Survey of Hamiltonian Monte Calro
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Betancourt @ survey #iX [0] Zd 2L TW3. AfERENINV =TV EYT AT
(Hamiltonian Monte Calro: HMC) ORI E 72 BEANRFEMICIIIB A ST, Y
Mg A A=V %R ZDOOEENICHAT 2. 25, VX2V TV UV ITOERTH S
Malkov Chain Monte Calro(MCMC) IZDOWTHIHT 2. ZOHIEIFEKNTH h FEED
IEFICHAEDY, FEMBEIELGE LN I HEROBUMEDLREED 550,

HMC 34 1724401k Hybrid Monte Carlo £ W PEREZDOWT Wz & 512, gradient
DIEH % FH L 7= deterministic 2B ¥ stochastic BB 2 SbBTY > 7)Y v I %2LT
5. T X — R AAHZERICHER U T Hamiltonian # #7173 % & 5 12 deterministic
ICEI %, Z D stochastic 2B D% Hamilton HICHEEIT 2 2\ 5 2step ZHEDIRT. &
D& 57 HMC 0% > 7Y ¥ Z35EHN L L, {FoN2HEROERNME S FERATIC < PRAES
nTna.

BORRP = 2L ¥ — BB Y HMC EE LOHHEIKRINTBY ZOF 2 —=0 0%
BHLICSEDOREND D 5.

History of Hamiltonian Monte Calro

1980 “EARIHIZ Hybrid Monte Carlo & F 5 4T Lattice Quantum Chromodynamics @
AHREDTDIZHVWH . (2, Hybrid Monte Carlo |

%, Radford Neal 28 Z DFED KR T ¥ ¥ v LIZKD ¥ Bayesian neural networks O
FAYEREICHIA L7z, 8, An Improved Acceptance Procedure for the Hybrid Monte Carlo
Algorithm)]

RD 10 FFTCZOFEPIBRFICH DI U ® 5. @, Infomation Theory] T Hamiltonian
Monte Carlo &\ 9 BENFID TlEbN. ZOMOERIEFL B, bishop:2006:PRML

Neal’ s influential review (Neal, R. M. (2011). MCMC Using Hamiltonian Dynamics. In
Handbook of Markov Chain Monte Carlo (S. Brooks, A. Gelman, G. L. Jones and X.-L.
Meng, eds.) CRC Press, New York.) CTHEEOHFEIEFBICH W 2 /EZ AT,



C++DF74 75V Stan ICHFEHEINTWS.

1 Computing Expactation

BLLE D & 2 MER A S IERE 1S 2 B & OBMOMRHELZFTE ST 2 Z L IZEE. DT
EORFEDMEEEZ 5.

R D e N, fEAZEM Q c RP, target distribution density 7, HIYEIEL f on Q 1T LT
WITHE B [f] Z2RD 5.

E.[f] 3T TRES.

E.[f] = /Q f(@)m(@)dq

= | fld)m(q)dd
o
T E—MATIIIEATHNCEH R T & 2 L3R S 20D THIEINTE RIS 2 B EHH 5. 72721,
22T B f] = 00 THB & 5 2BET S BIERNCEIE LT WS & 5 IR BHELH 50
THEEPBETHS. [6, chapter 9]

1.1 FEE0HIR

keys

e density D3RRI % & 5 7% mode DifE T &bl
e density & volume DNZ VX

BUERE T DIERHRMITONWT

BEOANDFEI/ N DEARZERE FOfEE % sample T2 L IRNENDOT, HWDO 5 & B
ERTHEINOFGENRE VLT 208X H 2. (T A—XROMD T EEZD)

FEH F1Z 1 2D density 120 L TEBO HIBBIZ OWTOMFEZFRE T2 2 hdH 5. 2
D & EFEBOHIBIBICOWT ISR DRV AT X = RO T2 BT 2 0ENH 5.

