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HNPOa
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SRS IRI I DL T4 Y — e, IRENLS R A EEXT P g7 Dirichlet 3372 (DP)S)) DI
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‘B2 BTN S AT A —FEES R ek, $RALEIE 20 483K, i TiHRBARmK
R EACT R, AR DU iR B4, X DP (ISR A2 T HIEFARA )

DP MR R A ELl =B —& 1973 4£& 1995 4. X MErE DP #afF5E
TEEPTHIRERIRER, BT . REEATIRS N TE. Ferguson®-2%, Black-
well F1 MacQueen®—6!, Antoniak?!, Korwar fl Hollander[®¥, Lol%3] Doss/*6—17], Pitman/30—81],
Sethuraman!®7~88) ¥R I fFE ] T BB 5THk. —SEET IR ML R R
w0 R 355 6T Se e T DU R AR 2 1995 AFEE 1999 4R, XAKY
B FE TERET FRIT@BMINAN BT HINGE. MM S /R AT REZFRIE (MCMC) HAR
TESHHEII G, 2T DP M AES UM S 281 T 78RR Z MV . X A5 4R
F Escobar?3=24 Escobar fil West[25], West % 98] MacEachern®#, Bush 1 MacEachern!®!,
Neall™™, Dalal™ 45 A\BYSE SR LAE. $E=MBUZ 1999 FEHH, XM B EESEPTLZEM
&k DP fBFFTRIN A . A4 DP BFFTATLIEHIE Cifarelli Fl Regazzini™V) § TE, (HEIESE 2@
FFI %A% 25 MacEachernl®~66 ji%% ;. HEANERME, £ (1) DP M REREN —EY
AT DP G, T HIE 22X DP By NAESCER. XN 5 MNANEORT M 22 i 5
PRI AR LA T B

AL FEXT DP SBlAE—A AR Wl BRey=E ., LR, DP &FEfy, A%
DP st BRI A AR AR B AR A g B R HE TIE AN, TR IR B R SR BB A —20 i
At WAMIET DP g+ USRI BRI A R, A SCFF5 10 i T M —MEZ A1 R %L
F, BAARB I ERZR I N BRI 0, FREREP T 2« iy Dirac ME; 2 P #YFE
AR X BRAEREIG IR AR AERR IR ). S T 2R B, AT e BBk R
T

1 Dirichlet 3% (DP)

URAL (1) FiY P ONBERLL M AT RRRL, R4 P SEF T — P BUE T [0, 1] 250 LRFENLIL 2.
IR, ARBEAZEE] X = {21, 20, -+, wm} HERE, I ERAERMRDMMG P S22t p = (n1,
P2, pm) = (P({@1}), P({z2}), -+, P({am})) RHAE. WOES, P oSl A T HpL A& p
HISEE . Xt p BYSEHR g — 1 A AREFERARYE Dirichlet 5347

p ~ Dirp (o, 0, -+, o0m) (0 > 0).

HEERE, P 522l o = (01,00, -+, aun) KAMRYE Dirichlet 23 EHE. W3R X AIFIEAT]
B, Watse 2 Bt FHARGESFENENX. L 28 X B o- 3. o) H (X, B) L—1F
FRAEZ A A FR A AN . FREEHLERE {P(A) : A € #} J5— Dirichlet 13#2 &R P ~ D(a)), &
M X BERARARIS {Ar, Ao, Ay} (m EN),

(P(Al)a P(AQ)a U aP(Am)) ~ Dirm(a(Al)a 04(142), U aa(Am))- (2)
MRS ¢ = a(X) (> 0), Fo(+) = 254, MBith P ~ D(cFy). B4R, (2) #5917 DP S8
BRI, Ferguson) JEI T E—RE NS, (X, B) LGRS 42 EAErE—

MERDAAMEL 7, FEAHAREEITR ik (2) ARG . I, AR5 LR, D(cky) &
TEBRZE Dirichlet 3Ai (W [28], WFIEE S WERE 2.9).



5% B0, XIR%2: Dirichlet 2R R HBFFTERE 643
HGAEY: MR P ~ D(cky), WXTAET A, B € 2,

E[P(A)] = Fy(4), D[P(A)] = FU(A)(ClJ:lFo(A))

_ Fo(AB) — Fo(A) Fo(B)
c+1 '

)

Cov(P(A), P(B))

XFEA, 7E DP 565 T, P (yALOALENLT Fo. R, Fo FTRAEVERXT P 458 <R 80,
MBRRESIAT; T ¢ [JKBRT P ESSHEA L Fo PESRE (c MOMEESIRESH): Y4 c — +oo
b, PiR4EA Fo.

$E D(cFy) B4 P %R, —PMEXEREL R A it

FIE 1.1 % P~ D(cRy), A% P, X1, Xa, -, X,, NKH P WHSLRESATRESR, 1] P
SOVEE i)

P| X1, X5, -, X, ~ D(c"F}), (3)

Hrr

C n
Fo(- —Fn )
0()+c—|—n ()

()=ctn, F()=

% F(x) = P((—c0,z]) A P MYHIMTREL R 1.1 B H THHBURT F 8RS

Ve e X,
n

c+nF0(x)+ C_’_nFn(x). 4)

A (4) —FEWARRL: 24 n - oo B, F(2) 1 Fu(x) £, TiRHR (KiE—EHHET)
WS Xi BELSEAMAT: 53504 ¢ = oo B, F(z) = Fo, BSHTEII 2 AR LR L5
fy; T ¢ — 0 B, DP JEliBAb H ToAE B IGH, JE F(2) = F, (), BAZIBISRIESEEMTE
2P, B e D 2

FIE 1.207 Xy, Xs, -, Xu|P~ P, H P~ D(cFy). % X; WESERATN Go, N

1) & n — oo, W D(c*Fy) —w

2) % ¢ — 0, M D(C"FY) —w D(F).

TEEREEATE T, ¢ MtBRAHIEE, FAYEHBELRS F (GRRE. X E&FHA
[FIBELY. B4, Escobarl! ZICKE ¢ FEHILIFRLAB SIEES A Un~t, n° n,n?); Ishwaran
1 Zarepour*! BRIFHLE T Gamma 434F; Kleinman Al IbrahimBY @i VEHBUKEE ST, 4038
% 02 gl BRI A HE A I BVENDR R 2 ¢ HO1E.

WAk (X, B) EIrEMRINERM— S M, H84 Dirichlet 1 F2rifFHY ok
THREEH L KYE? Ferguson®®! $§ 1, 768 SR LT, D(cFy) BB NTEXT Fy 4xHE
i (B Fo ¥EH) MR BTE & . FRAHE, XY (X, B) AMKIRZE R HAES M 13
T AT R RS W SORZIE I, U supp(D(cFy) = {Q € M : supp(Q) C supp(Fop)}. B, 24
supp(Fo) = RY B, D(cFy) SZHEEREN M. XK, DL DP i AERARE > bR 5502
IGE=1:08

KA, {5 DP #REILH N B —. $H52 1, DP 85 N P RYSEBLE S B HEE
AT (WASSCHTERE 1.3 FIERE 1.4). BHEAT41, BE8EH DP G — RIS A1 R E S

F(z) = E[F(2)| X1, Xa, -+, X,] =
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NEERY. AR X PR AT Al LUTIIRIZHE AR AS sl ity <R, XX TR prAs iy S B At

T —FsE A BRIk
1.1 DP BRI

AN, A FR4E Dirichlet 5347 A IR A T SLHY Gamma FENLR R 5 EATRHY L.
B, # Yj ~ Gamma(aj’ ) @G=12-,m) Hsz (aj jgﬂ%;ﬁté%ﬁ)v m

XY

TEBR4E DP Sel A AR FRE: PRSI A Gamma W #2 5 HARNE “F1” BYLL.

