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Hierarchical Dirichlet Processes and Their Applications: A Survey

ZHOU Jian-Ying' WANG Fei-Yue' ZENG Da-Jun'

Abstract Dirichlet processes are a type of stochastic processes widely used in nonparametric Bayesian models, especially
in research that involves probabilistic graphical models. Over the past few years, significant effort has been made in the
study of such processes, mainly due to their modeling flexibility and wide applicability. For instance, Dirichlet processes are
capable of learning the number of clusters as well as the corresponding parameters of each cluster whereas other clustering
or classification models usually are not able to. In this survey, we first introduce the definitions of Dirichlet processes. We
then present Dirichlet process mixture models and their applications, and discuss in detail hierarchical Dirichlet processes
(HDP), their roles in constructing other models, and examples of related applications in many important fields. Finally,
we summarize recent developments in the study and applications of hierarchical Dirichlet processes and offer our remarks

on future research.
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Dirichlet process (redraw based on [5,20])

7£ HDP B AR 240y F1 o II4E AN Dirich-
let SRR AR A 128 0 RIL, HOZ MGG R
TR S — 8. N HTEA TR LIZE BT Dirichlet i 2
FRIRa e KA AT HDP B2,

2.1 Stick-breaking #Ji&

AR SCHR [5], HDP 1 Stick-breaking F4i i L)

NP ZEAT AT, 5, B )2 Dirichlet i %

Go(¢) = Z Br6(¢, )

B ~ GEM(v)
dr~HN), k=1,2,

XA E AR UL, UL Gy WEEo A, BEALI G,
TE ()2, SR R, B 2 ¥ 484 G
H Stick-breaking #Ji& &R~ A

Gi(¢) = mnd(d, dsn), ™5 = (mjn)iss
k=1
BT Gy 5T Go &ML, Wik, % T B 4
PEARSE, T 53 B 2 2 TR R A I DG 3R
XP AR © 1 —AMEERI A, A, B
K, = {k D pp € Al}, l=1,---,r. JH:, K /X IE
AT IR 47, 454 Dirichlet I F2 2 X A0

(Gj(Ar), -+, Gj(Ar)) ~
Dir(aoGo(Al)y T 7040G0(A7'))
DRITAT BA R R R A7 AE:
keK1 keEK,
Dir(ayg Z By 5 g Z Br) (10
keK; keEK,

M (10) 2, 7; 2K T DP (v, B) ] Dirich-
let IR AAFHNNT S AT .

Al Dirichlet I FIR G BRIt —HE, 2400, Ik
Mo Gy UM 755 DU o, WILIRRETFN 25,
] HDP B n] 27K K

Bly ~ GEM(y), m;|ag, B~ DP(ao,B)
Zji\ﬂj ~ T, ¢k| ~H

il 2y (Dn)pey ~ F(92;,)

XA H AR5 B %A h(.|\), HDP 1
Stick-breaking #4)if 1 [& 7 w1 22 & pros20. [5] 8 &
X} HDP [f] Stick-breaking 43 4 #5 J2 B R BT
B 30 ARAELE R
2.2 Chinese restaurant franchise #i&

A1 Dirichlet it 72 44 1& 254, HDP A7 2848
CRP faig, NI G N 4% #x8 CRF (Chi-

nese restaurant franchise) f4Ji%°.

v, —A4~ CRF H B i T3 — A 1]
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0.8 0.8
0.6 0.6
=g 4 €04
0.2 02
00 5 10. 115 20 25 3 0OI 5 IE)IIkS 20 25 3

