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A Comparison study of Hybrid Monte Carlo Algorithm
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wlo] X ¢t A7 R ¥H(Bayesian Neural Networks Models)olA Fojz gk
(input)2 &9 =A(Black-Box)9t #& AAY 329 2+ F(layer)S AAAM €83
(output) .2 AXET ML A4F doled g AFg¢E AFFE E(posterior
distribution)9] 7]t} gk(mean)oll 28] A ddrh Fo]z ALAE X (prior distribution)$}
stgdlolElel 9% 7te =¥ (likelihood functions)E T3 AMEHAR AFEEE
e EFE FRE A Fo2AM ozt FEAA i@ oy el TG o
W FEgH FH 9 FA W BHZAEZ ARG ol &k ol WPoIA
Hybrid Monte Carlo €28 &2 53 ZFAE ATl FH(Neal 1996). £ =&9
A& Hybrid Monte Carlo ¢ &3 7]Eo ®o] Al£E T 9+ Gibbs sampling,
Metropolis algorithm, 2@ 3L Slice Sampling% ¢ L2 $AES v}

F2409] : bayesian neural networks, gibbs sampling, metropolis algorithm, slice
sampling, hybrid monte carlo
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T

gut ¢l A% W(neural networks)TFEA U|EY A E4E(network parameters)®] 73413
*Hi-‘?— A gkol gt AFge] F4 FEREZE HEE + Ak HlAR FELS F3

E 9 A(infinite networks)E T3 AAZ9 o doJA T &¥YU AFAE AT & o
o|A¢t F&o] HLHA g A MALHRE ZE dHolHEe] 1 v THES FEH
2 ZAAE F1, S U EFgHEE FHeE Jehdo] £vh AA Y Eyd digk wo]A]
of 229 242 8¢ dol8e U gkinput value)® =3 It(target value) 225 E g 4
I3 e Nz2e A A 237 o =8 E(Predictive Distribution)& #3&H o)},

P(y("“)lx(”“),(xm,y(l)),...,(x("),y(”)))
- fp(y(n+1)|x(n+l)’e)P(gl(x(l),y(l))’.“,(x(n),y(n)))de
d714 0 & 7tEX 9 biasE FAE VEYZY EFEoith g9 dFEEE ol & A2
& dgg 2" Vo g dage te A% ol AFEEY SUGeE T
/&k(n+l) ff (x(n+l) e)P(er(l)’y(l)) Ax (n)’y(n)))da
AT AAFEX Y TRE g BRste A o8 ARG BrbssA @k 249

FgA] GF 285 253 UFida EAY Fas
BA WY 28X 253 Qsleidtn A vl A
=y U3 3% 253 Qlsttsta BAE MabaA

1) (402-751) Q13
2) (402-751) o1
3) (402-751) 1
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Aol A (multi-dimension)d 2 -¢€ 2 A HA AHEE wf$ Ht HEN FEH
FA g HEFS AN 2HZE HEol dasith oy ZHZEY VHE FoA ol
T ¥HHE9 Gibbs Sampling, Metropolis Algorithm# Hybrid- Monte Carlo(HMC) & iLg
2o wmstm, ob2d He] AW Slice Sampling HWH HMCoe] ¥ @ s 4o

2. Slice Sampling

TYEEE F2 A48+ Slice Sampling ¢85 Gibbs Sampling® Metropolis "8 2ot
= e 98t EX2EE Sampling® 3 2t} (Neal, 1997)

21 B8 47‘%&«1 Slice

FEFZ2S A% 27|goeRy A% 73"’5101 7he #EES Of BE
'_:117\1"’ sliceg zHAl @tk o] &gtolae A9 HEo] L3t
B,

2.2 Slice Sampling &8 F

Slice Sampling &2 & offef 2zt GAE B8 33

step) fx) o FUONZHE EEE BETT AGeA

stepl) f(xp)& ARG} &71M xE 273kl

step2) - U (0,17(x)) 1A &2 27 AP y & #eo

stepd) WH Y &g 71B0E $Y02 xE THHE sl (x,, 1,)E DET.
°l L] edelae y < f () #-Eo] drt.

stepd)” U (x,, x) oA A2 &8 Bt}

steps) f7(x)E - AArET.

stepf) F1(x') D y oW By x ¢ wolEolm muA %OoW wdtolA (x, x,)
2 £ £ stepd) E 7ok

f

3. Hybrid Monte Carlo(HMC)

Hybrid Monte Carlo ¥ 12&& Gibbs Sampling”]’ # Metropolis ¢ 2e]&& Ags 72
7+=1} (Duane, Kennedy, Pendleton, Roweth, 1987). HMC ¢ idZ 9] @4‘“ Monte Carlo %
ol o @ ZitiA] FA AHEE EEo| "o ol ¥ HMC ¢38F2 Hamitonian dynamic
o] ©) & Metropolis A gl Ee ofs) Fagch

3.1 Hamiltonian %<
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HWEYa 2459 Hi(the set of network parameters)2 ¢ X1 4*(position variable) g1
8l A FEE ¥ (canonical distribution)dtoll A Yx|- 5 gl e FEUEE oS3 Zo] A9
g}
Ra)x exp(— E(q))
, 9714 E(@)& “potential energy” function E(g)=—logAq) —logZ
aglm go) 1912 W$HoNWA dynamic methodd] AMEEE & F ¥4 (momentum
variable)& pEt &3 g9t poll N AFE ¥(canonical distribution)= @& #ol AH}
Ra, p)ec exp(— H(g, p))
, 9714 H(g, p)= “Hamiltonian” function H(gq, p) = E(q) + K(p)

i’
=1 2m;
9 Ao MEYZ EFEY FFY ¢4 EFF ¥Fd pe M2 FHoo EF mE 7
Z+el p;9l A F(mass) S YERATE

, K(p)& “kinetic energy” function K(p)=

3.2 Hamiltonian Dynamics

Zzke] gt pe B Ao o8 A (HE Fahe] W

dqz =+ dH dpt __ oH
dat 0p; dt 9g;

3l 4olA H¥ Hamiltonian &<o]th.

