R SN o B s T B — B 7 R4
%¢Wﬁ%%%~MﬁH1NE$%§§%Z%%%%ﬁ%ﬁn=$LMﬂﬁ#%mE@ﬂMW%MﬁEE
TR T A B AP A 30 A 0 3 1 B O B 2 2 R A 2 )

AR B K B A3 Pr(z)'5 1 MK B Pr(z2) = Ziexp(—E(z)), b B AT AR OIS 2 Ak 3 aE, &
SR e R A REN BN A8 Z AN H(z,r)=E(2)+K(r), o1 H 2 W5 800 e i, Dl 2 A 5 e 1) A2 A0 38 1oL Il 75 145

13

s, A 30 510 B0 S =~ 2D i SO Ky =L = B SR8 Iy P B RG
Zj i

dzi:EiH
R FR ok 3l if_%H

dT_ 02,-

W B N A RS T B M AL A2 25 TR A o W SR M T RO WM A

. N dH OH dz; o©H dr OH 0H OH oH _ ,
SR 7 AR 2 5 ok, iy S 5 O 4 Lo | OO OHOH | _ o wemstiizh s 40038 2
SR 0007 308 5 ke 0 S ;bzﬂﬁ&NT}E{%&7an%} KBS RGNS

AT UL B A RG2S ) T AN AR X KA Liouville & BE 461 3 5, 2 R FA 125 B AR H (2,2 0] 7
() A DI A 3 AN DIRAE G WA A T T AR AL I, € BT AR AT g 2 U (HU2 B IR 2 2.

5 SR 2 i) L R IG5 B3 A, L e BE R e S R L R A BT N Pr(z,r) = Ziexp(—H(z,r)), A

R PIAARTEFN H 72, 7] DUE B B30 S RS Pr(z,n) IREFAZE. B H RALHEE 2 Fl r &
R A A A TR B A 7 R AN A BRI I i) ) B o) s B i 3 A R G AR A 3 T BAAE 2 DU Rt 7y SOk AR BR
AR AL, 3 B T RE LT AL AT 0.
422 RGN RPEIL

HMC #FRE & 545 - 2 (hybrid Monte Carlo), & — % 2 42 43 A1 EAT L ALLIR) MCMC Jy vk 45 & S S L AR
4 D,J5 K5 A1 Pr(z|D)ooexp(—U(z)), A AL U = - ) log Pr(x | z) —log Pr(2), I\ — 41l 2 AL 5 r X S H07%

[ BEAT Y & (r 15 z B AR R B 48 L), SE X TR & 73 A1 70(2,7) o exp[—U(z) —%rTM"r) BEATRHFE R B 5T r BIFER,

AR TR R AT HOREA M S A TR R B BRI D), RS E ST B g I R 0 R 3
& _oH

— =M'rdT
MN%%FMW+WAE%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ 7 og R LB S R GEEAT SRAE, T 2

dn M gy

dT 62,-

St LB Uk R E AR Ty v 2 AR 4y (leapfrog integrator), A1 ] T 271 2 26 67 AR B RN Bl AR 8 11 5 1
I RTUTARA 2 0 7 BEAT A 75 1) BT

(748 )-nm) -2

2o, (E(r)),
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2(T +&)=2(T)+ gﬁ(T +§),

N N g\ €CE
n(T+€):n(T+5)—EaZi

BEBRAR 3 X B AR s T T R GE D 20 KON o2, Bels A2 X B AR B D BB DK N e 3R 5 2 X
By AR R PR 2R 2 AN 0D T 0% S A L R B, 6] B AR D SR T LGS S B K o D T R
T 7 A 1 S R B e AR e 9 S B 2 R DU Bk TE R & o8 T BN RE IR — A w1 ks 7,38
MIFTEY T /e AT BRI th 5 — 20 2, BUE ISR A o — AR 5 1 o 20, BT A 2 ) F —
A DS HEAT T A8 T A 20O 6 R AR, BT LA RN 2 5 i b DR RF T A 2 ) R A R A

