(UIBER) FREILSIEER N

ALH 2T MCMC =R FE 7 iR L B 5 22 > B A THHERE LL AR

TE#: BOLH]

HEA1ERL:
KB FESE MCMC =#4hikE 57 (M-H. Gibbs. HMC) fEMEALELS (GT) HZENE

T A HER PEREAT T RGEELEL, W TCIE R BRI A SE B R S W TR BB T S
SCUE T, BEARSERTEIT, NETESE. ERASCERIURT SR TR 4T, BURIE 5 RIB<E
Ty AT A — St 2 Ak o DUR 2 BRI S s W

AHFE Fl5E MCMC = FhFf 7772 (M-H. Gibbs. HMC) 7EMELELE (GT) &=
T A HERVEREAT T RGEELEL, W TTIE R BRI A SE B R S W AR T
SCUE T, BERSERTEIT, WETESE. ERASCERIURT SR TR 8T, BURIE 5 RIB<E
Ty AT A —SefF it 2 Ak o DUR 2 BRI S s W

1. BB

PRl G SRR T BT AN BT, A7 IS B o) R 5 4

e, “M-H FEE I TE R #4F A BRugs 5 OpenBUGS #4551k 553, Gibbs
e RAE R B R2jags t15 JAGS B FER I ” XFEHIRIB AR A&, FIVIXP
TR A AEILE S50 T #ERIA K A Gibbs . BUGS 1 JAGS (W% 03t —7E T #hef
MR, EURE A B — 1) MCMC H%. WRIEANSH %0 5 50 o0 i
CEIRARHEREITIE AN, A2 WM Gibbs SKAERS: X TAEILEEN . AT R X
RENE RIS, B NHEET M-H BUENERAERS . BRBIAT T, hThES
BHE IR NS A, A G ETIY BUGS fl JAGS # = if$F Gibbs KAt (5
br b, EMEASHOR IS L, BT RESI A Z AR R M-H REEE RN — 4L A5G 1
SHRCAT IS TSR T RAE R o« — i 5, WU I AT ahfzdi] BUGS M JAGS
RAARRFES:, HAES A B AR U T IR AR AR SR . BRI, R — g L
B M-H H1 Gibbs SR, dEE R REs T2 Bt EAiE L A (140 Karunarasan 4%
(2021 FI ) MLWIND , B35 2% RS F DU efili o AR SE N RS MZR & 19 R &L, 91401 NIMBLE
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(de Valpine et al., 2024). 44X, B 70 AT OB 72 1 H 89 B ECE =M 700N
ELE =AMl B (BUGS, JAGS, Stan) HIZRIL, (HAantt—K, X TAHE 5B L 4 8 LA
LR 2 R R R R ZAF E R &

de Valpine P, Paciorek C, Turek D, Michaud N, Anderson-Bergman C, Obermeyer F,
Wehrhahn Cortes C, Rodriguez A, Temple Lang D, Paganin S. (2024). NIMBLE: MCMC,
Particle Filtering, and Programmable Hierarchical Modeling. doi:10.5281/zenodo.1211190,
R package version 1.3.0, https://cran.r-project.org/package=nimble.

Karunarasan, D., Sooriyarachchi, R., & Pinto, V. (2021). A comparison of Bayesian
Markov chain Monte Carlo methods in a multilevel scenario. Communications in Statistics
- Simulation and Computation, 52(10), 4756 - 4772.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03610918.2021.1967985

Hoxk, B FAE PR RS IS T — R pXi KA S, RIS A NS
X7 25 A THAERPE MR, X 2 PR AU ST AR G50 B AT HET 1 o 0 AR AR 2R
IESCH R 1 4 R M-H B Gibbs fliEAd v XU 52 X it 75 Z 0 BAE h =
4 (4 AV, MR — @ BGE T 100 A X20 #ixX —HEHFKMET, ARM™iE.
VI INFARRANR pXi B4 P fTEse h MK, B 2078 AR T
Mitth = 4 @rpdE A, IFETHR BT 7T ) Jo BRVE I S X — ki

KT BB TR 7>, A — LA /N IF) G A B, AR EA R T

55 2 R 3 E oy — ZbR A ) “p Xi Beit” A “pXiXh Wit sAF o “ AT AL
XA (pxi) 7 XTI AZ X (pXixXh) 7, FAMEBCKIX AP & A 2.1
A 3.1 B2 BIBLABT FTHT S 1 &2