(a) BERH B
(a) Weights of B

(b) WERE w14
(b) Weights of 71

0.8 08
0.6 0.6
04 04
02 0.2 I
0

| 0 I
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 0 5
k
(¢) BERL 1o

(c) Weights of o

10 15 20 25 30
k

(d) BERE 7ss
(d) Weights of 3

Kl 8 HDP FM[1 Stick-breaking 4t i 30 MU E RECK
B, P ag=5,7=5
Fig.8 The first 30 mixture weights of stick-breaking
construction in hierarchical Dirichlet process, where

ap=5,vy=5

(RIS, SRR S AP SR T LAS 95 2 0. AT CRP
B N s IR IPHZELIS S TS & AT
Ea LD EZ ALK R VAT R 921 S| S -2
LS SR VYN Ml & £ AT E]
— IS, A Rt T % A R AN TR
. ANFAR TS R s m DL )3l 3, A
BT R T S A8 22P). HDP ) CRF
Ha it 9 Rz,

oL G0

~ - ~
N ’ \
\ / \
= v =@
=% ! LA |
. -
. ” Jj=1
T 7
\ . _
. ’ =
. P
.
N

K9 HDP ¥ CRF EIBAIRIN (R4 Sk [20] HZ)
Fig.9 CRF interpretations of hierarchical Dirichlet

process model (redraw based on [20])

7E HDP i, R S 21 (1 25 A7 5 8 U
TPl R AR ) A A S0, A RN, IS A
H "PREAARNSEITI ()i, 23 BB AR
K, A apy, RN §NEIT RS ¢ kR EEA
RS B, 055 SO R A by, T 4y XS N —AS
Pr- SINFRIRBI T, 2 €55 32K 05 Moy Z A SCHK,
ki R e M @y, ZIAIHIOCHK, BRIAE CRF 56 j
ANET IS @ AL R T2 ¢, TRAR b, 56 ¢ ok
BRERTE Ky T

I 3 52 SCT LA A8 s 4 4% (0 S HORT it 2
IANEL, o FoRH 5 AT B ¢ skRB 5 A= H]
55 kSRR AL, P ng,. ROREE 5 ANRITHE ¢
TR R EL, ny g RORE AR T T R R
AR k SRR my, R j BT
BPTAAEE R b BRI, my, FoR58 § MR
JT LT R R T omy, KRBT BT R TR k
ESA ST H, m, Ros 8T T CA B
R F A

i, 5 CRP ik (1) F1(2), ¥ G, F1 Gy
S EE, A EIE (1) A (12)6

05il0j1, -+ 051,00, Go ~
m;j. e o
——0y, + ——G 11
;i—l—l—ao s
Vjelnn, Yrz, - War, 0  Wgm1,, H o~
K m ~
.k
+ H 12
Zam +y " mo (12)

MR CRF fi B (11) A1 (12), 4n 5 2 st J8
Tk CABE MRS, W 0, = oy, t; =t R
R — 5K BT AR 5L, W oy, 39 1, R A G
%ﬁé?%iu wjmj_ ~ Go, Hji = wjmj.a tji = mj;..

W FE 1 O I ST sk, 3
A i = Pry ke = k. WERTEFH—TEH R, W K 1
L, AN H R R b, e = dre, kje = K.

FERFERE, SHE—A 5 A a, e R R (11) Xt
0 BATRAE, R TFE Go HHUFTHIFEA, R
(12), THZF e, H2 050 = 1y

Kk, HDP () CRF A4 R ko 25 49 T 42 2
R RE, 150 A — A5 o AR S, o 25 3 4%
gl A T R B 8 R R I i AR R LA A R I L
IF) s T 5, o] DA 3 4 — K T 1) 2 SRl JRR . 7 20 Pl 5
B G, NIRRT, 8 AR T RE MY
B, BEE SR S B IR S O X E S A A
FOE L, R  AT REA B (SR A A

HDP #i1 Dirichlet IIFE—#F, W n] UL FRIES
ARSI BR A3 38, ARG 15 0] 225 3Gk [5).
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2.3 HDP ByE#t

AFirh ) T MCMC (Markov chain
Monte Carlo) [FKAEE L4 HDP sEHUCRAE, H Hif
AL ZER A Collapsed Gibbs KA£[5, 20, 39].
= ANNE, B 2.3.1 RIES 2.3.2 A AHAMAET
CRF [PRFESE VL, 7656 2.3.3 WA T —FEH#E
BC R AR L. O T A HE S A 2k — M Y F
B EE A H AR - A bR 2L F 238504 b T
7 {6 1A SRR S A ARV, A SR I R A 2
(RIAF 5 5 SCRISCHR [5] 28 ARL.

