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Representation Theory of Probabilistic Graphical Models

LIU Jian-wei LI Hai-en LUO Xiong-lin
(Research Institute of Automation,China University of Petroleum, Beijing 102249, China)

Abstract Probabilistic graphical models bring together graph theory and probability theory in a formalism, so the joint
probabilistic distribution of variables in the model can be represented using graph. In recent years, probabilistic graphical
models have become the focus of the research in uncertainty inference, because of its bright prospect for the application
in artificial intelligence, machine learning, computer vision and so on. This work introduced the representations of proba-
bilistic graphical models and discussed how to represent the joint probabilistic distribution compactly using the indepen-
dences in the network. First,models of the conditional probabilistic distribution of single node and their independences
were introduced, including tabular CPD, deterministic CPD, context-specific CPD, CPD of causal influence, Gaussian
models and hybrid models,and a general framework called the exponential family that encompasses a broad range of dis-
tributions was defined. Then Bayesian network representation and its independence properties were described in detail,
as well as the Bayesian network of Gaussian distribution and exponential family. This work also introduced Markov net-
work representation, independence properties in Markov network and Markov network of Gaussian distribution and ex-
ponential family. We also gave two partially directed models, conditional random fields and chain graph models, In a-
ddition, this work discussed template-based representations, including temporal models that contain dynamic Bayesian
network and state-observation models, directed probabilistic models for object-relational domains which contain plate
models and probabilistic relational models, and undirected representation for object-relational domains, Finally, this work
raised some questions that probabilistic graphical models face with and discussed its development in the future.
Keywords Probabilistic graphical model, Bayesian network, Markov network, Dynamic bayesian network, Probabilistic
relational model, Conditional random field, Chain graph, Exponential family,Local probabilistic model
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Py (® :ﬁA(G)exp{ ORG) an

.5.



Ho (@, e EAE (O c(OMAT, Z) =§A(e>
exp{(t(®),=(&))} & P WARR ok, Ak PEX
?‘J:Pz{Pe:QGO}o

BYRATIBEREHEMERE RN BER S A AN B R
N, BPHBEFHERAGHRHSENE 6 RFBEN. T8
TR R c BEXMEERIA TR BE M B, B IS
FEFESGIT RSB . WE A SRS T2 500 BUE R
FHUE.

SR BB 2R LT BTR S35 A AT LR B 55
IR RIS BB LT A A S A %

EHE LR RIS LA R 10 2B T8 04 A ik, (2
SAENREGEEATEREUTER . (LDSHENE 9
AR WS AR REER RY A MNE: QO BES MK
RIETIRY, IS BNE MERER R -5, it Y o
§ B34 Po#Py . AT ARG, 24 BAL Y sk ¢ BT HHT, 76 5
A RAETURR ., XA B R AR e S i i
2.7.2 KMiskoAk

AR B TR TR B TR MR — R BE S B, Fh RS .
FEEA RPN SRR, XERESHNER SRR
AR, X EHH TSR ROk, XS
W B RS . HEHBRSHE, M aELS

Pg($)=z(la—)exp( (0,2(8)) (18)

SRR 0 T EEFERG - BRFBRSHES (R
S D ATHEIE L BRSBES.

0= (9 RX, j exp{ (02 7(8)) } de<oo } (19)

FERRERE AT AELT, FASECEER LT E
WAL, B 0=R*. ARSHE MBI OEMIELST
TR R B T R

3 rtHETR

BN i P ER AR - MBS B G F1JR#8 CPD £ P,

(DBN W&HE G B— N L E, ¥ SRRl
AR Xy, X FRRFENLAR BB B9 A AR DK
HHEHE G REERBAFMLBER. MEIER XA
(X | Cx|Fx). XRWA, BMXH LR, X, SHEFH AR
AL .

(2> et i CPD £ P, ML E G BT
SFRXERIR CPD A, P HBIRER R T AERKL
T AR RBR AR BE , 8 A0 S T B R A SR AR

B Xy, X, ARV R, AR 4 DL 57 R 45 Y BR - HE R

SRS HIRTR N
P(Xy,+, X,)=IIP(X;|Fx) (20)

SHAE G 54340 P 2 18] 19 56 2 0258 5 2 a7 et 0 (R 5K
SHEMBEERERN . B GCEARRBEERIHMAMIE,
Tl Pearl X445 - BB BEERE XA G HH2RM .
P[RR S5 40 T R 0 R A R B s 4, AR A X A
BAMSENME. CROM P, & 0T LI 1 58RI 37 1
B G, THSX st RS, B EERHEBR SR
AT RERR . ARG R BN P —FAFBR R,
B SR A DU ST R 2% 5 LA K T A0 T AR Y A BN A S04y

o« 6 o

TiRRAY BN,
3.1 BGEA™PHXE
3.1.1 %34y (Independence-map, B 4t)

EX 1S 4 PRXYMAM,EX IP)AH P HMIEE
£.07%E PHHEXLYI D RIaImES.

EX 16 4 KAEEEME, M ER K, mE
KOS LBABE K 2 E T —A FIT.

MR G EI(P)# FeLgt, IRAH G R P i Faest.
FEX 16 /[ FW, 2 G &P M—1 FELEET, G AT B s
HSHEETEP P, 1M P rlREEH A RBEG TR
.

3.1.2 AX9%”

EX 17 4GHEEX, X, ¥ BNE, HAEEZE

(] _E By 4376 P ] LIARYE G SR ER4rf%, IR P REERTN .

P(X oo+, X0 =TI PCX; | Fx) &)

W GE P H—A -8 384 P o LURHE G SEHN
5358 Bl G IR & W SR ST BB T LUK 43 4R P R g /b
B CPD, AHE, SNRBEARIBLEME G RGM P A GRP
B —A Lk st .

3.2 BGhpyr

BIN ) Fi 4 57 P4 0 50 4R BK B ME R 53 A 4 R R EF CPD Y
FFIFE R, LA T e N Mg R HE 2,
MERE, B GRER/MWELHMILBE: HEITE X F
(X 1 Cx | Fx,) s B FRR A L(G) . TNl &35
AR LR RS, B R B A S S
3.2.1 d-% 3

FHE L 16 AT, P W RE A7 1A RBRFE G B S SL
TS ARRYE G AR HMNE— 10 P 25 £ Isr
££7 Pearl #INH & EHESEENGH G AT FIHH P 4
B H RS AR AT b AR HR A R

HEX 2 FiE, & B s N i & R 4 .

I(G)={(X1Y|2):ds(X;Y|2D)} (22)

(D a-4rE Rt

- BERELERTE, MESH PAREG KB 55/,
o IGHSHP), R, P#HE -oBRENFAELRE
Msrd.

