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Abstract

HHZEDFOLHERIBITEEML, HODAOLRETIZEDT—F Y Mhb, £
DF—2E5FE LTV AIEREOEOSH L BA - #HAIT 252 L ThH . generalization error i3,
WEINEZHMERDOFHLEDOT L b E—{ZBT2RELZRLTWVD. 2T, Babhl
F—Z 6RO b BD training error 5, generalization error #HET S Z L IXEETHD.
BT IR AT, ERER, TERM, BETMTRETIE, T2 0BBRIREOR
AL, ERSMICHD L5 RBEMRLOTIIRY. EALOBIREB BV TIE, HRYE
BTNV EMTIN I EHELBESMERBATE BEHE - NEEEL b HOMREIKE, BE
ERDGRKE T 7 R EBFRINTNS.

EFNVERIETH D, “Widely applicable information criterion” (WAIC), iX, Akaike in-
formation criterion (AIC) #—#{LL7=b DT, HEFFETNMILERARETHSD. M X
RN BT 2B A%, BREZETNVOEFDELHI2 D HDTWAIC IEOEERELE
ERELTVWS., BRI, RESMOSETFTIL, B3y 7 B3O log canonical threshold
ELTHLATWS., ZORI TR, EFEHLN-FHERECETI/BRLEN B0

LB EEEBITT 5.
1 [ZL®IZ

Y 2B O REKKIK, Z %Y @ closed subscheme, Y £ 0 TRVWEEITEE f izt LT, log
canonical threshold IIf#HTHIICEFREUE L

cz(Y, f) = sup{c: | f| ¢ is locally L? in a neighborhood Z},

EHBKLE

cz(Y, f) = sup{c: |f|~¢ is locally L' in a neighborhood Z},
EEEIND. cz(V,f) X fICHATAIE—FEBOBRROBTHLH D, REEA - (REERT TIX
T2 ¥BAS L T D log canonical threshold DAFFENRITHON TV S, /-, ERTTOHENE
T 5 (Kollar[13], Mustata[15]). #ixiX, BHEM T log canonical threshold X, RIKARHTIC
BT 5 f © Bernstein-Sato ZER b(s) DH/EARDIBRTH DT ENRMBLN TN S.

—7%, FEERICBITIFEERKL, HHEREDOFERME LD log canonical threshold & % d
METEZLND. o TEOETEHRF LOFRZFZRBUTHEMT D Z LN TERWV. fix
¥, #BEFEEE LD log canonical threshold (X1 & W /NX W43, REE ETIIZ S LIIRLZW. %
BB B1EMED log canonical threshold iX, 1FEA XM 1 LW K&V, 25 BEKKICE
L Tix, FE¥{& LD log canonical threshold D5 B%EL DFEREFO TVNDIZ EBHMLNTVS.
IOLHIICEBREERDDZ LI, BAHBANLLRKOHHBETHD.

ZORITH, FEHERBIBWTLAVWLNIRBREERSM, ZB==2—F1rRy hU—7,
BAZHESFONA AHERNCET 2% % % 5 2 5 Vandermonde matrix singularities &, ##
FEERET I ARD #4288 L72HEC 81T 5 log canonical threshold (2B 3 2R %R~ 3.
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log canonical threshold iZJAH O B EMEEEICL Y, FEMICIIAEBOFREZICLIRD
bILoM, BEMITRODDITEE LV EINTVD . FHEBTREGIREICIVITD ﬁ‘t%fﬁs%é
TV %A, Vandermonde matrix singularities i3, /X7 A —F 2 GA TV 5120, BEINE
EXOMERSHFHEIVOEERAEZEATVD. ER2WERMBERL LT, HFRAPMILLT
Wi s = — FURIERBEL TWDERHIT 60D ([12], [25)]).

2 WAICEEFEHER

e RN ZHREH, qo) 2EOBRBERBEKL L, q) 205 n\OWSIRY > T E ot =
{zi}, £95. FEET NV p(zw) & ZOFFIGM Y(w) BEXBNTVWDI D LTS, ZIT,
RS A—FEBIZIW (B w) C RS ET5. £EEROBIIL, F—FE v b a® 5 p(z|w) & A
WT, EOnf gq(z) #BAE - HETHZ L THA.

