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Probabilistic latent semantic indexing(1999)

PLSI A7 —JF 4515 LSA —FFF SR In) 2 25 [ A R A T B, 08—
SR P 3 AR ] L

PLSI (AU AR5 SCh R iR (9 R (Topic) I A T, T/
T AN R )R] 43 A1

N B AN E RSO  F ZEI D I RAE AR B, R A

TR, 2y B s money Fl river. MR A [R] ) B4 TR A = S0k .

A P 27 B BAT T 22 2] 1¥) = i SCRS A 2 (inference) sk HY - topic [1914]
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T TRASRE z, AT EM &3kt S40.

B AN S 3SR d 24822 T (multinomial ) 20 A A L AR &
& R ZRiE R LI SR, A IR SRS p(d)=0. BRI H T
SCRY NI B2 BN R, IXFE 32 R 1] o3 A T RE R A AR b s B AT
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Latent Dirichlet allocation(2003)

M T SR BT B A, TR ORI e B A O R . AT O A
SCRYIR R A, AN E ORI A&, B DA AZHE =8 1) 404 0 4 A BENLAR
o NT 08K, ST BEAMEREN R E L —AN 0 Ah, HTE
I3 AT 0 S BT, fw WM Al A& Dirichlet 7045 T o "B HIUFAb A2
552 15 R (multinominal) 73 i & 38 (conjugate) 1), IX AL HEFL I S H 41
Wik R Z 2 b o PR, Dirichlet 23 A7 76 25551 DL k9
WA R S8 o0 A o DRI A MR 0 A5 Ay
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DU 00 A PN R A 1) L, HEBE AN S 4005 2] o HEBUR 3R NS 70 AT,
KA AT S 2] R TR B S Hm KRR AL T B DL
iho KitfEEE (Exact Inference) 77 ZEXF A& A A A4 Bl Sk FN, 4 7L
&5 3, —MAdH junction tree 532, 7 K45 H ELA S %I DL 2 NP i)
. UTALHEEE (Approximate Inference) [ 75545 : MCMC CHELEE g ) #i FH
f¥) Gibbs Sampling); 2543 (Variational Methods); fEFMERESTE (Loopy
Propagation)

Blei 540 (MBI VR A S0 AT 2 A0, T At 2
Hoa BT EM 5%, Griffiths (2004) #:H T 1# 4 Gibbs Sampling >k
MAHERE . PO AE DU At ot b, an R 8 2 (035, S8OEX TS5
MEZ A, BT Db « B O, JRga i T — NE% E: « =50/T,
B =0.01. Gregor Heinrich ] Parameter estimation for text analysis X} Gibbs Sampling
(S IR T TR 40 I HES o O T DL 0 ORI A B ) 2 2% SOk . 5K 3% S (2006); M.
Jordan(2003a); M. Jordan(2003b); M. Jordan(1999); Bishop(2006) .
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YE# 75 TREC AP Corpus Al 143 32 & (Perplexity) 1555, LDA 115
REL PLSI B, MBEYEA BEE RS, FRAE A SCAR /- K IGFRIE, LDA
bt PLSI 41

Correlated Topic Models(2006)

NATA 0 5SS Dirichlet 346 ? RUTHIVL T, &b 'EH 210
XA, 1. Eeethais, mTFerssemrm, b
L topic ZIEMKFRNK . ARAEFHEH T Correlated Topic Models
(CTMD, bt 2 153105 H B 2824 (natural parameterization) () /£ X

p(z|n)=exp{n'z—a(n)}

EFEANR RS2 1) 8 oot AN RV IR) 22 00 A o SRR A no g iy
AT, XREA I T ZE AR R, TR P A AN R L2 TR 96 R
N E IR, 5 LDA ME— XU 2 o0 kKRR
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O/ Nd | Zan Wan
L

D K

Hi-T- logistic normal distribution 122 1 = 70 Ay A & L1, P AHERE
S SN INME o AN SCASH 1) A2 A VAR HE B