XTI RA—=ZOEWD FOMEICOWTHRL & HD 1 RITORED DHE IR D RNERHS
LN TW53. "Keep in mind, however, that if only a single expectation is in fact of interest
then exploiting the structure of that function can provide significant improvements ’ in [7]

FE 57 % SR DR 3 2 BRICE 72 D density 29K X 72 % mode DIEHETH 5. ZDEKIX
MLE % Laplace approximation 72 ¥'% < OfiatiIFETH Ao s, LrLELES, SIS
2B ZDERKICKTEIeNEEE S, density 2VK E WHEEJEL D volume 2IEFIT/NE L 72
2LEDRHVIERE LTHEINDFEGWNELRoTLES. TD7%®, density & volume D



Wiz Z RS 2NELD 5.

1.2 The Geometry of High-Dimensional Spaces

keys
[ e marginal volume ]

ERTTZERITIE TAMAlORRE ) e THRELSRS.

F1zE, [0,1] X% 3DEFT2e2EZ5. 50D ([3,3]) ORSELMAED . kI
%ﬁf%zét@&}[OH%Q\ﬂﬁéptﬁf%é#¢w®ﬁﬁiéw@%. 3 XILTIE
>, DJILTIE 35 &2 D OERBEOEIE IR ISV,

b 5D UEEIE, F0Dh o OEEED or 2t L7z & 2D D RItERIEOEEOZIL O EI &1

OV oc rP= 1oy

R r OEFICHBIL r BREWVIZE (FDL2HESI DN S1FE) FEOEINTH T 2 KDL
LIZREL 725, %7, KL D BRELZZIEE ;@ﬁb%&i?ﬂa( %%,

1.3 The Geometry of High-Dimensional Probability Distributions

keys

e typical set

e concentration of measure

typical set: HiDt 7 ¥ a Y IZH %58 D ERICZEM TIEAEDOEMAFOL K D FEAD T 3K E <
%%, ZODOEINDEFEIX Tdensity 23K Z {72 % mode DiEFF)] D XD Tdensity 2/hE W
[ OFPRKELZ>TLEI LD DHD. ZDXIIFY (D) N0FHFGE2H 2 3HIiX
density & volume O A ZERET 2R0ENH 5. INoZ2E R LI LTHEAINDFSEDORKZ N
TEIRD Z ¥ % typical set & L. ED

concentration of measure: XITH L2355 1204 T density & volume 28 (XEHRF S % T 5
FEEEC) TR 2V & S RIS Lo TV &, singular 1272 > TW L. Z OEBLILDFES
ANDFEIINXL 2D, BHATES L51Ck3E. 2D/ typical set L TOMEDREHETS Z
ETHRISRVEETHD ZHMEiTZ .

*1 typical set L IFTLATBHMT Y FEE—2EMUTEZHOEE L ERINLEOTHB.



2 Malkov Chain Monte Calro

7 VR LIREENT K D typical set Z¥REK T 5. Markov chain (&7 72 R DY H 1S typical
set IZHET 3.

2.1 Estimating Expectations with Markov Chains

keys
e Markov transitions
o S =R (conditional probability)
o FEliEY D & (detailed balance)

HEID A D density IZ9E5 K% (q1,- -+ ,qn) ZRERL ZNHIC K o THARMEZHEE S 2. DL
TZi73 X 57 transition ZEF L TZ AU > T sample ZEH 2K T 5. Zhziftilzd &
972 i T TR LT stational W\ 5.

m(q) = / dq'n(q")T(qlq")
Q
Z D& = Markov transition I&LL T OFEMET D B WREERTEZ L TWE Z e NEE L.

7(q)T(q'lg) = 7(¢")T(qlq) (2.1)

Markov transitionT(q|q") IZ%€ - T Markov Chain{q,qs, -+ ,qn} ZEMK L £ K - TF
HRHET 5.

2.2 ideal behavior

keys
o CLT

o effctive sample size

e sample bias

Markov Chain (ZH#ARF X N 2AZEE 2 LT CLT 23H 5.

fN ~ N(ETF [f]a Umcmc)



72721, Omeme(Markov Chain Monte Carlo Standard Error) XA T THZ &1,

Var,[f]

Omeme = N
ess

B> T4 X (effective sample size) IZLL T TERSINS.

