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Monte Carlo Approximation

* Generate some (unweighted) samples from the
posterior:  x° ~ p(x|D)

* Use these samples to compute any quantity of
Interest

— Posterior marginal: p(x4|D)
— Posterior predictive: p(y|D)

= E[f|D]~ 3§31, f(x)




Sampling from standard distributions

e Using the cdf
— Based on the inverse probability transform

1 ----F




Sampling from standard
distributions: Inverse CDF

Theorem 23.2.1. IfU ~ U(0,1) is a uniform rv, then F~Y(U) ~ F.
Proof.

Pr(F~Y(U)<z) = Pr(U<F(x)) (applying F to both sides)
= F(x) (because Pr(U <y) =y



Sampling from standard distributions:
Inverse CDF

* Example: Exponential distribution
Expon(z|\) £ XAe™* I(z > 0)

Flz)=1—e M I(x >0) — w

In(1 —p)
A

F~'(p) =

my U ~ Unif(0,1)
F~HU) ~ Expon(\)



Sampling from a Gaussian: Box-Muller Method
* Sample z{,z, € (—1,1) uniformly

* Discard (z4, z,) that do not inside the unit-circle,
so satisfying = zZ +z5 < 1

« p(2) = %I (z incide circle)

e Define




Sampling from a Gaussian: Box-Muller Method

« Polar coordinate20{|X] sampling
« r= normal distributiond]| B|Z|StI== = = Exponential 2
« 0 uniformdtAH ME = F0{Z rof CHaH x,y £ uniformdtH £

:
r=0.86081 —
g=4.22rad

(x,y)

0.5¢
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Sampling from a Gaussian: Box-Muller Method
« X~N(0,1) Y~N(01)

) = o (2 = Lo (1)

2TT

1
dr
. Exp(l) = —log(U(01)) * P(z) =P(r)__=05P(r)

A 2
e P(r) =2P(z) =exp|——
« 7 ~,/—21log(U(0,1)) ) ( 2)

2

P(U <1 —exp(—0.57%))
=P(r* < —=2logl)
= P(r < /—2logU)

https://theclevermachine.wordpress.com/2012/09/11/sampling-from-the-normal-
distribution-using-the-box-muller-transform/



https://theclevermachine.wordpress.com/2012/09/11/sampling-from-the-normal-distribution-using-the-box-muller-transform/

Sampling from a Gaussian: Box-Muller Method

e 1.Draw uq,u, ~ U(0,1)
e 2. Transform to polar rep.

— 1 = \/—Zlog(ul) 0 = 2nu,
* 3. Transform to Catesian rep.

—X =1rcosf y =1rcosf



Rejection sampling

when the inverse cdf method cannot be used

Create a proposal distribution g(x) which

satisfies j\[q(f[) > ]j(’[)
* Mgq(x) provides an upper envelope for p(x)

Sample x ~ q(x)
Sampleu ~ U(0,1)
p(x)
Mq(x)’
Otherwise accept it

If u > reject the sample



Rejection sampling
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Rejection sampling: Proof

 Why rejection sampling works?
*let g — f(z.u)u<plx)/Mqgx)}
So=A{(z,u):x <xo,u <plx)/Mqg(x)}

* The cdf of the accepted point:
P(x < x¢,x accepted)

P(x accepted)

o ~

[ JI((z,u) € So)q(x)dudx f_oop(a:')da:'
J J1((2,u) € S)q(z)dudz — [7 p(x)d

D p)

P(x < xg|x accepted) =




Rejection sampling

* How efficient is this method?
» P(accept) = [ q(x) [[I(x,u) € S] dudx I

Mq(x)
_ [ 2 q(x)dx = %jﬁ(x)dx

) Mq(x) N

1
0

=» We need to choose M as small as possible while
still satisfying ]\fq(J;) > ﬁ(x)



Rejection sampling: Example

e Suppose we want to sample from a Gamma

1
Ga(x|a, \) = F(a)ma’_l)\“ exp(—Ax)
* When «a is an integer, 1.e., @ = k, we can use:

X; % Expon(\)

= Y ~ Ga(k,\)

e But, for non-integer a, we cannot use this trick
& instead use rejection sampling