N RFETIE, EEEE p(w)2™) &

1 .
p(wla") = 7-9(w) [ p(zitw)
TEHTD. TIT Z, ZESULER

= [ v [[p(afu)d
w i=1
Thsb. _
IIT, EBBELDBLWVT,

[ dwf(@)p(w) T, plai|w)?
[ dwp(w) T3, p(@slw)?
LEZETD. BiX, inverse temperature & Lifh, BE L =1Th5.

INE Do XHER % p(z|X") = Eyp(zlw)] EEHETS.
R RIS p(2), g(2) I LT, Ay 2 Bl K(q|lp) %

K(qllp) = Zq

Ey[f(w)] =

FRER A s 2 BERE K (gl|p)
mz
log
Kn(qllp) = ; p(

TERTD. K(pllg) X, WIZIHABEKT, q(z) =ple) OFRIZRY K(q|lp) =0&7225.
Z T, 4fHDFEZE, Bayesian generalization error, By, Bayesian training error, By, Gibbs
generalization error, G4, and Gibbs training error, Gy #IRDO K S IZELT 5.

By = K(q(2)||Ew[p(z|w)]))

B; = Ky (q(z)| Ey[p(z;w)])
Gy = Ey[K(g(2)||p(z|w))]
Gt = Ey[Kn(q(z)|p(z|w))]

Bayesian generalization error i, E@é}?ﬁ EFRSHE DN EDL BV LTV AENERLEZLD
THERLEERAETHS.
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A € Q % learning coefficient(3*E#%¥), v € R % singular fluctuation & §5. ZibiT,
birational invariant 728 T 3. ERIET LTI, R"NTA—FOKRTLE dETHE, A=v=4d/2

MRILT B
A [22, 23, 24) ICBWTLL T OBFEIIRIN TV 5!
_A+vB-v l
_A-vB-v 1
BBy = — 5 +o(7)
A+ 1
_A=vp 1
BG] = 2 + o)
b, HEAMBEBIUOBEREFAVTRERS.
- T, .
E[By] = E[By] + 2B(E[G:] — E[By)) + O(E)
BLOW .
E[Gy] = E[Gy] + 2B(E[G:] — E[By]) + 0(;)
2%55.

BEONHOYBFEEZRV - b 0%
Bg:-i)mmgm@umu
1 n
B@:-EZpgm@@mm
=1

GLg = - w[z q(x) Iogp(a:|w)]

1 n
GLy = ~Ey[~ logp(zilw)]
i=1

LTBH ok,
)

)

E[BL,] = E[BLt] + 28(E[G:] — E[B]) + o

S|= 3| =

E[GLg) = B[GL] + 28(E[Gy] — E[By]) + o

LB,
02X WAIC £ TH 5. Bayesian 33 L ¥ Gibbs generalization error 23, HO o OfEH

%AV 912, Bayesian 3 L U® Gibbs training error 2> S#RTEX A2 L 2R L TW5A. Training
error 1%, BHIT —% z; BEXUOEFEFT LV p EAVTRO LN D, EEOISHSLER T, @F,
HONHBAHAT, BT —F0ABELNTNDS. Lo TERAT — 20 bDEO5HOH
ERET NVERIZ WAIC EIXFHTHS.

Bayesian ¥ £ U' Gibbs training error O ZI3,

nB(E[G:] — E[By]) = v

LB,



FEBE N 1L K(g(z)||p(z|w)) @ log canonical threshold TH Y, 0 #F DL T5L, %
NOoDEZRANT, Erit, BERIIRTEZLND.

_1 E I dtY,. [ dué (u)tA—1/2e=B+BVEW)
V=395 fooo ity fdut)\—l/2e—ﬂt+ﬂ\/zg(u) )

ZZT, f(u) i, HFEABHLEZEFMECTERIN-RBRRT, FHODM2DH Y RA5H L
ROEREHTHD. Y 1%, NBILUONBBONLRAEZOMTSHS.

5T, FRETNVOZLEREL, BHIZBOTEOLBABELNTWIZTETERESEIC
BOWTRWHEARBH Th 7203, TFE, N7 7ETAOGRE 8], BN LEATHL =B
Za—INRy NT—=2DFE (7, 1], 1 REOEEERDHDOEE [3], Restricted Boltzmann
machine [5] DHE DFEHREIZOWTHRE Sz

X (6, 4] T, JRWIEIICAT O FFRGARH O & 72 5 BRI OE Y 22 RIRIZ X - T, Vander-
monde matrix RFRLADZERBEONT L RRFLHLTWVD.