N
Ness = =
ess 1+2 lel Py

N
pr="> f(an)f(an-1)
n=l

2.3 Pathological Behavoir

keys
e pathological curvature
e geometric ergordicity

e split R static

typical set 1T sigular 72 IR 2 K OHIEDEIE S 53578, Markov Chain 232 OHEICE 5T
REILTLES. HINDZAD Markov Chain (2Xf L T pathological 28 % /R30S 2l
Markov transition IZ7FE S 5.

2.3.1 CLT for Markov Chain
Markov chain 2 & DTl X 7= 05 CLT 1> TEDFEITITO K Z & R § 5 &4
PN O0H 5. FHE R ICX 2L T DWW D02 R T 208D 5.

(1) AI#PE (reversibblity): ZAUIEEMEI D B WHREDOZ &
(2) ¢-BEKIH (p-irreducibility)

(3) A (aperiodicity)

(4) —kk=/)La— F1¥ (uniform ergodicity)

(5) Ay T /L I — K (geometric ergodicity)

oL, Thol3HERNZREATH D B METRITUIMRT 2 DIINE#ETDH 2 0 THRD
DICEEI 72 BB IRICHE D 720, 240 [B] @ split R static TH 3.



2.4 The Metropolis-Hastings Algorithm

e keys ~
e Metropolis-Hastings Algorithm

e proposal density

e intuitive and simple implementation

e poor parfomance with high-dimension and complex target distributions

N /

2.4.1 Markov Chain D#8R%

HEYO 734 (F#12 density 2352 5 TW3) 22 5 Markov Chain %43 21213 5@E ) 7«
Markov transition Z 3 2 HED D % 23 Z 1F non-trivial REETH 5. ZNZ2MIRT 2
D5 Metropolis-Hasting Algorithm T# 5. 2step THIBICAE A (FEMS D &V SR T 7
3 )Markov Chain ZH#KTZ 5.

REDMZEAL ZD density & Q(¢'|q) £ 5 5. &RZTRD Chain DIEMZIEEL, DUT
DFERTERINT 5.

a(q’|lg) = min (1, Q(qm/)ﬂ(q/)> (2.2)

242 %£H

RENE LT L b2 DI Gaussian T Q(q'|q) = N(¢'|q,0) T DA Random Walk
Metropolis &I 2. Q(¢'|q) DHRITZ 2 DT (B2) 3FHHIZ T T

NN s m(q')

Random Walk Metropolis 3D HEHTH D 0 2ERKNR 7 L3 Y A LD TEHEL HWbHHh
TE7k. LaL, BMXWR &Ry > FVRERSREHZ BN L TD 7 + —< > R
X< wv., BEDRO DK =W 2 ER X typical set DAMTHTL W reject XL 5. —
T3, TEDVINZ WD 2 R Y typical set IZA D accept X2 DBENRBED /N X  RRBRHHE
V. ERIIC MCMC X biased TRKEREHCOHBE 2R - TLE S.

7272, TREMBRT 570 Anecaling L \WIH HEDRDH D X HIENZWATLTITH LSV A
REEL WS Db H B 5 L.

243 Fr®
MCMC DK IZ step BDFHRDOA — X —FREHRATH 2. I T X —XZE[DOK
TCIZIERAFE LR 0SB,



3 Hamiltonian Monte Calro D EHE

RE LR Vo 72 MCMC O¥BSIZEIOTEMTIE S L WAk, FBEIcz» 30 -1
D &5 7)) FEREOH R RIVIZA 720 typical set NDFAIZEINEHH 5. typical set(H
%W target distribution) ORMAVEERZFH L, XD deterministic ZREERIRKD LN 5.

Hamiltonian Monte Calro(JAT HMC) Z#fi#5 25 1 5 LT, MRS R T A2 YR

WAET LD D, HREE (density)r(q) ZUTO LI ICEZET.
m(q) oce” V(@

72721, V(g) = log(n(q)+{ EFED q DIMFEMEEE }. 22T V(g) BKRT ¥ v LY
5.

3.1 FHEDERL) Markov transition E¥IERYA X —

keys

e gradient
e independent on parametrization

e auxiliary momentum

R X < typical set ZRER T %72 typical set IZIR 2727 MBI > TROEE L B E
BEZDL. ZOXNZ MR ENDMD AL LT 2R L.