R 3.2 PN T AR, H 2.2 FEA AL B AR 15 5E ;

I B HBARHER A A : RMSE H1H) 0 Bi245E 1000 bt 45 R B Sk Al v {8,
{H_E—1TH Bias AT 0 ELEX M 2.2 (3) ISCFEHH T “1000 KAGTHES SR I-F 35
H”

24 CTRERRIES AN z_ps z i Ml z_pi” , FTULHESRMEIES A

2.5 1 3.5 HfhivH4s RABEA R B MCMC FEE RS2 WG I

R 2HE AT “VC” HBNFINHER T K 8 A4 | Uies, @A T VC I
BEIKRARIN_EVERE, 25t VC BP9 27K



2. HARRFE

SCUEEE IR SA U e 2 B AR R i 2 A I e A etk 2

SRR 7> “XF 1429 LA B Je H E 5000 R AfitHJ7 20 BRI %, KA
N BT, ETRGERM A SR, AR R BB A R S B, S MRS 2
AR S A T AN AR, VA 5 BRI L I B0 ) B b 2 15 EL 4% AR A Bias A1 RMSE,
SAZAAT R EAT

P2 AR R BRI RA R . Bl 5B 1 EEE 4 BRBURSGHE T “M-HE
7 EA s “Metropolis-Hasting(M-H)57% 7, “HMC 5. (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo)”
R4 52“HMC (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo) %32 7; 2.2 H1“ 15 B 55 (with informative priors,
MCMC inf)” FI4E5 BRI T “MCMC” 5 3.5.1 HIL T “iRiRzE" M “HiRigzE",
[igi—H RMSE A48, U 40k & H B K.

SCHIEA J LA E R FRRAEI, Bl 51 S 4 ARE “ & MCMC =Filit 7
IERLT GT PR PEREANRT ? %5 ELEA RESRAN” B 2“2 75 88 2 7058 1 HARBL 4R
W =R ARG TR IUAN TS 2270 B RS R 3R 7 SO, “ IR = R T VAl T O %
FEIERISIEHE R @UGEERA, AR

1:
1. B 7L

PR S SCROREAURIT T BT AN BT, A7 P 8 r) L s 24

5, “M-H FiEiEd7E R 8 A4F i A BRugs t35 OpenBUGS ¥ #EH: Kk 53, Gibbs
FAERAE R B R2jags t5 JAGS BAFHER S ” XA RIB AR EIE, RIOVIXH
TR AESERR G50 T #ERIAKR ] Gibbs ilike. BUGS 1 JAGS 03tttz —fE T8 e it
MEEILESE, RS A2 A . MCMC 5. Wi EASHI &AM RS A
CANRIFRHERATIZ S, B N3 BC Gibbs KRR X TARILBER). % AFE% 0 A
RENBE RIS, B NHAEET M-H BUERERAERS . BARBIAMAR, BT HES
BHWCE VIS S A, A& BT BUGS F JAGS #i2 ik Gibbs Kbt (5
br b, BMERASHREILIIGL, BAF A eI AZARER) M-H RAEE RN — 4L 5 (1
SHEATIAE BB TSR TR « — &, Wi JEAE T3hiz ] BUGS Al JAGS
R TRCRFESS, R REFE R AR RE T U ] RS ST . Rk, iR —E # b
B M-H 1 Gibbs KA, EIAEE R RENS T 8L BRI AT (140 Karunarasan 4%

Bl
g
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(2021)KHI ) MLwiND , B 25 R SCHF DAl T (R BN RS ANZR & R 4, 440 NIMBLE
(de Valpine et al., 2024). 48R, W55t nT DU BT 720 B 1 B ELER = Fhdiie 77 v 280k
EeA =it Bt (BUGS, JAGS, Stan) HIZRIL, (Hanth—k, XA 7 2 g b (5 LA
LU 22 AR R R A EA R &

de Valpine P, Paciorek C, Turek D, Michaud N, Anderson-Bergman C, Obermeyer F,
Wehrhahn Cortes C, Rodriguez A, Temple Lang D, Paganin S. (2024). NIMBLE: MCMC,
Particle Filtering, and Programmable Hierarchical Modeling. doi:10.5281/zenodo.1211190,

R package version 1.3.0, https://cran.r-project.org/package=nimble.