BB AR (ROULI A 2y IR oM AT F(0;,), %
T o, BISES AN H, SINIIESG ) x5 57
~HEF Zjis 15 Zji = k‘jtji-

BRZEAF LI REfLE: X = {z); ¢ j,i},
Xy = A{xy tiyty =t} T ={t; : j,i}, K= {kj :
Js t}7 z = {Zji :j7i}7 M = {mjk :jvk}'

Al B £ (19 93 AT bR F 1R 0 A0 2 iR AN
f(:10), oAk H A% B AR h(-|\). BT
TEHIWE R F R H 50504, DI RATT AT BAZEK
Ko A S HOAA i 2, R DI A X O T £
A A1 P

N (@) =
Jf(zjilon) [I

j/i/;éji,zj/i/ =k

f I1 f(ij’z" |or) h(dr )y,

j’i’;éji,zj/i/ =k

f(@y o) h(or)dey,

(13)

[FIRE, — B AT A £ (A,) e rT SR
FAC (13) 5 R EEA B AT 104 E i v, ¥
Concentration S84 5144, H))

N () =

2.3.1 ET CRF REXHEX

]}zji (xji|X\ji7 Qo, )‘, ’7)

7E HDP 1, F|H] Collapsed Gibbs KAEHVE, 7
PIAN 2 O B SIS 2. R Dirichlet o F2 VR £ 45
R, 78 CRE Hh, B 58 AR — A% 7 T8 5,
MG PR RCE. KL, A VT RRAAAE:

p(t; =, TV, K)
N (), b T M
aop(xjiu’\ji, tji = {rev, ]C), t — {new
(14)

fE LU, £ (2g) THEIRGR (13) 19, 240
T IR AR SN LR 1 46 1R 53

p($ji|T\ji, tji = tnew) IC) =
K m ~
k \mji \frji
> ok (@) + — gy oo ()
o .

1 .

(15)

3 (15) th, A0 1 TURH % O
I U 02 AR, 5 2 TR T (R 5
B .

S5, AT o S RS, R, b
FO 4 T 0 2 46 A8 T R RV, T ol T84
CRF 3L A3l WA

p(kje = kIKV, T) o

m\' (X)), kR ST
VIR (Xe), k= ke
(16)

2 1 i 1) 2 iy s B R 2R SR A e e
43T CRF (RFETT 3, #ONEE T CRF )5 %R
RSP Aol Gy R H ¥R 2, B Sl

¥ ERIHFAL.

2.3.2 Augmented representation FIXHE
E
AT CRF [ )5 % R b 575 T 7244 B Stick-
breaking #43& 11 B R HL 7y, XK HDP L
TR (P 8 FH >R )t B e s 2 B4 B T HDP-
HMM H, 75 EAE R E 7y, B0E RAH. Wk, 78 CRF
Al B3R (T,K) B, BT Gy ~ DP(v, H),
A XN )y RAET Go, BIMTEITA ¢ X1 4
SN H

K
Golpje ~DP | v +m._, L

Y+m.

Pk,

ﬁ = (ﬁla"' aﬁK’ﬁu) ~ Dir(m.b“' 7m.K7fY)
G. ~DP(v,H)
p(eelT, K) o< b)) [ Flailon)

ji:kjt].i:k‘

K
Go = Bily, + BuGl (17)
k=1

KA R, BATCOME T A KC, Rk
¥ (17) oo MG, BUMHZ. T MK FERFES
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1 (14) MK (16) — B 7 L8 I, i Epy X
it ZH B AR mk, B AN v AT REE,
B ke PRI Bpnew = by, B2 = (1 — b)B,
Hrh, b ~ Beta(1,v), b R4 R T Dirichlet
IIRE) Stick-breaking #Jid& 1 k.