1E# H Science 1) SCFA T 5256, 1 I A 5L RE A I — L% topic 2 [H] K198
%, JFH CTM 73 3B EE LDA 2K

Author-Topic Models(2004)
FrE— L8N F o, BT g W %038 — > Author 1Y) Topic 73 ii . A 11, Steyvers
& NFEH Author-Topic(AT)RE L . &l A BEAMER A —A topic 1431,

Fe SCRE IO R TN, SCRIZE B R BEPLEESFE— M, iR
MEH A topic 734, B AN SR LE .
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ASCAE B8 I 4 B 2 Gibbs Sampling .

SEHG 4> %) NIPS i CiteSeer H W SCRM T 381, A ILIX AMAR 2R Aff i
RERL T2 VB 1) topic 70 A . WA T SR RIsEst, e o5
RIS, AT B LE LDA U, (HZ AN LR Z 1, AT Al LDA. Jit
LR B ——4 C A0 15 SR DI, 1EE 1 topic 24 e de A H 1M
R (5 BRI, 1E# 1 topic (—MRMIMEED X T BAk—5 e
topic M AT M4 & TH. 7F future work 7, VEF N AR ) Ll A
JRAIE—2E Author 158, TEBIH T T fESEANMER TORFFCHR. S4B
A K A BES Wl FH KAl author identification .

Yang Song(2007 ) FH AL RIS 84 e AROREBE STk o 7 25 18\ 44 3 50 F0
A NPT, BUS T AN IR

FZAE Email PP sCRr,  msAF 0 A A A TR N AT & AN A5 1 o
Lot —dF R B 45 B CATIIR A, A5 TR A e BAR A, fH ) topic
SEA—FERT o A FE A A R A AT N 2 BOCRS IEE S TR A
e DX 7 R AN R CE N B 8 . McCallum %5 A g b2 T
Author-Recipient-Topic(ART) A, Jf H X AN R IZ 3 /E 4 1) Social
Networks F1/E# [ Roles. ‘& ()RR F .
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5 AT BBIAFZET: E8aAm 0 AZh—AMER RE, M2
R AT NI A N R A o st ud, BEAMER (— AN RIEN, —
AN #A AN, AR T R AR WA AU topics

1 | ART B4l Social Networks AHX 5 —f#% 1) Social Networks
Analysis (SNA) fRJUFAL S : a1 SNA H 2% FE Social Networks fRI&5H),
Entity ZIIMIER, MEAHEAKHNE CiERe: MmH ART 45
41 Topic MIANME R, B3 LT,

ARICAEH O HEF 2 Gibbs Sampling. H1T ART %A &M%t
Role ZE#E, VE# N4HEH T Role—Author Recipient—-Topic Models,

5,  HMM-LDA Model(2004)

T LDA 4% Topic Models [¥) Bag-Of-Words %, X SEA sy %
JE AR Z R RIS o

Griffiths (2004) Ak : — AN HILLE A 72 Ha] B3 Pl 5L,
— P B S 1)V (Syntatic )W D RE, W& e S MR 51— R D)
Ret 2R oRiE X (Sematic) WILIRE, A&, AEML R —oe
short-range 1), —MASEE — D075 MiE XKL R — K2
long-range M——I[m]— k& SCRY AN [ A~ 2 AT I N 2, A3 R AHARLY
iil. ANEMIZAIR it Hidden Markov Model(HMM), Probabilistic
Context Free Grammar(PCFG)EBIR K SLIL; T S 20k — et
Topic Models K528, 1E# A Combine IX P & 2 753 31| 5 47 A 7Y
IEHEH T HMM-LDA #528 ,  THT IR 8 1) P R TR R SCRY (1 24 st i«

Figure 1: The composite model. (a) Graphical model. (b) Generating phrases.
SCR AN 7 AR R T HORU S B IR topic 2 4h, 185 M ETIRPRE s

o BT — MR B A AN, eI AT s Bk,
e N ARE R4 R T IREFE A5, B4 HURYE topic
PR AN S, A DA R AR RE IV PR R 1] o

2T, A A syntatic 28 (ARSI aiESs, S
AR, AR (], VEE AR TR SO — 2 441,
Mahia], iSRRI AV AT D o FJVEIR 2 2 44 1]+ 3)) 1] 1 ) v
A+ 43 CEMBEMER R, Bamiar xR a) 1

Network used for images; image obtained with kernel.