W T —MAERRP A e BRI B B S RS S W8] ) 27 7 R IR o il R g I R 22,00 T T bR 5 B EK
Ak FE SCHE H) B0(E 15 22 , HMC ¥4 Hamiltonian 375 R AHELL 5 Metropolis 57545 &7 — il & T — AN /R AT R
R IR AR o 1) BRE NS TR A el B R0 NG B B ) 2R 4 1 R R A A A R RN P B R S R T
WE 5 50 R 45 H PRIAEL 1 € Metropolis ¥ T Bf 2 AF J P A 1B IR 25 42 32 B 45 44 . HMC 58 36 MR 40L T iG55
TG, A A AN I3l 39 DR 25 405 4 v R B2 32 (Rl (A 45 TR FEASZR) PO HMC SRRl R 4 3k L5V 2.

&% 2. Hamiltonian Monte Carlo K.

R E 2V K e

B2 J5 56 3 A Pr(z|D) AT BRRAE N

LSRR

for =1,2,...do

1. xtEhiE r BEATEH AL 5D ~ Norm(0,M), (z0,n) = (27, r 7))

2. WTRSEAL X G B ) ) R G AT KA

a) 20 = 2o —%VU(Z())

(T +9)).

b) for i=1 to m do
zZi =2z + gM’lr,-,l
rn=ra—-eVU(z)

end

C) rm::rm_ng(Zm)

d  Er)=(znm)
3. 4T Metroplis-Hastings & 1E, 7 b 2§ 504k 5 >R 1% 22
B IR pim e
b)  M[0,1] BRI A4 A RAE— A 6,35 min(l, 0>, 240 = 2
End
BRI MH J7 AR HMC £ 855 0 FH 210065 B08E 2 004 R0 5 £ JERUABE 26 40 A A 5 (105 8 L 2E Bk e 1k
QA — ARG TE, R 2 HOrT LA B0 AR B S0 A8 TS 85 10050 0y 2% 7 VA R ARAT L35 10 7T DA it
BN IXFN NG IE BT N A IS R AE n AR5 18] b 5 U S BSOS S IR AR A L, v B30 8 iy SR (R B A b B
AN 2 — A5 n TR M E K 7010 5 RO 5 e A — 55 A5 RAHLEn Y8R B2 ) 5 n] DU n 4515 R
4.3 FHERAIRIREEE R FI 2 AT HEEE
BOEATZIE CRM W04 ME A AT T D AT ST D T L 378 1 58 52 01, — P53 1 A A L
AH w; 1 [i] 5 57 7 6, 1R 000 J32 g I 2 000 381 1) 194 5 B s v 2 /D OGTBR T 1 4% 5 R 4, o — B 20 R AU BE L LAY
F BEALA I KR T LAY 25, w R LY A B ML R
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EIR 4.1 2 (6,....,00,) H 0 E DS, Dy =) n;6(6,,0,) % m; :ZN” (ny +n;;)>0,i=1,..,N,

1<i,j<Ng

WA W,|D, W*ZP5 +Zw5 W*ZP5 +Zw59,1z$ 6 ~ Unif ([0,a]), B F 51 (B)icin, Wi A2 B> P> ... H

i=1 i=1

D7 P =1 45E we, (B) IR —ANFIUE R EE b pit) Poisson-Kingman 43415, Bl (B) | we ~ PK (p | we). 5028 45 5E DB

i=1

{8 (o) 0625 L2620 (ot wNw,meao{]N_“[w;} AT ) {Hp(w,}xga(m) X ol AL

AR W =W ([0, cr]) IR 35 5 R B30, SRy 35 7 A8 4 E[ } v () [15]

T TR R — A AU (B)icio,. RV E () )ic12,.. ASEBLAR AT U3 ) (likelihood identifiable), P Ay A il
FI 1 PR 48 R B AL S T ST B A we (5 R0 T B R Wy, Wi, W) Dy AT T S A
(Br,..r O, ), TRATTHE BT IR CRM,IX — f B 5 T ZE IR0 5 AL E (6.0, O, ) T8 JC 10000 31 (17, 41 B0 FE A
SRR AL
James 25 NP 5| N —NHBIBENLIAS U %) T NRMI BT 5 1) EFFP,A T, J2 — Gamma IU‘JL’E{E,
HATE SHE 1LERSE L 0 BfFHZEEJ_ﬂD Mm e THE N IEBENAR & U,=T/T, & 5 0E X TERER n=1

PLES I U, %5 3L f, (W)— "e fr(f)dt.