Karunarasan, D., Sooriyarachchi, R., & Pinto, V. (2021). A comparison of Bayesian
Markov chain Monte Carlo methods in a multilevel scenario. Communications in Statistics
- Simulation and Computation, 52(10), 4756 - 4772.
https://doi.org/10.1080/03610918.2021.1967985
BIRL: L RIEM . AU i T3] BRugs. BUGS Al JAGS K il ffiRpt:
& HRTE RN T M-H B, RN T SEI Gibbs A, IR _E M SARRS (F
ZWABER PR “HRIEFARS” , W EZF) , W

B, NT pxXi Wit. @A BRugs #fF, SEE M-H SR LT
modelEnable(factory = 'adaptive metropolis NLLS') (i#Z: W A& ik b 1 B st A e AR D«
%3470, ¥ 2017: ¥ 3500, 2617, #ORMEGAES, JTERED , HEREE
MRFORECE S, WA RERESMAE LA, H “adaptive metropolis NLLS”
Fe R AL T VR B R SRS [ 44 5K . Metropolis 5L 1% 4 FKj2 Metropolis Algorithm,
‘B #& Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) J7vE3ERE, # H T MWE MR oA Rkt H
P FEIA Metropolis—Hastings algorithm 8% F F DU it fh 235 5. JELR i/ — 9

(NLLS) ¥ 4#Z Non-linear Least Squares, & 4& —M&HftiitHiR, Wit/ My
R 55 R TR L 2 )3 22 FR) P D7 A SRAD B AR LR A AR, )32 I FH T i gD R R 4R
SR, Rk, BREEE R, ABFRCH M-H 595K F )52 adaptive metropolis NLLS, A3k
N M-H B 7E R 24 i A BRugs BL8ERR SEIH .

SRIM, T8I R MR R2jags 15 JAGS #AF4EH:SLEL Gibbs AL RIS W R
mcmc.result<-jags.parallel(data=data,inits=NULL,parameters.to.save
=parameters,model.file=mcmc.model,n.chains=3,n.iter=10000,n.thin=1,n.cluster=3) (i %
WA SR B SRR P ARRS . 55 37 TL, 28 6 47 3 38 UL, 51747, EOIRHEGH AT,
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https://cran.r-project.org/package=nimble.

FEHRED , X TATHAT JAGS (Just Another Gibbs Sampler) FR R,
T DU ge vk el . BONAEH T JAGS, 1454 1 Gibbs filiff, FrLliX B2 Gibbs i
Feo BRI, RRULESR, AWFFTH Gibbs Hik KA K2 Just Another Gibbs Sampler, Tk
N Gibbs #liFf 2 7E R B H R2jags 5 JAGS B aERESEIL .

F, W pXixXh Bit. SEH M-H BERIAD S pXi Wit iAW i
BRugs %M, 28l M-H &%, HAULHZ: modelEnable(factory = 'adaptive metropolis
NLLS') (iEZ WABHRG T I A A0S : 55 42 U1, 28 28 17 % 44 01, %% 1517, #8
CiRE e, TR .

SR1M, Gibbs fhAf 21T R 41 H R20penBUGS 5 BUGS R4 S, HAR
i3~ : memc_inf=bugs(data,inits=inits,parameters,model.file=
"pih_model.txt", n.chains=3,DIC=FALSE,n.iter=10000,n.burnin=5000,n.thin=1,
working.directory=NULL,clearWD=FALSE,codaPkg=TRUE,debug=FALSE) (i& % . 4 &
SO B SR AR P ARRS . 28 45 T, 55 24 1T: 4T U, 1447, HORAuE R
fEFRED . XK BUGS B Hith 2 6 HIBRIL K Gibbs filiFf

B R NI, JEOCRIR i I 1R, BB EO:

2.3 HEEEAU S 4T

X pXi i, M-H H%EE R B4R A BRugs RSEIL: Gibbs filiifidid R At
i R2jags 115 JAGS #fH#EE::0L: HMC Bk R #4-A H Rstan LRSI
3.3 FdlEl Skt

X pXixXh wit, M-H Hizlid R 344 BRugs Lk sEHL; Gibbs #iffidE T R 2
1 Fl R20penBUGS 5 BUGS # fF#E #5231 : HMC Fivkilid R #- F Rstan 05k s:
o

B T A IS A AL AT TR, R Z R — 2 1B

BN 2:

Fok, B FAEPIR B TSRS T —Fh pXi KA S, R AE NS
X} 77 ZE Gy A VHHER T B IR, 3X 2 BRI BLALI 5T B A 2518 B el 4 M JUHAE S R R A
IESCh gy T A R M-H 50 Gibbs S AEAS T XU I 52 X it 177 22 7y BEARIE h =
4 (PR FEG MR —EBGZREET 100 AX20 B —H A MAME T, AR5,
FEUVIGINSFATRBE AR pXi FALE Nk % h AP, 80 2/ 7E B BT 7T
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st h = 4 @E R AT, IR 7T JR R PRI 1S I IX —
BEIR: ESERMEL. Fihh = 4 ZRETAPFIRGH, HEARZM AR E -
p HIZKFEUE 100, i HIZKFEGE 20, CFERBR PN 725 =58, .