(D d-5r B &N

EX 18 MEM(X1YI|Z) € (P)BE ds (X;Y|2Z), B
250 P RFEG BEN, LR P HEEm I E R
BERR BB,

BT ENET R MR GPEMZ X MY K&
A M IEARE G ERNSMNFHP PERZFX FY
R .

Meek B4 H d-5rBESE& MMM ISHEST  SHER G
HR MR L2 PR, st Xt T CPD 2¥4k
ZEFHENENREEZIMIBAE IR, B IP)=1G),
EAGBERAN T ERLT &ABHEEE: (DZWEEBR
THE—NDH R TFEENEH, WHtE R & 8 A R #e
RER L T4 5 (O XN B (GE H F 84446, Wi
H#EHT G bR LA 54 .

Shachter 321 T U HI R, TR d-90 88 RHAR



KRR,
3.2.2 k&% # (Independence- equivalence, -3 #)
EX 19 mME KK)=IK).I4 x LHFHAEHE

Ko R K £ LS00, 1 b FA B RS BRI — R
SUART R 6 FLOT 0 2. X B LM % R R
SRR

EX 20 1k BNEGHERE Y LW ATEE,
G AR — A IR Y) I RS —AEmRIX.Y),

EX 21 MR XA Y ZETALIA v S X2
B AR, B — Aol B v S B0
il

oA MBS G MR IL 5 P BYI S
PMEH — N EENE X REN BN G407 Ll5g 2 %41,
ENRE THIF S0 T R4

BN SR AR AR P — R R R 0
6 P ATHE S — BB RAEE. HMRA RS I

ZMHFER .G MG A X LHFEAE, ME G MG A
FH AR -EWES . BAEITE FHERK. BR
MABIL. SIARERENME. THEHER T G MG,
FX EHMEHEAE, RAEETENR FENE .G 1 G, BHERER
BN AAEEE.

WIEE SN, T4t FEN 055 —Fp iR 7 ek,
M EACKELEREEFES G=G\, .G, =G, L5
— A EEE FEHT G B G MG HE—ERRESEN
B, MFRFANE G f1 G- F5MEY,
3.3 HSHE PRMELEHEG

R R MRS P AL E G, I E AR
WGy d-AEHREW P M-I, BEE—-BE LA
B MKERE G, G ER P ST £0—16&
HER, B, UTFTHRIHEHALB R4 P WA
FWEE G MEhFER, AREAES LM E IR, M
R TR A E S B/ RS R 5E £ BLST (Perfect
Map, P-4 .
3.3.1 &b gt

EN 22 WMREKEME T —4 ks, It s
K P —ZABEEEAETR BSR4 KT ME/D
st

W RRTH P AIEG H—DIT s, MWl A P NE
BB/ FSTE G, BB P s £/
Fpgt? BRREME—TFERFX -, X, } KRG F A4
TR X ,i=1,n, WENXEE, -, X, AR
BNFEUENX ECHARXTEE ERUBLEX L
{(Xiy o X U AU REB LAV S5
AEBRZER. 2L UNX, MRV EE. UNKEEF
AME—, BE, MRS HRNIE, BISTIEEZE X HIEERUE x
A PO>0,MABELERFIIN L AENLERME K.

ARG 2 P M/ -BUET, P ARRERE G RS E S
T P ST tEEEH TS PR L.
3.3.2 Pt

EX 23 FIEK=IWHKE K £Mr%E I i—14 P
. F IK=I(P),{4 K &2 P §—4 P-Bst.

WGP 5/ FEE, HFARBERIE G FTLLA B P B
FRA M, TR BRI RS T 2 B4 A P Jh STt
LM G, BT LIS ASTEE BT S, WREGESM P K
P-BR5T . BRATT AN G R E R P §FTA Sk,

Pearl #1 Verma LA FEM 8B X8 W08 510 P-BLsgt
B —ANEETS, RE XA ERAME. BT
i P A LVA B4 FENH P-GT, Rk AR W A%
W2k, BUTE VLR, BIEA A RE 2R R GE AR, AR B8
ANE A, BTLAGEE B FAT AR P RIS M A P-BR
G WEBRMAEEE, AT LA P-4 G WE 154
%,

3.4 FUNMETRE

EX 24 CHXBY ERRMGNHETME BEXH—
MR ETHRE, B A0 XUYUZ, Hd XY M Z BRI,
X P ERVEAZER.Y FHERERRDAER, M Z 9
WABNHRIESFTE, BGP. XHHERBRAXTA.
YUZ hpyr B RA CPD, AL, &M% E L—15%
PR AR

PB(Y,Z|X)=X€E[UZP(XIF;<) (23)
D Ps (Y| XK Ps(Y.Z| X)BIh %53 Ai -
PB<Y|X)=;PB(Y,Z|X> (24)

EX25 AYRELALTEX X WHEILER.
WS CPD P(Y| Xy, X FRAEH X b, X BH Y BB
FelE T R4 B4 BEE— 1 R4 CPD,

%M BN HE—/ BN B, AR REZEHA BN, R E
BRERHAFBRHHAEEMBKSMESM, RUHA TRAE
B/ CPD, i, %4 BN 7 LAR R AT & L& CPD, mf LA
YENEE 2 TR R MR R M FoR ™),

#1F BN (g — P EER R E XESE CPD, EHRRA
{XAT AR R R4k R B R, T L e E R — 1 B R T
RHARMRERGN, AFAEN T RELMMEE, iR
P2 RN R AT R N R AL,

3.5 SHMRBA M TR 4%

EN 26 EXFHIERE NN, 2R 2%
2, 23 CPD B MR HE R Y DL i B M 45 .

EEIERER T H BN B, G AR MR HTERI R,
PABEGEZLEBEAMN. A BELEER L HEE, R
JE U B £ T v ST A R O 4% RBK & &5 ST B T 43 2 1R] B S 4
.,

3.5.1 FEARAHA

Xio X ARNETTEY A R—T BB n fHERE
By FRE n X G0 5 2205 2 BRI 43 A5 , L% B R SUE
X Hh

P = p— =@ 2 (=]

1
RIS
(25)
He, [ DIEXHFHIR, EFZEEEHN . M EE xR
Bx#0,H 2" 2220, EEHEMEZREAIERIETFH, B
EREERGFHIRE.
B R T 58 96 B 2 T 38 B, BT LUAR 38 U o5 2= I ) 28 46 B
J=2T"RENEIER, RN E B, EERTE
FHEHEENS—MEX. &1 F



TS = ) T (=)

= — % LT Jx — ZxT],u +

P (26)
BJE WU E EH 5 E

p@ecexpl— 52" ot (] @n

ZRIEENAR—BRAFEEER ME = WU
FEME. BTYAMNYY ' ErEMN & EERN, FHiY
B %5 8RR FRIEER . 5 BIE R A L — 1 EHHE
3.5.2 BHMERMEE

MOHHBETEARRER . BT REY X114
BB 70, LA BT B R A Z=2 WA BUER P &85 7

(DG FETERADFZER, REEHEFHK
FE, HXYHEE A ABEMH T EEDT 5.

