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1 ELC®Iic

W, RESINZMAETNORIZT—RE2ERTELIEOETANETNT VAR
E5%58, DEVETFTADNEBEINTVWEEE DA IHEEIZE T 5% A
WZHOLNTETWS., ZOL5RIGE, MEORS AOEHIZBIT 5 HATQMHP A
ZEHIIEERE R XS, —DOMEREL UT K721 ZHEHIZED L —REED
MEAVSERDD. KgTlE, TORMADOLE 2 —%217\, MEMPRHIIZD
WTHZ5.

2 General Bayesian updating

T, RNAZAHEHAZOWTHBIZIRD KD Z 21295, XIA—-R 0 %2527
LTO X OEEREE f(o]0) LU, 0 OHFELEE 1) £ T5. £/, T—X X
RERTH2EONTE G LU, ZOHEOHHRNESNAEETIL {f(z]0)] 6 € O}
WKEENTVWE LTS, ZOLE, =X X =0 2572 TD 0 OFEBEHHIE
NA ZDEHIZ LD
= 7 B =10

L%, ZONE, 0 OFEFSHEIE f(r]|0) 2B 0 OHRFEORME,»EZRL T
5. NA REIFZOHEBDTHDO AN TIHEHERZ 17D LW EkT—EMD
HDHETHY, BERA XETVO LI ICTHHPHEEZ LI LIZL Y FREET
VY W ARgL 725 (LirL, HRIAMOERIZGEICL o CTEEL R S). HES
HOESCERTH S [, f(z | O)m(0)dd BT F v AL izh, EFVERET
BRI E 2 W20, —RITERGCOMAFRZITD 221220, ERIEENHAH
HMTHDIENEL, RARXFELZHNDE ZEIZIZRARD -7, La L, 1990 FRD
TV T AT EGURE, TNO OMENIZGENTRIZR > TETE D, EFEHEE
2B 2R REFRVIZHELTETWA.

XC, FXERBR G APRELAEETLOHIZA>TWARWESIE, 7(0) 1
ERUTWDEOY, F-LEBEEIZEDS LEROFEBRDHAIZMEFEH U2H DD,

(0| z)




EWIEEIPET B, HlZIE, ETUNEKEINT VWD L EORLIETIE

0° = axgmin {— / log f(z | G)dG(:c)}

ER—=Tv R UINEHETDIL2E R, HAHEROWNEER DA O LSHTT
OB Y Y R4y FRIZIREZZ 3 E<HMoNnTVWS (BL, ETADNELSKRE
SNTVEHEITIE 0 1T EDONT A =X 0y 125 L < 725). Bissiri et al. (2016) T
X, 20 —log f(z | 0) DRV IZ—MDEIBEE L(0,2) 126 LT, [£(0,2)dG(x)
ERNIT BT A=RIZET 28NN DZ YRS AEHEZE R, Ihrk ik
A XFEHr (general Bayesian updating) & kKO, X9 2 FHESMHE —MEHRIH
(general posterior) ¥ KA. TD LI, T—X o LT A=K 0 % REBEETIX
72 —OBERBEBIZ X VEECT DI B Z 212 X 2R AHEmZ B9 2 B IX BRI 1k
E5D LRI H B H (HlZ1X, Chernozhukov and Hong (2003) % Zhang (2006)),
Bissiri et al. (2016) DR X & & UZHR~ 2 HHADIGHPEZ SN TH Y, BHiHET 5
FEdbZ S RBESNTET WS,

3 General posterior distribution

X A6 P S HERERY U, 20 n MOMEAENE X7 = (X1,..., X,)
EBL.VWE, 0=0(P) (0 €O CRY) LR HZEL, T—XL 0 2FEUDT5
B e U CTHREBIE lo(x) = 0(0,2) Z¥EMIT D, F7z, HEDX—T v bR i
B 0* = argmingeo Eply(X) £ §5. ZIZT, Eplg(X) % 0 OBEE LTHAE
D&Y ATEEE X RO) L&, R(O) 27— X% H\WTRERMEE L7 A2
ESpies

Ra(0) =~ 3" £o(X0)

IZEVERTD. 0 ORIz Il 95L&, —RAEBRDMHIIRTERIND:
I, ., (df) x exp{—wnR, (0)}11(d0)

ZZT, w>0 IXHANZED D scale parameter TH D, learning rate & Xi¥h, H
BRWDIRPD 23y ba—)L s 5%E 20724, £72, TO-#FHLRSMIE Gibbs
posterior & & Ki¥h 5. HEEEIL, STOoHMIZGEL THRONIE XL, HIAEK
lo(z) = |x — 0| LEXRIFX RO) =Ep|X — 0| DF/IMEL ULTD AT 1 7 > OHEE Z#E
FETNVERNETHILBLATIILNWARETHS.

