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Abstract

Bayesian Statistics is a crucial specialized course in statistics, and posterior computation consti-
tutes a significant component of this curriculum. Existing textbooks primarily focus on traditional
Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) sampling algorithms, lacking discussion of some recently devel-
oped, more computationally effective MCMC sampling algorithms. To address this, this paper ex-
plores incorporating the Hamiltonian Monte Carlo (HMC) sampling algorithm into the course struc-
ture. This aims to enhance the course content’s relevance to current advancements and practical
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utility, while also strengthening students’ practical programming skills. Teaching practice demon-
strates that this initiative has achieved positive educational outcomes, effectively aligning with the
training objectives for statistics professionals in the era of artificial intelligence.
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1. 518

DG R GE i B i — T TR, YENIEZR MG R, N3 T AR B & L SR AR
Peflt Y EEANE . DU Gt i T o [E 22 4R S « DUH-Jifr(Thomas Bayes, £ 1701~1761)H)— s 7EA:
WJE A KRB MR (BE I T 8 KR M) (“An Essay Towards Solving a Problem in the Doctrine of
Chances”). fEIXFEICH, ARFRH T35 4 0 DU A sCOF g DUk ek AR AR . b, BSRA
W hi 7 (P. Laplace) 5540 FRAEH LA B T — 28 3 U TAE, B DUk M ge it 5 v R i 452 52
20 et it G, BEEJEMELS ERIRWT R, DASAE SERR A B B T N, DL SR A
—/MEEERZHM SR

I FH DUt e e v 75 05 1) S BRAE T S 56 40 A BV B, 1T U B 5 43 A A SR i e e R R A ) R
A FIAF U g v 20 s WS e 0 — € MR IE L NI R RN 7%, FERIET 5
K5 5 R Bl R4 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)SEARERI7i2:. SR, BLE B X MCMC SKFESL
T 6 3 B BN 2 LK) Metropolis-Hastings 3%, 1M /b 1 — el KRR SR (1 L T 5% R S 4
) MCMC RFEFEIERIN . KTk, 2B R0 Sk 2250 51 NS 251051 5 7 < ¥ (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo,
HMC)RFE 77 [1] [2], AT BRI gRARAE L, JrsRY™ @SR DU Ge vt 75 T (AR DR AR, $ T S
Hfg. tb4h, BT HMC M CBEIETENLAR 2 S A 2 N, &3 8O N ARSI NP RL T N T8 6
B N =R R TR K.

MR UL ff B R, DU S 36 T8 T i S et . B R BILA R, KTFgititHES
G T L HUERL[3]-[7], AR T DU S 3T R R MG T T R BRI, A SCRR R AESE R E L
AN TR T A

2. NIMATRR T

fE N geit b, S Ao A T I S (SR SR B R (EREN AR &, — DI Seih-HEWT 5 Sit P sk 2
TR SE IR AT, P RO 55 U6 70 A A BT U e v 7 ik 0 e DA A

R X s L OT R, DU IHEBGE SR M S HONES U BEHIAZ &, B RS T vl FH
) £ (x10), Herh 0B A SE, AR E A 7(0), X=X, X, X, ) K EH BRI A
RIREA . AR DU A, O RS IMER L 7 (6| x) Wil R QAT 15

f(x]6)(6)
[, f(x16)z(0)do

7(6]x)= (1)

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2025.1591713 601 HaidtE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2025.1591713
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Heb, £(x10)=TT", f(x10) AR s. b, S35 8 A E IS, 7350 a5 5.
RS BERR 73 B T390 AR5y, I8 MELLURE, Rl R AE S HOy S 4 ) = SO F