Rejection sampling: Example

* Use Ga(k,\ — 1) asa proposal, where | = 1
* To obtain M as small as possible, check the ratio

p(x)/q(x):

p(x) Ga(z|a, ) v I\ exp(=\x) /T ()
g(x)  Ga(z|k,A—1) rF=T N — DFexp(—(A — 1) /T'(k)
_ F(k)A& a—k .
= Tt P
* This ratio attains its maximum when ©* = a — k
A M Py p(x)<
D Ga(a — k|a, A) o _1\'\4
Ga(a — klk, A — 1) b

Mq(x)



Rejection sampling: Example
Ga(a = 5.7, = 2)
Proposal MGa(k,A—1) — k=157 =5
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Rejection Sampling:
Application to Bayesian Statistics

e Suppose we want to draw (unweighted) samples
from the posterior

p(0|D) = p(D|6)p(0)/p(D)
* Use rejection sampling
— Target distribution 7(6) = p(D|0)p(8)
— Proposal: q( ) _p( )
-M: M = p(D|f) g =
e Accepting probability:

p(@)  p(D|O)

arg max p(D|0)

F

Mq(@)  p(D|0)




Adaptive rejection sampling
* Upper bound the log density with a piecewise
linear function




Importance Sampling

MC methods for approximating integrals of the

f :
T I=El) = [ fepodx

The idea: Draw samples x in regions which have
nigh probability, p(x), but also where |f(x)] is
arge

Define f(x) = I(x € E)

Sample from a proposal (](X) X f(X)p(X)
than to sample from p(x) itself




Importance Sampling

* Samples from any proposal g(x) to estimate
the integral:

511) = [ fe0E S aix = g 3w fx) = 1
A

i
s

711 — ( S) «— 1
Ws — 7% importance weights.

* How should we choose the proposal?

— Minimize the variance of the estimate I

vary () [f ()w(x)] = By [f2(x)w?(x)] = I°



Importance Sampling

* By Jensen’s inequality, we have E[u?(x)]| = Elu(x)]?

e Setting u(x) = p(xq)g:)(x)l = w(x)|f(x)]|, we have the lower
bound:
EQ(X) [fQ(X)?,UQ(X)} > ( q(x ‘f (/ ‘f ‘p dX)

u(x) = p(xq)g)(x)l It &t=0[™ equality?| 9 &

= q(x) <p)|fx)l

f(x)|p(x)

) = 150 [p(x




Importance Sampling:
Handling unnormalized distributions

* When only unnormalized target distribution and

proposals are available without Z,, Zq

&

unnormalized importance weight

Ws q(x
* Use the same set of samples to evaluate Z,/ Z,.:
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Ancestral sampling for PGM

* Ancestral sampling
— Sample the root nodes,
— then sample their children,
— then sample their children, etc.

— This is okay when we have no evidence



Gl = W o =

Ancestral sampling

Procedure Forward-Sample (
B /] Bayesian network over X

)
Let X1,...,X,, be a topological ordering of X
fori=1,....n

u; < x(Pax,) [/ Assignment to Pax, in zq, ...

Sample x; from P(X; | u;)
return (v1,...,2,)



Ancestral sampling: Example

do dl 1-0 fl

231 0.99 | 0.01




Rejection sampling for PGM

* Now, suppose that we have some evidence with
interest in conditional queries :

Ply | E = e)
* Rejection sampling (local sampling)

— Perform ancestral sampling,

— but as soon as we sample a value that is inconsistent
with an observed value, reject the whole sample and
start again

 However, rejection sampling is very inefficient
(requiring so many samples) & cannot be applied
for real-valued evidences



Importance Sampling for DGM:
Likelihood weighting
* Likelihood weighting

— Sample unobserved variables as before,

conditional on their parents; But don’t sample
observed variables; instead we just use their
observed values.