EROZEnobrd L51T, ~MEBRSAIE MHE L XA ZEORFT ZMAGD
B72H0THD. MAHEEDL ELHEUL LT, T—XREAFITREDOMND D IZERY

o1



92

AOBEIZE D VI LTEY, ETNVOBRNERZMMTE L. T 01T, N1 AWRT
TH—FE LD LIZLD SAHEL T TERL, SAHEOHEE S R 5 7-OH 2135 H
FEIK (credible region) DO TR D AN X DE =L (uncertainly quantification)
EITOZENTES.

ULAL, ETADPERESINTVD S & TOHEEHEBOMBIZE U TIREEDH
BETHL., O aflEzEZ LS. WE, Xq,..., X, 2HEHOT—RER
37 N(0, %) 15 DIERKAL TS, EFLE LT NO,02) %%, o2 £ 92 I
A L 0 OftEfEE2E 2 5. 2%, ZNEETFAPERESINTVWERINTD
5. Z0rE, 0IZNT 5 flat ZLHAT43/ & learnig rate w 5 A 72 % & TR
56 T, ZHKL, FHREMRMZRDS L, X +2,(w to?n W2 2225,
IT, 2o EN(0,1) LMl o SR THY, X=n"tY" X, £55. 2054,
w=c?/Y? LBITIEHERIZE T D ERRE (MERIIZIE) ERT I itk b,

T, BIDUMWIRIMTER S Z i L&D, FEN I, , &, n A5
KEWE EF 0 = argmin R, (0), HHEITH w1 (nV;) "' 26D d WEEMHT
TR TE D HEMPGFHINT WS (Chernozhukov and Hong, 2003). 7272L, Vp I
R(0) © 2CHEEDF7H & $5. —HT, M-HEROWHEELRMEIZEY 0 1& n 25
AREVEE, T4 0%, EHWATH n WV Ep[lpf TV & B0 d YOLTERIAMI
WS Z ST WD (I, van der Vaart (1998)). 772U, lp i by @ 6 (2
B4 2 HEAKAR S, WEOWIGILSEITY Z RNX 015 K512, HEEHEST
BEGRIZ B ) DWERER 2T PINCE BB LRV I 2 b0d (ZOZ 22D\ TIE,
Kleijn and van der Vaart (2012) THERINTWD). &, ETADPEL HRE
INTVWBEAIFHE Y2 ERIZMD$ & T Bernstein-von Mises OEHIZ X D AU
ZHFF T DI E2RTIENATES. £I T, Syring and Martin (2019) 3,
ZOBGIZHEE U TN 72 F45 FH I8 noninal coverage probability Z 3T
IZER T 5 K DIZ learning rate w 7Y TV —Ya v AEERELTWS. £
7z, Bissiri et al. (2016) ¥ Holmes and Walker (2017), Lyddon et al. (2019) TiZ
w OEFUZET DR D TEPRES LT VS,

4 ONZRMRETANDIGH

—REBDADEZTTIIHDE, F— RAEBERIZAHANESE DM S DD RELDH 5
BT, TR U THEER ST A —ZEERTO N TE L. Hillmon
A M ORI AT, BB UT Huber LS 2 W REBDHE2H X
L5ZLIFTFRETH S, T, AR -MHELDAIE model free RHETH D Z LW E



Ficdhsdh, ZITEMEFET NV {f(z]0)]|0 €O} #—D2fEL, HEBHKLLT
lo(x) = L, f(z | 0) BERDE, WRDZ—7 v b LRBNTA—RIE LA =
VIVAZWTAHETY b —2R/MET 25D THELEZXLILHTES.
Zo%t, BRBBFETIV f(x|0) IHFT 5, DD scoring rule 272> TW5
Z L aRIFIE, D general Bayesian updating O AIZHES Z L IZIEET 5. X
AN=V Yy AZHEHD L BN MEEIRES, HEHE - BMEE THEE I CHWS
NTH Y density-power divergence ¥ y-divergence 72 Ehk% R WHEE%Z £ DX A
N=Y 2 VADBREI NS, FZ, Fujisawa and Eguchi (2008) (2 & W 2RI 17z
y-divergence (FHG & EROMH TENZHEDLDXAN—Y 2 VA TH 5.