R, 4

~ DlI‘m(Oél, Qg, - 7am)-

N(z)=—c /OO exp(—y)y 'dy (0 <2 < 00). (5)
T XHEILFS { Ty k=1,2,- - }:
P(J1 < @1) = exp{N(z1)},
P(J, < xn|Jn-1 =2n-1,-+,J1 =x1) = exp(N(zn) — N(zn-1)) (0<xp < Tp_1).

i%, Jp>Jy >, as.
FIH 1.3 AR EIPS T,

P('):Zchszk(')ND(CFo)a (6)
k=1

ol Zy, i A Fo(-), an HRENUBUIL g = =2

WMRA F(t) Ky P XPIASATEREL, B8 1.3 B F(t) = 2~ ~ D(cky), HH 2, Hyfl
VIR Gamma MR Z; ~ Gamma(cFy(t),1), Zo = limy_,o0 Z; ~ Gamma(c, 1). XEH=HR
FRZE Dirichlet 4341 i TCFRAEAL AR AS.

Sethuraman(®™ 431 T DP S58e A4 —FE A A MR, SCBRHFRA stick-breaking #4
ST XFERREEN DP SRS, R DP MR T AT EH.

EH 1.4 (Sethuraman®7) ¥ {Z,,}50_,,iid. ~ Fy, {Vi )55y, did. ~ Beta(1,c), HFHHM
4

m—1
™ :Vh 7Tm,:‘/m, H(l_W); Tt (7)
=1
ny
P(): Zﬂ'm(SZm(')ND(CFO)' (8)
m=1

REHUAL (7) B — BRIt 8 Vi, BVEFZHET IRAREHUAL ), A0S TR ERAHE
HIBET IR Tl AXEREL, VN €N,

N N

1= = (1= V).

m=1 m=1

T =R HLE, X PN AT LB IR Halmos(49) | Freedman!31 | Fabius27), Connor il Mosimann'2, Kingman[50]
AHITAE.
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HRAE =B S R B, AR Y T =1, as.

BEFLAL (7) A1 (8) Wka G XA FE TR 1 REA LA By 77 CHES ], I Je & HAAR. Ak
(8) " {qm} BIZHATREHR AT A S HL ¢ 1Yy Poisson-Dirichlet 434 (I Kingman [50]), M4 (9) H
BEHLAL 434 B Ewens 261 D) Griffiths, Engen F1 McCloskey B T644: © = (1) ~GEM(c).
REWZELRARE, PitmanBl T ARER S (size-based permutation, I, McCloskey [70])
BT BHMERR, TEAHET #—22 W, Pitman [81].

FeRAarFr =, P 5ERi s 2 MFEUEE {0} B (Vi) FUETER {Z,,} WERE MK
Wi, XFRTCRRYEMRT P A SZ AR I A LB i JE R E A, —FioReg 2k
FBRLEATIERL, W Sethuraman F1 Tiwari [88], Doss [18], Muliere f Tardella [74], Gelfand
1 Kottas [32], Ishwaran fl James [44], Ishwaran F] Zarepour [48] 4§.

H DP ByRRIEEIA[1S P #iZ s

,:EEE 1.5 (Ferguson[%l) ¥ P~ D(cFy), B (z), o(x) K (X,28) b Fo- uJfRe%k, N

Y(P) = fxw dz) < 00, a.s.;
> E[y(P)] = Ep, v < )
Dly(P)] = 2,
>C<w< H(P), p(P)) = Sl D22,
1.2 e

DP (AT, 24K B FENUER A P IRENLEEAIARR A0 (M P FR4Y) PR
HI T7E DP 555, P WSEBUE A B BUM, X FBORA P WA TR <45, HBEMiEE
SRR R Fy e DU B 7 e, B A I S AR R 28 B T B R BUIR AL

EIE 1.6 (Polya prediction) # P ~ D(cFy), H X1, Xa,---, X,|P, iid. ~ P, N

XINFOa

c+1 ’

cFo+ Y ox,
c+n-—1 '

X7L|X17X2) o aXn—l ~

Blackwell fI MacQueen!! #rFE5 (9) 4 Polya urn JE5. B2 TAEZRILBHIL Polya urn
R HE—25H, MacQueen f1 Blackwelll®! $EB] T 415 —4 %5 {X,.} /& Polya urn 551, 4

CFo(-) + X35 () moge py
c+n—1 T
H P /24~ DP. X SR 53— BEZIim DP.
R (9) BEAY (X1, Xo, oo X, } FHATSCHHE, UL,

cFo + 3 p 1z 0
c+n—1

AR AT (10) TEAES BT T SR RIS TR & MCMC fiie it B e
A, T Kuol®!, Liul6?l, Escobar?¥, Ecosbar fil West[25 28 A i) T/E.

(10)
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EH 1.6 o[ AFAATER “HEIEFN” (Chinese restaurant rule, W, Aldous [1], Ishwaran &
[45]) Skfifid: BRik— N EIETT BRI Z AR B, HERETFENIABAR. BLIE
& (Xi) FREA. BN (X)) Y —KER, $ AN (X)) DR 5 43
—MEARE R, TR 5 B, Ml TE ARREEAE (X, X, -, X}
BIARRE, F—NREN X, SR, X T TREEN 4 —PMREAE IR
(cluster).

EXHEHLAL R {Dy:n € N} Dy =1 3 i=2,3,--,

D — {o, IR Xy = X5 MBA G (= 1,2, i = 1);
1, &
AR, D; JEIRATAAEHR TR, & D(n) = 2201, Dy Fmul n DWIE (X1, X2, -+,
X} PRI (LT ABRTE. 3C X[, X5, Xp) TR X0, Xa, -, X, RAE
28 (FEAHHRET).
EHE 1.7 (Korwar fil Hollander®™) ¥ LRl 5 T, ik Fo AEEHET, N
(i)

c
PD;=1)= —— T =1.2..--
( 3 ) C+’L— 17 ? » <y ) 1,
H D A ERST;
(ii) P(D,, = 1,i.0.) =1, H D(n) — o0, a.s., % — ¢, a.8.;
(111) éﬁ% D(”)v Xfana e 7XB('IL) ~ Fo,
(iv)
Yo X
W = po = ER, (X), as.
(v) (Antoniak[)
k
P(D(n) = kle,n) = "5, (11)
Cn

/E\:EP nQk ﬁ An(m) = J,‘(J? + 1) te (37 +n — 1) = 01T + na2-172 + 4 papx” EF' P E/‘J/%ﬁ
(nal = (TL - 1)'; nln = 1)7

[n] [(c+n) cle+1)-(c+n—1), n=12---;
C = =
I'(c) 1, n=0.

ZREHG, 7 DP e~ R P REHOM, (HME ARG TS, AT ARER
M (A E AR TR Wle) BT REEERE). 55N et m

" c n—+c
ED(n)ZZc—i—i—l %clog( - );

i=1

PLE D0 b o BRRAG TR XA o Mot (R X0 W WLIECE) BT —LE, I

log(n)
Liu [62].

75, Wl (11) XS5
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HHB ¢ ~ Gammal(a, b) (a,b > 0), L XHEHIAE 1 ~ U0, 1], W AT LAERA

cn, k ~ Gamma(a + k,b —logn), nlc,k ~ B(c,n).