2xx Zxy

p(X,Y)=N<<Z>;|:ZYX ZWD (28)
HA, ux ER ,w ER™, Zxx B n X n B, Xxv B n Xm 4
HERE, Dvx =2k B m Xn BEEERE,, Zyy B m Xom YREERE, B4
Y BB RIERDT N (uys 2w ) o

(DRMESFTERABEER, REEX T ZER
W, B Z=: HERAGBERS, Zd B inHEE = KI5
o LR ME T Bk F B0, 40 3 o 2R MR T 40 B B
3.5.3 BRI

X2 TTEETEBR L, N AN S PR S R M
. S X=X, X, RMBEKEES DA N (us 2), 34
MENYY,,=08,X: 5 X, M7,

ZREBOA p( Xy, X)) =N 20,34 J=21
HIEREE. T4 SENY p) =X LX, | X~ (X, X, DR,
Jii=0, GREERTCHEECHATRNBE NS E MM
.

3.5.4  ZMEHIEA M SRS S BN AL G ENKE
WOREBFHERME LEEE WS EaaHaf
SLXHER XX NERY NEERITER .,

Y Ix0=N@+Fx;0"). BFE X, X BAKEEH

L, oMl N 2, 4
(@)Y B RERS A p(Y) =N ), i =5+

B ol ="+ 2P
DX, Y) EHBRESHRESHM, K Cod XY=

jg,@,‘ Do

FE, MR BREAWBHEBKIHHNG AR
HBA RS .

() B TR LT REAR I LR M TR L W 2%

A= (X1 X, 1A p X AR, BE
Xk X, X, MEEFI T UMEBE—A NI ERERE G
Fi—AG LRy IR 4 B, {15

(a)ing{X] sy Ximr bs

(b)B H X; By CPD A M LRt B il

()G £ p WE/ B,

. 8 o

3.6 MHETMERNIsEHS Bk

Dint Mg R BT A CPD #3k B —MER S Ik,
R Aix e CPD WA RERER AT . Hi, wH
¥ CPD B Uit M4 52 T —MER AR, (HR, B85
F MRS RIS A RER , RERES D CPD #2 R
WIA-—1LEy. XT84 CPD RUL, I8 « BABEEY K% Ak 7T
LASEEL, AR 4 1(O) HAR IS AL A9 ST R SR ARAE R 43 s B R 340

— i, BAR WA 24 CPD DM R 2 LT —4
REOAIE BRZA TR BAREMEIE. 53,
BEIABEEEN MBI E— M RERE S .

4 DIRATXMEE

TEHERIR BN, A IFZ AR TR A EE W
KARRBAE F MR, B, T EAR R R T I it o m X K 8
SRR,

5 BN —#, MN L 1 B &80 M B : MU 4B G5/ Bl H Fn B
T£ 0,

(DMN WEHE H BB, N SRR MNER, ]
HIARFHSEER M EREEREEIER. & HYFE
FREEFRAVTEBELHE RLAREZTFRIZELTE
(complete subgraph) . E& T E AR MMH (clique) ,

(DOMN B E T = {g:1 (D)5 g (D)}, L0 B
PR%EE (potential function), FEF I AR CPD IRkt R T
KUBR, MEEFTREMEEER. ToRitgkas
HF,

B FEFIHAS R F RS, B MN #S50%ER
HAEBNMIEHER., FEXNMNSHFRBTOHERE
F.BUEAHSASEFRBEMEN LR, I4 MN HER
AR 4R E TR, A EF B R R
B, MN T TE S AN E RS L. MN & 3 fsar
ey = VAN A S = 3\ VAU P o v S R L YA
AILME MN WA RS AR REMEE. A TRELEE
SrAREEBN T RRL RS MN RS TRRR
4.1 B¥L
4. 1.1 EHFMoHFFLRTRMA%

Hammersley 1 Clifford R & /R REEVLIZ T
AR — MRV R X THR R KNSR
KEEPLG, Y RS Z NG R LT RRE RN HE A .
XAEM RAERT MN WS EbE S, B3 T 5 /Ao
ERFREMNEN (R, TEHENMBEFHESUKXEFH
BE,HAHAETREXEAESANSELLE HS5E
HBREX.

(LEAEF

EX 27 4 DAY ERES,EXHTF ¢ ANRD
ZIRWEY. WRETHENEARERN, BLAXNMETF
wRERK . TEES D WKEFHEE, £RK Dlg].

EX 28 A XY.ZAEARHEHWERE 4 4 XY
Mg V. OHNPANHETF. EXETRE ¢ X ¢ thH—NH
F p:RX,Y, 2 R, Fm T -

HX,Y,2) =4 (X,Y) X $: (Y, 2) (29)

HSE X 27 Al BR AR A A CPD R BT, AT,



CPD Bk & #2210 0% R I3 — 1L 43R, B 43 70 B 2
FHH 1,

RIEE X 28 B EFRANEE, TEW LIS EH
Frisr AR R S50k, BB oA o B F IR,

OFMFFTARSHEW R SE HWXR

B 29 5% Po BHEFE 0= {4 (D), -,
¢x (D)} REFULBE M 43A0 , HE X T .

Pq,(Xl,---,X,,>=%P¢<X1,-~,Xn) (30)

H, Po (X, X)) =¢1 (Dy) X ¢ (D) X o0 X ¢, (D) TR
P—WEE, T Z= 2 Po(Xi,o XOR—AMHA—LH

B, M4 i3

EX 30 MR D k=1, ,K)#RE HHELT
B WFR4r 70 P IBDIRAT KM% H 2%, K o={¢
(Dy) sy (DDt

HTSHIRIEEF 5 R4 TR E KR E¥R, TR
A RMESELHEFER AR, ByE T2 THE
HMEEANBH—F 5, LS BR AR E 77T R
SR

FHit, MN B S R AR — I E W, S8k
CIE-Z ¥

PCX, s X0 =2 Tl g ) 3D
Fobom 0 H RBEE B e N8 & A BEE T D 5 2
AHARFARNER 2= 5 s 00%05 8.