Nk, TESEBRN R, B 2 R AT Ok BT BIEMEIR AR . BONE FHIE R, B
U AUAHE T 5 SRR o A A BT PR o SEVREL R 7 SR B BDURE: 3 1 23 A R AR R 5 B AT AL, SRS AE S Mg
WSRO A R K S, a0 FE 0078 2 HEWT AR AL AE I A U5 50 5 B SE 5 30 2 (A1) KL BEE .
ZRTTEIR AR AR B, BT ERUE AR, R AN REORIE T gl RS s
JERA AT o RFE T BRI O AR A BT H S50 A0, i RS (U ) IR B 52 J5 58 7 A (R AR, DL
PEAR TR 2056 A7 200 1) B0 S Ji5 90 90 AT o 2V T A B BRI, 9 L i AR ) MCMC SR
FERE, OITE— B 5 MF T ORIEATA I (1 S 7R o] RAEE R -P AR o A 2 BT R 9 J5 30 0 AT, AH LR SR AR
g o

A DU 37 G5 01 2806 (W SCHR[8] [ONFE R JE 56 /A TH 5L, K2 3 ELLL Metropolis-Hastings % 41 5
FERRENE MCMC RAEHE, filln Gibbs RAESE . HIEQIFT AT 81, X877k BAREE M iR
U, EFEAARMEBOR. thah, WS BB, MH RPN — GO0 T PRI  HE AN B AR . (R, A
BAEHUF P 5 NIRRT, THE R B A R R

3. MBWRGFERERESHFERT
3.1 MEBWMERETFBEREEEEN

WG 1 52 5 R % (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo, HMC)RAE AR T Mt AL T/ 2R NG %0 3l ) R 45
(Hamiltonian Dynamics & Hamiltonian System)#4id . HEA B ZERAE NS &G (EG & 0i8) 1
Ragibf B E, B ASEREERHY, REEE “E1T7 317 R 0E T BT R A3 TAE
ESHUL I Leapfrog s ARSI ™= A2 B IR SR AR A, S5 Jo T SISO 28 L 2 1 K SRR 18 AR i (1R
P, BRSVEINE 1R,

Table 1. (Discrete) Hamiltonian Monte Carlo sampling

# L (BB ETRREFERE
HIE 1 AR E SR RIS (HMC)R A

A BAx, U(0)=—Inf(x]6)z(0), Mn:%HMﬁ,memiﬁs\iﬁL
Wi Bl (0] ) TR 0 S IREERRE (00,00, 01}

PRI 0, te0
TR, B2 R B TR s
MN(O,M) =z 2

i (0%,29) Lle JB KT L2 Leapfrog S50 T H (6,2)=U (0)+ K (2) % (6'2)

A W N

5: LA a(@“), AN z') = min{l,exp(—H (¢,2')+H (9(‘), Z(‘)))} 122 (6,7)

6: BEEZO, ML =0, HML o =g
7: t«t+1

HMC Sk REFIE S A E 2 MEE T 5, X544 MH &5 MCMC HikA A
A HIEMF s Ad TR e R, £—E %M T, HMC BiER AT AIBEVE N — Rk f) MH B3k, o
AT, MEETALS MH 592, HMC 595G 5 E I FRAERUR, Bl T 5 A ik S g e s
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BZWIEAN, HEE IR R . R, EIB SR SRR U SO B ERADS AN R oL T, W%
MM % A TRTRIR Y, K LRI A2 7T 584 (Langevin Monte Carlo, LMC) KA. T 1X—% &,
QR0 I NFENLBE L (0 EAE,  AURT 45 21 B AR DU SR B 22 21T S iz LA 9 SGLD Bi4[10]

3.2. HF/IT5EE

EARAT LLEE— FRFIR ) MH 0%, (2 HMC SRFESRE RIS I A i 51648 MH S5 BORAN T,
PRUHEAS B B E MH SEHESS R BEAT UHR . Rl BB R0 sSE kb R = A E M 5kng, R el
FOEMIE RIS H HMC REESNE, AAE IR BRI S MH BLEIIR R, RN R