£72, @3 [20, 21, 27] IZ8VTiT naive Bayesian networks <° directed tree models with
hidden variables (231} 2 FE FHEABFLL TS,

BONTERITEMRFBET N OBRONA =T XA —Z ORFHIBNT, BILEOE
DEFREZ 52570, MCMCEORBELMHATHZ LR (16, 17], BEOKRIE, T7/LBR
FRAT ISR S LTV B (10, 1)

(1)

3 Log canonical threshold
*EMAMUZRE o, b, w* R EIXEREET DL S,

EE 1 C ERERCEIT D v O+H/NESRIEER U, F2U 00 TRWVERIBEKE -13%E
FENTEIE L 5. ¢(w) 227 MR- FEFD C® BT, Yw*) #0 &2z bosd
5. ZOkE, fOw BLUYIZET 3 log canonical threshold Z, C¢ k- Ti3,

cw (f, %) = sup{c: |f|~¢ is locally L? in a neighborhood of w*}
R¢ ETH,
cw (fy9) = sup{c: |f|¢ is locally L' in a neighborhood of w*}

LEETD. FTz, O(f,0) 2ZONEETS.
'l/)(’IU*);ﬁOfa’:roli, iz, CW*(f)=Cw*(fa"/)) io)c}:(){\ow"‘(f):-ew*(f,'lﬁ) LB INHOE
Y IRELRWALTHS.

ROFEE 11T, EREEIZRBWT, BEEEEFEICHRR L7z & & D log canonical threshold &
T HAEETHD.

EE 1 ([19], [18]) f(wr, - ,ws, wap) FEAOEHICHT S ERBMETS. 0% 0= flug,ico
LBL. I2bL, fERwg =0ICHIBLEEEE g L72 (i, HE@BE@EELT, f%
HCHIR LB R g = [ &4 5).

DL %k, Co(g) < Co(f).

COERIT, FEFTBEBTIIRD SIcewv. e, KEIE LT, Bl BdbiFsns.
il 1

(w1, w, w3, wq, ws, we) = (w} + wj + wi + wi + wi + we — 1)%. (2)

EBL ZDEE, c00,0001)(f) =1/2, THDD, colf(wy, ws, ws, ws, ws, 1)) =5/4 L5,
LL, FRZEXROEHENE, UTORIIRIETS.
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T2 2 ([4]) fi(wy,...,wq), -y fm(wr,..., wa) & KE 0y D wy,- - wq ICHTHHFREERX
£ 5. f{('LUQ,---,'LUd) = f1(1,’ll)2,...,’wd), teey frln(w2a"',wd) = fm(].,’LU2,-..,’IUd) EB<.
wi # 0 Thivud

C(w;,~--,w;)(f12 e+ f2) = C(w;/w;,---,w;/w;)(ffz o+ 2.
£/, FREEXOEEIL, UTOEERNEY L.

E}E 3 ([4]) fl(wla"' ,’U)d), ERY) fm(wl,'--awd) z Wy, 7w](.7 < d) ‘:?‘Tﬁ-é#{ﬁ n; 0)%&5
BALTB. EBIC, § & C™ BT, Y0, 001, wp) 2 Pt g BEKO, - ,0,wl 1, ,wj)
DITFET wy, - - , Wj WBELT, BERTHDETH.

DL,

€0, ,0,w;+1,~~-,w2)(f12 +oeeet fr2m 'll") < C(w{,---,w;,w;+1,~~-,w;)(fl2 +- fr2m "/})
N A/BVASH
— i wo € R? A3

0f; . .
ilwo) = glun) =01 i <m 1 <5 < d

ERil-LizELTH
Cwo(f12+"‘ +f72m¢) < Cw*(f12+"'+f1%zv'¢)
DD L2 E VIR G 220,

B2 fi=a@-17 fo=0"+@-D)-1°+2), = (2 +(-1)°)((z- V) +2) &F
5. Zokx, z=1Ly=0,2=00BCRY, fi=fo=fr=92=52= =

<
R
Il
>3
N[
>3
8
Il
o

4 Vandermonde matrix %8 R Log canonical threshold

W 4([2,8,14) U 2w* e REOWTfE, J%2 U TEBSNT-ERBITEEK f1,..., fn TERSH
BEAFTIALETS.

(D) gi+...+g2 <fi+ -+ f2RbiTey (@ + - +9%) <cw (fE+-+ f2).