HIVEH» 5B 602 BHAZERE LT density @ gradient(4JBL) 235 %. LA L gradient
WZin o THEIK & mode(peak) DI ICHKWEFELNTLES. (7 X —XDHD /5 CHIEEE
X 5121% gradient HZH 2 A3 gradient & mode DIEFF T 8T X — &XIZ sensitive) gradient DF
WEEDPTUTOEZI VD 5.

T X — 2R (parametrization-invariant): gradient OFH%Z X DKWL FT L T 2121
typical set TRID/8F X =X DD FIHKFE LR WK S BRAEEZ RO 08N DHS. 2D
& DF L WHEAIC I R TH D RGN E T H 5.

WA X = BARNIEROMERNZRRICEFZITNIET 5 (BEENITOI» DTV Y
HARABEET 5. SO%E L, mode, gradient, typical set (X252, &), BEHLUEIIHIGT
%. W LOBENKEICE DL TO2RVDIE momentum(GEEIE) 23D 205 TH 5. 7720
HEEPKEZTETTH/NEITETCHOHERPEI LHANTL X S. HEIGHEYESREZ5 2 5
CETHEBRPEIEED, REMRFRICKS.

gradient OIEM L HEYIEENREZ 5 2 % Z 2 THERD R typical set DERNIFEHT 5.



3.2 tHZER & Hamilton F1ETX

keys

e Hamilton /7FEF
o RIF%R

3.2.1 HpIERYENE
VI BT A RERTE ZAGERREIREEINLINEDLDH 5. Hamilton HFERZHZ 3
ZTIXAREIMREIET 5 2 WS Liouville DEHAHI STV,

Definition 3.1 (Hamilton SfX). N M FROMZEM R*NY 2& 2 %. (q,p) € RN »
Hamilton iRz 323H% H(q,p) BH->T, i=1,2,--- ,N T

Oqi . OH

6t N 8pi (31)
6pi . oOH
ot g, (3.2)

i A RVAS TR
H ©Z % Hamiltonian £\ 5.

322 REFERDIBK

RIFREE 2 572DICEAWIET] (sear stress) DADE K & 5 RZEMEZRET S, RFIX—X
q DZEMTOZELEEHE p DZERTHTEL T (¢, p) DEMERTHREOMRITFEFEBTS. Z0
TeDRTTIE 2 51272 5. (¢ — (qn,pn)) BRI D 7(q, p) ESEHFNHERZHOVTUTO L5112
JRRT 5.

7(q,p) = m(ple)m(q)
X512, 7(g,p) 1F 7 X=X DD J7IZHAFE L 72D T Hamiltonian H(q,p) ZHWT
(g, p) = e H@P) (3.3)
e <. H(qg,p) ZATDEIICEH A LF - KTV v VIRV X —ICHRTE 5.

H(q,p) = —log(m(q, p))
= —log(m(plq)) — log(n(q))
= K(q,p) +V(q)



3.3 Hamiltonnian Markov &%
TEDIRT XA —RZEMTD q — ¢ DEBEEZS.

(1) q — p: (B g LT p~ n(plg) THEEEp 2L 3.
(2) (q,p) = ¢¢(q, p): Hamilton HFERIHE > CTHERT ¢ 72133 5.
(3) &e(q,p) = ¢+ d1(q,p) AL T ¢ Z2155.

34 F®

PIER 72 L 2 S35 D By Markov B EZMKRT 2 7§25 2 e B TE .

4 Effcient Hamiltonian Monte Carlo

keys

) E@JI‘Z\‘]L%‘—@E%R

HMC 0% H 2 HHEEZ FELo 2 o.

4.1 HEZEROEME
keys
e HMC DHfEMR

e Hamiltonian level set

e microcanonical distribution

Hamilton /SR O E#HE 3 Hamilonian OFFERR (level set) 7225 DT, Tx1¥— E ZH
WTREN T 51 5.