EH S H S AR 2N G s 1 RS WU FR LN 3 AL ) SR SRR, X TR
o 75 e 2 R B A R R A AR BHE T 5 2 R R . Bedh, BT I sish /) KRG B 227 5,
SEFHIE oo T DL e Uy R A 2 ) B R R B R, DRG] SR AR R R . AR TR IS S
NAGRIVINRG, BRI TR J7 R IR S R ek md i B AR S L BARTT 5, 2 PR
A2 TR IR HMC RAE, JFHRHE “58R7 KERFEMCR(MMRIL SRR 1), 3D, il
DORAES RS RS, RN R T AR AT B A AR B, TR LR Hh R AL SRS (R
BERRRLVESE), 45 HACR LR Leapfrog 7758, S AT SEPrrh i H A T HMC SR SE (5% 1)

RSB HMC KA A, I T I A4 N, 8T HMC RFESLIL S MH SRR R,
AL @AM T HHE HMC SRAESLAE M FRFIR N MH SBHEAREEE . R BIX 0 e PEEE,
HIFA U EESHL, N SRR , rTUMENIEDEFA R, AR BT A 2R i i 2K

fJe, P HMC RAF ST — S8 PHE, fig AR, IFa e Fevh SR A BB A i i 1 P 3
A5 g AR, Bl LMC SREELLZ 3P SGLD Hik. X M#shiERfLid—mm g
1, BN — M SR P J7 S A B A Y, FERFARIT T TR S e b AT 75 AR AR IR N SE B
RATRU, FREBGE S L.

4. RIFRISEf

FEATT R, B PR I S o m s WS RS R RIS CR, IF 5 LR AL MH S AT
k.

4.1. ERESEE

AR R SCRRBIAIEE 7.7 71, 5 HURAEH Logistic #5204 & 47 S SRR B HEAT 20 b7« ELAREUE
B2 PR, Hdx, Yy GRS T NBTE 1T (BUETE B 0 1) 20) 12 5 A Z AR (L R 2,
0 FX/RTT)o HEILTTEE LU T ¥ Logistic #L7! :

Table 2. The intelligence test scores of 51 older adults [8]
7= 2. 51 LA ANE JIMEE A ER[8]

i X, Yi i %; Yi i X i
1 9 1 19 11 0 37 9 0
2 13 1 20 14 0 38 11 0
3 6 1 21 15 0 39 14 0
4 8 1 22 18 0 40 10 0
5 10 1 23 7 0 41 16 0
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6 4 1 24 16 0 42 10 0
7 14 1 25 9 0 43 16 0
8 8 1 26 9 0 44 14 0
9 11 1 27 11 0 45 13 0
10 7 1 28 13 0 46 13 0
11 9 1 29 15 0 47 9 0
12 7 1 30 13 0 48 15 0
13 5 1 31 10 0 49 10 0
14 14 1 32 11 0 50 11 0
15 13 0 33 6 0 51 12 0
16 16 0 34 17 0 52 4 0
17 10 0 35 14 0 53 14 0
18 12 0 36 19 0 54 20 0

. 1 .
y; ~ Bernoulli(8,), 6, s CTTE i=12,-,54.

B ( Sy, ) 11559
By ~N(uy0%), j=01
Hep, 4 =0, of NIRKMIER(IN 10,000), 1F (5, B,) M550 T A B 6% .
fEERERT, KT (B, B) WER A KRN
7(Bo Bl V)= T (Y1 By ) 7 (Por )

54 eﬁo+51><i Vi 1 Vi (ﬁo —Hy )2 (ﬂl B lu’.l.)2 (2)
oc Hil[l_,_eﬂf”ﬂlxi ] (1+eﬁo+ﬂ1xi j exp {— 20_02 - 20_12 .
A0 LB 5, LBEEFT MCMC SR Sy B (74 L 2.