(2) g1, 9m €T 2DE e (gl + -+ g2) S o (FE+--+ f2). FBZ, g1,...,9m BT DERL
TR I e (fE 4+ f2) = cur (9] + -+ + g)-

EX 2 v OFEU CEBESNERTBEE f1,- , fm POERINBATTAE I LTS, 2
DEE, cp(I) =co-(f+--+f2) &T5.

ZDEHIT, Lemma 4 LV FERLEHFETZS.

EB® 3 Qe NZREFETS. o
{1 Q MEHEK R LT,

* _— ... = b* _ * D . = . 1o s
b B =00 AODEE W= e O nmsk
[bLb;’ J’R’]Q :71(05 707b:a ,bfv) LEETD.

E® 4 Qe NZ2EETS.



* *
ain ot GH Gy -c- Gp gy
* *
21 -t G2H  Gopyy  --- Og gy
N
A= . ’ . ’ ,I"——’(El,---,gN)EN_H)
* *
ami ctt GMH Gppgi1 oo OMH4r

N N
BI:(Hb%’Hb%’ ) HbHJ’HbH"’lJ " HbH+r’]
=t =1

B = (B1)ty++txy=Qnt1,0<n<H-+r—1
= (B(1,0,-,0) Bo,1,--,0)s " » B(0,0,,1)» B(140,0,,0)» " *)
LD B IATHIOEE EZRT).

aki, by (1< k< M1<i<HI1<j<N) I Efay, b OEHETERSNEHE

T5.
J % AB DT X TORZINOERSNDAT TNV ETD.

J TED LN 5% R A% Vandermonde matrix BIFFR S L L 5. B OLD, 1 <5 <rizxt

LT,

¢
(aT,H+j,a§,H+ja e ,a?\/I,H-H‘) # 0, (b;I+j,1a b}-l+j,27 e ab}1+j,1v) #0

BIOj#£5TxLT,
(O 45,1 VH1520 s Ol N1@ 7 Oy 15 DFrjros - s Dl Nl
PIRETD.

ZDmX T, ROLIIZERTD.

a1 a2 -+ QiH vaﬂ’la
ag1 a2 - G2H H]  bojY
Apmp = ) yBa,n,1 =
M1 QM2 GMH jzle]’j
(@)
By'n = (BH,NI) b 4.4y =Qn+1,0<n<H-1-
*
@1, H+1
Shica*=| : BIW
*
@pH+1
air a2 - G1H GT,H_H
. a1 Q22 - O2H a;,H-l—l
(AM,Haa ) = .
aM1 oMz 't GMH Gppgag

ELTEL.

RO EHIL CO(”AM,HBJ(L%HP) BLO Co(ll(AM,H—ha*)BfnSJ)VH?) DERDIIUT, TRTO
Vandermonde matrix B4 5,50 log canonical threshold 236715 Z L 2R LTV 5.

EE S5 ([3]) Uxn

* * *
w = {akiabij}lgkgM,lgigH,lgjgN
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(B3B8, s bgR) = (0,...,0) &<
ZZT
[Zl’b;Z""vb:N]Q#Ov fOTi=1,.. H+r

DRT, BRBRT MAE B, b1y, . B0, biy) 5. TRbb,

{( 111" ) a( :71"", :fN)v [b:b ’b:N]Q¢O>l:17"'JH+T}'

ok, —,E\H’Jllﬁi‘ﬂ, RELV r'>r ThH5.
1SiSTKﬂLT, (i, b)) = brgins s Vhrinle, €55,
0, 1<i< Hy
(i1, ,b0iN), Ho+1<i< Ho+ Hy,

b3, »binle = (b1, ,b3%), Ho+Hy+1<1i< Hy+ Hy + Hy,

(b3 bii)s Hot oo+ Hyoy +1<i < Ho+ oo+ Hy,

1’
BIW H0+'-'+H,»l =H +LTEL.
IDEE ,
Mr
cur (14BI%) = == + ¢, 0+ (11 4st,10 Bi5 w1I%)
T N 1 r!
+3 ¢ e (1(Anaa-1,2@)BG NP+ X ¢ e (14n,m 1Bl w11P)-
a=1 ! a=r+1 !
- - (0)* _ 1 & )
ZZT, wy = {ak,i,O}ISzSHm
. a,{,H+a
w®” = {0} Hogt Hay4ir O2cicHa B = | fora 2 1.
a*M,H+a

UTOERT, ¥BREOEREEX5.