4.1.2 FHmbsELAENL

(OLEFHAE

EX 3 FHFECF RASHEN ANERE. . ZRBY
RAMRAERSOMEFTRREHENERR) . zBEREGE
TRWAMEFTEZENG. BFE FRASHEFEkRS
Bk BIMETFHEV 5N ETF ¢ HX, ¢ EISREF
VST RETEE., MESMH P RBERAIIHEAANE
FHE.UH PHEF L.

LRV R M4 45 H— IR E R I AT S UL AT R 45
M ARENESEHTEESEATHHFRESASRAEAR
Hr&E,mMETEEEMEFORFEWEMERS. 5
Ll S Fn , NEFEF A BEREIIEFSRMXER.

() FAE AB.C EMERATKMETZLETFE; (HFnR 3 MER
FRFE-ARAFHETFE; (ORTHEAZE LA R FHEFE.

5 ARRE SR KM AR E T

(2) X B PR R

EN32 4 DATERTFE. EXRIE (D AMNDFIR
BIPREL.

EX 33 mMESMPETEHNMESR:

(REE F={f1 (D), fe (DO} KB4 D B H
e 4efB;

(b)ﬂfﬁ% Wy sk

H R #FG
P(XI,---xn>=%exp[a§lwifi<u,->] (32)

MR P RE/RATRMEEE H ERTHRMERE,

HHE F AP X g B WA $(D)=exp(—e(D)), K
FeD=—Ing(MFFARERE. FESERRBEX, B
— MR ERBERWEF, FIHSERMPUESET L% T2
i P R B AR RY . Y70 B BB R B, X B A B W]
AR 4 A SR S N R v R

WAE, LRI RMNEHSHE 3 fER . BFRHABE
FE STHERHEAAR, SRR R R TR B E R AR
FERIFRR, TIEFE N FRAAE ERARERRRES.
HFEEA T, M SR e RS TR S 5.
4.1.3 & HEK

P FA4IRL B R F I S 3 SR R B SRR B, B R AT R
M 4 B S5 — R AR S UL . LR UL, SHER A E
WA AR BLhAEE SR SRR R T ORI R B R .
., EFAERAE (A, B H{B.C, BEEEH « (A, BRI
& AMB ZEMEEERKER, MELSETRITERAM
BoAHER. MHEH, (B,OWAHTEAANTE BMC
HafifER. 5 BAEXKGERMUREEE—TE®, HE
B Ve AT AR A 7 204 B FE B A P, AT BFE A
F— KA ZFHARRNTE. BRISENTERER
R B S HUL TR TR .

(DIERSHL

EASEBALEETR B A MBS HE A6 P Skt
WEMAE, B8RS P RHIE. H EEWHSHWIERS
b @ A RS R A RER R B K E L.

AN —BFEENL., & = ,x VB X HRFER
EH, XHRETERER. WTEEEREZNEEZHX
HFENFENEERME x R, &€ VRE x2 K x(2D), B2
ZHERYBUES x TRERNBE B MR, EX &,
FE A—2) A & FWER ZINERHIRE. BEH
w— R (xz,622) . IBAE D RIEMBERE RECH eb (d) =
ED( — 1P 2 n P(dy,£2).

BFLATE %1557 6 P I E ST
P(E)=exp[—;ef)i (&D:H)] (33)
(OTHBRITHK
BT HEEISHLRRT R BN E, BT

LAITHBR TUR T XA KRB RE S, T X R R

SHALRR. RUAMERITROITER S FEEARK. 4

Srom o REBEE w="{w o | FFFEE, XHEE R

i PSR SRR, WREFERE K w a o R

Befao +Zi:aifi (O =0, MAEFAIE o ={w Taisran

Fo  FIXTEERERR R R R RER R P B, St A R B FR1E

ERIIRN, FTIRWFFEE T HFERIEREMEEN, R

A YFHEERIETURE , B MUEE A R — 1 HE— B0 10

WL, X f1,ees i WAETIRAFIEER 2 w0 ER & @

#w & P,#P,,

4,2 Marik
S RPN 4% o B gk ST M 4 R ST L B I S R

« 9 .



Mz 3R, REDRBLRMG R M S, TT AR PG
M4 & H.,
4.2.1 &Akipx

EM 34 4 HHI—ANERWEMELEHE, F5 X —
X=X HHHFH—KBR, 2 ZS AMNEEE,
WRER X HAEEF ZH,i=1,- b IAREX — X, —
=X, FEEM Z BHRIG .

EX 3B WREMZEETENS XEXMYEY 2
ENREEE A AR TH ZB X MY B4EN, ERA
su(X;Y|2), @5 HEXNERMIEN:

ICHD)={(X1YI|2):su(X;Y|2))} (34)

(DA BE RS

EEARE H B Ew R B R R,
4 PR LM—A0H,H X EB—1 MN &, g P
RIRE H MR- EWT 444, R4 HREP H—4 it
. EERFERERTFT P AESMHFEL, BIXTERE X
MAEREE x A Po>0 MiEN. iR, 4 Py &
HIESA.H X LR RMEE, R H 2P i R
§.884 P 2R H SENE 7.

(BT

WRHPX MY ELEZNARIENHLAE L
RHERMRE H @07 P X MY 24KEH. F R
ER T LIRS, M FILFEE H L4 M P R, &
B X TF TR B E F S8z [ B I B A T S 2SN BT
Hofmdkd,H [(P)=I(H),

4.2.2 Br¥E RTXMBE

EN3W6 4 HAIMN,EXE HEFXNBFHMLE
(pairwise independencies) 7 ;

LD={(X1Y|x—{X,)Y})) . X—Y¢& H} (35)

EX 37 WaERE H,H$ X 8D R 0] kB (Markov
blanket) 4 H 7 X f948 5. BRI MBu (X)), EX 5 HA
X R B 7 48 (local independencies) 2

L(H={(XXx—{X}—Mzg(X) |MBg (X)), XE X}

(36)

FEREZERT , BEMD IR e B d R RE M ER.
EREFHSANB/NESIHES AR AL A P I
FEest Rt AR

PRI R E LB RN EM, YA EE R AE R TS S
X 5Y 2K,

RERBERMELEREE N . EREHESSAN X 5
e e R ST R v

et BESH 3 MM RIEES 2R E IKH)
PhsL & I (FDRBHMSIE L (HD . 3T F—Ra5HRH,
Ie (D #6355 F I, (HD, W I (FD ™5 F I1(H) ., {5,
Xt F IE 43 Fa b » 3 RS R RN EG .