Xt B KHE

(Bi,- B, Bu)|T, K ~ Dir(my, -+ ,m i, )
(18)

R FEISE R /2 Augmented representation J&
B R0 2R SIS L T B R A B A
.
2.3.3 HESERBEHRREEL

TP /N5 0 SR AR R 2 BE T CRE MG
KFE, FERFEL RS, BRI R ¢, TS AR
IIBURE koje, 1K AP T AT A2 TR R E s AT 2R 70
i 77 L A8 HDP KAt i H4E 7 Bl (Direct
assignment) J& 5 R AE FIEL] X PP 35 2T K
5 CRF A, EAR I E S R H8 R~ K1 25 34T
BRI, o 2y FURTPIAE Ky, XTRY, TGS
[R5 il IS myy EAEH.

FRESCHR [5] EERHRRE 7 2 KA, il (14)
A1 (15) 433 LA 40 Bk #e

p(zj = k\z\ji M, B)
{( 4 aoB) i

Oéoﬂu \1]7 (‘sz),

e, i B, B moy, B, B .
MG, AR — AN T [R5 43 Tl 48 41
toniak UEW] myj, FSRAEAELE LT LR PO,

p(mjk = m|ZaM\jkmB) =

F(aoﬁk) .
Tlaofe + ) | e ™) (@)

xji), B HEH B R
k — knew

ML, An-

Hrdr) s(n, m) J2& Stirling 4.

SRJE ARG (18), THAAE R4 6. itk 58 i
PO IC Jo B R B, ARk, A 28 1 4
IR, SEIEE R At
2.3.4 Z=MERHEBEIEIILER SR

5 =PSRRI i A ol 11 S5 A 0 e 2 3,
{HZIX P FCRAE LA HDP (1) CRF i —2L, Lk
B Sy B AERFEIE R R, A sl oy O, [ I
EHAR 2 Bn i SRS B A, DAL, X PRI SR A 7 1
H, LI&,AUET“H%, BORGE. S =BT IR, MHRR I

ELARHEAT RO, BEUCUL DR AR 1 R 2K R
P, ﬁ/ﬁﬁ’]%&"ﬁl%f*ﬁﬁ“f Gy 5, H - For

K Go, H BRUXH 2, Tok A3 2IBUE R K 73 A,

S R0 RN B =Rl R R S Re 8 19 BUBCE R AN AE
B, 1T HDP 5EVEAE S S 5643 A AR H AR AL b 4
HDP-HMM #8 — i 5 Bk S F A5 B

ELAF BT, £ = FlRAEH T, Concentra-
tion 4 avg 1~ WY BB AT 2% TR [25).

2.4 SO

jJTE"AllE HDP ¥ 5 K1 o, A S R
CH+ B 54 Visual Studio 6.0 ZiiFIAEE T, X
FH KA = R (Topics) $& B0 VLR B0 () 54,
FIH HDP 1) =FlRAE Ly BT 5 I
10 P, ORI 32 N 5 B3 x 5 185 B+
EFE, BEH BRSO E (1, -+ ,25) 55 25 4>
B AR - s, ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁ’]/\?ﬁl A % 2% A
Sy At Ol B — AN SOR I A B R AR AR
R ATLZH G 2 B, T 5 R 3K A T A Rl SO )
). PRk, R R HDP A58 730 2 S (1) 5 24T 45 B Ky

10 AN 38N 2 SO PR B oK. B8] 11 2 AR
CRF BT RAERIHT 1000 X458,

10 10 Ao A KR
Fig.10 Graphical representations of 10 topics

pE

=
!il]il]l]l[l!l]lll

fr=
!IIJEI]II!EIEI]II

=
-IIIEH\II!\IEIII

e
!IIJEIJIIILIEI]II

EoD

!I]i[l]l]!['illl
f=r

Bl 11 Gibbs SRAEHHT 1000 JCRFE A+ UCRFES;
Fig.11 Some results in the first 1000 iterations of
Gibbs sampling