42, WHHEHHR

ARSCAE R 3 T8 1 HMC REESIE XS =) WP 10 5 36 A A kAT 15, P CRFE R Leapfrog 1%
REPP KA £=0.05, ERXEE N L=20, FH5THRBIH 7.7 TEHE 4 M MH RFEEIEAT 15
oo Brfa 77238404 T 60,000 VCRFE, FEEURSE 12,000 ANSRAE 85U 063 5 56 43 A a4k .

B LRI 2 S5 T ARFTIE SRR B, BFEIEAUE I o fsos B E B fTUUEH, HMC R
FERNLLZ T IERS 73 A AT AT I MH SRFE 5 36 7045 B 7 B 2 BB U Y e e, SR I RUF R
FERLAR . RTHCIX RO G5 A HUR B, FTRUE e HMC SRR 1S 31 1 B R A AR BE 2D o AR
5, & E MH KREAMY) - Gibbs SREEMIZCRTEZE, 1HiBENLIES) Metropolis SKAE IR B2, 1X AR
598 A BT T LLE .
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Figure 1. The scatter plots of the approximated posteriors by different MCMC sampling algorithms
E 1. AR MCMC REFFEEFEIMEMNEE S HE<E
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Figure 2. The histograms of the approximated posteriors by different MCMC sampling algorithms
E 2. TR MCMC REREEFEIMEMNEE S TESE

Bl 3 S 4 g — DI AR B AR A P SR X LU R 7 iR AU SicRe e . T RAE H, 7E 5 R,
HMC SRAF I 55 /D (R RAE BOR RT A3 [ 35 (EA 2R 9 P AR RIS, R R AR Wi stk - ARz
F, LZIUIES AN MK MH RAEERIZ 7 MH SRR S i T, TRl sh Metropolis
KFEAIY) Fi Gibbs SR E . MFEA AR T LA, BEALTF 3 Metropolis SRAF £ 8L — & 151k,
W HR AR IR R AR DR M, X REAE X S B AT (R TS b BT A S BB B« #E3X — s, HMC
RFFIIRIURSE, HREARRARRAH 2P HE MRS

MBS RATUE . HMC RAERNEIRAS T B RERFEEER, R T4 48 MCMC Sk i 5

BEHLI IMHFEA B 12 ES EMHFEAR 42 VI Gibbs A 4% ZICIESRBAMAIMHPE A2 HMCHf A 12
10 10
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Figure 3. The sampling paths of different MCMC sampling algorithms
[ 3. IN[E MCMC REFEZRIHRREEZ
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Figure 4. The ergodic means of samples by different MCMC sampling algorithms
4. R[E MCMC R B AN AR IIE

5. BEHR

£ H 2021 SETTIR, Keis HMC SRFESEE 8 I gt HRIE 2 5, BT 22 5 UOTiR. M
FRAFEE, AAEXZI D WA BRI R ROy 78 70 B AR i SR IS [ . PR S
JRELE, EHESNHE 4 TR, JERARTHREUR, IRIE R R STELE u SE ARl dr 22 A SE
RFE, SRR LALLES 4.2 W RORHITF A RN “S 587 RIIERMAELIN LM S 5. &3 4t T H
FRCLKR, X TR SCIUE O. WU, K 224 B ST SEBDF s AT 5%, 1 2/5 LA
AR R T EONHE R BRG] 5 Sl T Lt A TS BIRCRAE A R . WTRAE Y, X EEREESS
REE 1~4 RoRias BB BARTIE, T HMC REEFVAR U LS 1 RIFRIRUR .