H=, W e A NN, RIE SRR J7 2 B THRIEENE, Hoh

> 4 RHET pXi Al pXixh FF T2 FHTHA.

B 3:

KT RISy, A — AR /N 0 R TR B E R B, AR EAR T
552 0 3 B —Ghs A i “pXi Bt R “pXixXh Bt BAF s S AE X ik
it (pXi) 7 AWM A XAt (pXixh) 7, AAMEBCKXBF TR H 2.1 A
3.1 BRI ST 5 1 5055,
BIRL: & KM We 55 2 R 3 3650 —Zhm il OB O “ S THI 38 XCBETT (p X i REDARTF ¢
A 43 XUMTH A BT (p X i X hYBE 7T ” o« 4% 2.1 F1 3.1 B BB TT R0 (958 1 &5,
T8 IS U 1 SOk o

= 4:

BAR 3.2 A T IR, A 2.2 FRAN AL RIELR B AR E;
BIRE: & RN A 2.2 d (B 2.1 w0, HLBUTEAE BT pXi &M
Sems HARIR

AR DU Ge i 22 vh 3BT S 58 20 A0 PR G4, 2017), RSeIME BRI H AR A e h
AN 5345 (IGamma) . 275 Jif N 705 5845 2 115 € (Lopilato et al., 2015; Mao et al.,
2005). FERIARRBSIAE. LI 7 =MARI0E B R AR REE L.

1 BMER X BT pXi K=EFMERE R

A f2
5%5.‘111:11% ETE(F:' [..|.2[='-*:I [‘.I'2 [FU

MCMC inf IGamma(2, 4) IGamma(2, 16) IGamma(2, 64)
MCMC non IGamma(0.001, 0.001) IGamma(0.001, 0.001) IGamma(0.001, 0.001)

MCMC emp IGamma(2, 5.95) IGamma(2, 24.07) IGamma(2, 95.97)




BN S5:

IR LRI A SOE A RMSE H1 1 6 J 247 1000 (At 45 3R iy 3 fd T
{H_E—47H) Bias AN 0 Z1RXTRE 2. 203 F 3L B 23 H B9 1000 Xl Th45 SR -F 34 7
BEIR: LR EL. CRBIENIT:

Bigs — £&9 (D
T
[z

RMSE = \'I% 2

EAR (D AR () 1, GRRFIREMGHHROMIE, Wy Zs it 08
ARG R ML, BT ZDEIE: n R T RIS

B 6:
2.4 th “FHHERRIESDAM z_p. z i Mz pi” , TR UEIES ) i,
EBIRL: EMEREN. SBSCNbREES D, WR:

BRI A2, 282, 50,0 O MO H.

BER7:

2.5 1 3.5 Bt vH4s RABEA 5B MCMC SRS WG L
BIRL: KL R E N XERR 2.5 F1 3.5 Fflith&s UL 7 MCMC S W sz Witk
Ut Wk

MR R AN BB, MCMC 7E 3T H AR 73 At /i T e 5 AT 2 00K AL

pXi B NBL  oP(p). oM o (pi) AR A F R

1 T T T T T T
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M EBERIR, =AY Z 0 B A THELE 5000 VB Podis Bl fa kA . Fae M2 ariix
BeIE AR &AL, —ILIE4T 10000 VIR, M 5001 FF46 4 10000 X, 4% Markov 4
(MBS A A {E

N T FA MCMC 2IWit& L, TERSChm T —Lik, W
2.4 fhitaR

T pXi weit, xR AR, AL R TR, BAOR B
MW 5 g SIS, B FEGRECA 5000 AEREIL 2P0 A1, ISR 5001 TT46 28 10000

% Markov S [ # AR THE, =% Markov $E5KF4y, BUAREANGEHH AL HHE -

3.4 fliThgs R
3.4.1 ASFEIHRI LT Bt 1T
XHF pXixXh wit, Xy kAR R, AAE R BT R, RZIAEIR