H Y(E) ={(¢q,p) € R*”; H(q,p) = E} C R*P~!
Z ORBITHZEM LD density ZATO XS ITHZHZ 51 5.
7(q,p) = (0| E)r(E)

MHZEM FOoRZ I3 LEX — E ¥ level set FOMAE p T—EIZRE 3.
HMC 2T 2 2D step THFERTZ 3.

(d) deterministic % [F— level set N DOEH]

10



(s) stochastic 725272 % level set DO H].

ZDIfRDE step ZENTT 5 Z £ T HMC ORRICED IR A ¥ FBRZTL 5. (d) TIIHE
DREEDF 2 ==V TPRETH D, level set DRMEMITHIFET 5. (s) TOEERRRITER
THEH T ANF BB DN w(Elq) EEI T X V¥ — K(q,p) DIBIHKF) 23 n(E) it
HWVIEWHPIIFT 5. m(E) 23 & D heavy-tailed 72 & HRERMNEHNEL 12 5.

42 mEWEBIRILE—ER

HMC 1281 3 level set D deterministic ZBEDRRICHE R 5 2 2 EH T 1L ¥ — D%
UH%EEZ5. BT XLF —5ER ETOEL level set HH(F) 25 uniform THh3 2 &
HEI T AN X BB O m(E|q) D n(E) & awvwy 2.

4.2.1 Euclidean Gaussian
%3 Gaussian OHEH T ANLXF —%2F 2 5.
HZE DB DS ACEA M € RPXD T2 ED 3.

d(g,q')=(¢—q) M(g—q)
duality 2» & EE & /7 [AICEAE S L 5 PR
d(p,p') = (p—p) M~ (p—p)
COHHE»r S MK TE 5. HIZIE
7(plg) = N(p; 0, M)
ZAUILL T OEF = AL F —ITHIBT 5.
K(3.9) = 3p" Mp + log(|M]) + const

RICHTEIREA M Z2EZ 5. 7 X —RZEFOEHIZ X > T M~ 23HI2F D Covariance
WIED IEEHBED/NX L 72 ) Hamiltonian level set 28 [—#E) 1272, ZOZ e bRxiE
7 M

M~ =Covalg) =Exl(g— 1) " (g — )] (1=Exq)

4.2.2 Riemanian Gaussian
HIN3 A Gaussian TH - TH globalM 12Xk > T T—# 72 level set ZERTERWVWI L
bH 5. ZHINIT 5 7D Euclid {1 % —f{t L T Riemann M % & 2 5. O% D ik

11



M ZAIE q ITKIFE L T2 T % X(q) Wik 3T 5. Euclid D5 & FAEkIC Gaussian 25 2 % &

m(plg) = N(p; 0,%(q))

1 _
K(q,p) = §PTE(q) 'p +log(]%(q)|) + const

F24813 (0]

4.2.3 Non Gaussian

PG _FIEE) T 3L F —13 non Gaussian b X 5N 2 0BERIYZRT R — M X ERV.
AR EDART =< Y RIERLBWV. BRIT8T X — BT BT WEATZ AL —D
JEA53 A0 w(B) 1 dHORERE BN /EW Gaussian IR L, Z D%E non Gaussian OEHE) T 1
NFXF—DRT =< Y RFRLRW.

4.3 RRoEE

keys

e dyanamic ergodicity
e dynamic tuning

e No-U-Turn Sampler

EHE T 2L X — 2D % ¢ Hamiltonian level set 23R % 3. H 21X level set I2EHE THEE
R T(q, p) KD 3.

431

T 2o HEIMEZER _E D5 % Hamilton orbitE2ICHIR L2005 5 L $ > LT3
e TH3. (orbit WHMD D% L EMLTWE Y S 2 HIOBETH D, EHx 3L
X —FERKFET 5. )

Z 2T dynamic ergodicity £ WHOMREZEATSZ. —fRICTZ LT — FELIFIEN2 5D TH
% . dynamic ergodicity 137 % & < 34U HMC O trajectory 7> 6 D —HE7R 4 > FIuh
orbit LOHMDMHIES L Z e 2HGEET 5. R DB

Bl 212, EISHD 15 x e 11’ SEBIT 2oL —28 w(plg) = N(0,1) TH 2B, bk
ERENE Topei(q,p) o (B) 70 £72%. KT B < 2 DBAE E = H(q,p) HBAE 725 Ll
TR Toprs HRE K725, heavy-tailed TH 21F L tail DERRICKRDI D02 5.