— This is equivalent to using a proposal of the form:

= [ p(xelxpacey) T 00z (20)

tZE t€E «ihe set of observed nodes
— The corresponding importance weight'

p\X ])(ff‘X)1 ) ])(II}‘XH
wix) = PO _ T P2ePao) 77 PEB0a) _ T iy )

Q(X) tZF p(ﬁ‘ Xpa(t )) teE teE




O o ~1 O O = W o =

(-
-

Likelihood weighting

Procedure LW-Sample (
B, /] Bayesian network over X
Z = z /] Event in the network

Let X,...,X,, be a topological ordering of A’

)
4

fori=1.....n

u; < x(Pax,) /I Assignment to Pax, in 1, ...,

if Xa % Z then
Sample x; from P(X; | u;)
else
v, < 2z(X;) [l Assignment to X in z
w < w- P(x; | w;)
return (rq{,...,T,), W

]
i/



Likelihood weighting
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Sampling importance resampling (SIR)

 Draw unweighted samples by first using
importance sampling p(x) ~ Zw 5res (X)

 Sample with replacement where the
probability that we pick x; is wg

3 I(a® < wo)p(a®) /q(«)
> p(2) /q(a®)

ple <xp) = ZH(\J.'S < xg)wg =
5

[I(x < J-‘D)%q(if)dif

| %g(‘f)d‘r
[ I(x < ao)p(x)d

- fﬁ( r)dr B /’H(ir < To)p(w)de = plw < o)

—




Sampling importance resampling (SIR)
S

(

SI
1
p(X) ~ ? Z 5xs (X) Typically S’ << S
s=1

- J

* Application: Bayesian inference

— Goal: draw samples from the posterior

p(6]D) = p(D|6)p(8)/p(D)
— Unnormalized posterior: p’”(@) — p(’D‘E))p(Q)
— Proposal: q(@) — p(@)

— Normalized weights:

p(8s)/q(6s) p(D|6,)

W

~ S 0.)/q6) . p(Dl6.)

— Then, we use SIR to sample from p(D\Q)



Particle Filtering

* Simulation based, algorithm for recursive
Bayesian inference

— Sequential importance sampling = resampling
(z(t-1) [ y(1:t-1))
proposal \
(z(t) [ y(1:t-1))

weighting --- R P(y(t) | z(t))

resample ° P(z(t) | y(1:1))



Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMCQC)

e 1) Construct a Markov chain on the state space X

— whose stationary distribution is the target density
p*(x) of interest

e 2) Perform a random walk on the state space
— in such a way that the fraction of time we spend in
each state x is proportional to p* (x)

e 3) By drawing (correlated!) samples
Xo,X1,X>,..., from the chain,
perform Monte Carlo integration wrt p #



Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) vs.
Variational inference

* Variational inference
— (1) for small to medium problemes, it is usually faster;
— (2) it is deterministic;
— (3) is it easy to determine when to stop;
— (4) it often provides a lower bound on the log liklihood.



Markov Chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) vs. Variational inference

* MCMC

— (1) it is often easier to implement;

— (2) it is applicable to a broader range of models,
such as models whose size or structure changes
depending on the values of certain variables (e.g.,
as happens in matching problems), or models
without nice conjugate priors;

— (3) sampling can be faster than variational
methods when applied to really huge models or
datasets..



Gibbs Sampling

 Sample each variable in turn, conditioned on the
values of all the other variables in the distribution
* For example, if we have D = 3 variables

2t~ p(aq |2y, 23)

:z::j“ ~ p(x9 ﬂff+1: 51333;)

s+1
vy

~ plas|zs T, a2yt

e Need to derive full conditional for variable /

p(x;|x_;)



Gibbs Sampling: Ising model

plaix—.0) o || (e z)

senbr(t)

U(xg, ) = exp(Jaoxy)
* Full conditional

HsEnbr(t) ?r-"i*st(gft = +1, .L‘s)

oy = +1|x_+.0) = _ _ _
Pt x-,6. HsEnbr(t) O(st = +1,xs) + HsEnbr(t) V(e = —1,as)

exp|./ ZsEnbr(ﬁ) )
EX[):'] ZsEnbr(t) "[75] T e};p[—J ZSEHbr(t) IS]

exp|.J1 o
- 0 ] - = sigm(2.Jn;)
plT] + expl ] AT

AN
N = ZSEnbr(t) ry = x¢(ap — dy)



Gibbs Sampling: Ising model
» Combine an Ising prior with a local evidence term

Pe(we) = N (ye|we, 0%)

exp|Jn: | (41)
explJne] e (+1) + exp[—Jne|ie (—1)