SO TRIES R ¢ 75 MOMC ke s| ZEEEE e (1 [25)).
Antonikal?) XIFEE P #OBEANE T TRE SIS, K991 T HRLREA T4 R A i
. FERl, 4

ma ARRER I 1K,

K N A k21l »/ﬂ’

{(leXQ; e 7Xn) S C(mlva’ e ’mn)} — ’:ITLQ I TI—J{EFAIEH Jl_, 2 U\
mpy /I\Z:IEHE‘%IEHF)E n Yj_’\

RFEREAT 2 R IRAERDRI Ry A 1 ARAWETES i D, HE
2 MENWRETFECH mo A, KUK (B 2 HREAREN X H). B8R, YL imi = n,
D(n) =37 m;.

EH 1.88 & P~ D(cky), H Fy BT & X1, Xo,-++ , Xa|P ~ P, M

n| le +mo+--+my
n .
[Tz, i (ma!) clnl

HEHH, P(D(n) = klc) U (12) MR S0 my = k MFTE 2 BIBERAL.

WA Q(z1,22,- - ,xn) H DP TFEA Xy, Xo, -+, X, WERGSATREL, Mk &2 1.6 7
H, Q KT R™ LAy VUKIIE A" a1 5. RMFRHAEMRLEZ R RY (K < n), WTE Fy BEEREL
fo(z) HIZRET, Q WIMEZRS B s BUA it B =

FINAUREATE (FEANET) M5 2 P ={p,.py, - ,Pnt & {1,2,--- ,n}
B—RI5r, ex = #pp A% pr BIHE, m = n(P) = #P. RER, —H P AT »n MHF
H— DB TR, m = n(P) BREREANWEREE, e RFEXFTETENEENE NS
Xi=X; BHY i, € pp MIEADk=1,2,--- ,m {L.

FIE 1.9 (Antoniakl) #% X1, X5,---, X, |P ~ P, P ~ D(cFy), A dFy(z) = fo(z)dz H.
EEF WIE Rp, p,.p, £ (X1, Xo, -+, X)) BERGHERECH

e T ey — Do(a)

clnl

(12)

P({X1)X27" : ;Xn} S C(m1)m27” : )m")|c) =

; (13)

p($1,$2," : ;mn) =

Hdt {23} w20, 20 BIRFEICE.
EOWNRE R RS TR A, N EE 2.5,

LS i
S H}"{*(q — !
c n
FkFR: n AR B ATENLE, T4
n(P)
plar,es, - walP) = [T fola)

J=1
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MEWRE n DEE LR F SR, T, bR & H R R BT AFRR

p(xlvx%" : ;xn) - ZW(P)p($1,$2," : 7$n|P)’
P

XESRFEN {1,2, -, n} MEFARID TS, #—2HE0 e 2.4 FEHE 2.5.
2 DP #YJLFHh3E e
2.1 ;&4 DP (MDP)

DP A RS AT B R A LA AT I — PSR e BOA R, B P ESEAAAR AL, X PR
REF ARV SAARMNBE, XFEFRA DP. Antoniakl? F 1974 424 DP H1fly ¢ f1 F,
W NHARINSEE co B Fy, FFEHSET 0 —ER H(0), B TIRE DP; HAEZMELR NHF
T DP FHEAPMEERARIGT R, 58] T —HHELR.

FEREHIR, W (X, B) NEEARZE], (0, Beo, H) WMEZM]. as(-) K © x B LARRIE
FHEBRATIEEBMEE. 7R (X, B) EHREYERAMGNE P G538 oo MRS H 1)
MDP, ieh P ~ [o D(ag)H(d0), &XFTF X @afilki4> {B1, Bo, -, B} C B, KX TAEMEY
0<w1,y2," ,ym < 1,

P(P(By) < g1, - ,P(Bnl)Sym)zfeF(yl,--- cymlao(By), -+ s co(Bum))H(d8),

,\EF' F(yh - 7ym|049(Bl 7049( m)) 7@ Dlr(aé(Bl) 049(32) e ( m)) E/J%!if ﬁ%ﬁ@@(
B, & co = ap(X), Fo(-) = % @ol) WFieHK P~ [y D CaFe H(d9), B35 B
FERINHHTER: P|0 ~ D(coFy), 0 ~ H
GHRYL Ferguson 25 T B4 DP, 4 Antoniak 3Zfr g X T —ji% DP: {D(ap) : 0 € O},
FEHEIR H B4 P Ry5ESe. ¥ Ferguson S5 A %@Jﬁﬁﬁ(%ﬂﬁ( BIFr152] MDP 2%
DRSS, BU, 3 P ~ [, D(coFy) H(dB), L X|P ~ P, Il VA € 2,

P(X € A) = / Fo(A)H (d9).
C]

KR X gysbrarfiise {Fy - 0 € O} 1 H fECT4 (RG240,

MDP TEAES RN b ib A8 2. FISERE 1 T 202 N A P y)ed
PRI, ‘ERY] MDP St L RA I

EIE 2.1 (Antoniak?®) B (6, Bo, H(-)) MAEIFMEZN], P Ny (X, B) LFIREHMI
H MEEBNE ao(-) # MDP. (¥, By) A&, F(-[r) & X x By FRBBRNE. W
RX RA P EFEAREY 1 FEA (B [X|P.0] ~ P, B [Y[P,X, 0] ~ F(-[x)), W

[PlY =y] ~ D(ag + 0,)H (dz,db]y).
X X0
HAo H(dz,d0y) FH F(y|z), oo, H SLRPEERFEBERIG, ao(-) +6:(-) K (X x O) x
HIFERSIN .
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SEH 2.1 HPFEFIRTEE: —MSERE B AR, 5 —FTEREAHE Y. T
B —, W&

X|P~P = [P|lY =] N/ D(cFy + 6,)H(dz|y),
X

Y|X, P ~ F(ylz)
P ~ D(cFy)

o H(daly) 21 F(zly) M H PR REG mxt TR,

X|P,0~ P
{P|9 ~ D(ag) = [P|X = z] ~/ D(ag + 6,)H(dO|x),
6~ H(-) ©

HoAr H(d0|x) JEHT ap M1 H PR B SR (BRI

ERGERAMEE] n AMME WA LI EER, (Haf —Lan sy LR, EREFRE N TR
H P BREATEIEE 45, X1, Xo, -, X BIBREREIME Q (21, 22, -+, 20, 0) 7E R™ _EIBAE,
HEZSIRRMM H(d0|v1, 22, -+, z,) BIFRTERE 2

EH 2.2 ¥ (0, %o, H(-)) HEAFMEN, Py (X, 2) LHHREG T H MEINE
ap(+) iy MDP. %5 ap L FHEMER 2.5 B4, H X1, Xo, -+, X,|P, iid. ~ P, U]

[P|X1, Xo, -, X,.] N/ D<69F9+Z5zi)H(d9|$1,$2,'-' T,
© i=1

HA H(db|z1, o, xn) SBH H A X4, Xo, -+, X, BHIBRERE AT Q(x1, 22, -+ , Ty, 0) DERE
W2 oA, DLAE B 2.5.