4.2.3 HoA PHENSLLEMEAH

EN 38 EFXCUHHAUETHNBIES FHBE 1x—
{(X}—UIDHelP), RAEF U R4 P X MEIRAR

B THME H A P ML HERRE I s 4
P 88/ Ferst? RTH R 2R REE D /R AT R MRS/

« 10

R T 2/ — M ER TR D R a] R, B—
FhRET R M T,

F—FMFE MR XY BEBMSLH, A ERER
ML smt X Y BMII A, BAE XY ZRAF|IA—&KH
(XY}, BBl SR RMEE H & P fMe—F/h g
it

FEMHEE, S PRHESRH. ME—IHE X, 4 MB
ORFHRELBHR/NTHEU, BIXMIE X MFE
YEMBy (X)FIA—%&B{X,YREXE HBALI/RARM
% HE P WME—8/ T-Bse,

4.3 BEHER D /RA kYL (Gaussian Markov Random
Field, GMRF)

Y30 ARAHA iij.ﬁ———f—/%;%,mu i B
B J=2""S8HN =k MRF 25| § (attractive) , MR
XA 3 oy |<Jos I MRF AR 0L

EX 40 Tk MRF IS8T .

g (x)=dy+dix; +do 27 (37

e (xi s x;)=abd +abt x: +aif x; +aiy zix; +abf 2F +ak

22 (38)
EMNFHR LB &>GIIFXNIE i j,2X2 B
ali  aif/2 -
() Rk, 6 4B 0k MR R —
atf /2 abf
A:0N

BRI R W] Sk B AL Bl i T e PR A S 3R
IRETLRETA N . B SRS TR R MRF, 885
VL MRF G04e] 58 s 3 7 7 » 35 45 1 0 A 46 56 44 ok ) e
MRF 2% BEAR0E L E T4 .

(DEH R RzR R MRF

B miEEE R MRF, 7] LA H SR K5 B
KK HAEZE®E. B 3.5 WHHE, EFEANEREAN
SR T ZRNEE, BMERE =27  MEREENRE
BIERXH.

p(x)OCexp[—%xT]x-i-(]/J)Tx] 39

EEREXSER 22K —LATRLER X, I—XE
LR X X NEE., REFREE X MTUY.

_é_]i.ixzz +hx; 40
A X X, AEXTRITN .
_%[]i»jfixi+Jj.i1jll]=_]i.i1ixj 41D

FEEAEESIH PR XR DR KRR, 5
BEekE FARBRENE BN ATE, HAREke T
FEKMIENAIGE. R EERTEAARER WA
W SR BEERBIR R R DR R . XD /RATRME
— R B AR B B /K 7] R B ALY (GMRE) .

(2)MRF 01 ¢ = #i 2 10

ZEARFERE KT ANMNBREBNEFELRD/RAURN
8%, ABEHHET, BEETRAIFFR S B3, X a4

B LAE 95 S AR B R
e(x)=db Tz +db 2t (42)
& (i) =abd +abf x;Faid x; Taif xiax; abd 2F
abl x5 (43)



B A LA R R EH RSN B MR

=
[ S
P ——exp(——; 2T Jx+hT x) (44)

KRk~ mEE J RMRK. SHMNS T EE
FERERT , B B IR AT R P48 5E L — BB B HT 401

SR, 55 8 SRR 69 DL o S8y R £ B 1B LR — B, AR A
TR R HASRRESES LR ERR . B
1 MRF ERARRESEZBNERE FREERTIE
E. BENMBEWDEBKEE.

FE—MERE, S p A KBIB AR R MRF, & J 2K5]
WL, AR4 pE X — AR HAEE MRF; 5 J B3/ 518
8 AR 4 p B X—NERRHEE MRF,

B, S p N KRR MRF, QIR p' &M
P —4ki, A E L —NERE T .
4.4 DRWKREE IR Mk

EX A FEREBHEFAHER O H r . A E
MR AR — B TR ¢ (8 =A@ exp{{t(®,r(&)},

EY A2 2, o HEBEFAREK KP4 o
Bt A e EXL, $ye O FAB IR O X P X
X BERH =000 €6, X0; X X6, %%ﬁ’ﬂﬁ
B, RE ST

P@(E)OCI'I¢{;i ($)=(TiIAi(E))exp{ ;(ti(ﬁi) i (8D}

(45)
Heh, g, B MRATARHRAH—IETF,
£ MN ISR AR R H I T I M40

k
P(Xl,---X,,)=%exp[~_§1w,-f,-(D,-)] (46)

XENSHBRE-TRERES AR HRXSFKITE
RS E R E R (O = f1(d1) -, fi (d)). BT
P 518 MFRIE RS, T LURTT — ST R AR DR ZoR B A
MBI D R AT R ML 454, X2 AR BB B R Al R W 4% 2
A EE L i)y

FEFRFIEA 5340, &I TFIE R0 N T84 A
HH—AERAE. e 2B RN FHRBEHE
(O =r1(8 2 (O oo (OFMBARSE (D =1,(0) 1, (8-
oot (GO . X UL, AR T R R M4 R 2
BEERBERAER B2 EHFRBOR B HIE.
TE., R EE F 2 W R T BUE B — R R B ik .

5 BiEmER

A AR R A KRN EER .,
5.1 HUEBENIF

EX 43 FFEEYGRT AT XUY K m E H;
SEBEHEFE 61D, 4,(D,) ERE DX, M
HIBEREDFMT

__1 5
PY|X) =755 P, X) 47
P x0=14 w0 (48)
Z<x>=§P(Y,x> (49)

RE H FHHAZELFR G REENEFOES S, &
Tt i — SR To R B e

CRF B— A EmE, K28 X5 LR RME NS
Bib—#E,{BR CRF AT LARIB &R MG PY| X, XEHY
EEFTEE X EMNTRNYAHZE. CRFHENLSS
IRA] R PR L ME— X FI BRI shig ZQOPHERTA
R —4k, X4 X BURFEME x &, R4 B e A AR .