EE 6 ([4])
bound,
. (H—i+1)N+di(s) + di(s) +d(s)
= min{ count(i, 5, k(5)) 1)@ + 2 :1<i<s8,1<k(1),---,k(s) <N,1<s< H}
ZZT
count(i, s, j) = #{i1 : 1 < i1 < 8,k(41) = j}, C(i,8) = #{count(i,s,j) = 0,1 < j < N},

di(s) = (N-1)Q Z(cbunt(i,sl,k(sl))—l)

di(s) = M(@i- 1){(c;unt(i,s,k(s)) -1)Q +1}
s—1
+QM Z (count(i, s, k(s)) — count(i, s1,k(s1))),

count(i,s k(s))>count(z s1,k(s1))

(0, if count(s, s, k(s)) =1,

(H - s){C(,5)Q + (N — 1)Q(count(i, s, k(s)) — 2)},
if count(i, s, k(s)) > 2,N -1 < M,

di(s) = { (H - ){CG,5)Q + MQ(count(i, s, k(s)) - 2)},

if count (s, s,k(s)) > 2,C(i,s) <M < N -1,

H — s){MQ(count(s, s, k(s)) — 1)},
\ if count (s, s,k(s)) > 2, M < C(i,s).
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15,
. NH + Y5 MQK — i) (W)
= 51Z, bound, = 2+2Qk’ kj‘é.
ITHK =max{i € Z;NH > MY i (1+ Q)™ Th 3.
i‘/’_
boundz = ﬁ
2
15,
oL E
co(HAM’HBg?MF) < min{bound;, boundy, bounds}
co(||(Apg, -1, a*)Bg?Z)sz) < min{bound;, boundz}
WRiZ, H=1,23 OBARDEDEZE25. \= Co(”AMHB || ) EL, 6xF0NE LT

5. %77, N =co([|(Amm-1,a%) H,Nn?),:ocme'%%@w;&avm.

EH 7 Case 1 H =1.

1, if M #N,
L A=min{3, §},0 = {2, if M = N,

2. N=4¢=1

Case 2 H =2.
1. M>N+1726FA=N=N, §=0=1.
2. M=N+17%biZA=X=N, =6 =2.

S M=N iabifa=N=208000 g_g =1

4 M<N-126Fx=M, 6=1.

5.N-Q+1§M§N-1f;&&i,\'=3f%%i—ff)‘—ll, 9 =1.
6. M=N—-Q 261X N = , 8 =2.
7.MgN—Q—1f;5;iA'=1V+TM, 6 =1.
Case 3 H = 3.

L. M>N+27#26FA=XN=3 9=¢=1

2. M=N+2725FA=N=3N ¢=¢'=2.

_ . 3N+(3N—-1)Q _
5. M=N+17%2biFa=x=320010 g1
4 M=Nibigr=x=30000 g_g_o
QM) g=1 for Q> 3,

%, 8 =2 for Q =3,
3L, 0=1 for Q < 3.

Il

5. M=N-17161F

> o> >
]



228

6. M<N-12biZr=3 6=1
7.M=N-5(S=12,) #56iE
)N = S(3+Q);(2QQ_:—13)M(Q+1)’ 9 =1 fOT Q > S,

X =N 6 =2 for Q =38,
N =N g =1 for Q< S.

N =10HEE, ROL D RERPBLN TV D.

ZE S ([2]) N=10rx =) =YFEIEH - - © k= max{i € Z;2H > M(i(i -
1)Q + 2i)} TH 5.
a={ 1, if 2H > M(k(k - 1)Q + 2k)
2, if 2H = M(k(k — 1)Q + 2k)

1, fM=H=1
¢ ={ 1, if2H > M(k(k —1)Q + 2k)
9, if2H = M(k(k — 1)Q +2k),H > 1

5 ARD:%

Wiz, ARD %A LB E0FEBREICOVWTERT S, FI, MEBOFHRAIZRIT 5 MEG
(Magnetoencephalography) €7 /LiZ ARD 28R L= HEDOFEBREELRD 5.

5.1 MEG

RIEEN D3 RIZ B8V T IMRI, EEG, MEG & W\ o 72Kk 2 RREHRIFER{TTbR T3, MEG &
IIARERT - BMREET & PRITh, BMAARRTEENC L RAT ARG B LHREE 2 BRI T 2 KE
TH D [26].