THXNEERE N MDP |~ H(0| X1, Xo, -+, Xy,) BRI

TFIP 2.3 (Antoniak?) & P € [, D(ap)H(d0), H ag(-) = coFo; X1, X2, , Xn|P, iid. ~
P. BRI (X, B) FFE—N o- R o- AHE A(-), HF (1) Fo(dr) = fo(z]@)A(dx),
(i) () TE Fo(-) MEAETF LR 1. 0

(,5 7 * * el —
1 Tl Joa;19)(ma () + 1)~V H (d6)

H(d0| X1, Xo,--- , Xp) = - , (14)
Jo 5 T Jolw310)(mo(a5) + 1)~ H (d6)
Horp {of, a5, o} A {zy, w0, - w0} BIARRIESR, e = #{i: 2 = 25},
mo(;) = coFyl(z}) = {(cffo(x;m), IR By T
FEAI, W Fy(-) HAETRFRE o0 = c 5 0 Tk, Tl
X X e, — Lzt S OH () i~

 JoTIh_, folat10)H(d6)

Doss"l i A—MorRg i T (15) (S, HEL EEMESRIG P KGR AEE.
Bt A DAY AR SO 3 1745 ) MCMC FFEEARRSEMN H (d0| X1, Xa, -+, Xn) HIFHFE.
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2.2 DP ;B4 (DPM)

Lol% fE% iR BEAR TR A T 4% R0y DP IBUBR, JH4 T AT B, XL
VERTABRVERR Antoniak TAF (2 2.1) B9IEALRHLTEAL.

B (I, By ) Fl (X, B) KKK Borel =M. K (y,x) H X x By LHHEEE.

B (X, B) LHBENMERI AL P ~ D(cFp). 3T y € Y, %

f(yIP) = /X K(y, z)P(dz) (16)

SHEG A% R EEY Dirichlet JR-& 12,
B, Yy e ):

f(u1P) { | Ktw.o) )] ~ [ Klpa)Fo(do) = Er K (. X).

R Y ~ f(y|P), WY WG Aih K * Fo.
fylP). FINBENIERE X1, Xo, - -+, X, MZARLAEN T4 T By 7 R

Y|X27Pde(yza z)a
X;)|P¥p, (17)

P ~ D(cFy).

XRE TR 2.1 WA n MERNWRIREE—. hi T RE P MR, —BRAPR
TEORALTE: —FRdE T5R - RIB A NE, JIh—F i Hotr k=, X BB Lo
(1984) By TAE (M, [63]).

B Y(z) & (X, 2) FERAEEE Ery(X) < oo, M g(P) = [ ¢(z)P(dv) JLTFALH
fR. THIRBGH T REAT P Az R R e

FIE 2.4 (Lol%))

Elg(P)|Y1. Y, - -, m]zfg(P)@(de,Yz--- Vo)
/ / dP|X17X25"' 7X7L)dH(x17x27"' amn|Y1;Y25"' ;Yn)a

HH [PIX1, X, -+, Xp] ~ D(cFy + Y1, 0x,)

1y K(Yi i) [Ty (cFo(das) + 3202 6, (das))

Jan [T K(Yi ) TTi, (CFQ(dJ,‘m) T Z]: N (dmz)) .

(18)

AT A5 V1, Y, - Ve, P BIERAATARA S Hrr o, 20|V, Yo,
. Yu) #) MDP (Antoniakl”). J*HgHr i,

H(dxladx%" ' 7d$n|Y17Y27" ' 7Yn) =

[P|Y17Y27"'Y] / (CFO+Z(S >dH xl;x27"'7xn|Y17Y27"';Yn)-



5HA B, X% Dirichlet 22 K& HAFFT LR 651
X R EHE 2.1 SR, BN S8 24 WAH TSNS F B—ME

F(eV1,Y2, -+, Yy) = E[E[P((—00,2])| X1, X2, , Xp] [V, Y2, V)

n
= F, X, xp)H(dxy, d2g, - -+ ,dz,|Y1, Yo, -, Y,
n+c/Xn (z|z1, 2 xn)H(dzy, dzs 20|Y1, Yo )

C
"+ CF()({E).
& Fy BIRTF, H dFy = fo(z)dz. TEREHE 1.9 FIES T, (X1, Xo, -+, Xy) BIBEA 5B REL

+

%
@ T (e — 1) fo(a3)

p(xlamQ)“' ;mn): C["] ) (m1)x27'.' 71/‘”) eRPlvPQv"'v

ﬁ\:t’j xTaxza"'ax:P jﬂflll,xQ,"',(Iin KﬁﬁZ%
(P)
U\ﬁﬁ {Yl, Y—Q, s ,Yn, X17X27 e 7Xn} T:E Rpl,pz,m,p"(p) %%%wﬁ%%ﬁ&ﬁﬁ

Pr(p)

P (65 = DY Tliep, K (isx}) }fo(a3)

clnl

p(ylay27"' yYny L1, L2, - ’xn) =

Efﬂlﬂﬁﬁﬁgr, ’—I’IE Rpl,p2,~~~ P (P) J:; (xla T2, 7xn|y17y2 s 7yn) %%{¢%E@ﬁj§

H(d$1,d$2," : ,d$7,|Y1,Yé," : ;Yn)

I = DY [y, K (Vi) o] (19)
>p cn(P) H?S')(@j -1 fX { Hiepj Yz J }fo

—AEEBIE n =1, H(dz|y1) o< K (y1, 21) fo(x1)da, XIEREE 2.1 FFHRIEE—.
TGRS 1 TT P~ D(cko) 1HET, f(y|P) Jas At
FIE 2.5 (Lol®l) WEHIEM 1.9 BicS. 1% Vi|X,, P, ind. ~ K(y;,x;), H X;|P, iid. ~ P.
# P~ D(cFy) H Fy %ﬂEJﬁ%E’J, ny

FIY1,Ya, -, Yy) = E[f(y|P)[Y1, Yo, , Yn] =

C n
Ep K(y, X) + —— (K * F,)(y),
—Er (v, )+n+c( * F)(y)

Hor
"®) [ K (5,0) Ty, K (Vi 2)Fo(da)
(K*Fn)(y) *EP:W(P) j];[l g fX 1Ep Y;,(E)Fo(d(ﬁ) )
(P) ZALEEL

) ox " P)H i —1)! /HKyz, )Fo(dz),

1EP;

{45 > p w(P) = 1.0.
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EE/TEEE19T§H7 ,H%P X17X27"' n(P XEZE_LI_J%%HH_H&H\FO IJD %Yi,Yé, 7Y;L7
X7 sz, HIg®arih

HLEp K(Y Ly )Fo(dl’}k)

(2] ]

S 11 iep, Y;,a:j)Fo(da:;*-)7

XA IR _EAKERR AR 55§ DRI BIRI R ISR Fo(a)) BUEAL N Hj (a5 |p;), XFH
INRR L R T F 2 ERRIIERE R {Y5 7 € p; )
M 2.5 AHERRE], AR Y = {Yl,Yz, oL Yo} BTG GRBRASR) 9

m(y) =3 x(P)r(Y|P),

P

H](dm;|pjayl7yé7;Y7L) j:15275n(P) (20)

@) T (0 1)1 (P)
m(P) = 1= (e )7 7(Y|P) = H/HKZ,]FOda:)

cln]
1€EP;
Ishwaran fl James* i+ T — AR P HUTF IR 22—, X0, Xo, -, X,
WA k DAFER SRR

E{P: n(P)=k} m(P)r(Y[P) _ omy(Y)
m(Y) = m(r)

P(D(n) = k|Y) =

HA mi(Y) = 3 ip. n@y—ry 7@)7(Y[P).
{EAS45 1A, Basu Al Chibl®) FIF MCMC A% DPM BIHIBRESR m(Y) il TR
8, O FARSROT g Gert B R DU it R T B

2.3 DP RPFR4EAEL

DP IR IRANIE 206 T HEHF T H S R A0 H A S A, XA\ Lo MZ5R 63 7TLA
EH. Ishwaran fil Zarepour®®l, Ishwaran fll James[*3—44 Ishwaran fil Takaharal*” 7% DP
HIICTE ST, X Sethuraman Frs (WWEH 1.4) #4717 BIRAELM, HAE T2

N

P~ Py =Y mdz ()T, (21)

k=1

Hedr N AWK, {m, 72, N} AL Zy, iid. ~ Fy BEF, B {m} 5 {2} M7
FERRSERE (23) K Pn(a,b) WE, H a = (ax))' b = (b))

B Py 5eel {m i, 5 {200 WEBEEMITIRELE, XA RYE M. TR K T, P
(MSEBUE R Sr, mdz, IBER, P MBUEZM AN EEEL N METH AR BEEUM 2 £&.