Ve (+1
= sigm <2J n: — log zthJrl;)
Pi{—

=

B
||
_|_

=
§

<

2
|




Gibbs Sampling: Ising model

* Ising prior with W;; = | = 1

— Gaussian noise model with o = 2

sample 1, Gibbs

1 sample 5, Gibbs

M5
0.5




Gibbs Sampling: Ising model

mean after 15 sweeps of Gibbs




Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM)
p(x;|0) = Z’IT}CN Xi |y, 25

e Likelihood functlon

p(z, X|0) = HH?T,C”‘N X; |, A )Z”“*

* Factored conjugate prior

p(6) = Dir(w|a) | [N (g, Jmo, (BoAr) ™ YWi(Ax|Lo, 1)



Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM):
Variational EM

e Standard VB approximation to the posterior:

p(6.2z1.5|D) ~ q(0) | [ a(z:)

* Mean field approximation 2

log g (x;) = E_g, [log p(x)| 4 const

* VBEM results in the optimal form of g(z, 8):

1(2.0) = q(2/0)q(0) = | [] Cat(zIr.)

Dir(m|ee) | [NV (peglm, (BrAr) ™ )Y Wi(Ag L, v)
k




[Ref] Gaussian Models

Marginals and conditionals of a Gaussian model

A A
Ayl (A A
) | (A21 Aso

p(x) ~ N(u, X)

_(H) oy (Zn X
a (MQ)T <E?1 2422

Marginals: p(x1) = N(xi|p, E1)
p(x2) = N(x2|pq,X22)

Posterior p(x1]x2) = N(x1]p1)2, X1)2)

conditionals: fyo = py + T12355 (X2 — 1)

=y — A Ao (%o — o)
— 21‘2 (Allﬂl — AlQ(XQ — “’2))
2o = 211 — 31585, By =AYy



[Ref] Gaussian Models
* Linear Gaussian systems

p(X) — N(X IJ’:IIU ZT)

p(ylx) = N(y|Ax + b, 3,)
* The posterior:

p(xly) = N(x|ptz),, Xajy)
S =3 +A'Z A
e The normalization constant:

p(y) = N(y|Ap, +b, 2, + AZ,AT)




[Ref] Gaussian Models: Posterior distribution of u

+ The likelihood wrt gt (D| 1) — A (=l p. %z})

+ The prior:  p(p) = N (p|mg, Vo)

* The posterior:

p(pu|D,X) = N(pmy,Vy)
vy = Vil+ Nz
my = VN(E_l(Ni)—FV(Tlm[))



[Ref] Gaussian Models: Posterior distribution of X
* The likelihood form of X

p(D|p, X)

N

1
x |27 exp (‘5“(8;121))

 The conjugate prior: the inverse Wishart distribution

1

IVV(E‘Sal VO) x ‘E‘_(I/U+D+1)/2 exp <—§t1(8021))

The posterior:
p(Z[D, p)

_N 1 — — (v y
3|72 exp (—itr(E 1S,u)) 33|~ (ot D+1)/2

1
exp (—itr(zls[)))

N+(vp+D+1) 1 _
13|~ . exp (—§tr [E 1(S,u_ + So)])

W (S[Sy. vy)
vo + N
SO + Sp.




Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM):
Gibbs Sampling

* Full joint distribution:
K

p(x.z. p, B.7) = px|z, pw. 2)p(zlm)p(m) || ple)p(Sk)
k=1
N K
- (HH (meN (i g, S) k)) X
1=1 k=1

K
Dir(m|a) H N (g, mo, Vo) IW (X |So., 1)
k=1



Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM): Gibbs Sampling

e The full conditionals:
p(Z’i — k‘X’iﬁ 122 E ﬂ-) X ﬂ-ffN(X’i‘u’kv Ek)

N
p(wlz) = Dir({on +» (2 = k) izy)
i=1
p(”k‘zkvzvx) — N(/-Lk‘mkvvk?)
V' = Vi NE!
m; = Vk:(zjlekik + Valm())

N
Nk, = ZH(Z;ZZC)
1=1

— A Zil ]I(Z"i — ]{)Xi
Nk‘_.