FEA BRI 10 3 0 FERFAZS, A1,
8 25 0 ]
6 i ; 15
) 03
2 3
3
- - 1
01234567 To1234567 T e v —
:
S wpg, 10 s pistp,
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 0 O
o x10° 0.05 ol
B A BRI A -0.1 2 -
0.15 02
FEARPEALIE 0.2 ’
6 025 1 03
3 -0.3| —_—
; 0. 0.4
3 Y201 3456701234567 % 2 s 6 Yo 2 T 6
2 rrsmarE " Ewamerm e X108 JRRTY
<1 2500 28 250022 gy FEATIIIE, | AT
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Figure 5. Example results obtained by students
5. 4 LI RIRA
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Table 3. Overall student completion status of the HMC programming assignments since first teaching
Fz 3. IRIRLUREETER HMC RIZSERAE A AI1ER

BREN HIRNHL R STIPN | A7 S G A5 R RTIPN 2 R AT L)

2021 31 15 48.39% 9 29.03%

2022 27 18 66.67% 14 51.85%

2023 17 13 76.47% 9 52.94%

2024 22 13 59.09% 7 31.82%

2025 15 12 80.00% 8 53.33%

ait 112 71 63.39% 47 41.96%
6. Lh5iE

ASCERDE T LE DU B e v R AR 20 51 NG %5180 52 K5 < 7% (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo, HMC):KA$, LA
S B0 20 AR AT B A 2 S B . AR T AL 48 MCMC SRS, HMC SRR 3119 1 RSk A g B i
ST FARRRPRAS, HIHCRAES BN TR0 AR M DA s A8, I 7 78 SEbr /b R4 i 82
1. WG, Ko AR MR F BRI SR 12500k, 4022 A Re fd /0 g 72 52 8 R 3
PAFREFMITH AR BHAAGE, 51N HMC KRR sl DU SRR 5 SRR R ITIR IR, 1T
FENAERSEAYE, FRA BT B R SE RS TR 7y, A HE R TR AR R NG BN R R

wK.
E&ME

AW FAF B E XK AR RS TH (95 12471485) 151 8.
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Mt R

AP S VEAIA 230 B SR R RV R PR SRE, AN IE SRR 72

Al WBETNHERS

W B 5] 17 % 48 (Hamiltonian Dynamics ¢ Hamiltonian System)skys ¥ FE rh (i ra 25 /727, i |
oy T REH (Ve BT FEL) 25

dg, _oH
dt  op, (AD)
dp,__oH’
dt  ag,

Forb, q=(0 -, 0,) N EREFR, p=(p, - p,) A EZNEERE, H(q,pt) MBI, R H
K@ﬁmﬁ%uMﬁHmmy:HmmyﬁmLWﬁ%%mﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁ%%m%;w,wHaﬁ%%

AASM), PR A DR BB P RS a . BhAh, EWLUER, XHTEEs, Mgt
T.:(a(t), p(t)) > (a(t+s), p(t+s)) — W, HE2 U RGREXLT R ATIHK,
— P S R R IR G B R R SRR TR 4R
H(q.p)=U (a)+K(p). (A2)

Her, U(q) (UL E mE e, RN RGEMADRE FIO%HAE: 1M K (p) (X dhish&E mE e, b
RN A GAE SRR T IBhRE. £EJ5 30, B %I R S50 5 2 W 35 1 552 4 R 0 SR SR [ ) it ik
it

A2, BRI

WA 1 RAE NG REEEE I L HE R R, BB NG R fAE R, B2 RGORS K
(q,p) BIEREHLA &, 0 AT AR 55 G0 At 5 (R 2500 ) 38 SR GUIRAS A 26 43

P(a, p)=%exp[—MJ, (A3)

Hrp, Z BAEE ERAS AN MEERFE)RH—LERRE T, T ARGHEESH. #—PBH AR
(A, FFIRT =1, WA

P(a,p) =%e><p(—U (a))exp(-K(p)). (Ad)