FEAZ S LA 40 40 S0k, B SCRY A 50
iR 41 B, SE 30 0 A H & Dirichlet 23 A, W %4
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Pk N F 23005010, B 11 (5 — D53 45 1
2B 1 I iter WF AV SRAEAE A XL, cluster T2 2R
KA, alpha Ml gamma, T2 55152 K A% 7 HDP 1)
Concentration %0 ag F1 v HI 5 HE. MK HSZE
S5 B, 3@k BT AR A A A AR L, (AR
fﬁél—lﬁéﬁ 20 B RFE G, TR ATB R 4h S 0.
HDP [ R U R RHRAE Teh A4 Matlab AT
TR Y g T RGP st 45 31

3 Hierarchical Dirichlet
Rl X1ZE (HDP-HMM)

B8 —RIER

3.1 HDP-HMM 43

a5 R BE R BT (Hidden Markov models,
HMM)62) 7 2% fa] . s [0 73> 51 Bodls 60 53 Hr . g A
12T 2 R BN H. HMM 82 — AN 2
I BEALEFE: T RRHREE R — B BE AL L R, Jep 5 R
BERBERIR TARES RS, — M e B M e S
TR 17— R B AL R i DR O > 71 ) 1) 6 R
FHOM SR A0 A

B 12 & T Iz HMM ARl o,
Vo, -+, Up e AE T I ZIHTH IR, & I 2 R
AYATELN K ASAS R PR A h HUE, Tﬁ#ﬁ*ll‘ﬂ
(1) 5 Jhe R S M2 JE R A TR T - - yr 200
SEANFPIRAS T BLA DU, WEDAE o, 9@?4?( A= v
FATINT. A BAELS RS v T, WIME ye 15040
N Fy, (ye), B A B H A R4 (Emission
distribution)”, & ARA T WA 43 A1 2H B K T
AR EE B.

640

12 HMM A7 [ B R
Fig. 12 Directed graphical representations of HMM

£E HMM i, RA$ KO 7 B AT e 1, i
HARABRE, BURES v, - -+, vp HEETESE K AMRES
2 10 BEAT . HDP-HMM #8 fift gk 7 HMM
A7 RER A 1) BRI 631 DR A B SORR iHMM. (Infi-
nite HMM) K%, ﬁu@ 13 R0 & HDP-HMM f)
Stick-breaking #4i&. HDP-HMM 7843 #JH Dirich-
let IRV, S HMM oREH A 34 k.

R4 SRk [5], HDP-HMM [f) Stick-breaking #
SR/

Bly ~ GEM(y)

7Tk|0407,3 ~ DP(%HB)

or|H ~ H (19)
CERFI] ¢ = 1, T 1, R A 2 1] 5 4
ST E) 53214350
IP%?
¥o1

o o o

0

13 HDP-HMM [47 [ B Pl
Fig. 13 Directed graphical representations of
HDP-HMM!

Ut|vt71a (ﬂ-k)zozl ~ ﬂ-’Ut—l

Yelve, (Pr)5zr ~ F (Yl pu,) (20)

s L (19) At (20), % HDP-HMM 347K
R 64651 5% B RAYE,

p(/Blv"' 76K7/6E‘Talc7yla"' 7yT77) X
Dir(m.17“‘ Jm.Kaﬁy)
XPIRAE v, KFE,
p(vt|v\t7ylu e )yTuﬂ)a07)\) X

p(vt’V\hﬂ’aO)p(yt|y\t7vtaV\ta/\) (21)

PR30 (21) o, S S A ILEE 1 R T /KR R B
1 Dirichlet l‘ﬁfﬁ’] Pl AR, PRE& v, =k, k
o I BRI
p(ve = k¢, B, ) o (coBr + ”x,lk) X

Q0B+, + 0(vie1, k)6 (ves1, k)
g + nkt +0(ve_1, k)

Forb, nyy IR b BPIRES § B IREL, n; 2l
FARPRAEHAE BPIRES § 0IREL, ny., R HPIRES kB HH
BUFARIRZS 1R AL

W& v = k B IFPRA

p('Ut == l_f‘v\taﬁa 040) X O‘Oﬁfcﬁm_H

At (21) EF! %Elﬂ 2 Iﬁ,p(yt’y\tvvtav\t'))\)
k5 22% 0 (6) M1 (13) w13,
CER) mjg %*¥7

p(mjk = m’”jkaﬂvao) =
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F(Oéoﬁk)
I'(coBr + nj)

A s(n,m) & Stirling %4.