Gaussian Mixture Model (GMM):
Gibbs Sampling

I\N(EHSA V,'g)

])(Ek “‘Lk: Z, X)

N
Sk = So+ S0z = k)(x — ) (i — )"
1=1

o + A'Tfi:

UV



Label switching problem

* Unidentifiability

— The parameters of the model 8, and the indicator
functions z, are unidentifiable

— We can arbitrarily permute the hidden labels without
affecting the likelihood

 Monte Carlo average of the samples for clusters:

— Samples for cluster 1 may be used for samples for
cluster 2

* Labeling switching problem

— If we could average over all modes, we would find
Elu,|D] is the same for all k



Collapsed Gibbs sampling

* Analytically integrate out some of the unknown
guantities, and just sample the rest.

* Suppose we sample z and integrate out 6

* Thus the 8 parameters do not participate in the
Markov chain;

* Consequently we can draw conditionally
independent samples

0° ~ p(0|z°, D)
=» This will have much lower variance than
samples drawn from the joint state space

m) Rao-Blackwellisation



Collapsed Gibbs sampling

* Theorem 24.2.1 (Rao-Blackwell)

— Let z and 0 be dependent random variables, and
f(z,0) be some scalar function. Then

varge | f(z,0)] > varg [Ee | f(z, 0)|z]

=» The variance of the estimate created by analytically
integrating out @ will always be lower (or rather, will never
be higher) than the variance of a direct MC estimate.



Collapsed Gibbs sampling

After integrating out
the parameters.

TN (/I; 1




Collapsed Gibbs: GMM

* Analytically integrate out the model parameters
Ui, L and 1T, and just sample the indicators z

— Once we integrate out 7, all the z; nodes become
inter-dependent.

— once we integrate out 8y, all the x; nodes become
inter-dependent

 Full conditionals:

p(zi = klz_;,x,a,8) o< plz; = klz—i, o, B)p(x|z; = k,z_;, e, B)
< p(zi = klz—i, a)p(xi|x—i, 2i = k, 24, 8)

p(X—’i M Z_ g, B)
x plz; =Fklz_;, a)p(xi|x_i,2:i = k,z_;, 3)



Collapsed Gibbs: GMM

e Suppose a symmetric prior of the form T =

Dir(a) and a. = a/K N

I'(a I'(Np + o/ K
p(z1, ..., 28|a) = ( ) H ( ,/ )
['(N + «) Pt ['a/K)
* Integrating out 1, using Dirichlet-multinormial
formula:

1 T e
])(ZliN‘(}-’) L P(N—FQ') v F(j\/k _I_ Q/A)

p(z_i|la) r-(N+1a—1) ['(Ng. _; +a/K)
[(N+a—-1)T(Ny_i+1+a/K) Ny_i+a/K
N+a) T(Np_i+a/K)  N4a-1

K
Z Nk,—i — N - 1
k=1

p(z’i — k“z—gﬁj Q‘.’) —




[ref] Dirichlet-multinormial

 The marginal likelihood for the Dirichlet-
multinoulli model:

p(D) = B(;a)a)
Bl = sty




Collapsed Gibbs: GMM

p(X?:\X—?:? zi_;,2; — ]@B) — p(x?;\D_?;,;f)
D_jp=1xj:2; =k, j # 1}
'\

All the data assigned to cluster k except for x;

To compute p(x; ‘D—zk) , We remove Xx;’s statistics from its current
cluster (namely z;), and then evaluate x; under each cluster’s posterior

predictive. Once we have picked a new cluster, we add x;’s statistics to this
new cluster



Collapsed Gibbs: GMM

Collapsed Gibbs sampler for a mixture model

for eachi =1 : N in random order do

Remove x;’s sufficient statistics from old cluster z; ;
tor each k =1 : K do

L Compute py. (X-'g',) = p(XiHXj L Rj = kJ 7é Z}) )
Compute p(z; = k|z—;, D) o< (Ng.—i + a/K)pr(x;);
Sample z; ~ p(z]°) ;

Add x;’s sufficient statistics to new cluster z;




Collapsed Gibbs vs. Vanilla Gibbs

a mixture of K = 4 2-d Gaussians applied to N = 300 data points
~350

20 different random initializations

-400

— Standard Gibbs Sampler
—— Rao-Blackwellized Sampler

10° 10 10° 10°

lteration



Collapsed Gibbs vs. Vanilla Gibbs

logprob averaged over 100 different random initializations.