H R, LA IR T P FEEALAL (Ishwaran f1 James[*3]):

(1) 7 stick-breaking FEALAL

m—1

N—
7T1:V1, ey 77771,:‘/771, H(l_vk); R H 1_Vk (22)
k=1 k=1

s .o D
i1 15%/?:"\)( [P|{Zk}7{7rk}] = Z}Icvzl ﬂ-kézk('): gJN = H(217z27"' y AN L, T2, 0 77TK)'
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Het (Vi3 25!, ind. ~ B(ag, bi) (a, b > 0).
(2) Dirichlet BEHLFX

(71,72, ,N) ~ Diry, (A1, A2, -+ ,an). (23)

B[ PAIERA (Connor 1 Mosimann!*?, Ishwaran 1 James*3)), fy (22) #1 (23) Z5Hi85 {m} B9
SYA¥IR T X Dirichlet 4347+, HFWEA YN, AR T BRI RE AL 5 %
e 23T,

SRR BEBUBL (22) S Vi ~ B(1,¢), (23) BEBUBMEBCALER Dirichlet M
D(%,-, %) WTEXNNE Py R4 Dirichlet tIBRIFHBIER, /53 Ishwaran f1 James #7
Z HAFR4E Dirichlet 4Ege (45461,

THEEER T N BTIL5EN, Py 3I8E Dirichlet 3 FR5ER.

FIE 2.6 (Ishwaran fil Zarpour*®)) FEAPRYE Dirichlet S50 T, X1 (X, B) 1y Fy AJFE

[ franzn(5e) = | [oeor(5e)7~(57)

HAr 2. DP k.

HARREAAL (22) BITUSELR T BREAIBR A LR 2%, (X TAFR4E Dirichlet 555 T €
Uk, FEAASREA Polya H#.

S8 2.1 B Kilp, iid. ~ Y0, pidk (6 =1,2,---,n) H p = (p1,p2,--- ,pn) ~ Dirn (%,
%) e K =Ky RS, Ky Y R K Ko, Ky AREZEE, Honj 8 K BER
wEL, N

P(K; = K| K, K. K nj /N
i ]| 1,82, 7,—1)_C+Z._17

_ ¢(l —m/N)
PK;, e K*|K, Ko, - ,K;_1) = —————=.
( i€ | 1,422, 5 X g 1) C+’L—1

53 2.1 B84
FI® 2.7 (Polya urn scheme, Pitman®l) & P ~ 2y HAHMR4E Dirichlet 5L, #
X1, X, Xn|P, iid. ~ P,

cl—mnN +c/N
( / Z

Xl X1, X, -, Xy~
)’| b2 1 c+n—1 c—|—n—1

(24)

;H\:EP mp yy XI;XQ7 T ;Xn—l Z:IEHEE/‘J/I\ﬁ; XfaX;) Tty m ﬁTH{EZ%7 j ﬁ X* EE
R, % N — oo B, 2 (24) BI2Y DP SE5 PTG (9). XM F—A AR A R4

Dirichlet 5G4 7] LU DP — ML

¥ 7" X Dirichlet 4345 GD(A1, Aa, -+ ,an—_1,b1,ba, -+ ,by_1) HIBEERECH

N T(ay + by) ooo1) byt N-2
<1£[1 F(ak)F(bk)ﬂk >7rN H (1 _

m=1

) bm —(am+1+bm+1)

IM:
A
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HE—2 3, Ishwaran 1 James!*S) B2 BRAIR AR USRS I8 T X R~ £ AR, #

X;|P, iid. ~ P, (25)
P~ gZNv

Il
my(Y) = /Hp(yi|$i)P(d$i)<@N(dP) = wn(P)p(Y1,Ya, -+, YV, |P)
i=1 3

yg Y17Y2a' o 7Yn H/Jijllgﬂ_‘:%%ﬁv y\:EFl

n(P)

_(¢/N)"PIN o\ el
W(P)_Wn(f)))!g(l—i-N) .

FIE 2.8 (Ishwaran il Zarepour*®], Ishwaran il James(*3)

/yN |mN(Y)—mOO(Y)|dY§4<1—El(1§1m>”]>. (26)

k=1

FEAlHL, X+ DP 558, EREM T dnexp(— (N —1)c).
Ishwaran il Zarepour*®) T —Fi4rk Gibbs S HRIAT Bayes Hife. XFH B %
PR AR T DP A Polya urn YRR, BCYEEST P ke FRAILASCER 3 7.

2.4 48k DP (DDP)

TENEIEIHT . HEHEARMT. 2T, FESVTEFERIGEH, G ARALE & B L E
‘Ao 5 “AMRED MELA TS MK DP B2 FEILEEUR {Py 0 A € A} g BAH
FhOCHERPER DP Mg, g2 AHIK DP Sk F B A B Btk h AR AR5 2, JEEH
S IRF, ITTIEE] “share strength” By H #Y. FFIEHY B N2 ETE W AR NAERY RBE, 2T H
FEASBIFEERR . BT A AI# 47K DP 5 MDP.

AR DP [ LLIIUEZE] Antoniak®l #iE4 DP o f2, (HiX S FE il A e S50k g
SLHER. Cifarelli AT Regazzinil'V 2R R T 5ds P A S 80A DP. Bkshii, et
T F, ~ D(cFo,), Hd Foo(+) = N(-|Bz,0%), = HEEHAE R X LAEFRIALA Antoniak 2
TAER— AT AFRSMATRIIER A BF AR, R ARFKT- T DP a2 31 =15
RYCREVHRR. (Xl FUEE L TR 2 B R SRR, WA W KB R[E 434 B R R0
REDLA I IR 2. IZARALS 68 Muliere Al Petrone (™) f i3 —#48; Mira #l Petronel™,
Carota il Parmigianil®, Giudici % B8 FERF {354 FECRHIRUBGE. AR =31 DP
AT #—42:% Tomlinson Fl Escobarl®® fl Gelfand %5 1331,

HEL IR SCEEE ) B —FRE R hA E B A B AR BEH AR T- 1. MacEachern(6°)
BIREX THT DP: i D H—481548, 01(D) = {0k, : v € D} HEXIE D EWFEFIFS, BIR
E VL € D : Opy,iid. ~ Fy. ZESATEREE P ={P, : 2 € D}, W4 z e D,

Px(')zzﬂk%k(x)(')a (27)
k=1
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HAt m = (mp) ~ GEM(c) 5 = Jo6. X TESAEIWEEARAKTETW F, 5 F B2
R

De Iorio % 15 725 JEXU R R 77 22 AL ) A AL A BT EESL T ANOVA KAINAE{K DP. %
r=(v,w) (v=1,2--,V, w=12--- W) AHEEFEWE, ZE Fv,w) =Y 0o, (v,0):
Hrp 01 (v, w) = mp + Apy + Brw, Ago, Bro ZFBIREER v, w BEEHLEOY. Xk H H 2R
E iy & O N R SES i PR

Miiller % (75 ¥E2% [& Z A KPR XAMET, B2 Y) = {vij,i = 1,2, ,n;} THAL:

Y;i|Hj ~ p(y;|Hj) = /p(yj|$j)Hj(dﬂ?j)-

A TESHFKFMG {H;} BIREE, BE Hy =cFo+ (1 —¢)F; (0<e <1), Hit Iy AR
BAARSER RS, F; AR H; WBIRKMAN 0 178, X&—Mirdifng: B e=0
AT 1 433 X6F B 1 SL AR A T AR A A ﬁﬁH\QﬂlEﬂiLﬂMm BERERAE, AR AR T Se4As
BEREEAR. HT K4 LIRFFMRETE, Miller 4 79 g A =% DPM EHIE F):
Hj ~ DP(a, Go). XPME0EHE A A A LR 8, SR AT . XS T
VB BURTEAL (] R TR g S A R A A K 2544

Gelfand % 331 4 MacEachern!®! [ TAESEMZ] 2% R Y (D) = {Y(2) : © € D}, Iz
1 DP (SDP): P(x) = Y, mid, oy, bt D HUKICAFIHTFAS, 7 — () ~ GEM(c), 61(D) —
{0k(z) : @ € D},iid. ~ Fy, H5 = oL, X B Fy HFEVLILERE (st &) 558, 6.(D) WsEIE
Kz D ERg—A> “lliii”. TSR Y (D), ARAED T Y™ = {Y (1), Y (22), -+, Y (20)} ~
G", G" ~ D(cFoy), IXH Fo, A Fo WARYES T (lLMZICIESS ). 256 DP M5ERe4H
™ fl {0k - k € N,z € D} BERGHAiRAIE. A DP TRYREAMERZEML, = DP AXL
g Yo (b2 (2R 20 MRk AUE L T 23 (a5 s AR A i 7= A= [ 56
Bett:, T ELAG B e T AT REAEAE <28 MZERIFIERR. Gelfand % B3 —B3HR T Fy ZEEL
K Jrse MCMC Hii#ER 11T Duan %8 09 A Petrone &5 79 U3 T VEHE) B 4Ra il A< v], 2t
SETTT X AR Dirchlet 33 #2.

BT e 6] S A B AL BT, Griffin 1 Steell® Mg T TR FHZSE] DP (7
DDP). HFEAEEN TSR EMNMLE o &b, FE—TE p(x), 5 P, [ stick-breaking £4
A (27) I REAUAL S R B frin . X PrE B SRR AL B B A AR B BRI S (KT
). Bkt ) p(x) = (01(2),p2(2), -+, Py (@) WE: 1) P(2) € {1,2,--- , N} (n(x) < N);
ii) pi(z) = pj(z), BHAY i = j (BaENk). ETE, n(r) BWRESBEERE « M5 & X

Z Tm(2)96,,,) (), (28)
Hei1 01,0y, 0y, iid. ~ H,
n(z)—1
Wl(x) = ‘/;(;1(.%)7 BN ;I)m(ﬁf) H pk(x) ey Tp(e) = H (1 o ‘/;()k(r));
k=1

;‘[XE, Vk,ind. ~ 6(ak,bk) (/{ = ]., 2, S ,N—].,(Lk,bk > 0) Zﬁ‘:%iEEﬂ, éﬁ% p((L’), E.Pw(B) = H(B)
TEap =1, b =c, N = oo B DP,(B) = LEUHPB) - syepout i 564 DP J—300. F771H,
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Griffin f1 Steel 4§ T Py, (B) 5 Py, (B) WICHHE, F-E F S F2 A Possion A FERME p. 52
T SDP fj— MW P2, Reich 1 Fuentes [82).
Dunson % (221 7E2% & D1 -4 25 8 [B] U9 il HAHE T AL MDP (WMDP)

P, = b, (2) Py P | iid. ~ D(cGp) (29)

Het b(z) = (bi(2),b2(2),- -+, bu(2)) APEEREL XAFLTE n 4> DP %K b IR GHS .
Dunson 5 (22 45 HZARAL FREARIY Polya urn 2, 3456 MCMC BiARGAG T /55T MK DP

W TR HABFEAT & B ] 2 ), Dunson 1 Park [21], Rodriguez 4§ [85] , Dunson [20], Crandell
F1 Dunson [13], Scarpa 1 Dunson [86] %.

2.5 42 DP (HDP)

512 DP LB DDP fy—HMIER, Sl 5I AU ROk g et R Y 2, X B
LR R R R R PR IAR. BRIE AR R T A, (A AT R A
R R T AR DP SRS SR =12, J, i =12, n,

{Yz‘jwzj ~ F(yij,0i5),

(30)
015, 1 0n, ;|Giriid. ~ Gy,

SESE G ~ Dl Foy). EEXFHOKARERAIRE “H WHF. X THAFRAT 5 &
FE, PR a0y 8K Fo, BREERSR. 40 Cifarelli A1 Regazzinil'!l, MacEachern[65—066],
Tomlinson % 961 Miiller % ["5], De Torio % ['5], Ishwaran fI James!*6! 2\ THE. B4—Fh
WRFER G ~ D(aoGo(7)), IR 7 MOAHENIAR R, FRorth m &7 4EAEKEy DP (IL Carota
F1 Parmigiani [9], Fong % [30], Muliere fil Petrone [73]). {HIXFi A :—M AR A 2R ] B8
FTE “H2 BET-

Teh % 1951 X A BHEAEATRERIRTR H T 432 Dirichlet 172 R

{Gjlao,Go, iid. ~ D(aGo), j=1,2,---,J,
GO"%H ~ D(’YH)a

HAd H,Go 5738 (X, B) BERIGHE, v > 0, ag > 0.
AR R 1.4 w40 N
Go=>_ Brlg,,

k=1
HA ¢y, iid. ~ H, B = {8} ~ GEM(y), AWZMEIMSL. BN B DP QBSHERT S0, G, W%k
m A .
Gj = Z ’/Tjké(bka (32)
k=1
H {7} 5 {mjn} ML

A (32) R AR T BEL Z AR BT dre, XX TR HE A AR5 R
TE B XLMRIE AR BERA LR+ B
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FEIE 2.9 (Teh & ) 0 B = (B) 2y, 75 = (mj0)3, M
mjlao, B ~ D(aof).

PEEER T AL Z M NTERR AR . BEE—20 4, i Sethurman MIACF] A1, AF7E {Vin },
iid. ﬁ(la’}/) (m =1,2,--+), 515

m—1

ﬁlZVh Ty 6m:VmH(1_V2);
=1

T 2 2R 2.9 FTHN, FE7E (U}, ind. ~ B(aof, ao(1 — S, Br)) 175

i1 =Uj, oy Tjm = Ujm iﬁ:(l = Uji),
Teh %5 J& T AL (30)-(31) AYFARIEIEN: HZ=A — L& B 2 RS BRI % 2 Elit
R H I Zad PRI RERALH], 45 1 T Hm B K MCMC fofikeitRl. PEARE T2 W, Teh 4
95].
[2.6] #%E DP (NDP)

Rodriguez % (2008)184 7E% & Teh £ 199 fyul (31) BHEH T — P& DP. Rodriguez
SEIERAHI Teh SRR (31), A4 Gy, § = 1,2, ,J HEEHER—ABERUMA R
T (—13H), REEMHNTINEIETREE AR “F28 (FF), HXEFAREEH Go.
{HAELBRE A, FTREIX S TGk A AR, B2 B A ZRNEE. A Eman
MISEEE I FTRESER LAETEARRISER Z 2. I (31) T LA N HE ™

P(G; = Gi{m b AGi) ==, BB j=1,2,---,J,
{Gz— S wnebar,, AER =12, (33)