CRF #RM— M EEM SRR AR X FERMNR,
XAERUAT LU BAE 24 5 2= A o v L B A A UL A B T
ERMATMER R, CRF R DA FTERA R RLSEUERN
HEEA RN, FFUR L ASEHIRRE X — LB
£E, TS EHEMESHHER,

Lafferty % A & 4R i CRF B FRIELRS M5 CRF
FLB BRI MA, I B RIE S AHE . TR
4 J53 Sutton Fl McCallum ¥ 5| ABkBREE CRFY, ifi Sut-
ton 2 A5 AEF CRF*,

5.2 %M

FEEIIgSr T CRE FikZ b, I 07 L4 2 /R 35 i
B % . ERE A WL H E (Partially Directed Acy-
clic Graph, PDAG) ", 57 S 7T AR M A Rl 4 A 2 LT .
R — AR IT R AT SRR — 2 R T K, T A [F 5%
BRI RBIH i — 2 BA B, B, PDAG #FR A
A, FEihies RS B,

5.2.1 #EMEXS®

EX 44 4 K R—4 PDAG,K,, -, K, JHEEHTT.
FES Fe, AK B ALY S, KPNEEERR—NEME M
(K], BT &3t X, YE Fx »i=1,,¢ AR A ERE
BEX, RIBHTA A AR T 2, R A= AMK ],

EX 45 4 K HN—A PDAG,K, -, K, FHFEHIT.
BEMRELEFE & D) GE=1,,m) R E XK, FN
D, REEEMIKIFH—1 52 THE, B8 EF ¢ (DD
5 1HETLK BREEX, #8 D.CK UF , FHEX
P(K: |Kx ) HE&A X8 H T#y CRF,Y, =K., X, =Fx . 7
B

POO=TIP(K | Fy,) (50)

PDAG K Ryg5# el FIR H =X i B & MR 1 A, SRR &
R ARVER BT S B MNMERTTH R, EERER
M EETT K #5— X P (K | Fx )8 CRF H36, 0
R PRERRN K LSRR, BARSE P REK
RER .

5.2.2 #EPamE

EX 46 4 K} PDAG,EXE K BRI H M E
K

I(K)={(XLY[(NDx—{X,Y}): X, Y RHR,YE
NDx} (51)

EM 47 4 K JPDAG,E X5 K B XK RIBMLE
H:

L(K)={(X1 NDx—Bx |Bx): XEX} (52)

EX 48 4 XY, ZCX A 3N HEZES, HSU=X
UYUZ, mREEXEE MK [XUYUZ]IHEHZHX
5YRSEN RAFELHMZEX 5Y £ c -44EH.

EX 49 4 K N PDAG, X5 K HXRMERMILH

e 11



IK)={(X1Y|2):X,Y,ZCX,PHZHX 5Y R c-
STESHY (53)
7E PDAG H, X WAL SR X MR SEMFER X
HIAR T AE, BARN Bx, B 46 Z4T T E K P M
S ETCE B R, R T AL Cr=2. 25U, R
VLIS R FE T A mE S, X 47 2T H M
B RERMSL., M THEEMNS,.Cx BREFHEE, W
Bx R HE, FXMBETWE,Cx B X, M Bx = Nx.
c SAEET R AL T T B B4 B MR DA R A 1 Y -
X FIEESAA R YL, X 3 M BEH RSN, 2B
S RRE R AR ST, TR A W F M. (BEXMTFIES
TR, 3X 3 FhE LM,

6 ETFRBEHRT

T DU S0 P 40 2 T IR T o R 2, 0 R R R &
MEEFEYERE X WEREHESN. B TXEERTER
ME SRR RE, F AR AR R T AR A8 AL,
SR TEVF S SR M SR ASE AU P T B8 N R A% 9 2 1AL, i
REEERB R AR EENERE. ETERNEREE
MRATHANGR. BN REAEE, HahA 0ot H Mg iE
EHE-TMRRGEHE BB BB, 7 AR F R E
B EFEARRS . BB REEAHE LR
RMENXTRER,

HAMRETERETNESER, B 3 MHEH
& AEARB A SRR H

(D4R J& ¥ (Template Attributes)

EX S0 BYEARNRHAU, - U),. HBIES
RA),BHU hE5REL QLU JHXB WA RN B BT R,
TCA Uy, U FRABYE A MSBRHE, R KR o(A),

BAR R th i 2 R L4k, B AT LAST A AR R E A
[ —iF L BN B R BT 4RE5 . BB T LR
AXTERBHER, A R BB R TR, —RIEXT S
SRWMEQNQ=0 *HLIJQi:Q B2,

(2) 5254k (Instantiations)

EX5! 4 QNEEA NNQ LNEHRBEES. X
B Qe MEBR K A~ EEWAERSRES O [Q].
E X

O LU, -+, U =0 QLU 11X X O [QLU )] (3D

A e Tk [Al=0La(A) T A IS B EHBHRER
RERENES. MR ERUHE T FEBME Ik[AIC
O LAY T,

EX52 4 KHO.NLEMMRER., & VEEBEILE
BEN.

xx[Al={A() :v€Tx[A]} (55)

W [NI= U acnyc Al (56)

BEERBEES, T LUB S Fl ko ] — KR £
AMBEYLE B RS ] .

(HERET

EX 53 HRETFREE XAEERBETH A A b

RIS &, A MEB R RA), BEEXLTH R XX
. 12 .

R(ADE| R H—1orsht. AERNERTTA X, -, X, . 18
WEFE j=1,,4,8 R(X;)=R(A;)), BX (X1, X)H
M X B R BEFILEHET.

AT FRT SR 43 R BT S DL 307 90 4% R 25 30 4
AL, o pi s WA B X AR D R AT R R AR MBS R
%. HMM 5 DBN FEH VXK, AT LA HMM ¥ %R
DBN., XX FRGMHERBERT YRR SR E LR
HEAER, B I BRAEESERRERERER, St
TLAE M ERER . SHHER TR T L5
BEMAHENE. S RHEETERAMAPEL. LR AH
FEME , A3t B ] AH DG 0% B R H A8 B A0 A R s Xt S R o i
HEH P LR BN FEEAREEREAHEN TR
B HAR SOR XS AR Y R TR RIS .
6.1 EER

FEER A TSGR EE, REORSHEE I E K351k
MAE, BERFERERERAEANHHIERSE Y WE. B
X RREE X, R L, X FEERENMER
R, TEERE R, SRRt ¢ A E I %) Se )
fb. X RESAIRXOMER, XIFARE XS H
X4 (<t ) RBAEREXY t€ln,n]), BFES 20
FRBEREN—BE,

PITF 45 3 AR IRIR , (R B ROR (BRI 5 T A0,

Bi% 1 8. O SRS EE. RERE
MM EERTERENSRRIERE A R4E, XEEHME
BEALA BAERAH X " e e A RRRE R - AW

RERASHIRE IR,

B2 DRARER. WRMFAE =0,48%" L
ATV IR AR B X A R R TR AT R
BRI RN DRI R R AT LARIAL N «

P(X(O:T) )le—:P<X(t+l) |X(0:t) ):IEP(X(HH) |X<t> ) (57)

B3 FRBIR. MEXFTH PO 1) ERAR
R AR RAI RIS RFL TR . XEETLIE 5
BARR PO | O R F IR, FIUSHER 0,8

P =g |X" =9 =P =¢ |x=0 (58)
6.1.1 b4 R =t#f M % (Dynamic Baye-sian Network, DBN)