*2 HMC O chain 5B D 5 2 2 TDOHOEE % orbit & L3,

12



432 %£H
ZH 13 Hmilton trajectory 7 HEINC T,y ZRIE T 205D D 5. BEH DA TV S JE
ELLT

(1) No-U-Turn(NUTS) termination creterion: #JHD i & R [ #i % /7 7112 Hamiltona
trajectory Z il L TV ZMjuEHNE DWWz 5 1ED T trajectory 2264 > 7L 5. [I]

(2) Exhaustive termination: Hamiltonian 7» &+ 73 27K HETHE 3%, NUTS XD ro-
bust.

R D F 2 —=> 2% Open problem TH 3.
5 Inplementing Hamiltonian Monte Carlo in Practice

keys
[ e Sympletic % J

—# 12 Hamilton 772X DR Z KD 5 DIZREE 22 O TEIENIC trajectory ZFtH T 5. Z
Z ClZ Hamilton TR OBEMED B LI OWTHEmZ 1T D .

5.1 Sympletic i&

Hamilton /723X %2 BB #E < — &Y 722 751653 sympletic IETH 5. ZDFHEE T
e ¥ K Z2HEOBUERA ¥ — A4 TH%. Hamiltonian 12370 modified Hamiltonian %1%
17 UMD QIWCHE 2B 2R <. BUERZE SRR FE L v CTRERRIFE 7 237 BE.

51.1 ZIdUXL
XL fHb s 2 XD Sympletic & leap-frog 1512 & D Rffld step & € £ LT,

edV
Dpyl =DPn— idiq(Qn)
In+1 = Gn + €Ppy 1
edV

Dn+1 = Ppyl — QTQ(qn+l)

5.1.2 Sympletic ;EDREE
Sympletic JE TN BFAEDRFEFEL R WD DDHICHES.

13



52 ROREDMIE

keys

e acceptance probability
e Hamiltonian 12 & % &ifid

D DRRENS L 5 bias ERIET % 51ED 1 0¥ LT, Hamilton Zf % tHZ2f# _E D Metropolis-
Hasting @ proposal & U TS HiENDH 5.

%3, RED (proposal density) 12 X 212K (q,p) — (¢, p') DHERZ Q(¢',p'|q,p) & <.
%, & (qo,po) 5 L step 721 Sympletic 5 TH#D 2% (qr,pL) £ T 5 &, deterministic 72
BENIZ DT Q(d,p g0, p0) = 6(¢' —qr)o(p’ —pr) &7 %. LoL, THNTIIAHTRIRKRS.
(i.e. Q(qo,polqr,pr) = 0 DT Metropolis-Hasting DFIRMERILLTDO L5120 &> TL
¥5.

a(qr,prlqgo, po) = min{l,

Q(q0: polqr,pr) W(QL,pL)} _ min{l OW(QL,pL)} _o
Q(qr,pL|q0,p0) 7(Po,qo) "1 7(po, qo)

kS % 7 DICEBIZIC momentaum % flip 35. (qo,p0) — (q1,PL) T (g, —pr)
Zhuzkh

Q(d, 7 |90 po) = 6(¢" — qr)d(p" + pr)

€79 Q(qo,poler, —rr) = Qqr, —prlgo,po) = 1 72D T

Q(qo0,polqr, —pr) 7(qr, —prL) }
Q(qr, —prlg0,po) 7(po,qo)

— min {1 }W(QL, —prL) }

"1 7(pos qo)
_ e_H(QLv_pL)
= Imin {17 e—H(Po,(Io) }

= min {1, exp(—H (qz, —pr) + H(po, %))}

a(QLa _pL‘QOaPO) = min {17

PR T 5 2 e TE S,

14



5.3 Sympletic FIED/INT X—4&

keys

o [Ffff] step €
o fEEL K

e modified Hamiltonian

Sympletic EEZEOHHE L LT step e LR K 2355, e Zz/ha< L, K ZKRZ{7F5%
CREED LB 03 DRI B

Sympletic #%i% Hamiltonian Db D1 X 2 modify X7z Hamiltonian H Z{R7F3 %
DT ZDEHNZ eXmodified Hamiltonian level set ¥ 7 %. modified Hamiltonian level set @
TERREERFARD Z2ICE>Te® K kD 3.