3.3 Hybrid Monte Carlo(HMC) €18 %
HMC ¥318&& leapfrog step? dynamical transition Hzo} 7t A wHE £33}

3.3.1 Leapfrog step

stepl)  pi(t+ 8) = () — ( a(9) , dA71A €= stepsizeoltt.
~ . pi(t+_§
step2)  ¢q;(t+e) = () + ¢ m.

step3)  9;(t+ &) = 5;‘(”‘—5') - g SE( a(t+ €)
stepd) stepl)HH step3d) & L wrEdch, | of7]A L leapfrog steps] Fo|th.

3.3.2 Dynamical transition
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stepl) 27148 (g, )= ( 9(0), D0)) 228 &9 stepsizeZ leapfrog step<
d BEHA  (g(el), pel))& dxrh
step2) &% ZW 4 E(momentum variables)S negatedl A
(¢*,p")=(4q(eLl),— Nel))& Fah.
step3) ©]& A T A candidate stated] ™3] Metropolis ¥ E A AT
min(l, exp(—(H(g",p") — H(g, 1)) &&& wolSoln 133
o A2 stater ol WY statest 7A Frt.

-

4. 28 2 2%

2 =ZdME 42zt9] Monte Carlo HES v 2d}l7] Y5t oHF A FFEF|A9 Monte
Carlo Sampling& =835t}
Z ol HPEE

X - %1 1 o

[ )x=o(%) (1)

0=0.99 (x;,x2)=(0,0)
o4 z}z}¢] Monte Carlo ¥'# 22 SamplingS o3 22 Wyoz A3y,
Metropolis Sampling&  stepsize® 0.152 20¥o] ¥4 samplingg Q2™  Gibbs
Sampling< 10 MY samplingS 8l 3, Slice SamplingS stepsize® 0.15% 10 g
A4 samplinge 3ttt wix|9te 2 Hybrid Monte Carlot stepsizeE 0.152 200¢] 3hi 4
sampling-& 33t}
obel 9] simulatione Neal® Software for Flexible Bayesian Modeling and Markov Chain
Samplinge. 2 A 8stgich
ol9} Ze Az zt WHES sampling Fr&4& vEsr] A dete AA FTHLERE
HFEol FEFojgerid Wi IPES A slzIAT. olHFTF  AHFEEAAM9
Metropolis, Gibbs, Slice, Hybrid Monte Carlo Sampling& 383 Ax7} g9 (2d6-1D)H
B (2¥6-4)7tA1d B

Metropolis method Gibbs sampling
Y4 Y
-4 2 0 2 ; - 2 o 2 4
(2496-1) (2¥6-2)
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B3R5, A, ol

Slice sampling Hybrid Monte Carlo
14 v
- 2 0 2 4 - 2 0 2 4
(2¥6-3) (296-4)

9 A¥gAdze gL BH (2H6-1)9 Metropolis 2 FEEC] F&Holof & A 77
A 2nF EEHO YA &x, EFFTAAN JFHLE 29 ULE E 5 vk Gibbs
sampling W= A 73 FolA Awte] LMt EHo] FEHAN A& & 4 gl 9
d] Slice sampling Metropolistt GibbsEth= vl @& Y& F 7ol FRo] &YX F
Bo) Z&5ojof & AA P A E samplingol HA Ede AL & & Ao 3A % Hybrid
Monte Carlo Sampling€ ZE&o] AT 2 F2F FE25H4A AL & F+ Aot

wohE gty oer (2Y6-5oAM (2¥6-8)9 AHAIFAAE 2z} Monte Carlo sampling®l
ACF(autocorrelation function)& 2o F31 3t 2 samplingWBEt} Hybrid Monte Carlo
Sampling®] 22 lag@gol M= #7143 #e] gFdd A gojus AL & ¢ Ut

Series : Metropolis Series : Gibbs
l.m{(i ’]'11
. L ol
. H“]II - ST
(11™6-5) (1¥6~6)
Series : Slice Series : Hybrid. MC
s ]
g “l ; P I -
USRS AT NI, N
(ZL96-7) (1¥6-8)
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I rejection rate Metropolis sampling®] 0.4152 ¢}, Hybrid Monte Carlo sampling<
0.16 224 MetropolisEt} Y& AL & 4 Ut

o
ih

=2
L.

glE 50 Hla HMC ¢12l52 AL F9 BEFZ FAYL2ZE XE 5
& F A dFz:, =% do 2P (random walk behaviour)® #HAAZITH &
< Zte 29 oM off S BE2FE ge] g
gE e wWolAgtel AAYE T 7 AALY HEE dFEEY 7
ApgEA A lege ZidEn, AT HMC €8 Fe] AdAE
= desva g

g

e

nEF
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