EX 54 X By B8] BE DL 57 B 48 (2-time-slice Baye-
sian Network, 2-TBN) B0 X1 iF X" b 9 4544 D1 o 7 R 4%,
Hbuex BREATRE BEOTE 0 R ¢« BEXT ]
t+1 WERH HEEW,

EN 55 AR MR BB, B. A E, H
By 2 X7ty DU 3 4% , TR AS B RIE4A , TT B 2BERL
AFEHY 2-TBN, XHERE AEE T=0.2"" M4 & XN
JRIFE I A H 4%, o S HER =1, 0, B

(X MZ#H CPD 5 B, # X; &M CPD —#4;

(Xt >0, X9 MMM CPD 5 B X', WEEHF
CPD —#,

MMM, RAEZR Y AR A8 CPD. #
HAEE X EEZ c E B Z c+ 1 MEBREEHERW. B
I, B xr PR R AR X PRI A, E 6 BT



X0 X X F Xy REOER., 2-TBN RRFHHRST
Ai
P |0=P XD =T P(X)' | Pax,) (59)
STEABRER X, %L, CPD P(X | Fx, ) B— TR
HT i THELSAMER X, 2R E PR 20
T

(2)2-TBN B (L) VIR ETIE] O 4%

&l 6

RBFE KB, B ERTVRIRES SRR
PO RTTUAE TGRRLE L RABESH. HREME
i 2-TBN #mx g CPD,

B HMM #y2# DBN A B 265 : 1 246 HMM™) F158
& HMM™, 4ni® 7 firi. B4k HMM #9 2-TBN g5 A
X=X/ (=1, W HER HHEE-NTELE X/ FTHAR
BN R Y, #e HMM d 2 i X—X HE SR,
BREGREHE—NHAE MR Y, & HMM, X 20488
TRETBREBAEER, SRR THAEE.

() Z AR BB FT i1 DBN

() Bx 4k HMM #2 Yy DBN

(b)$8-4 HMM #zEa9 DBN
&7 PP HMM #EE DBN

6.1.2 kA AA (State-observation Model)

REVRMBER B — R SR, RS 2 7
SRR L RSB BB SRR =4, #15
(XD | X060 | X0y 1) T BRS¢ GRS A B, B
% ¢ BRI AR B S0 ST FRASRE R H . (O LX)
X | X0) Bt ARAS VLA R i P304 4 AR - S AR B
PX' | X0 FIMIAER POIX) .,

REMMERG T BRI RERMERMEIER
g,

(D a5 /R u] & & (Hidden Markov Model, HMM)

HMMU9) e L 45 8] B8 B RS SR AR R , G030 18 AT UL, &
AT ¥E2 DBN B3R E &L, HMM KSRl P(S' | S)Tf
RE AR E R, WRRTRENARIRE, Bl R(S)
FHE. IRATRESSIIM s 2l s B8, IR 4 M s Bl s' Z A
—RATYL BN PG [9>0. Ws Bl s"BIAARIE T % P
(s'9),

HMM ny55# & 5 4 BRI B A R ER—RARFEH .

HHME N SAERSTR, AERRSERNRE A HmA
FORRS Z (BT RERE ¥, BLE KRR CPD R A F R
B, B A AN 1, R, XMHET RN
FR N ERA D HMM B LRAE R, 72 B0 b, L
BRI EFEER, 8D s BRFE— WU ER 0, Plols)
=1, pid, WA BAREA S RESH XMW A L.

(2) MBI R S (Linear Dynamical System, LDS)

LDS FrR 454 1o 7 1 75 A — >k 25 A i e 1) 35 A B 52
BHEBRRLE. IHEMNREGMF/REEHES. LDS AT
NFEEENESETRBTRRBCR AR EBIEAK
DBN,

LDS 7R AR A VAR R, FOARZSAE B AL 28 B4R 2
BEHIL 1 Bt , S 40 A T 70 R 0 468 7 240 ek 4B % S 4 B » A L AN
T

P(X® | X P)=NAX"";Q (60)

P(O® | X®)=N(HX";R) (61
HAF,A BB XEHHBRBEAN » Xn B, QREXS AL
AV LIRSS I o Xom SERE, H 258 L M LT A
R n X m SR, R £ E 5 WM AR B A 55 3T RS 5
mXm 5,

FF 2R 307 B 48 (Switching Linear Dynamical System,
SLDS)M REE &R ESESTH LA S EBERN RS,
ROETE IR Z B #ATIF KU1
6.2 MFAXRHENEEHEHRE

SHRXRE A MR, RETRIER RS —1
R, SR R ARG R,

6.2.1 #AER

EX 56 SHFBANHESEIFEU, - U BERBEHE
A€ N, fZAFERICY My, B LI

(DR EEES Fa= (B, WUy, ,B, WUy}, B¢
ﬁ/l\ B; (Ui)ﬁ U, €{Ui,,Us } ° @EE U %Q%,‘ﬁ B; B':J§
ORI .

(b)Y CPD P(A|F4).

EX 57 A Mpe. FIMRBIEK E LT HIRER
TR 4E BiPee , © AU, -+, Ue) i N T BB,
SEBBRE y= U w .U bPw) €Tk [A] KER%
HHEEER AW, AWML W RN B(y (BiF BEF4),
A HSEHIE CPD 3 P(A()) | Pas (M),

FMEAE Gilks AR, EREENEER N ERE
MEESHEMET. AERD, IREUR KL, 2FEE
MR ILEAH F ) JB M AR A A R A AR R, “ RV KRR — B F
RXR. BRBERALZD, MREBE A RAEZQ -,
Q WESH, WL AWK SSHEIFE U, -, U X, B
BNMBEERU EHEOQ WX FLRME, AEBANE
AN RUEF T RE MR, MEREMEM.

HEHARER, LF XL REFFE - DRER
47 R Brawe MR T X[ N] ERIERE 5375 .

HRABEA-TEERS, EAR AU, U RK
BTERX A B(Ui1 y "'vUi,e YHBME, K Uil » ""Uik = U,
U W—FIEh . IMARFFERIIAERDTRZ
6] B AR S R 4%

e 13 o



6.2.2 #E&#£ ZAHEA (Probabilistic Relational Models, PRM)

SRR B AR B2 B W S SRR LR,
T T AR I FPBRH] , Friedman 2 AR N TR LR
BERYL10.96097] P S5 | A B He#i (Contingent Dependencies)
BRI (R, FER R R IS 2 M 45 19 CPD o el 4R S s
R 5 LA B A b AT ERf) 1) R,

(D BRI R

EX 58 XEMBE A KL, E CEH KBRS —A
JUEH , B AR AT A

(R ESHBIHE «(FO, EREMBELTEU, —
A TLE E 18 «(Fa)2a(A),

) EDLBEREX T ERBESHIFE «(Fa) E&HE
WBYEE Fi kg XM EBE#RAN.