2 XD Sympletic D Hiffi4 5245 T modified Hamiltonian level set 2% well-behaved 723555
I3 H & HOEZFHEHIZ L L PIRIRROMBTIHMETE 2. 2] 2h2b e DFa—=
Tx1TD.

6 Robustness of Hamiltonian Monte Carlo

keys
o JHERMYLRAE
o IR DR

WL HEHRTNATY ZLTSH typical set & 5 FLH Y PV L TORIFIUIEKRDLZ V. T
DRI T 2 BUROFER & L TId AR HMC THIAWY T 2D HIZHIZ DWW T geometric
ergordicity DS D LD Z e BHIGNT WS, [13] 2D 27 7 AF Random Walk Metropolis @ &
5 7% non-gradient mdethod & D T o LA T A TH 5.

6.1 Diagnosing Porrly-Chosen Kinetic Energy

EE) T AL X — OFEIRDEYI 2 £ 5 2% Hamiltonian trajectory 20 525 2 HiELRH 5.

Bayesian fraction of missing information %3 3.

N
Eﬂ' [varﬂE\q [E|q]] ~ E—BFMI — anl(En - -Enfl)2

E-BFMI := =
Vary,, [E] Zg:o(En - E)?

T 03U FREEEEL LR,

15



6.2 Diagnosing Regions of High Curvature

High Curvature 72323 typical set IZTEIET % & Z DirfETlE MCMC % HMC TlE 5 %<
B2 N TE TS bias HEFNS. FHC hierarchical model 72 1 Z D & 5 MHEH 2 F50.

Pathological 72 FEHIIC A % L ETENREHT 2 DT $Hh 5. Pathological Curvature ~\D
WISiE e 2/NE <328 L IFBNHFIOMTERMET 2 2 k.

6.3 Limitations of Diagnostics

FEOBWTRIINERICGEE R VDT, split B statics R e EbETEZ ZNE,

7 Conclusion

MCMC & AT HMC FEIREMRZ T TR, Fonly r IARROFEINED & i < R
A3 %. non-Gaussian ®JE1—27 1 v NEBZ X LF —OFH.

¥ 7z, geometric method Z#Lik L 7z Adiabatic Monte Carlo(»%7 X —%& 3 Zi8/l) 2 ¥ dE
ZHNTWVS.

HMC 3IEFICHEERNZY R— 3B Loh D LTV EDBFEM T — XEREHE T 2 HED D
BHERTHIZN.

{48k A Liouville ®DFIE
— I TIIL T O &R FRIME X 5.

Theorem {18 A.1 (HE2MHRFA - #ifiDOX).

%+v.(pu):0 (5 A1)

Hamilton AR B E&EFHIZ &0 % & Liouville DEMDE NN S.

Theorem {38% A.2. N K THROMHEZEM RN 2E2 5. (q,p) € R?*N 2% Hamilton /712 %
72335, pZNTOEE urhfolihe3sde, UTFHHEDILD.

dp pr— N >
2 =0 (8% A.2)

D% D, Hamilton 772G - 7 EE CTHREIZRET 5.
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{38k B dynamic ergodicity

Z 2T dynamic ergodicity £ WO BERZEAT S, —fRICT AT — FECIEIIN Y TH 5.
HMC @ chain 23H(D 5 2 2 TDMDES% orbit £ XU ¢ ¥ H L. T/, ze RPXD 2HFEL
THER ¢ #E D 72 orbit D% ¢ (2) &2 <.

Definition {3# B.1 (dynamic ergodicity). HamiltonianH (X LT, % D#IED dynamic
ergodicity Z 7= L IXEED f: RPXP 5 RICH LT TR IIDZ k.

T
fim () (= T) o= im = [ foofl (e =En, (1 (1152 B.1)

T— o0 T
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