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1 ELoic

M, REXINEZREFETVORIZT—XE2ERTI2EDETVREETN TR
EORGE, DEVETARHEBEINTVBIGE DR AHERIZE T W5 EA
IZITONTETWS. 20X RGE, BEORA XDOEHIZE T 2 HATHMAP A
AHEHFIIEGREZ R X T, —DOMIREE UT RN AFEHICRERD —kdHg o
MaEHWS iERD L. KRTlE, TORMADL Y a—%247\, MEARIEHIZD
WTHEZS.

2 General Bayesian updating

Y, RAXMEIACOVWTHBIZIRDIED Z LIZT 5. XIA—X 0 252725
ETD X OEERBE f(x]0) &L, 0 OFHFIEELZ (0) L$5. £/, 7—X X
EERTOHEONMIEZ G U, TOHEOHFMIIESNZET IV {f(x]0)]0 € 6}
ZEENTVWEETD. Z0LE, T—X X =2 25X LT 0 OEESAGIE
NAZXDEMIZLD

f(w | 6)m(0)
w019) = T Ty < T 1 OmO)

Li2b. ZOEE, 0 OHEFIAMIE f(x|0) I2BTZ 0 OFFOREIrSEEZLTWL
5. RN RFEFZZOHEBEDFEOATHEDNTHENIHRZ TS & WD ERT—EMD
HBHHETHY, BERLIXETILDOLD %ﬁuﬁj\%ﬁ% 2B Ik FMET
VY IDREE B (L L, HEIDHOERISAIC > TIFEE LKD), HEH
MOERLERTH D [ f(x]0) (memlzr/za%;im,%%w%m%ﬁ
HEREE 2 R0, —BRITESROCOBEAE R EZITS 2 Lt b, Rz sw
MTHDHI LN, RAAEEZHNWS Z LIZEBEARH 7. UL, 1990 FRD
BV THNOEGMYRE, T O OMENZERPREIZZ > TETH Y, EFEHEF
IBIFERA REERVICHEBELTETWS.

XC, FXERRRE G ARELEZETILVOFIZ A TWARWESIE, 7(0) 13
2RLTVWLON, £ LEEBICHES L FROHEHBNGIIMMEZEHLZH DO,
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EWSEMPEL L. HIAIE, ETUDPEREINTVWD L EOKRILIETE

9° = axgmin {— / log f(x | Q)dG(az)}

EX—=Ty N UINEWET S 2B R, BlfEE RO RSO L5807
OV Ry FRIZZ B Z I EKHONTWS (L, ETIUNELRE
SNTVBEAITIE 0 1Z EONTA—X 0y 125 L <72 5). Bissiri et al. (2016) T
X, 20 —log f(z | 0) DRHDIZ—MDBELEE £(0,2) ITHLT, [£(0,2)dG(x)
ERNZT BT A =X 2 5P DR Y RS AFHFEEZE R, Ihik i
RA XFHr (general Bayesian updating) & & O, KIGd 2 HED M % — M FHED A
(general posterior) ¥ KA. 2D LT, T—R x L RXT A=K 0 &2 REEETI
e K —ROBRBBUZ K OKEC DI 2 Z 21T & B~ A IZBIS 2 BiEm I3 BRI 1T
LIDULHIN S H LD (HlZIE, Chernozhukov and Hong (2003) X Zhang (2006)),
Bissiri et al. (2016) OFaX & #RIZHKRA 72 AHANDIGHPEZ 6N TED, BHHT 5
FEimb L <IREINTE TS,

3 General posterior distribution

X &4 P IR HERZRY U, 20 n BOMGAE8E X0 = (X,,..., X,)
EBEL. WE, 0=0(P) (O CRY) IZELEHZEL, T—R& 0 #ECTDIH5
BIRE U CHURIIE fo(z) == 00, 2) XS 2. 272, HEDR—7y kR
& 0" = argmingeg Eplg(X) £95. ZIZT, Eplp(X) & 0 DR L L TAE
D%V ATEEE X RO) &hE, RO) 2T — R &EHWTREME LR A7
Fopga

R(0) = 1Y h(x)

IZXODEHRTS. 0 OHETAME I 95L&, —KEBRDHIFRTERINS:
I, ., (df) ox exp{—wnR, (0)}11(d6)

22T, w>0 ITHANZED 5 scale parameter TH 0, learning rate & KiFt, F
BAMDIEND 23y bu—)Ld %8 &2 123, £7z, ZO—-BEELSMIE Gibbs
posterior & ¥ KiXN 5. HELEHIL, FWOEWIZIEU THRONIX L, HlZIX
lo(x) = |x — 0] L3ZEXNIX R(O) =Ep|X — 0| DB/IMEE UTDRAT 14 7 > OHEE % #7
FETNERET DI HRLITIILEVARETH S.