MEG 0% & LT,

1. HEREHTHS.
2. BV ORRREERE TS,
3. ERBHEDT-ODOHRBEEZM LENRDD.

LWV T ENRETFLND. FREAMIICHIZ- T, FECHV IR L, ERESEK
RETHHIEDREREMBEICZ2>TLED. ZODARELERBLHIRT S Z L BNLEITR
BN, TORELELTEXLLNTWVWDHODOMN, ARDETHS.

KOk MEG BEEIRET VEEXD.

y=Va +e
ye RV eRPM o' ¢ RM ¢ ¢ RE
IIZTy, o, eXThThERR, SRR, BRRETHD. ViZY— 74— K75
LIRS HOT, trY, BREEBFOMERLHAICL->TROLND. ZZIZKRTEND
ARD(Automatic Relevance Determination) a5 fi %8 A3 2 Z L TRLELREHRROHIBRZ
RA5.
ARD L IIBEEHBIRELIFINDZHDOTHY, —HONRNTA—FE0ICTHILIZIVER

(sparce) 72fR% /5 HETH D [9].
ROFRIRERF| T —F & > b

D ={d™ y® y=1,2,... U}



BHEZONTZEE, ANLHNEOMICRBRERER (BSH) BEETDILE, ThzilRT 52

tHBEZD.
FD MEG £7 MIROBRZREM DM EATS.

M
p(d|a) = [ M (ail0, ;1)
=1

ZIT a3 AR T A=, 0 IRERTHIET DA =5 =2 Th Y, N(ai[0,0;"
TY¥HO0, Dol OERSHLEZET.

INOEDNAN=RG A= ZIZONTOEBEEERRIT I LITEVELD o 012
WL, REELTRERERNHIRSNEZ L ERB.

MEG &7 /v OReRE BRI,

p(yla’) = Ni(y; V', 0211)
CHEXBND. T2 TR (18] DREL Y,

U M
p({y™}{a®},) = [[ML@™;V 3 bna®em, 021y)

u=1 m=1

E70%. TZTen idmREKIN 1, MOMDTIZ0DBAL~NY ML THD.
12V DTy 7ETh. vi,...,v &V OHBSI~Y ML ETS

V={(v1,...,vuy).
R(iv,...,i) & vij,...,v;, TEKSNB~Y b ZER:
‘ R(i1,...,ig) = {civs, + -+ vy, : c,...,cx €ER}
ELT, £DR(,..., i) KEEND V OFIRY MVOEERE Liy,. .., i) £5<
L(i1,...,ik) = #{vi : v; € R(i1,...,ix)}.

,»w(;
—

L9 5.
wE9 YU |V M bma%)emll2 ® log canonical threshold /%
(- 1)U+ M- My,

min{ 5 s l=1,...,1+1}
ZIT, My=#{vk : v, =0} BIU M, = M.
(REA)
k2T 2RMEICE - T, 7u—7 v 7%V, UTOBEREOND Z LR,
U brt10k+1,u
() TR =wiowiy (0, o+ dh, Vi : %)
u=l bt (k) O M (k)u

a7k

k
£=1
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M'(8) 13, LIFOEHNTEILS Eq. (3) L0 Eq.(4) CIERESZ SN,

(Step 1)
ViFEO . o, VMM, O, VM-My+1 =0,...,vyr =0 ERETS.

M) = M' = M - My (3)
EBL.
U 280 ZhkiK {b; ~01<1<M’}4 RoTTu—7 v 745
by =wy, by =wib;, i =2,..., M L&L.

1
0
vi#0 XV, Mx M ERAIfTHI P, BFEELT, Pivy= :
0
( 1‘1,11'((11)) ) — Pivii=2.. M, Y5 vi(l) i M -1 KFTERT FAThHB. vy(l) #
1
0 Vi (1) 20, Va1 = = var(1) =0 TS M0 < M 115
(Vz( ) ...,VM/ (1)) &'5_6&
baagy
aly a1y + (vi2(1), ..., vimr (1)) :
b a 1 ’
Pl 2 .2u _ bza bM aAM'y
: 2u
leaM/u Vvl
bar(1yamr (1)u
baaoy
a1y N6 allu ~ay = a + (U12(1)7 <o 7le’(1)) RV RRERT .
byramry
WE ALY, U2 kO UH(1) FEETHIZL
baazy
(x) (1) =wy Z(a + V1 : %)
bamryam (1yu
ZITYvaeTrT it
k
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(Step 2)
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1
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Pet1vis1(k) =
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~Z7 kv
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Ok+1u
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Pei1Vi .
AL (k) QM (k)u
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(Step 3)
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