I"(n)°R
FEplh, Pr(z = {A,..., 4}, { X5 edxy 1k e 7}, UedW|W)—$W’“ AW W () (e wx R U I

ker

G A5 A1), R Palm 2 20, 1 BLER (w,ws) (R I565 AR 55 1 43 A1 H1E- 5 HA K EPPF A TR0 23 A1 44 28 119 21 1
T 42 AW AR NRM,/H\T'JQE?”JF?J/)%’W‘E A g, B 1 BTG KON w(W), 0 %A W J5 X R U 1
AT 3 A5 Pr(T = { Aoy A}, (Xi € dre sk € 7},U € dW)—T)W” e AW T Gy W aao(dxe), G (W) AR H A

ker

HIYENE e p(ds) BIER m BYFE G, (W) =j0 w"e ™ p(w)dw. i 5 1L, K il B BENLAZ B U 82040 )5 EPPF {31430

L e O T Gy A, B 150 X € dv sk < ) BT T 43 A6 F g, LS 06 T

K Pr(z = {Ai,.... 4}) :j& o
ker

W53 Aii Ak R Pr(X,a e dx | U, X) oc Gq(W)uo(dx) + Y G ()

c(U)%d*)’ FERELU FE4 X B % 0 Ak
ker k‘

Pr(U e dW | X) e W e dw ] Gy () 13,

ker

SEH 4.2 KU FEN LR ,CRM W B30 4 J5 1T R FEAS 2R R X AT (1 4 X 5 M FIUER R S50
IR 4.3, & W L —ANFF K NRMLAYED SN p, 53 A1 h a0, % 7 ) CRM W E45 X I U IR0 i 3690 A
HWIUX ~ W'+ JiSy, W'ik—AF5 K CRM, B AT H5 BRI 4 5 FE 0'(ds, dy) = ™ p(ds) o (dy), BEHL T i

ker

(Jh ok ey M IS IE B W' 3hor J 4504 Pr(Jf eds | U, = (U) sWle v p(ds), W #EE H X R U B

JE B AT X W, ULX AT I — R0,

SEFL 4.3 W] —NFFIK NRML W 7245 H X FD U ISR JS 5600 A 528 2 — 4 NRML

LAR A48 Caron A Fox $1 Hi A28 R 70 24y (2.4) B A% 5 v] 22 e P BT HEAT 160 ) B 4 BEUSL 416 CRM 2 —A
GGP M5 oL, HFIRAEEL K MCMC R FE, 2 ¢ = (a,0,7) BB S EES, XL S Bt 75 B4R RS 3, X st

S B e Pr(a)oc« Pr(o)oc— Pr(,)m, DN SR A 47 4 AT o PR R 3 5 52 bR 800 B 2 )

WAL, A0 B 4 R E N p(wloy D) R ga o (). ST ) 22 B, 5 B 0 AL HE BE B J2 S5 B8 90 AT Pr(m,..., Wi, , We, B |
(l’ly)1<; jéNw) XTJ.FJEF? . %Elﬂﬁ%ﬁlﬂ’h&):}‘\%ﬁ Pr(W1 W*,¢|(Zij)l§i,j§N¢)~
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LSO 2 — A TG 1 5 26 B 50, 5 S 57 R T 104 g, LI B 2= (1)) B — 385 R
ng =n; +n; S AR A

50, lf Z,‘j = O
ny | z,w ~ {tPoisson(2wiw;), if z; =0,i# j 4.1)
tPoisson(w;), if z;=0,i=j
B &b tPoisson(A) B — 1~ T A T 0 R 40 A, R 40 A %5 5 B 8 %,forkﬂ,z,m R 4
—exp(— !
iy = s = 3 . 0 T SEAT R S5 SEHE S 50 530, K H HMC 15 Gibbs TRERIZ: 4548 (v, )