S, M MEL T SEACE, BEE TIHGRECA 5000 StAEIATIERA AR, RIILAEE 5001 FFGE
10000 %, %% Markov BEMIEER NAETHE, *F =% Markov 45R-F35, BN
THHE

R,

B 8:

F2ME 4 TR “VC” HRFIUANART MR 8 A4 7 Uik, @itF T VC I
BRI _EVERE, 45 VC By e RR.
IR : EERK RN ERKEREN T, MOEGH 7 VC T ESENRM, FZ B
A BT

BILY:
2. Hph ik A

SIE B R VR B AR B I B it 2 A i 7 i s 2
BIRL: /&% K IR R AEF BRI EE, CIEIESCR I T X THIR MU, a.
KH Zung(1965)%wH] FIF0HR H 1F-E: % (Self-rating Depression Scale, SDS)X} 244 #E47
o SDS B 20 MW EMESZMBHE, Hob, 10 BUYERIES -, 53 10 TR
PRAME. SETAN “ AR ALR, I BB — R PR %, HERH
BUPAREE R DYt 5y 1 Rom “WAHBARDBI” , 2 FoR N7, 3 R “HH
MEWE” , 4 RoR LR BATRI T .



MO VR T B R 7 S B LEURE [ 1545 &2k, SHbATHET 7 O8I 6 AN H s iR
WA, AT 7 = aRENR . =R g, HIRRWTREJy: (1) M Rk
B, Q8 HAHEURI; Q)FEFEEURY . BIBRAR M= IMNAI#IL, BRI 1429
%, Hh, BEFHE 636 4, wEH D 793 4, PR 14.88 5 (riEZE 1.80). 1%
RALAMT T B — SR LR UF(T1 Cronbach’s @ = 0.902; T2 Cronbach’s @ = 0.906, T3

Cronbach’s a =0.922).

= 10:

SCUE 7Tl “ Xt 1429 A PG R S5 B2 5000 A7 20 &%, K EAL

N BT, ERSERM AR SCR, RSP R E G AR S EE: SIS H

AR 2580 AR T AN JUAEL, VAR B e I B0 1) BRSO i 2 75 ELFE AR A Bias A1 RMSE,

MAZAA R AT

EBIR: B L RIE W . BAVMKIE S HISCRR S, T “23582450” (empirical parameters)

R FAEAE NS R hrdE . 2502500 A AR 55 18 SUBUH [R] 50 a4 07 1540 5000

HEEHRA RS, FEE LS GT kit 5 5000 HLEHE %7 2 5 B S HENE R S5

BARRUL, XTI 208 THETT S, 5000 fEEHE 1 5000 AMbGTHE R SEE N

Bl EENERSH.
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N ZAARER EFREFEARR AR K Y. Gl 551058 4 BARBESH T “M-HE
157 EA A H “Metropolis-Hasting(M-H)5.3%” ,  “HMC % (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo)”
N2 /& “HMC (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo) 5i%” ;
EIRL: B LRMEM. CHEIE. !

=12
2.2 tf “f515 K565 (with informative priors, MCMC inf)” [45 5 BL4#/K T “MCMC” ;
BIRL: R EFMEN. CHEIE, JEH !

= 13:

3.5.1 ML 1 “WMRRZE” M CTRRE” , Mg RMSE AR, @iUrank &t
B
ER: BHEFRKEL. ©4 M RMSE fUR, CEIE. JFHEH!

= 14:

I JUARE A RIEANEI, 0. 551 E0E 4 BB T2 MCMC =HMiliFE 7

RN T GT A PERE I ? W 75 LLBCA BESRA” L 25« 2 75 26 2 8026 1 BARBLY IR
T =R VR A TR IUAS 22 20 BRI R 27 I WSO RS =Rl A il i s 22
EMRIEME R . ZUOER S, R EIHMEN.
EIR: EHEROEN. CBEON: & MCMC =FHhfE kN A T GT H PR an a2
14 NIEEA S HBATIEIRTT . B0 PR =R A 17 2 70 BRI RIS LR
MR R MR L XM, Sl FaREIHEs. ragdl Mo iats
R T o ARH L
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HEA2ER:
B )

FATRIAE BT R AE SR B A AT B, 07 22 03 Bl v I AN RS 5 th B i)
A IR EVOHENIE RN 5, A RARUZ B0 s DA T, AR5 Xt 7 2
EATHE AR I BOXMIE T E SR, EE A DIEX A 8 BRI A ?