=1

*
ke’

Hirft 07, ~ H, MBI k0 wiy = wf TTC (1 —uly), mf = of T (1 — 02), of did. ~ B(1, ),
ut,iid. ~ B(1,8). H ¥ (X, 2) BEHAMG. B (33) RS j HIGH A 5% 7/ B E X
B, T BB T {07,). 50 E, Rodriguez % B4 SEHT T LI 45 5

1

1+¢’
H(A),
H(A)(1 - H(A4))
1+ 8 ) ’
Corr(G;(A), Gy (A)|H) =

P(Gj =Gy |H)
E(G;(A)[H)
D(G;(A)H)

1+a

LA P R R, T HAL BB AR AR 28 WAL, Rodrigues % B4 28T
ARGl SFB0TT MCMC ek
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3 BXitEAE

7 DP MESRT, AESH UL Hrifils i 2 B — P E BB AR F R Ak = se Ry AT e
A IACERIE P TR L, EARXERET RS AR, RN R AR
By PR RIS TR, DR B BB LROR 52 . 15 R SR R o = Fi: S — Pl e
BT P, WU P, BEMEEANER G 1A, FIRHEAR Polya HORSE MR Bk 55
RSRBGE R, WX P AT, A PR AT TR AE M 55—t R B
Xt P Rk, (Hal B, SRR 5.
3.1 MCMC #h#¥

7E MCMC (Geman #I Geman[%], Hastingsm], Metropolis £ [71}7 Tanner A Wong[94]) B
ARBIAGHSRE (Gelfand F Smith™), JESHOUGTRSE FHSHEEA A (L Gelfand
M Kuo [34]). H ISR ARBEL R AT BGHERCABFR R LG, HAZ O A= e
JHR MCMC BRI IR B, R R EScR. XTI LAER %535 T Escobar4=2% Escobar
1 West[25], West, Miiller f1 Escobar(®®l, MacEachern[®¥, Bush fil MacEachern®!, MacEachern
A1 Miiller[68-69 MacEachern 2§ 67 Liul62, Neall™, Dalall'¥ 28 kHEBFSREW TAE. BT —f%
P, 3% B EEAG Escobar?!l] Escobar fil West[2%), MacEachern!%8!, MacEachern 1 Miiller(6?]
SN LAE. BRI Neal [77].

Bscobar E% M IE AR HI(E 5 ESE

(34)
X,|P, iid. ~ P, P ~ D(cFyp).
RAEEE 1.6 A4
E(XZ|Y17Y2a 7Yn)n+c_1EFon+E|: ntc—1 Y17Y27 7Yn )

ﬁ:‘@{ﬂiﬁﬂ: Xl; X27 te ;Xn E@Egﬁﬁ}%ﬁ H(dxlvdx% e 7d$n|Y17 YQ e 7Yn) ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁfﬁ%%lj
A MCMC HARNZFR A EENAEAS: X i =1,2,--- n,

U\p(Xi|Y17Y27" : 7Yn7Xjaj 7& Z) ?EHH‘X Xz

T EHAE T MCMC HEER & 14 4
=& 3.1 (Escobar[24])

. 1
[(XilY1, Y2, -+, Yy, X, 5 # ] OCP(’!/J%)m [CFO + 25%} (dw;)

J#i
j ) HIE 2% p(yilz;) .
. X] LM‘EJEK C(yq) + Ej#p(yﬂxj) )

c(yi) + Zj;ﬁq’, p(yilz;)’
Hor p(yile:) HIES A BEREL,
p(yilzi) Fo(dz;)

cly) = C/Xp(yqzlfw)Fo(dm Mladvs) = =2y
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Escobar Il West!*®l 3 F Sy T BeH, HAF s R4 G BUR 6 R F RIS B,

RRRCR. 8 (X, £ i) FARRIE (X7} BRARCN nt (< n), B X; BWEEKEN my,
3

*
n;

. 1
[(XilY1, Y2, Vi, X, j # i] o P(yz|$z)m [CGO + kz::l mk(sz;;:| (dw;)

Xpo R il
~ c(yi) + 2 opy muep(yilzy)
oy V] M 2% c(yi)
h(a?1,|y7,) DIMEE

c(yi) + Sy mup(yilzy)

FIRERAERAETE T iE U FIRIME: (1) THRIBREE c(y:) MIFY, 1XBR T —SehRiEs
g, —MMELATTRL (2) MCMC IR IRSGE B EMS, X FERIA X T, Wit
WX S R R AL, XTI (1), West 45 981 gl A58 RN By il
BUREASSIGI (U4, MacEachern il Miiller$% 45 H T B 4M—FaE Bl %1 "8 (2), Bush 1
MacEachern® g & —RMEESEH X

EAMBTFE RBIEARER. SINTRTR K, eN(i=1,2,--- ,n), 5 K, =54
BAY X, = X5 W Xy, Xy, -+, Xy, 5B8H XF = {X7, X5, X5} KK = {Ky, Ky, -,
Ko} R#E, i I 38 X0, Xo, -, X PAREM SN B X1, Xo, -, X FWTFE
BrX* R K. 38 nj = #{i: S; = j}. IXEGC SIS SORME I AR TR A 15 21 2 A

WK ={K;:j#i}, C_;, Fm K_; RAMEZHE, n_,; T K-, FET 5 (€ C-) 891
. o {7}, B Polya urn AT A

Yjec., M—ij0;

35
c+n—1 ( )

K|K_; ~ m%lajl{j 0} +
BGH# Gibbs e AHATAN T
HER 1):

em(y:)6;1{j € Ci} + Zjec_i n—ijp(yilz})d;
em(yi) + Xjec, M—iP(Wil2})

KZ|Y1;}/2 7Yn7K7iaX* ~

HA m(y:) = [ p(yilz)Fo(da).
R 2): I\ p(X*[Y1,Ya, -+, Yy, K) AR X
PLEWHRIR T P B, FIAREARR Polya urn FMFRNIESEM. IAREEFTAN P
(BN HTREHACRRT) ERE TR BSREEEN. X/ EEESE Walker® il Pa-
paspiliopoulos 1 Roberts!™ # TAE. Walker £ DP J5RAMEERS, SIS E u,, {f
5
(Yi|K;, X*), ind. ~ f(yix*m)v
(K u)|[{me}), iid. ~ 921 Hu; < mg}og,

X7, iid. ~ Fy,
{me} ~ GEM(c).
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SR AiEy MCMC iR EEET B K = {K1, Ky, -+ K.}, X* = {X}}, 7" = {n}}, U =
{ur,ug, -+, unt, UK o BMEEBEAETHER K K& U; XTH1#, Walker {EEF] (38) HHTC
FRIUFISERR B oA FRIUREF, B R K MY EE; XS U, FEEFA Gibbs L.
Papaspiliopoulos fil Roberts!™) {&3} 7 —#f Retrospective MCMC kL= YE, AhFEEE| A\ EEH)
A w, T ERZE T BB s (0L [83]) SESERNT P A FEALACR R i .

3.2 4 Gibss fifESE

4y Gibbs $ili#ER% (blocked Gibbs sampler) J&f Ishwaran I Zarepourl*®!, Ishwaran fI
James*3l ZEFEfg Bl DP el N RS R D e it & e e i —Fh DU e s, &
R REATREEE T DP S5 MREEAY Polya urn PREURIAT MCMC Hiife A i 45 (44317,
MRS P B, XFOTAss T P AR RYEE.

Z R R4 B

X;|P,iid. ~ P, (37)
G
P~ Zgzl g0z, ().