W — R SR (R T topic), B4 RTRE&Z:

Variables associated with a distribution.

ASCAH 42 Gibbs Sampling #EF &,

VEF A T — Lo SISk R S8 H ARIARNE, nT LLER G H R 1A A topic,



0 HLX S8 R3] R R T D Re A SEAR AL ] LUNIE ) Hh ) — AN ] 2 S
I A B s AT UECR W B (unsupervised) (1) 1 74 #7 71: (Part-of-speech
tagging), LB TEELF 28, MOCARS IS, T LDA B —TF, {EH&
A AT RS RS K R N LL LD o

Topic Modeling: Beyond Bag-of-Words (2006)

FE 45 1138 5 1 (Language Model) H 2% fE 1A 2 0] il Bk e, b
Bigram #:4!, &l p(wtlwt-1)K ik . —Nia) B R Bk FRr— A
&4, Hanna Wallach(2006)A A —AN B T 5 87— M a2 4 f
KAh, SN I A O anET— N2 hard, ‘B RZ R
AE kg PR M (0 RPRGE ) ) SIS, i T 422 1Rl PR 23 1 e AN R TR AE Ak
FR TN 11 S, B M AT IR R SC(Context)We 2 /EF# A AT
LU H] topic model KAk . Tl & e i 43 A -

Plw, z|®,0) = H H H H O\Ix k 9:; @
i J k d
AL e 5 LDA i1 Bigram L% . LDA £ ia] 434 @ H 5

topic k 4 2%; 1M Bigram ) @ N 5H7—AMA] j A XMEMFZE Combine
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Topical N-grams (2005)

5 E3CANF], McCallum A g A AR A1 4 i) LU —> phrase,
PN AT RER A A4 KR, HATfHgE— phrase.

I B H G T-#5 1iE (Collocation) [ #E 84 HU B AE - Griffiths 1) Matlab
Topic Modeling Toolbox "', JH-&H KR LFE. BT



T AL B IR 2 1) IR R AR o TIAS SO G T SO (1 i T 45 015 6

ib) LDA-Collocation model

Al — AN, SEFEE Bernoulli A HBEHLAS & x (OME, W
1Ith, AREE MBI, AR AT — AN A e mir s A SRS,
2 AR 328z A 2 A A

McCallum PAA X AR (i s e IO ] 1), A i) 22
LIRS, BRI o AR A AN T R RIS 2R T
LI FRSC, Bl white house 7EBUAAH I E R S0 AT g & — AR
i, R, MRS BRSOl B A2 5 C . DRt i
1 Topic N-gram #52, [EIAAIG0F

OHCT

T T4
{¢) Topical n-gram model

MR EH, xi Bk T BRI Wit ai—AN i) topic zia.
Hidden Topic Markov Model (2007)

F I SCRE AR D bag-of-word RSN, SSUE R IR HAEL Bk, W
[l M)
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TI¥ topic Wizt FEIN, AHLEI AT topic MIRELLEHRIT . HET AL

%, Grubber(2007)#zit: T Hidden Topic Markov Model(HTMM). [&|#x

LEVIGY

c

ARG R IR W RAEA) S, =0, 0 & Ak Bernoulli 43
o BEE: WRARAE, 8L, miEay, %17 —MT,
MBAAT— 5 MR e 38, (HAR VTR AR, IXAE AT A 1 TR
[F—ANA) 8 —FE, AR A7 8L, e —ANR: Rt
—ANF, d=1, FEHER AT topic, XA LU L
bag-of-sentence Mk, H)FFH HH/DITHIT.