Na.
HEAT S35, HMC 738 o SEATHUR R T BBIE [V, Tog(PrOn, e | D)), = mi —a—w{ﬂsz +2W*], @ =logw.

j=1
_ . . . N ot o i g e o o o L 1
KH Metropolis-Hastings 575X BT wRUE S50 g3 AT 5007 75 B0 R 002, B T RF 2 194 0=0,5 i, H At

DU wePRHE A< 35 1 B e (i) TS BT 2 7%, 75 B I X g (e ) (I FEBBURE AT SRR 5] 1),
5 LTI, AR T A P A — AN 1) PRI S 5 53 A1 P ey v s W, | (g i<, ) 9 MCMIC HE 3L 41

FELUR AN B A e — 1 B R e 20 A1 Pr(w,..., wi, s we, @ | (25 =i =<, ) ) MCMC #fEBLIE 7 2000 B35 3 4>
L IR,

1. 4558 we, 8, (ny) SR HMC J5 30 45T BE T S50 w = (Wi, wa sy Wiy, ) HEAT T
E T (Wi Wa e Wi ) F1 (), 2R T MH Y00 0Tt wou IR 2 50 gHEAT 3T

30 G558 (W, Wases Wi, ) W, RS540 AT B MH BVEXT iy 1EAT SE 3.

B 1SRH HMC 5F (wi,wa,.oww, ) BEAT 37,2 L=1 2D $,e>0 225K 0 805 56 /86 0 18
U'(w,we,8) = V iy, log(Pr(win, ,w+ | D), HMC S35 FE 40 R

(1) BN A& r: N0, Iy, ) AT RAE.

(2) (w,r) g W B E 3 ZR G5 (AU IR 2 8 5 e 9k 280 Ak 13 B R A& (w, 7) D R

N

~ £ _
© 7 =r+5U’(W,W*,¢), W =w;

® forl=1,..,L-1

log W =log W™ + i)
7O = 7O 4 U0, g

® logw=logw™“™ + g7t

F= —[f‘“’ +§U’(ﬁ/,w,¢)}

o= D)
(3) LIMEFE accep=min(1,p) %2 (w,7) .o 52 UL R A6 KT pff v 55305 50 T 2 B SCHR[15].
IR 2K MH 535068 we, @, 0,7 AT SE B, IR I A g(@, 6,7, | a, 0,7, w) KAEAR B (a,6,7, ) FF LI
. accep=min(1,mhr)¥ 52 ¢ 0] LW $- U AT 34T B+ 750, 15 21
q(a,6,7,w | a,o,t,w) =q(T | 1)q(6 | o)q(a | T,T,w)g(wx | &, 0, T, we).
% H, q(7 | ) = log normal(#;log(r),o?),
q(6| 6) = lognormal(1- 6;log(1 - o),?),

‘](07|6',f,w«)=Gamma(0~(;Nw’(T+22w[ +m) _T&J’
(o2

exp(—2) Wi — W+ ) gz (%)
exp(—Wa,s,z (W+)) .

~ * ~
q(“’* | a5O-rT’W*) = gd,&,f+22m+w (W*) =
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W IIBR IO AT IR PR FE T 0 (R0 AT g () IR B, IR 3t T LA TR A T 5482 52 3R ol 22 08 248 B iRk
TR 35 5 IR A8 4, o2 S5 Bt ATL I 8 5t 1) — AN 8 30 20 L R L 2 [0,00] &> R IE S H & B 5 07 AE R AL
D O =00 TAT 7 te(0,00),ke N),MFR @5¢ 42 HL 1. A W 7R AL f(0)=1 [ 43 14 58 42 518 B 3L ¢:[0,00]—[0,1]
54, i Bernstein J& 2H:[0,00] L (19415 B 21 F [ Laplace-Stieltjes 28t j& — /N 5% 4 FL I B8 41 ¢0:[0,00]—[0,1]
M HA Y pe YWl o= LS(F) B F = £S5 (9) iff o e o , 555 UEM G(0):=p(A+1)/ () WAE ¥ T, %5 B 20 A BRI
¥ F = £57(p) AE R AT EL F = £57 () IR EUBUR FRAE SR 250, 8 0 45 F (R B sk £ F 1
FERREL £ (x) = exp(=Ax) £ (x)/ 9(A),x €[0,00) FEXT £ AT FEHATRI .