27 1)L«

1 ALK

JR3C (P5, 2.2 WHotiit):  “Z2% DIMERTFON 5 52 Xseit pXip Xi fIHTE 7L E (Mao
etal., 2005), ¥ EN&E...”

RS At XL BRI E T R AL IR EE I, BHESR ARG .

B PRGN “ 22 DA R T Bl 22 kit p Xip Xi #3E (Mao et al.,
2005)” , 8% “ZFH A ST pXip Xi B4 LA 5T % € (Mao et al., 2005)” .

2) HFERIL:

i) @ . B SC A 22 b Generalization theory(GT) is amodern psychological and
educational measurement theory, which has been widelyapplied in practice. iX/~%]F
which (i FEANFF G I~ ARG E R “IRIREIEETE N7 e, BaARH b, &
WHE S, #lin: Generalizability Theory (GT), a modern psychometric theory, has

beenwidely applied in practice.

=1
= B a)

FATHTAE XV IR AE XV BB AEAE LU, 7 22 0 Bl vh IR AN KR 5 i B ) AL
HAE IR E NI I R, A RARR B IREN? ARG AEDT T, AR5 it 7 250
EAGTHA AT RS BB IS T W B AR, AR T DRI A R JRIFT 18 2
BIRL: UL RKIE N X TRE B AR X8, AFT U RR S O e
—, B RENT GT W FTHb AP I D056 B Tt —— B M T 5 ST AU T 52 SRt R
RAJE T AT CAAR SR A Rl 55 A2 F A R I 96 e v whoxt 0 22 0 BEROAG THRIL, tni & Bt

YR A 134 (Vispoel et al., 2023).

=2

2 [



1 AATK:
JR3C (P5, 2.2 8 Fiit): “ 22 LIAT 5 B i 22 kvt p X i [ 58 % € (Mao et al.,
2005), Ky Es .7
WS 8T OB e R iR gE” i EZ I, SRR ARG .
BRI RN “ 22 DA T T 22 it pXi 1552 (Mao et al., 2005)”
oy “Z2 A2 Xt pXi B4 #F 7T % E (Mao et al., 2005)”
BEIRL: BHERAOEN. B85 WT:
2.1 Wt
28 DR T BT A2 SURETE p X IIBEE (Mao et al., 2005),
3.1 WhFwt
S DIAE T XU T 22 kvt pXiX h 13 € (Tong & Brennan, 2007; T 3E7H %, 2016)

R I !

= 3:

2) HFERIL:

i) . 9L S H# B Generalization theory(GT) is a modern psychological and
educational measurement theory, which has been widely applied in practice. iX/~%]F
which B AT G I A ARG E “IRIREBIEEE N7 KE, AR b, &
WHES, #li: Generalizability Theory (GT), a modern psychometric theory, has been
widely applied in practice.

EIRL: L K B W OO SRS AT N HAT AL, AT 10 8 10 3 77 R kAT 1 4L
bRl HOSEEBEUG IR . AR R

B

HRA1ERL:
VEFRUF RN T b —Fe R Ra e H A, &9 BRI BIEAN B2k B AT

PR SRS RS 2 A A, TR A M U . 5350, Al &S = i 5 RiE,
PAR 25 SO 30, & E— BB Hoekfa, 16 5 Rk LA M fAE A, B sue



=1
VEB BRI T —Re E R $e i i)/, S i A5 BRI e R 2R B AT

FORE A SRR SRR A KA, R At M B U - 5341, W diie &SR i 5 R R,
DR ki R, 4 b8t fn, 155 R LA ST AR, HBNoeE.

EIRL: SR E RN B BB, FRAHCT W Ab

Fs AR AT, ATHNIE T SHERE T R A, IR T SGE T
AR 1429 MR, TR EATFRELE CBHED o

B, W APA FERUR, XEAWTT RIS ORI UBEAT 1R Az, R el
BT, PrABAT AL “Bt” BT T AR,

W= AFARE T SCEMIE SRR, Rl RAEE RIR EAEEE S AT T B
e, EECPTIIABITZAEELL AT TARE, TR SR g B s .

WERN:

KR SCHESE MCMC =FiliF /7% (M-H. Gibbs. HMC) TEMELERIR (GT) 7 ZE4
BEAGTE HER TEREAT T AR ST, BT R AT B O E A S R S eI R AT AR
AN, WIORRIRRER, #UULE.