O SCPEIRI SR W] HTMM EE LDA Bt . AE R 8210 ) 45 /> i)
bag-of-sentence [¥) HTMM tt LDA 4f; A% £ i) LDA #4F .

Unsupervised Prediction of Citation Influences (2007)

R THI A SCEE AR T IR R S A R () 1) A, AEE A 2% B8 S
AT R SCFEZ T RGP FIUHCR, W56
¥

Dietz(2007)# H! T W/ MEi%AL CopyCat 1 Citation Influence #i%!,
CopyCat BRSO i 2, 51 FH R SCR AR 5 1 SoRs, i —
i SORS TR 5 | PRI | R PRI SCRY I 4 224 F i o ST

W5 SRS i A e R AT LDA & —RE . 51 SO R 584
& YT BRI SO . FTLAYE Copycat, ¥ Ror “$b287 (1L

takens topics [| toens i

cited documenis ¢” giting duognmenis d

b) Copycat Model



W B FTR, 43 R citing document FR AN, SEARTE v
kit —j cited document (385040 0, SRJEHRHE EoRAL K — AN 1] H
FEWNHN citing document 540 “P0287 FEAERATT, FrCAER
7 Citation Influence %4,

tokens | tapics t tokens i

cited docwments ¢° citing docwments d

¢) Citation Influence Model

RPN R ER 0 “¥0387 ORI, &t B EH M.

B> Bernoulli 734 A2 5 A KA e 2 “ 90287 bt e,
WAL SR B R R B LDA — FEARYE Wk B jkiA], & AT Copycat 457
—F.

PEF AT IXAMERORSRI—J cited TR citing SCRS 14 5% 1
(influence), X SAELEMSCIRTT A AR o AL SN ERYE B 5 I RIX
BRI E — I SO AT HEL, JF Iy B S0 ) 1 SO (1 58 ) LE A
Ko AGITTIEBAT % REICTERIN A, T HARZ 5IHIAR AT A2 T80

10, Link-PLSA-LDA (2007)

Cohen (2007)IA Ky, IR MU RESRAS— R ST o5 —Fs SR
general [P 520, 1A BE RHIE £E J AN HAR S 80— SCEEX) o) — e S0
PIRZIA o

e LA SRS 2 1) B I AL S Hofmann(2001), Aihfi14E PLSA
PISEAE N T8E8:, B TR S A A, 3N BEEZ (link)
W BB AR SRS I F R S AR ] — R S,
B2 R AL, . Lafferty (2004)H] LDA 0 7 ZSBURIARR i
AT BEACRALL, B2 T )5 3% F LDA AU T PLSA #b. FIfi /& Link-LDA
(1) P AR
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Figure 1: Graphical representation of the Link-LDA model

Cohen (2007)1\ 4 LDA FI H 1] (1) L 30 K e 4 3= X AN 5 26
Link-PLSA F Link-LDA FUERIH T 5 HIGILEL,  mda By
FHFIE 5| SCRY 2 [A] () 5 &« Dietz (I EAR WU EE S TR e &
(PRI, AL EANBERNTE 7E R 80 R — 5 SCFN o — s SCFRE 520

BRI A A 132 T Link-PLSA-LDA f %1,

T B AR

‘BRI Link-PLSA [FJIX 0&: AU 1 Q 5 3G, Wit &
A A link (15040, 51 SCRRE S | SORRSRRIP) s 15 B8 1 5 | SCRTET T
—FE, WEISCHREE D, MY TN GRS O 3B i A7 RN
link 73 AR AR ok . AR5 5 | SCRI AN 23801 link 2047, A 2 X1
FEAL T 5 SRS I SC R R
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Figure 2: Graphical representation of the Link-PLSA-
LDA model