AR 3EAS &y ) SR, AT DA R BN A A S0 A1 (4. 1) BEAT SRAFEAT 2.2 4 2% v R L BRI Ak, —

1 2%
— Hng:n;j<+1,nij>l
2
o . . w = L 1,
AT RO 5B 5 Al — A~ Metropolis-Hastings $&1 g(ny | 1) = > Ay =nmy —1,n; >1, 3 H DLBEZ
1, E:~j= ,'j+1,l’lij=1
0, HAb

m{ ”m+@mMr””““Wﬂ%MM&W%T#ﬁﬂmmﬁ

! q(ny | ny
4.4 II5EIREIEE E o 1T 4 (sampling exponentially tilted stable distribution)

fEo=0 [MEBLT, W, j&—AN R NS5 HUBA 52 2 A1 (ETSD) M BEHLAS 2 B8 E 0 S(aB,y,0: 1) Xk b AE
WiAG s o3 A« RN, th A GE B Y P — 32 ) SO AR PR S B ) 43 A (B JE BR 22 AN AT g U7 22 08 BROK 1) Ak v
G A1 P Bt WL A 2 R LR PR 3 A 2 R A A ) PL T A (a=2) s BTS20l (a=1,820) B 4E 53 Aii (a=1/2,5-1)
HRAN A 58 43 AT B9 AR 22 35 A2 20 8L ) oo A% B 5 B A B0 0w L R s 0 A R i, TR bk B A T S 3 )
I FR TR TR) i 397 9 A1 B AT i 2500 9 1 e B2 AN TR0, R 5 0 A1 1) 2 LA g A8 e 0, 3 98 1 T S5 4R B o R, o
N3 AT R S TR R R, 40 AT 1) 4 B

FEBUGRL RS 5B 43 A0 2 7™ 4 B 8 43 A R AR I H8 B0 79 A, SR L HE S04 T LA SR Ag DL 37 45 v (R L 2 5K
IFANE S ABLER R 3301 2% A1 d DR AL, SR A o F2 S AR 5, I HJA%‘@E//I\TF)T BT BTN IR) K A% AR E 2 A FR A
THUAH AT 45 & QL Wl E R AR 22 N (1) 4, B MR FE . P LR AL . (R B0 B ) b R A 2,

Brix. Rosinski. Ridout. Devroye. Hofert %3 %{iifa i 20 Al AL FVEIAT THFSEE X040 4 S ~ S(a.l,
cos(an/2)" ia=1y, Aliasry;1), @ €(0,1],4 €[0,00) [F1 5 AR & 53 A1, Hofert! 4@ Hy T — ol DRt 90 4 K K 519%,
Devroyel M H 17— o0 2 %R 5105, 1 e 9 0 8 G 9 SR Y A v R 4 SR R BV T 28 B S, Y
SR AR I SRAF T80 BE ARAR R AR 4 KA 005 LU IR ST A% B TE T A S UL & L B AR 1 R 3 56 (1), AR
TP S 2 A 7 2 Pk 52 2% A B ARRE IR 1) 23 010 R AY: i) B Hofert! M8 11 1 XU 2 RAY 572 v 1 9 A /8 1)
LI BT 1E o /NI A7 AE (0 — Sl P v B 3ok R 15 00 248 SR S92 B — vl o o 2 1) i B A
E S A RAFE B