I ELTT DA 6 T g 93 200 A1
P(q) < exp(-U (a)). (AS5)
S W R R B TR W 5 ) 7 R G AR RS A=Ak 1 FURR M, 7= ok 1 DL A5 36
DEIRER . S E, DRSS RO B R q, PO & (s R R p, %

i

U(0)=-In[ f(x]0)x(0)], (A6)
AT R0 5 03 )1 ARG T RS FT B B 0k B T HARIE 84045 7(0] x) « Hiuk, Al
I 5 i 524 1 1% (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo, HMC):RAESVE, H— bR REAT AN 455 F—0RAE
PR RRE 2 0 R BN A B s i 2 BRI EE H (0,2)=U (0) + K (2) (GEth U (0) Fast(A6) 4
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H) Bl E MG B W) ) RGE T, %Hﬂ%ETT{’EﬁH?( ) f)%’ﬁf%%‘ﬁﬂ’]@%ii%#ﬁ(e' '), EIJEEI( ) )tlj
R e S U5 R AL P E LR T RTE B D K s BﬁFﬁrﬁ%yﬂ%i AR 5 S W A2 75 Tﬁx@%ﬁiﬁ

(6,2'), FBZWAHIREES O =0, B4 0™ =00, [N E36 2 . RS LR R, K(2)
m%ﬁﬁm%m%ﬁ%%,ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁmﬁmﬁ_uim%ﬁz
K(z):%zTM‘lz, (A7)

XFERTEARH IR R 2~ N (O,M ) o SRR, AIgE— K MU A R 2 B A R, DL 5
RSy

R HMC RFEE REnT 45 vk AL, STk, AW AREVI . ook, BEAKBLT, BiLE
4 ATHIPAT 7 B L B ARSI R, BISREM & iy FR AL, XS — R AT, I ERATTR
F ALRRON “HEAR HMC SRAE” o sy, X — DR EH T E S i, M S8R —/ 2
PR “EEU HMC SREE” o Hok, BRARMESLT, ARIEGEEE H 1AM, 5 5170 e L2
Rhr BN 1, (HESBUCEIEE, X —MREATEN 1. FL L, EEHUEET, X—MEARR L
R4 Metropolis-Hastings (MH) 5072 2 M3, 1% — FURHESE Ad 5 — 1R (3 AL).

Table Al. Ideal Hamiltonian Monte Carlo sampling

= AL BB IR
S AL BRIR S IISRS R (HMC)R A

ﬁ)u*?&X,U(@z—Mf@d@ﬂw),K(ﬂ:%fM4z
Wit Bl (6] ) PR 0 1 IREERRE (00,00, 00,

PR 00, te0
HETHLE, HEDREEDFRRE
WA (0M) s 2

M(0,29) th AT s 11 R 45 H (6,2) =V (0) + K (2) % (6'.7)

AW DN

5: LA a(&“’, W.e.7)= min{l, exp(—H (0',2')+H (9(‘), Z(‘)))} k%% (0,7)

6: iz, ML =0, HML oY =g
7: t«t+1

A3, EHULIS R B ARFRIERAE

YT BT e 0, e S AR AL B AR TSR, DRI S 1 AR (058 4 AT JCiERS AT, 7 B
MBUE FEIAT B BTl F BRI 77 R AT B B A 7 VR R R, BV — B 22 70 X ik
SrHEATIEAL, A4S TR ?EB’J%Z{E%HM)% SR Eﬁﬂiﬁk[l]ﬁ!ﬂﬁﬁn“ B, Wk BB RS LA IR
ToVE R RAER R . Bk, JEEAEH Leapfrog FASHTIEAL, HitHAR T

z@+%j:z@+a_g4_gvu(mbﬂwum
O(t+le)=0(t+(1-1)&)+eM" z(t+|28) , (A8)

le) &
z(t+le)= (t+ 5 j—EVU (9)|g:6(t+le)
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W, e NEIERIBK, 1=12, LNIEAUEE, o(t)=0", z(t)=2".
¥ Bk Leapfrog Il S H T-500% AL, BRI A5B|SEBRH 8 A HMC KA, RIIESC 3.1 5 i 502 1.
A.4. 5 Metropolis-Hastings BE X R
IR B SRS RIS R EIRE LSS0 MH BEE BORX A, HIAR o] DUBVE— PRk ik i)
MH 8k, F58 b, 75 MH BIEMW AT, 4 E i — 2R (H(T), z(f)), D15 36 A5 456 52 WE 23 W DAl
T

f(o, z’)r(e(r), 290, z’)
(09,2702, 2

Horb, f() ROM 2 BRE AR L, r(-]) AR ATRIOMERE . P, AR E— /5
e, EREEEERIERERET, BAMT

(A9)

a(e(f), g, z’) =min{1,

f(6,2)oc exp(—H (6.2)). (A10)