~350 ey —
~400F
© _450
=
x
o
o) _
2 -500 e
[T Solid line: the median
/L thick dashed: the 0.25 and 0.75 quantiles,
-5505¢ 0 thin dashed: the 0.05 and 0.95 quintiles.
L7 = Standard Gibbs Sampler
== R ao-Blackwellized Sampler
~600 — ————r ——————

10 10 10° 10°

lteration



Metropolis Hastings algorithm

* At each step, propose to move from the
current state x to a new state x’ with
probability g(x'|x)

— q: the proposal distribution
_ / - /
8) q(x/|x) = N(x'|x, ).
Random walk Metropolis algorithm

¢(x'[x) = q(x')~__

independence sampler



Metropolis Hastings algorithm

* The acceptance probability if the proposal is
symmetric, ¢(x'|x) = ¢(x|x)
r = min(1, LX)
p*(x)
* The acceptance probability if the proposal is
asymmetric ¢(x’|x) # q(x|x")
— Need the Hastings correction

)\ Given target distribution

r = min(l, )
p*(x)g(x[x") _ p*(x")/q(x"[x)

T PR prx)/axX)




Metropolis Hastings algorithm

* When evaluating a, we only need to know
unnormalized density

. p*(x) = 2p(x)

(p(x")/Z) q(x[x')
(p(x)/Z) q(x'|x)

O =



Metropolis Hastings algorithm
1 Initialize 2V ;

2 tor s =0,1,2,... do

3 Define x = x%;

4 Sample ' ~ q(2'|x);

5 Compute acceptance probability

p(a) gzl
p(@)g(@[x)

o=

Compute » = min(1, «);
6 Sample u ~ U (0, 1)
7 Set new sample to

sl _ roitu<r
” xS itu>r

)




Metropolis Hastings algorithm

* Gibbs sampling is a special case of MH, using
the proposal:
q(x'|x) = p(af]x_;)I(x_; =x_;)
* Then, the acceptance probability is 100%




Metropolis Hastings: Example

MH with N(O,1 .0002) proposal

~An example of the Metropolis
i Hastings algorithm for sampling from
~a mixture of two 1D Gaussians

0.2 (k= (—20,20), = (0.3,0.7), o = (100, 100))

0.1

| MH sampling results using a
- Gaussian proposal with the
_variancev = 1

- @) =

N(x' |z, v)

100

0

lterations 1000  _100 Samples



Metropolis Hastings: Example

MH with N(D,EDD.ODOE} proposal

~ An example of the Metropolis
5 Hastings algorithm for sampling from
- a mixture of two 1D Gaussians

0.06.. (1 = (—20,20), 7 = (0.3,0.7), & = (100, 100))
0.04.
0.02 MH sampling results using a
0, Gaussian proposal with the
0 variance v. = 500
200 q(2'|x) = N(2'|x,v)

e

o 100
———
50

400

600

-

. B 0
800 N
— -50

lterations 1000 _1qp Samples



Metropolis Hastings: Example

MH with N(D,S.DDDE} proposal

~ An example of the Metropolis
. Hastings algorithm for sampling from

- a mixture of two 1D Gaussians
(= (—20,20), 7 = (0.3,0.7), o = (100, 100))

- MH sar_'npli:ng' results using a
Gaussian proposal with the
variancev =8

q(@'2) = N(a'|v)
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Metropolis Hastings: Gaussian

Proposals
* 1) an independence proposal

g(w'lw) = N(w'|w,H™')
e 2) arandom walk proposal
g(w'lw) = N(w'|w,s"H™)
MH for binary logistic regression

2.382
f —
g w'|lw) =N (w, I

(VOP+XTDx)1)

D = diag(u; (1 — p;))
T

p(w) = N(0. Vo) fi = sigm(w’ x;)

H, — X”"DX H=V,'+H,



Metropolis Hastings: Example

 MH for binary logical regression

w i

0.2

0.18F

016

0.14F

012F

01F

0.08F

0.06

0.04F

0.02F

Joint postérior of the parar'neters

-100 -80 -60 -40 -20




Metropolis Hastings: Example
MH for binary logical regression

— Initialize the chain at the mode, computed using IRLS
— Use the random walk Metropolis sampler

w0 intercept
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Metropolis Hastings: Example

* MH for binary logical regression

w1 slope
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