NA XFFHF O ATONE L LTk, #lZ1X, Hooker and Vidyashankar
(2014), Ghosh and Basu (2016), Jewson et al. (2018), Nakagawa and Hashimoto
(2019) & TITHONATVWS. TS DOXETIE, learning rate w £ 1 & LTWE A
Are HIXHY) 72BN GIEIZ K D BENDERETH Y T IS BOBETHS. £z,
BRXAN=Y 2V AEKIZE Z NS tuning parameter DR 515 IXBAERHZ D T
& 73 238 E e WD — IR A0 DO P A TG IEDMRE T & 5 020 Bk
HWEEETH 5.

HAN=D 2V ATED S HEDMIE - MITER LB T H O EHFT S & F1E
LWz, HEEEEOHBEENRE 2 MG T L IF#H LW, ZD7
O, ¥NVATHEPEE LT ANLE (MCMC) HEIZL W HET Y TNVER/DLZDTH DN,
R—ry b IR RHDRGEH R E WG EIE—MIZEESHANDOWHDEL 725720,
MEW 72 MCMC HEOREVPBHETH L. —~MEHIMIINT S, WGICBELUTA
7= 7N MCMC ERZ ZHETWS OPREIN TV LIV EZZ I FTEAML
FENTETEBESTSBOERVFAFEINT WS (Lyddon et al., 2018). — /T,
MCMC EE AT 2 HIEE LT, BaRA XERDH S (BIAIE, Blei et al. (2017)).
ZOFHFEFEEDAOEMZ SFIZITD ZEDRAHRTH D25, Wb S mean-field
family OEIZHIED D - 720, JELREEIZEYNIC TV A iz MCMC IZ% %
ZeWHDD, EHLH2HVIRENFTHEEPOHLWHETHS. E, B4
A AP R0 EBLE N/ HEEHEROBEY ) 7L — 2 3 VBN TR MR R
L o TV 5.

7z, FAHERP 2 WESICIIEBRENIHLHCOLONG Z L BE WA, scoring
rule {ZED < FEDMA O XIRTIE Giummole et al. (2019) 2 &0, SIRHFTHH
(reference prior) PWEEINTH D, K<HHNT WD Jeffreys DHFTHAITHLIL 72
LEDNRFESNT WS, FEHETINAD D22 LTHISNT\W5, probability matching
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prior (flZ 1%, Datta and Mukerjee (2004)) (230 < HE(G HEEE AW Z & Tilt
LF1Z 1% nominal coverage probability Z# K TE 5 Z L MG TE 25 TH 577,
ETUNBBESINTVWAHEAICIEZNTE D LWL EIEER S AW Z & 2SI [
ETNVOHNZBWTHEMEI N TWS (Syring and Martin, 2019).

5 FEHESEDRE

KT, EWICEITRE TS 5720, EFUNEREINTWS & S IZER—
MBI HE D K RS XHEROPHI AT DO WTHII L 72, Bz, oA MEEAD
ISR E L TN, £HAAMIZHLLDIMFENRH L. HilZlE, Lyddon et al.
(2019) * Syring and Martin (2019) TlE, ¥R — hXT X —< ¥ U050 £
TVZHT AT R>TWD. ZOREO A& LT Bissird et al. (2016) 2%
FUL, BMPEOSTIZBWTHSECAH T WS, 72, Miller and Dunson
(2018) TiE, MDD —BHEEAMIZFHEDS BNA MEEZREL TS D, HIRE.
SHOBEE LTI, FHZa AN MEEIAOIGHATIEESRGTD R A XEFE 7L A
DILFR®P, ANERHEOFEIZ BRI A EH VDS Z L ENEZ 6N, TN 51E
BUEEITHTH S, £, —WERDA 2 MOMEHNHEIEH T2, 51—
BT R PR OBITIZDOWTHE R D I LR B U THYT
5ND. HERDOATIZRL, A5 hERE UTORENSHRE 51T Nn5.

B3

ARSI, JSPS B HFMI% (B) (17K14233, lAEAKL) OB E 2725
DTHB. *7-, RIMS WIHES THRGERTHEORAE TV v 2| CHIET % -
KBRS DI A S, [EBATOPEE P I B OE 2R T 3.
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