FROZehrobird k5T, ~HEEBESMIE M-HE L XA XEDOEM 2 MAaED
BZHEDTHD. MHEEDLZLRAULIIZ, T—XEREIILEDMND D ITRERY
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A7BEBIZED Y2 LTEY, ETNVOBRKNEZRMTE L. X512, X1 XNRT
TH—F LB LIZE0EAMEL T TIERL, AHOHEE 5 257206 2 IXEFH
3% (credible region) D TR D RN X OE R (uncertainly quantification)
BIFHIENTES,

UL, ETUDPEREINT WSS & TOHEEMABEROMEIZE U TR
BETHD. 2T RHE2EXLD. WE, Xi,..., X, 2EHOTFT—XERK
575 N(B, 2) 35 DEMEBEAL TS, EFLL LT N6, 0?) #EZ, o £ 42 i
e U o ofteflEzE 25, 20, ZRRETAPEEEINTWIRRHTH
5. ZOL %, 0IZXT 5 flat wEHATHA L learnig rate w # 52 72H & T FHE
ﬁﬁf@w%%ﬁb,%%%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ékai%@F%%ﬁﬂmK@%.:
ZT, 26 EN0,1) @Bl o i THY, X =n"130" X, 255, ZO8E,
W= 0% /P? L BIFEHIERIC B B WEIERE (FEARIITIE) BT S LTk,

T, B2DUMNRRIMTER L Z L&D, HENG L, &, n 255
KE VWL EF 0 = argmin R, (0), HHEITH w=(nV;) "t 25D d KILEMHT
THEEITE L EMPFEH TN T WS (Chernozhukov and Hong, 2003). 727U, Vp i
R(0) @ 2 pEBBOITHIE$ 5. —HT, M-HEEROWMEERMEIZED 6 13 n A+
BREVEE, V0%, SEHEATH 0T Vo Ep[lgf] IV 26D d RGEIERIAIC
WS ZenHoNTWS (FlZIX, van der Vaart (1998)). 7272, Lo i& Ly D 0 1T
B9 28 AR, WHOWHLILSEAITH 2 Lo 5 k512, HEEHERIX
BERICB T OMBHELZELIICEER LBV LA DNd (ZDIZ LIZDONWTIE,
Kleijn and van der Vaart (2012) THERINTWD). 4B, ETADVIEL SHE
INTWVWREEILEY 2 ERIZMDE & T Bernstein-von Mises OEHIZ X b 3L
WCHEFE T DI LA RTIENTES. £ T, Syring and Martin (2019) I3,
Z DBKIZHEH U T 72 245 FH #E38A° noninal coverage probability % 3 Ui
WZEKT S & DT learning rate w 24V T —Ya v HEERRELTWS. £
7z, Bissiri et al. (2016) %> Holmes and Walker (2017), Lyddon et al. (2019) Ti&
w OEFUZET MO HEFREI N TN S.

4 ONZR MEEIADISHE

—REEDEDOEZ KD E, T REFERICANEEDM S LD REND 5
LH, TORECHUTHE[BER AT A - REEEITD 2N TES, HHlKLRE N
A MEEF O AT, EEBEE UT Huber A% 2 W —REBR DG E2E X
52 LIITRETHD. T, AR —MWHBZLSM I model free R GETHZ Z LW E



FiThaH, - TREFETIL {f(z]60)]0€0) 2oL, BARSRE LT
lo(a) = Lz, f(x | 0) 2ERB Y, HEDZ—F v N EBBNTA—RIELA N—
VI AN LMHET Y b -2 R/IMETHEDTHLLEEXLILHTES.
Zogt, BREENETIV f(x]0) IH{FT 5, DFD scoring rule £78->TW5
Z 2 EBRIFIE, %D general Bayesian updating OFHAIZE S Z 2 IZERET L. X
AN=Y x yAZHED L N MEEIRER, BEY - BMTEETHEEICIAVDS
NTHY density-power divergence X v-divergence 72 £k 2 72 R\WEE % £ D X A
N—=V z VADBREI NS, FZ, Fujisawa and Eguchi (2008) 12 & b 2RI 7z
y-divergence (ZHG & FEOME TENZHE2EDXA NV VATH 5.