5 SKINISUE

Caron 25 \ISURHIABA 1 (0 28 ) A RV AL | T — R A BEHL I (o AN R 5 00 F), 65 R ER
I pA RIS Lloyd! UL AL i i BE KL IR BEAT 77 5% EE, 45 526 B Caron-Fox #5640 2 J 1Y 55 B 20 A
SR Ay FLB AT R R A 5 TR O L e Ak T R 0 A1 2 S IR S Bk B GX — 1 B 3R AT M 2% B
P AT AR A I — AN M 5 B SR 3 AN BE 9 AR BB R A A % 1 B AL B ) AS i 36 B HY G 4
e

il 3(a)i 7, 1 log-log A bR &R T, 2R H GGP 1E 4 565 1) Caron-Fox #57E o4 X 0.2,0.5,0.8 [475 50 T 45
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LA B P BB AL P, L RO 20 A 52 B L W S R A 20 A1, T p=0.05 1) ER B G(n,p)FH Lloyd BB A= il 1) B
BUPR L 0 B 23 A S R 2 D0 H e 3 A PA AR RS0 A R 1 B AL PR 100 B 40 A B AR I T A 0 A 1B
AN AT AE e L I 3(0) T (R 2 ooy SR 0.1, 1,5 B (R4 300, T LA SR ] 3(a) 2SR 45 12 (B9 1) BA 387K PA
TR P PA RS2 JE () Barabasi il Albert 34 A3 H 16, B LUB 8 B AR BA FEAY).

)
. il 1'“"' &= !“u'
Btae SCE LRy B SR N I W,
10 .“.‘. . 102t ‘\5‘ A
B A ) ° "
- -& ER o>\ ‘s - -& ER o “a
3_1 -v BA '\ & -w BA L A
2 10~ | -+ Lloyd N c B Lloyd . s
y ¢ 10-F o . v
= GGP (0=0) . = GGP (r=0.1) .
LY .
& GGP (e=0.5) b ¢ GGP(r=1) ‘\‘
) ® GGP (0=0.8) . L o GGP(r=53) .
10-5 g | . L] N ]
10" 10 10# 107 10
T R

(a) 7=2,cPUAS [FIH 1) 45 350 (b) 0=0.5, THUAS [ {EL (1) 45 0L

Fig.3 Degree distribution on a log-log scale

3 Log-Log AA%5R 2 N 7Y a5 8 43 A &l

Wi 4 Przs, K GGP A 6% i) Caron-Fox ARSIV Bl A BEATL ST B MY 17 3O — o 1 Bt A 49 a5 A
S, P R R 1 A O S, PA R RSSO Rl ) BEL P A S ABL AR 1 5L (R ER AR AL A
BHBEAL B R 1 AR A B A B B T A B 0 S B s 9, Lloyd AR R F BE AL P L
TR FESE 1R AL

W s Przs, KM GGP A1 4 Se 5 ) Caron-Fox AEARUUE j (K BEHL AT 1 3XRE— B M B 15 5
B0 n (93 0, P AN B B o ()14 0 (R B P RFAIE ), PA. BRSO J3 ) BEATL P S AR AR BT L ER Y
RN Lloyd 582U DL A= F 1 BEATL P o 322 100 AN B2 T @ () 386 00 (R 25 (AR ).

--ER
| --ER - 1
L 10'F 2 A r
=% Lloyd = Lloyd % Kol -
o n {}(;‘P{ﬂzﬁ) n (1(][’{5:0] xlk '4' [ ]
= 10} # GGP(6=0.5) ¢ e 100} ¢ GGP(e=0.5) _, et
= e GGP(o=08) ¢ a-" = ® GGP (6=0.9)- A, e
It . _-" ] x .6 -%
o . b * w8
B0 - 10%F .',;,.—3
P ‘h"-.‘ ’ " ,l¢"e
r . L .:1/-':' H
A Y
100 X 10’ ‘_'%'
10! 10 10 10

Fig.4 Number of nodes with degree 1 versus

the number of nodes on a log-log scale
4 Log-Log AAFr & FEIMP R 1 175 s
AN A A B i A2 Ak 1R o0