G
Ki|7TNZg=1 Tg0g( - ),
Z = {Zg},lld,Np(Z), ™= (71—177(27" : a’/TG) Np(ﬂ-)

B m, Z BAESEL W (Z, 7, K,Y) BIBRG MR

n G

p(v,2,K,7) = [T T (mop(si1 2) 5= ) p( Z)p(m).

i=1g=1

Pt Gibbs FIFEIATAR T

1) I p(m, Z|K,Y) #H 7, Z;

2) N p(K|m, Z,Y) L K.

i K ={K{,K3, -, K} (m <min{G,n}) B K = {K1,Ks,---, K.} THARRIEZLE.
¥ Z 53R Zi M Z_ gy, THBEZH T 438 Gibbs IS E W 5545015

FIE 3.2 (Ishwaran il Zarepour[3—4448)) Syl Gibbs HHFEA TR (M55 A:

1)

p(m|K,Y) o< p(m)p(K|m),
p(Zk+|m, K,Y) O<Hn1 (ZK;-‘)H{q’,:K¢=K;‘}p(yi|ZK}‘)v
5)

1P
P(Z_ k|7, K,Y, ) x H{g:g#K‘jX»j‘%/l\j}p(zg);

G
p(K|m, Z,Y) H <Z wjgag> :

=1
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Hot ) = cigmgp(yilzg), cig HIEMHEAEAG S0, 7, = 1.

Hi Dirichlet S SLHEtERT A, BEHLAL (W [22]) HE S A 588%E Dirichlet S04 UnRHE
HIABCHTETY stick-breaking JEZ, MELJGE AR AN T3 Dirichlet 2241 4 m; = #{i :
Ki = K7}, WIrkEHAL (22) BIESRIMA A

m—1 -1
=V e, T =Vy H(l_w*)v e, My = 1=V,
=1 =1

HA vy (k=1,---,N—1),ind. Nﬂ(l—i-mk,c—i-ZjN:k,Hmj).

4 DP 18T S&EEIPEIM A

WA R (Bollen!™, Joreskog F1 Sérbom!*9, Skrondal #1 Rabe-Hesketh(®)| Bentler Fff
Wul¥), Kong®3l, Leel®8l, Sa.trip&s 001) JE LS AT AR B M RR AR — KL TeHHAL.
XA G TR, G5 RsAl | DL AR BEBIE AL, | SO A E A | A
R ZRAFOIERE, BIERERASE. AR T | NBARLER 0 7 R % H 7R
T HWLNAR B2 R OB R, JF e BT AR S B (MR AR BOG AR, X TR I W25
BRI A SRR B T AT B A EE S . BT, XA 2 A O
W AT, 5%, 5% £ EFEIE

LT DP @y VIR /22505 I AE R A B TR BRI  F EBL AR TR LSBT L
AR MG RN . TEE SISO BT, Kleinman 1 Tbrahim®! S T f#uepE L
AN H SBCE (RO, KT REAILAN 1 43 A 8 ] DP SE5 R ARl

yL]|b7 ~ N(XL]b1702); 1= 1725' N, ] = 1725' s, Ny,
bi|P ~ P, P~ DP(cFy),

Hr X M E. Kleinman I Tbrahim®2 085 LR I EE 8 | CERHEREN LSOV AL, SR
TR PRFEAIETE T, XA FE 7 SRR IE S50 fh T AR B A R, B A RE.
oL b, B(bi| P) = Y- miZi, Var(bi|P) = Y me 2] — (32 muZk)?, 3% 23 FEIE S BURS 75
4. Li % O BRI Mmlg, 20 T iuDBRIE 7 8s; Miller 45 76 1400 22 [a] R 41 77 vk
X T FEA L AR R S T BB M. TEGATTRAL, Lee % B9 @Ml DP 555K
XA [ S HIE B £EH 7 AR A S B AT AT RO DU K HHE B
L TRR A R LA R R SN AR R ML, FE5T Lee %5 P B TARAE T Baatt; SROGE
a2 [92] Zzpl T e 2p T IHHHE SR R E BRI AR RIS, 48t T 4863F9; Yang F1 Dunson(10%]
Xt 4 5 R SR UL B A PGV T il 22 BT AR 1931 X 1) AR AR B BEATL AL
WS T 0 DP #l4 7ESh i AU, Lennox %5 100 Xk /R uf FAFlzS7. 7 MDP 4
#r, Chow % 1101 52 T k2Rt sl ) R TAERLRY 1 B BRI AT DP gl X FamiEA 7
IYBPRERL, BV SERTIE e (104 Xt (R T oM R A e S B0 T T B2 80 U . BDl%
25 (99, 101) FLFAFRYE Dirichlet 40 A7 X 227K TR UL s L SR B Je (Rl RUm g S7. 1 225t
oA, S BRI T A FR4E Dirichlet 53R ASEMER. Bl 100 X438 W F %L
IR T SRS T Dirichlet 2047 BN 22 103 382 18 T A FR4E Dirichlet
AR T DU R T 5. XA R R T R A R e D A 22 T JE BB UM pF T R4t
T R
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DP 1ERAZ R g W A RINIE 2, RS A DP s R ey . Xt
T2V, S4B, 22 WS BARRIR AT A 0. BUUMA AR TR 2 ] F e IR 3R A 5Bk
PELL R T A 7 B R DGR B TR AN 500 X RS EAR e — 2P AT
5 i

DP SEHafE A RENL AT o R —Fhoe s, 7EIRSHRT M A SRS B 4 2R A
THER AR, EIRSSHMEITE. Rl R MCMC SR, HIESHI
M SR AL T BORSCHE, RKIMRT DP MyBrotit, o T HW S

YER—A “ Al A, DP SER A R RIRTE. TSR AT T S I
ALK

(1) DP SG5 FOZXT B M AT B G. SX I\ DP fREASEBUER IR LR, I2RFE
BRSNS AT TG, WS IS R DP IR g R, s
Polya tree (Lavine!®0—>7], Hanson[*!) 416

(2) DP MREASLHES BRI IRE. X FERG T ERUE (SAIET). R
B TAZ IR TR B AR A, R R E R S A S A B e YT T R
ZAEM.

(3) 7EFIH DP xfiganskzz sk, BEHLROY., BRI TG RO AEE. B b Xt
TR AT R YRR B EESR, N ZER ARy B EE AR 0. X7 W LAZ I Li
% 19 Yang il Dunson'%%], JRboesf 10U, 2 RAERERE O3, Fllsemmagefs 102 AT
Y. 5351, RERAIEIIRE, DP I8 PR BA A AcHut:, R, X BA R a2 R
S — e N REEREEEST DP A

(4) TR A, PURREIHEE BEENMAA. TEESBUOUHIERT, MURREAERR
HITIE . el FoR —Fia A BE SR T SRR B R AR R — I PR
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Dirichlet Process and Its Recent Developments

XIA Yemao!2, LIU Ying’an'

(1. School of Science, Nanjing Forestry University, Nanjing, Jiangsu, 210037, P. R. China;
2. College of Economics and Management, Nanging Forestry University, Nanging, Jiangsu, 210037,
P. R. China)

Abstract: The core of the nonparametric Bayesian analysis is to treat the distribution of
parameters and/or latent variables of interest to be random and assign a prior. As a distribu-
tion of distribution, Dirichlet process perhaps is the most popular prior within nonparametric
Bayesian analysis and has received wide attention. In this paper, we synthesize and review some
developments of Dirichlet process during the past decades, and present some new applications
within the framework of latent variable models.

Keywords: nonparametric Bayes; Dirichlet processes; Polya urn sampling; Sethurman
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Carlo; blocked Gibbs sampler