PEFATH T XM S04 blog Hid, vl LA H 3238 LA 754
R RN R SCR o R SRR R R

11, Topics over Time (2006)

w9k, BRTHIHXR, CFEZ AR RIS ET R, 8
i, Topic IEAE— AR, [F— topic 1] 73 A7 2 B 1) 1R 22 4k
(o B HLICTE XA B U 2 Griffiths(2004), 1E#7E & topic
models K7 HT #4071 1) (hot)topic F1¥4 [ 11F(cold)topic, i FH 11 7 VAR
L, TR Corpus H SCE SR BIEFNE ), P LA E AT
X —AFESCFM B 0, ARG TR SR 85 O 3 RN T
I b, TRFEEE AT LA BT 32 RRE B TR R AR A A T

AR T 5 2 4 1) ), topic models 753311 topic AN WS BEAN
N L5281 topic — X W o

McCallum(2006)#H! T Topics Over Time(TOT)EiMY, A1 (AL 2 -
AN (PR [ B 32 8 o A S AN ), g e, SCRERI a5 i
PBUEFHR o RN AEIRAT AR 2%, TTIX e SO (1) 32 0 T fh 26 I 4%
IR LLA R, A SR AR R R IR R

BB R N R, AE— N7 08 LDA —#E, JAAE R
T SCEERR T AR B ] A AR R R SR ) R R S T

ATCLUE H, X HEAR R A Y 5 T B &, R — I 8] 7 41
T CA R D) 43 B ) B 5 VR ARAS —FE ) o PRI AN BT th B Al T — i 5C
TR R R




12,

5

T

(b} TOT model,
alternate view

FiA8 AT Gibbs Sampling J7 1T, B] LAE I (] 5 B4R K SRR,
W E TR AR SCE R SRR UG (SRR ERRATH SN A
SEARREI, AEWAGIED, AR B2 ARH 3, RA T
(1)t S E B z, XA PRI B E & iy LRI t A
HIES 0, XAMRMEVS, FRAEF e — R,

@
© ®

T

() TOT model,
for Gibbs sampling

ASCARAE AL 13X AR I H E AU I TR R AR A, LR HT e Rk
YAl T SCEL R A AR I 18] 25 1)

Dynamic topic models (2006)

Al R SCE R, Blei S84 H A SR N 8] e 21 23 M 1K) ik, AT
W topic 2 BEA N (A AR AL, TXRPARA I AL — I S 2R B AR o

BRIy, ATLAE R, S H o SR R AL, topic 3Rl
A B MR AL, T2 IR ST, TS RS
(¥, ASCA T RS CTM BRI 5%, L2 IS ek B



RBH, e a B AL ETT NI TAR IR A = 20 A 1 o AR o R «

I. Draw topics 3, | 31 ~ N (B, 0.
2. Draw oy |1 ~ N(ay_y,621).
3. For each document:
(a) Draw 17 ~ N{as, a1)
(b) For each word:
i. Draw Z ~ Mult(=(n)).
ii. Draw Wi g pn ~ Mult(7(3:.2)).

)

~

v
e e

O O O

3 3 3 K

TSI TITEE R, ASCRH M2 kalman S5 A%
(variational kalman filtering)F 5 ¥ 1145 43 /N ik [5] H (variational
wavelet regression),

13, Multiscale Topic Tomography (2007)

Nallapati(2007)iA %, DTM i H (] /& Logistic Normal 7347, XA /34
B2 A AAE TN, XSS HEEL A RAR K 1 I A

ACAEE B T Multiscale Topic Tomography #A/(MTTM), i f—
A~ Poison i B >k s ABE ] HH B IR . e ST EE H IS TR) U Kl 43 1% epoch,
4~ epoch i HBLA IR B S8 v P o

o

. For each epoch i =0,--- 27 — 1

2. Foreachtopich=1,--- , K

3. Generate 8, ~ Dir( - | a)

4. For each document d=1,--- , M
3. For each word w=1,--- |V

. Generate nygy, ~ Poiss( - |3, Oueatiers)