Ak, HDP-HMM B HMM A2 5 51 5045 i)
R, XEA HDP [ 3l Az s 240 H RS R 2811
Ihfie. Bk, T4k, HDP-HMM 852 31 1 132 1)
S FIRFST. 7 HDP-HMM #28, HDP (1]t 30 7]
B 2 HMIM RBER f 3 F B it 7 B 22 1 R 3 1k i
FE.

s(njr, m) (o B)™

4 HDP 1 HDP-HMM #&8 i 57 F

4.1 HDP t&2IHL B

i HA R #9SRRME T, IRk, HDP 8592
TERSU AR - UGB AR B SR  SCA R 2L KN
WFFE (5 B R AE T A2 12 IR .

SRS 2 LA T AL, HDP B8 8% K SO o
PR B3] 42 1 3 R S SRR S B SR ] ) 2 UL
AL HL H 2, HDP Jo i S S0k 2 80 i1 2%
Je. BISEIUXAS Hbx, Halihe HDP FEdRIn—2
Dirichlet 2 F2 /& Jo 32 SE LI, AR IXRE HLRESE LA
[F) SCAR 2 TA) ) 52 O T SISO S IR SR 2K,
R TN DA ek gt Wang 2548 1 T JLF 2L+ HDP
(i SO Ay (710 390 P T A A AT I T I A A
B LI S R AR R A 22 R GE RS a5 B
SERURAE R, SEIU SRS A 0 2R i, JL b
AR 2 Dual-HDP 5 A18-91 G ] 14 fioR. 4
A, 7 HDP H)3Al E, ik A DDP 84 Sl T A
[ S 2 T 2 R == i AR T R 28 SR
HARA R T8 A B, Wang S5K A5 i2 5)
H AR IR 32 S B ALAE SCRY, R B L 1) AN [F) i By A
3, Ban EAT B e 5 A s B, RO SCRS P i)
K b RS AR AE SO ) 3], SR ] Gibbs
KA, Dual-HDP B ASEEL T 813k B A iz 5)
RS L, T ELSEIL T B SOR ) SRR AN T iz
R AR AR 2R 465189 391,

R 4 SC ik [8—9], Dual-HDP A5 % ) Stick-
breaking #43& W1 K :

c—1

(1—-¢), €. ~ Beta(1, )

’

o
Q = E ecééca €. = €,
c=1

3

G; ~DP(a, G,,)

~ #F Gy ~ DP(y, H), ¢ ~ H, Wik, B0
(Go)oo, BRI, B dop = ¢, FUE A Fi

I E ANTF, BUBCE R {7} W0 A AR ANIH]
(RSCRS G T AR Al — N3 o A G, IXFEAN]
(K SRS Z IR R T 52K ¢, 4l G; ~ DP(o, G.,)
MG LR Gy AR5, SORS v = 8RB ] 1) A
JEUHURT HDP B2 sh A [F]. 76 Dual-HDP 1, 2% p
P I SORI R SCEE IR G A AT s L, S8 p B
FBULE SCRY 0 23 A 17 . Dual-HDP 558 2 X6 A [ 52
RIS, SOR SR 1 R 0 A A4k, BRI Q ~
DDP(u, p, Go).

14 Dual-HDP [ [i [l )
Fig.14 Directed graphical representations of
Dual-HDP®!

7 Dual-HDP #8rf SRpE L RE W R 8

1) %2 B o L0 KA A3 2 SO 2 S s 1
{c;} AT RAE, i Dual-HDP 28 T HDP #5544
F5: 18 HDP R [ RAE i kAT

2) W {z:}, {mor}, {Tex} XNEEASCRII 532K

JEYE {c;} AT RAE.
Dual-HDP HVEMTEA RS R it — 0 5%
3CHik [8—9, 39].