Fig.5 Number of edges versus the number

of nodes on a log-log scale
K5 Log-Log Ahr & N B LM b
RSB B T AR A R B0

SAELR L], Zo=0 I RH] GGP 1E R L5 1) Caron-Fox A584a] LLAE s vl A2 #e &, i A5 T Aldous-
Hoover &/R L 1) ER BRI Lloyd A58 HUREA: i 5 T A2 4 B PA R i SRASEHUL /A jlo A ), (ELAN i v A ke

© P EBEEG T

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



2466 Journal of Software M3 3R Vol.29, No.8, August 2018

4.2 T SEAIE 70 BT ) SE VR AR I R, 7T 2 B SCRiR[15).
6 RMERSWRRE

7 BEHL B AR 5 T, 30 3 % 22 8 Graphon (9 E4THE) ™, Borgs 25 A T Graphon process B %Y, Veitch
25 NS T Graphex A58 78035k 9 B 501 SRR 0 1T A8 45 P ABS 200 348 T LA St — DK 2 R A8 e P 0 AT R B, O L
Caron-Fox AR AIAL G5 m] A8 i 2 B RS BN T — A G (MBI HE 42 Crane %5 N*7HA )24 Caron-Fox
T2 B84 A2 P A 1T A8 40 P [ A 8 I 8%, AL 0 AN TR A T A G P R A A S P SR SR T R REAT B CRAE, A AT 48
T Al AT A e ) B KL A5 (edge exchangeable model);Jacobs HI Clausett ™ & Fit 1 45 £ jili 4 70 )\ 45 2 B
AL RIS —MIX 3 AT 7RG T WS A AR e nT iR e RS 04k, MR ATSEL, A
O FE L RS 56 45 U 1 BT I i B Bk S R AL, IF HL¥E HH Caron-Fox #5284 HfE 2F fli 8 26 ' %% % (superlinear
density)O(n®), 1<a<2 F¥IF i P A 36 81,30 A i 28 B R B 1) O(n) B0 2 1715 s BORE . O () B0 20 140 100 B3 1) s i
AT AT 8 P81, 300 T 7 S AR 60 5 M A S A 7 1 AT K R RIE 9 A i A A5 3 T Ik T 3 468 4 ) 1) I 8% 2 i A B
I FH B T 2 P S T e R 3 B

DX AR A Dy IO 8 A TR ) R SR AT 1 L T R 8 1 2 ol R 1k RN T R AATTHE R B AR R AR R A A R T
43 H LR R S0 A X G5 A8 3K — v U2 T 52 2% 9 8% AT A O AATTHE R B AR S 2 R R T B
S B R A R D 2 U TR 3 R 3 o AR 22 T 488 AR P DI ¥ 0 5 80 P e o, S s T 00 )2 TR B 3 4
R T R LM I FLVH B O R i S () AL DR AR A UG BRI B AR DA/ B T 2RANT 2
FERRATI ST Herlau 25 AU SBM 5 Caron-Fox A8 R A 45 4, Wi il &8 Be B 5N T 4E X 45 4, IF 4 1 T
AT A He B B AR TR B i A AL X & T 75 5 Todeschini A1 Caront™ & H T A FT AZ #e (&1 1) T B i A4 X R BT, %05
V5323 T ZhoulOHE 18 PR 4 IX B8 (Infinite edge partition model) {3 A& M5 15 9 2% F 1Y A i SR lpt T —2H AL TR
ZH wik=1,...,p(P] LURRE R 715 s (AN [F) D7 T AR AS B8 07), 1 i @ RIBR A S 40 A M OC R (1 TR S BE LN
(compound random measure)®, J4 2% (¥ /F SRR A 2, ~ Bern(l _eXp(_z;f:IZf:lmlmkWﬂ))’ XA 3k AT A [] b o AL DY

2% T [ T 45 #4957 I 45 44 Borgs 25 AISHILH T %% MMSB 55 Graphon process #EUAN 45 & T S AKX &
W7