14,

S8 (E G R T

l. For each topic k =0,--- | K

2. For each word w=1,---,V

3. Generate ul) ~ Gamma(-|A,, d,)
4. For each scale s =0,--- ,5 -1

5. For each epoch ¢ =0,--- 2% — 1
6. Generate ﬂ‘f1 ~ Beta(- |z, dz)

Hierarchical topic models (2004)

HITH 1) Topic Models 1R/ % [ Topic Z [Al[{)I< &, ZBIX Pl S 2L
BT A BE K IL KR & 40 KL K (fine-grained) , B % M XY
(tightly-coherent)[#] Topic.

BE G2 IRA R E Thomas Hofmann (1999b), ‘& /& — 4Kk
(Latent Class) Fif!, &I BATIRAL PLSA, B EECR(EM)2
TH AT SRR (1) T 1k N 27 ) H k)

FiAk CTM Bt g I Topic Z AR R, (HZIXPOCREMNZ
[ IR AR o

Blei(2004)4 e FH LDA i ¥ 4 J&, ek se ) A Ui . h
TR AR (M S )AL 70 A, /&1 H T Nested Chinese Restaurant
Processes(CRP)———#% CRP [{# e RAE M ses: . XFEA3T
Hierarchical LDA(hLDA)% %!,

Chinese Restaurant Processes(CRP) & — AN 5 kil 0 A1, & 4
T I M AN R — N JC BRAN A S o [ A TRz RO SE IR

BN AT LLAB—ANE NB T, AT RRAR— AN B N SR 1.
Ml AR NI I, AR ABZ, AT MR, Hobief—
SE [P AT IR SR 1

XSRS AR AL PLIRER, B (HiARE
Z, GALIT.

ploccupied table 7 | previous customers) =
p(next unoccupied table | previous customers) =

M AN TR R —Fh ARV RARER T M AN B 1 — AN 4, i B fh Ak
LR A B, et Em AR RR . AR S v
AR TAEI A6, —A CRP Sse — M5k o i %531 . CRP
H1 Dirichlet Process(DP)IFEAH A KITE, &7 DP [H—HM& R, J&
[l HDOP MLyl K. th T e MR CL A 2RI 153 A0, P LLe &%
FHRAE R B2 (4 5, Component) JUA S0 ¥ VR A5 15228 (1) 56 46 (L. 4t Dirichlet
Process Mixture Models).

{EE LR RATT IR & B 02 J2 kA I¥) (Hierarchical),  bb Q56 /2 — AR
o BT LAIXAN IS FE I R R AL FRAT T TR 2L 1) SE 56

Blei % A1 CRP ¥ 22| T Zk4L¥, $2H T Nested CRP. Nested

Ty
T4+m=1
o

'_\-—n::—l



CRP nJUHXFEMgscke L ERTEE E AT —FE, A IEA
BT AN A TC A XA R R . R KR root, B 11
AR RILERIEN A F(FRT]), LERIENS DR s
BRI A T, XA GERYSETCFT 1B YA o — NI AE X AN T B, LIk,
55— IR BEAE root iz, fibtE root AR CRP AN A 2k — AN 57 (I)
— NRIEMAZT), RIGHE IREXABIEZW, [FRFER ik —A4 5
P
XFERE—IR Nested CRP [IREHLL FEARLS 200 () —#RH, [k
Nested CRP 254 — R #w SUT — M AE, iXFF Nested CRP g n LA
VAR I AN S8 K (1) 555650 A7 o