(ML HE Fa={B,(U),, B, U}, 18548
A B(U)DAE U;Sa(Fa),

EN 59 BEERRER Mppy MR B K FX—0
THBRARE M B M4 Biferv , 4 AU, U N
KEEERREE. WEE eIk [AlL REMEFEER
AP SHEE BEFSUF Ma(Fa) —o(AWIEERIE ¥, 48
B A RIS S REFULER B(rY).,

AR R A TR E A £ 8 B F 3L, PRM
Mgy S84~ A € N B L—E0E B R F— 4~ #E4R CPD.
PRM A (R A0 1 8 SRR R R 4 e A2 719 s (B B AR
XABEAR IR Tl MR RN R B E TR ERME. KR,
KPR BEEEESA—ERTFTREETENTE. AEX
59 AT LUE L, HIEE TR RREZXNPHWEHURRKELR
BIALTT A

QEZM%$iy CPD

HAEMAHE TERREXEH, RREDRRARERXE
EAXREWNFIE, FEFLEEY. BdEXREBTHE
Kr ATLARESX MR, Kr E X THEAEHNRENFHE
GEHEMBEHXEE) FHH Ko REHBHERE .
LYETIFRARAXP B EER AR RR TR
B, AR IZME B 20 E A A FRACT 4. #AE
AR AT LA PR B SR R W 0% FOR T AR SE TRIAL RO RY , 5F
ERHEER TR .

R E TR B XRANNEASGET 2438 PRM
CPD B8Mb e LinjE ., BEARXT SR LGB BEERA,
HAFEERTRA . BT LRy U IR AR K
PR RAPEATERWEMRHAEL, XATUMARE
CPD(Aggregator CPD)E L3, -G CPD A& 4 it
FERBIVEEAHA, ERRAEXT A3 —1 CPD
F1, 48 CPD A P(X| Y1y, Yy, ) ei=1, o, LB —A
E*% CPD P(Xle,; Lo ’Y"il soors Yo seee *Yw', )q:u .

(OHBE T

TEN 60 AR R Merw FYRBAR MR R B, X 48R
WK FEBYEABELE DT AW FAUF WREREHFE
KRB p AN, B U E—KM BEIA BB mL.

B ELRMITEREMSRS TR, 7T U HKE—1
— B RS, K —F kR NE—NRERERIETERK
R RABRAREE . 0 SRR Mgy RO 1B R T3
B AR AH M FFAENMEEREMNSWRETITHE, KA,

e 14 o

Merar BB AR B A 19— DRI R R B B Merw 51 BB
—MEERSERE I,
6.3 EZEFTR

EX 61 &R DR 0] K M 4% (Relational Markov Net-
work, RMN) RAR{EEARAFIE SR T g X, K@ yeT
BE:

(&) SLIE AR AFAE Fr o BB Ny ={A (U),, A,
Wots

(WOAUE w, €R,

EL aNBFEBRXFHH i HU.€alp).

EX 62 4 5%E RMN Mpyy FISTSAELE K, AT LLE XINF
RIREE WA Plrav
(@ MERRHERN [ N];

WX MFERR ye T MENBE y€ Ik la (N,
Piroin 438 —T0 explaw, * f,(7),

BT 348 0 22 TR AR B 3R 0 R A v B B, B sk thy AT
DHEmEHEER R, XEARNEOBEEBERT
Taskar Z AR HE B R R D /RERMLEHELRS S Richardson
1 Domingos 4t —ME T BB AXNWIFERTFE D
JRA] KB R 2] g DR AT KB MR, H B 5
HEREPRERHERAESE. S8 EREREZEARNE
KE LW, BNMARHE — M REXREK, AHERBIS—4
BERMEFEARS , M EREEERHREN.

BE, T ER 77 75 R A F] T X /N R,
Wit B F TWEETEARMBEL /i B AR T
MBI T AR R/ R s, IR/ NI RE 2R 43 70 1 B2
RAAE, B A G R L AR E IR R SR e
FIRRI.

HRIB AUER T AR B R RR 7k L H A
M, MET VA LSRR, F AL T N i %
REY B BRELRMEREY R REA R E TR
FAREBI RN T RIS

BAMBEEE R RIN AT 2 BRI E T E
2% T HE R F LAY (1 20K 77 T A9 R RER Fr i — A R,

(17 BN R, SHMNEESITHEEN SR AW,
IFE NS E R MY KL, L REFEM%HE
e L RR/MELL ., AT AR FUR BT X R e R Rt — A
BH5E .

(2) BAET, 7T LUE N 5 R S50 36 10 P 45 100 8 I 4% %
SEOTEN R EE, B WM R 8UE KR L R B
i+ RN A R EE .

(3)DBN &M RIRT AN RE N TRIESRE B
RENMAEFRES BREELFEF BN ERRARE
AEAFREIE., Bk, 8 FERDBN E2—{I x|, 5
41, DBN F Z LM BB AL, AT X SRR GEE. BR
E48 i 4L DBN, {8 2 KEign FH IRk

(4) S5 36 R SR A HE SR AU T LA XTSI A B R R W
AT E SRR, BBV YRR R E MR e R,
{BRFELS I & ML 3R A 18] R AT S 4 A3 1 A A 28 AL ke 3R
REEARES BRI A YR BRI TR RAES, E
BRS RS HNENSE, B EmE MRS,

GOXF R R BREI TR FIERE THIANE



MR O . R UK TR R SE Bl BT = A R B 4%
SR T IR T R, O AR 7= A AR L S B B e i
TRKMPEE. &L i EMEEREHEE R, WERTF
THRHER KBS, KK B TERAMESHEER, K
TR LR T B, R RSN AR E RN RN
ZHMAREN N SBEANEEENREE. XEEEFF
BE— AR .

(6) = THIMR AUHERIRL, IR T AR TR M ETZE K
FRZAMTER T M —FRFIESIER, RN EHZER
B (Inductive Logic Programming, ILP), E3RFYLZ B K
MEH A E S BB FENL AR . & LBEYLEEUS , 37 LA
EAZEBEFERZER. FEEMNR, WTLUE LEHCRR
FHEEEL S ROk EH R A . BETRE
HRHEE AREEER T 30 A B ISR R g DL TR 4 .
BE, ZRTRITESHBEEGHEREFTRAMN.,
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