7 A BAZR 0 Ak B v, Sudderth 55 £ 5
T Dirichlet it # il HDP ) TDP (Transformed
Dirichlet process) 2% i 741120, 66=67] " rp — A jiy
ARUBAL B 15 TR, Sudderth %544 B 5 15 3%
s PRI BRI 2R 1) B S5 A SR A D 20 i s, R
Gibbs KA, M $E M E B “IL=34> (Sharing
parts)”, 753 EHG P I T8, SEIALA EIG ) 5
(3932857 20, i S B 5 37 55 ) B R i 3R

TERFA BB B bR b, BB N 22 AN A Y
X 38 (Regions) 41/ (1, T G 0 B A5 JE U A SC
TR R T AR 4G B Bl R A GO,
X R SEFLN AR ) A fE AR Aok B . O
+ HDP, Yakhnenko %54t —F#5 & MoM-HDP
(Multi-modal hierarchical Dirichlet process) [
6321 ] 16 T, MR A AL, SR AR 43 HE T,
ST T PG AN Ti] DX 55 Py R AR AR 5 T )
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PRI 52 20, h Z A I 2y 82 ) R A gk
1T GARETR L T —Fhig 2.

Xing %5 F)H] Dirichlet it F£ A1 HDP #5514 K
Je I3 A N I AE B4 (Haplotye) W7, #ik T
BRI AN BORN G - 2. (68691,

TE AL B Cowans B+ 2004 A= 52 9LF H
HDP #5650 50 A (1) A BAS R 70,

ofclo
o) O OO
630 NSO
ol

J ! J

Kl 15 Transformed Dirichlet process (K47 ] [l (11

Fig.15 Directed graphical representations of

transformed Dirichlet process[1 1

a@

(D

\: P
\\_/ -

K16 MoM-HDP [ [a) FIAE Y (K45 SCHR [6] HE4r)
Fig.16 Directed graphical representations of MoM-HDP
(redraw based on [6])

é a
B o

Canini 254 DP 1 HDP #5443 55 F -1 6k 0o B
SERIF G N PP 2 S RNAT B 2 2 1) i rp 3 it 2
(1 F 7=,

Li 2575 F FH] Dirichlet i3 2 i & 8 4E b 4
B0 oA, 223 S BT A I 428 o 2 T S 45 R i A
@%[73]'

4.2 HDP-HMM LK H b 2R R g 7 F

HDP-HMM #i% & HDP A8 ) —Fp 3, B
¥ HDP HEI AR b A 1) 56 56 40 A 3 A8 SLAB NG 2
KRR o A LD HDP-HMM W8 3%, 41 HDP
H5E IR0 7 L At M %6 R R A0 b s v R N R I

URVAAE B BE . I 4% S B BE L HL3)
H AR EREE EWAE BB . 5 SR B0 A5 Ak 110 )3
VEfRTEEN 4.

TEVE & B0 1K AL 21, Gael 454 HDP-HMM
IR 87 T 1 5 A R AR R R R T R R T A
75 HDP-HMM 45 B4 1R A ROR, A 7 —F
Beam sampling [1JK A 57464 25 HDP-HMM (¥
IV i i AU S IE S O

LEAR A 45 25040 Ab B Hu A1 Zhang 55 8] H
HDP-HMM 8 % H & Beam sampling AL 5
V5, SEIAA I 45 AT DA S A DU RN A2 B AR R
5165751 Pruteanu-Malinici %5 #| ] HDP 4 5G4
XA iHMM B8, 73 5 i MCMC SRAE F12E 73 #E
b7 S AR A M 428 32 B B DI, T AR A DU 57
AT Ay o=

% % HDP-HMM ¥ 45 ¥y, Xu 55 $2 th — #F
HDP-HTM (HDP with hierarchical transition ma-
trix) (5L, M SR, A AR H,
Sl SCE A R I SR X (Cluster corre-
spondence) ] {8, S50 W A0 3R 28 AUR A5 B 2
2:[78-79]

Fox %5454 3kt 7 HDP M HMM 6 7Y siz
LT Z WLl H A g2 40800 G4 —Fp Sticky
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