43 21|B,

43|Bs

N\

1[54 ZBS 4356

AR ORI RS, 5% B RN

1, SFNAE—F SCRYRRYE Dirichlet Je36 425k 0, HhfmjE 0.2,0.3,0.5

2, W T4F—i AR HE Nested CRP 41— 4% M root M1 — 4% % 4%,
thtn 1->2->4

3, R0 LA topic, HLtnE 4

4, SRJEMHEIEREN topic A2 Rin]

o,

<>_

T

2 1P

b3

2
O

55 LDA A, FEUEICT 24, RSB s AR AL 7T LA

O B

Qll
? g
e
®:

Nl M
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SR A TG I AN LDA TR 0 & —48 ORI SC T Topic 4010,
XA 0 20T B R, Eebn L e+ 0 Bk & MR =
AR MR SE 0.2, WS 2 topic IAEZIE 0.3, MIHT topic =41
PIREZR . 5o ATE—AMAE— AN LIRSSt 0 34845 T Nested CRP T,
Nested CRP E—4% B ALt b 7 A il ik 3 i 72
LS — W R O B A S, T L 0 AR AR, TR L0, 1],
WA VO 32 A = AR AT A ], A S AR 0] . B AIXAS Nested
CRP 3EALRE T CRP, IXAEmMLEH > CRP SRAE N E8 (B HE L5 4
A E . Hszmt &30 LDA 14E) 2 Nonparametric 27 . FlJ5 [ ) HDP
TR
XA I A4 Bee r= A2 JZ R ) Topic We? e ab,cd 4 4
topic, ‘EAI1#R)E T topic [T topic, #XJ5 a, b LWL, ¢, d K
. Y% Nested CRP i #2, 7228 — 21 topic ', [A24 abed LR
Pk, eArE g s L, B UARER eI —SiE SR AL BEN
topic #A — e MR kAR, P =2, ab JLBLLL ac, ad B
A, FrCleIs R T 2. ATLLEH 0 IEH, ERr—mXEIS
1] topic (41 abed) FUEARN topic (Wl ab) (LG FGEAF IS 6 0] DL
P — s S B SR AR AL T 2R (1972 32 TR 2 AR I SNl
Root
/
abcd
[\
ab cd

Pachinko Allocation Model (2006)

McCallum(2006)$¢ i T 55 — i Z IRAL (1 71 o A AT I AR VAR 14
H, topic MU 13 Am, Wrl LU S topic (34T X FEARATE =
L — A 17 TCH B (DAG), BN~ sl — ], BN P A
& topic. 414 topic ¥ LAFZ #2116, 1X 52 LDA HL[Y topic,
75U topic [1#% ¥t/ topic(#% 1 BEA 18 XA topic? I G#EAT 4R ).

W—/ topic 1 K NZT, WA BRBUBANZ T IE N Z e — > K
Y2 A, BERERA—FE, B Lk 45 2 DX AR R B L AR &
N—=AA0. 4RI Lo AR Z Mo, (H 28L& Dirichlet 4y
Hi T o AR S topic AT LDA H1 (¥ topic J&—FE), B I
22 TG0 AT A 72 1R (R A B 58— AN 3 e (1403 A0 A e B2 1K), T RA
A7 X Dirichlet 2045 T o 428t A LLE H Dirichlet 43 HEI——&
HAE Simplex FIHEAS s EAERA 1, e %2 0.
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(¢} Four-Level PAM

KT AR AN, S AR SR Dirichlet 20477 A —AN 1715 45,
ARG E S Bk Y AU Dirichlet 2242242 F —AN 45 AL, A
HEANTT SR ) Topic, SR JEMRHEIXAS Topic M3 4040 = —ANn] . 1E#
INKIEAS ARG H A — iz xk Pachinko Machines———1~4& )&
BRMW RN, 4B EIR L pin, 8RR 5 m BRI — Nk, Br
PAFEIX AN L A 4 Pachinko Allocation Model(PAM).

T LDA Al 4-level PAM [1) B,

© ©|®

*,
® ® oo
SHS| | & p!
3 d 32 d
N N
(a) LDA {b) Four-Level PAM

Figure 2. Graphical models for (a) LDA and (b) four-level
PAM
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