R A 1) A2 485 FE 1) B A5 ¥4 )7 T Palla 25 NP2 TSR F B A TR st Jek 2 et 4 5422 fi 7 B eF T ¥ £ 1)
5 P R AT AR T LA [ B 4 3 o5 TR) 322 66 S 5 3 A (smooth. evolution) MK FE# 4k (long term evolution).Matias®®?
Figr SR FH 2 FORE 2R I 4% 0 AT S A, 70 TF 9 D) 4% R Ak X 5 ) 1) ) 7 T8 A I, 7 00 50 2R 4 BT S 48 3 11 I ()
B LLAT 21 1 2% TR 7 470 50000 2 2 4 SR AT R B AR, I LI T B8 119 3 40 2 L B 0 W TN 4 SR (0 2 SR T B Lt R
Y A28 2 000D T AR, DU e A AR 1 9 e I T A S 5 ) N T 8 R 2R £ T bk ) AL

T T ALHE BE 7325 5 T, A 1) O - 6 T A8 486l BRI 5 A LT #8K F (1) & MCMIC B3 7 325 AH KT B AL
AR 534 3 (stochastic variational inference, &KX SVI)J71%£,MCMC J7iE K 2 AT 4 R RmT 3447 M 22 i 5 B LR
X FH T R E s A5 T 0 Ec s o3 b, DR AR SR A SV 0 i T A8 46t Pl b AT HE R — AR T WAL
Roychowdhury ™42 H 7 i1 2 i 75 (GP) 948 23 4 BE J7 v Tank 28 AN 1 D0l 2 5008 & B 8 1 i s A2 2
HEFL T 2T MCMC 55 VIEE i 5t o BORVE S0 2 10 B0 K R, Salimans 25 A POHR H I #4232 1) (1) 2 it
F MCMC Fil VI 454 i SR BEATHE 1 Wolf 26 APTHR H T —Flekt HMC Rl VI A 45 45 (1 503248 HMC AP 3R 35 5]
AR5y R G LA 5 0 I AR RSk

Caron-Fox #5270 rp 4 th 1«7 AR AZ B8 071X — M m] DA ) 48 23 BT 4R AL IR S BRI A S5 2 i —— 1
VF) A 7 320 PR MR 28 B e PR A 1 VB T 1 4 22 g 07, I FLAE 2 BRI LA R [ J T 1 4 28 R D7 (B B0AS TR) 5 T )
VAR D), 8 T — A1 AR BAA) B SR T A ) B L DX s 4k A2 B8 D) 5 B 4 1F 1 B B 15 7Y (degree-
corrected SBM)SI e {1y« JSE {4025 1 [7) T, 245 FE A7 000 208 21 pl W 700 AR 27 b ) 5 AT 45 ol R o JBE A 100 902 A 4%
3 Caron-Fox 714 55 SBM 5 B AR 45 15 I, AN 28 14 BEAT L4 1E.
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WAL B DR B AR DAL, 15 2 BERS TN < S0 70 M+ 0 4 A 8 55 S T TR 9T A R LR I I R A
I FLISGCR AT A% 8 R A2 H 8 8 P 18 58 R AN AL 8L T ik 14 448 48 Bl xR0 5 R 2% A 2% 4T 00 20 W (1 )
e, (B R 22 Ll IR T il ABUARIE T R R mT AAE BEAT A A2 # BT S8 I e )32z Ak R ORI & Jie

2 LBk, Caron 55 A TG A Dby 52 0% 199 265 K 23 s SR 1738 PR e WL, A 7 vl 22 4 P S 2R AN AU A ke 17 T
AL 5 5 P A AN RS FR) O Ji, 9 FL LA AR 22 Ry DT 1R 3 DT 55 X 6 ) A 8k P AR DA% DL 7
SRR AT (K IR NI I, 0 W] LAHE S 52 2% 94 26 H0 s 23, 0L W 4 Ak DX 6 K 3 25 AL E 9T T AR It — 20
K JE.

Bugt  SCPOC TS WIE) ) AT ARG S R B A WA ST A S BOR A TT R AR R SCHR[39]
R R AR E S e YR
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