1M £ T 1534 5 (0, 2') Rl ot s £ Leapfrog ﬁ/iﬂa( z(T))ﬁLEEB’J(Tﬁﬁ L 5 Leapfrog i%
1JC)§?%'=§'JEI‘])§?9(6’E’),Z([)), Eﬂ 0'=6", 2=2"), BN

r(e',z'|9<f),z(’>)=5(9'—9§f))5(z'—z<;>)=1, (A11)

B q(-|-) e M i 7 L 2D Leapfrog 3548, T7EMLM AR,
( T)Ig' ) (9 f)_ngL))é‘(z(f)_zgfL)):O’ (A12)

AR A (0',2') 48T L 2B Leapfrog %ﬁ}ﬂ%ﬁﬂ@f’),z({)), ﬁ‘ﬁﬂF(&"),z(f)), N5 B 2 1
%a(e( 29,02 ) fHA 0. HENHE Li—miB, R 2 5 4 7R 3MRIE S (0, 2) Xt 2 34T )
MBI, B4 2 =-27, Bautnt, TR (0, 2) BRI R TR, TR

r(a',z'|9(”,z(f>):5(9'—9<f))5(z'+ z(T))zl. (A13)

I, T8 isl /) R4 5 St Leapfrog IERARI TR, di(6,2') HIR#4T L 2 Leapfrog ik (5K
310, 20), Wi
r<0(r), z(r) | @ ZI) — 5(6(T) _6(7))5(2(7) _ Z(T)) =1. (A14)

¥ (AL3)FI(AL4) 7 N3 (A9) & T 15 31
a(0%,29,60',2') = min {1, exp(~H (¢/,2)+H (0, z“)))}, (A15)

552 2 AR E 2. B, £ ERWATT, @4 BBUSH HMC REESEIERUE —Mk:
BRI MH 53%%. tesh, T 2 HILAE H (0, 2') i IR AR 7, SR z'iﬁﬁfif’ﬂ%’éf’ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂl’ﬂH(H’,z’)
MITHRAR, I BAFUCRIE G R DR B0 0 BORAFSE R, SR FIE DT ISR v I AN 7R B S b St 12 7]
#AF.

A5, HR—IZ IR RIE R

H1 T HMC RAE SR AL R AR AT £ 0 Leapfrog i54X, [AILAHLE T2 i) MCMC 5%,
H oD AN o i N SAR YT, S8 RO B AR 75K, TN HMC SRFESIE AT R L. R
WIS, FHERD R R AT — 2 Leapfrog JAX, XAEIU(A8)H HUEE = AT AR L ZE, IR &
7= AL R AT f 4G
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2
9’:H(T)—%M’1VU (.9<’>)+e|vr1z, 2~ N(0,M). (A16)

BB, AM =1, FREEERES O, AR 0 R T IR R A I R
2

o =g —%vu (69)+e2, 2~ N (0,1). (A17)

BB N BA 2 75 52 4% K % (Langevin Monte Carlo, LMC)RFE. EIRFIEL HMC SKFE, % RFESIERIHE
RO, (HHAPERCRN B E T S b, R REAR En U@ LL VU (0) Atk/ME H b5,
X O BEAT R BN S BORR FE R B, BT A BRI — B S, T RIS AR s R B 264 R i
HAR K. IEREETIX %8, Welling 55 A\[10]3F— K BENLEL 1 BAE ]I LMC SRFE, 45t T SGLD &
B, ZEVEENLER SRR, BT Ok DR B A S TSR e SR —
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