RNA X O ATOWNSE 2 LTk, 21X, Hooker and Vidyashankar
(2014), Ghosh and Basu (2016), Jewson et al. (2018), Nakagawa and Hashimoto
(2019) L ETITDNTVDS. TNHDXETIE, learning rate w (1 £ L TW2E A
AHTR SILTEY 7B INGIEIZ X D BENDIRETH Y T IS BOFETH L. £z,
BEXAN=Y v ARMKIZE N D tuning parameter O R JGIE BRI H O T
&7 BB STIR I T2 WIS — BRI O A TR FGEDPRE T E 20005 Bk
HWEEETH 5.

RAN=T 2V AZED S EBRAMIZ - MITEME R Th O MR HET DM S FE
LWz, HEBREEEOHBENHEE2MIICEHETLIZ 2 3H#H LY. 20k
b, vNa7EEE T Arn (MCMC) HEIZE D HEY Y TV EBLIDTH LD,
R—7y b ERDBERBDUGTENRRKE VGG X RIZEESANDOPRPIEL 7257280,
MHEMB 22 MCMC EOREVPRETH L. —~WERIMIINT S, RITIZBEHLUTA
T =7 70W7% MCMC #ERZ ZHETWS DD REINTWEAREZZ 2 £ THAHA
FENTETRBSTSHOERIPHFINTWS (Lyddon et al., 2018). — AT,
MCMC G 2 ik LT, BHNRA XERDH L (BRI, Blei et al. (2017)).
ZDHIEZEBEDAEOEME GEEIZITD ZEPHARETH S0, VWb S mean-field
family ODIEICHIEDN D > 720, EEREEITEYIC T 1 v Iz MCMC %124 5%
ZeWHd720, EHL02HWAIRENEIEEIDHELWVETHS. b, EH4N
A REIZ K VRSN HBREHEEOEY) 2 1) TV — 2 3 VITBIR RTIE R
fiE L 72> T\ 5.

E7z, FEIERVPZVESICIEHENDHGPHNONL Z DL \WDY, scoring
rule 25D < HEAS A OSRT X Giummole et al. (2019) 2 & b, SHEERIH A
(reference prior) PEHINTH O, K<HONTWS Jeffreys DHFTF A IZFELL 72
LEDONBLENTVWD., EBERDMDO DL LTHSNT\WA, probability matching



prior (fl21¥, Datta and Mukerjee (2004)) (250 < H#&/5 HEEZ A\ 5 Z & Tt
L2 1% nominal coverage probability ZFEK TE 2 Z L BAFTEZ 25 TH 525,
ETIUHFERHESINTVEHEIZIEZTNTE D FL WL EIEER S0 T & HEE AR
ETNOHNZBWTHEMINTWS (Syring and Martin, 2019).

5 FEHESHBRORE

AR TlE, EFIZEITRTED 57208, EFADPEBEINTWE S IZE R —
FRHB DI D K R RO LA D WTEHBI U7z, RiZ, BANZ MEEFAD
IR Z LT, £5AAMIZHEL S OWHFELH L. #HlZIX, Lyddon et al.
(2019) *® Syring and Martin (2019) Tik, ¥H—bRT X =<2 VoA R E
T 2EHBIT > TWS. ZO5EOAME UTIE Bissiri et al. (2016) %
FUL, BTFEOSTIZBWTHLSH WA H T WS, £72, Miller and Dunson
(2018) T, MDD —MEHEIMAIZHEDS B NA MEEZREL TE Y, BRE.

SHBROMEE U T, FHIZa N2 MEEFAOIEH TIEERICD XA XEFE 7L
DILRX, SNEMREOMEIZ ~RERDMEH VS I ENEION, TN5IE
BUEESTTHTH D, £, ~MERDHMOMEWHEIH#HT TS, I5IT—
BEHED DR AP RAHE ORI DOVWTHEZD I LR e LT
5ND. HEDATIZRL, MADTEmE U TORRVSES o Iiffahd.
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RIS, JSPS BHFE: # T (B) (17K14233, HAZIK) OUSE 2173
DTHS. i, RIMS WIFES THIGLRTHEE OHIET ) v 2| THIEEC 2 -
Fe KBRS DA S, [RIBA S OB P I Bl OB 2 KT 5.
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