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User Preference Modeling Based on Deep Belief Network and Latent Variable Model

PAN Liangchen, WU Xinran, YUE Kun

( School of Information Science and Engineering, Yunnan University , Kunming 650500, China)

[ Abstract] To address/complex iterative computations, large-scale intermediate results and ineffective inference of user
preference modeling from high dimensional and sparse user rating data, this paper proposes a user preference modeling
method based on' Deep Belief Network( DBN) and Bayesian Network ( BN). The DBN is used to classify rating data,and
the latent variables are used to represent user preferences that cannot be directly observed. Then, the BN with latent
variables is used to describe the uncertain dependences among related attributes in rating data. Experimental results on
MovieLens and DianPing datasets show that the proposed method can effectively describe the dependences relationship
between attributes related to user preferences in rating data,and its precision and execution efficiency are higher than that
of Latent Variable Model(LVM).
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Network ( DBN)

DOI:10. 19678/j. issn. 1000-3428. 0054183

P F P G B R AT ) P B R 4 1R R . TP R
B LW 1 P A R R T PR
i, MovieLens $# 8 5 F P 5 B U H B

0 #iik
BE#& Web2. 0 HL 7 B 45 It 52 9 2% B B

Ji R B 22 B T i A R Web SF 5 2 5 B 4K
RA3E B IR, 7= A T R B AT e Bl .
X L5 BB Al 9 I 0 2 H AT Web2. 0 B ] B AT AR
NI — I AT B X S Rl — A
JE N o30S G JE AT T o3 A R L 0L I %)
5 B W26 & — LU TV Bl R UL B {5 B, an

o RS B KW G FE 2R E T,
PP RS AR e R RO 45 T8 A5 S A T
FOF AN [+ B S TR P AT RH VL B9 -, TP R R DL R
o3 S5 JE AR R A7 A2 KOG R OIF B Ao e k. NIk,
MCPT 73 Bt Hh A S 4 38 A0 O T M =2 TR 5C 28 B
AN RE R B G A O A M A HE T R P AT

EETA EHEHRP RS (U1802271) s = B 4 I A B O 52 113 5 T H (2017FA032) 5 = B K2 BHIFI H (2017YDIQO6)
PEE B A 0 RR (1994—) 5 W4, B0 5 m A8 5 AR TR RER 0L I B GEGER) 2 01 LA,

I %5 B #5:2019-03-11 & Bl H #§:2019-05-09

E-mail: kyue@ ynu. edu. cn



5546 B 55 MY

WRIR, RER R BTG &S 5 R B Y P i 4 g 4 55

Ry AR A N B A R R R R T AR AR LAy
H IS o

1 037 W ( Bayesian Network, BN) " & —ff &
L) M R A AR Rl — 2 4 AT [ G PR
[¥] ( Directed Acyclic Graph, DAG) , 8117 S & A —
A~ 44 HE % 32 ( Conditional Probability Table, CPT) "'
BN A] e 5t b Al 34 1 TR 0 AR OC & IRk, L
12 TR R A B AT T R A . E R AR R
BN Ff b B2 2 £ 45 %Y ( Latent Variable Model,LVM)
i3k LVM 0] AT 2504 8 V7 20 Boais vh 68 2 08 0 21 Fn
ANTiE B HE 000 2 Y T 1 2 1) B AR OC &R IF AT AT
AR MR TE AR, AT R P i 4 A5 A8 ) A ST 2 4t
KR AN, XF T MovieLens 4 M 5, A Ad H Ba A2
RN P B B R AT, 35T LVM 23 J7 ik py gt
A5 RS PE S R 4 8 R A A

ASCHE W — PP L T IR B AE & W (Deep Belief
Network ,DBN) 5 [{ 45 155 450 U (1 FH 7 ff 4 2 485 7 3k
SR PR BE AT 4 W 6T V7 23 Bt 2647 43 2, R 28 5310 A2
R AR TR [A] B T T A B A SR B
AR AR AU AR ) S B A TR o R ALY ) gt N T
JSESE S S LAV ST AN I LA RN e S i
M2 2 Tk

1 B

FH T AR e 1 SROC(E TG VK B e 0 2, Al ko
o B 4e . 3 & K ( Expectation Maximization,
EM) 553 1 R 70 RGeSO 5 B0 Xk Bl 47 B 5

I TR S BOR RRAG T — R B 2O ik . 45
FA 2R (Structure Expectation Maximization, SEM) ™
B RS AT EM B AT 0 8 R B 450 2 )
Jrik. EM B¥E B 1T Ko A e A
FPERGE . N BN W25 R 5 SR, CPT iR 2
BRI i AT B A A I U B U, AN R A
SRR R A I [ FN 25 ) 52 2% B o A LB L
POV R B i e g W N A B 2 AR R
fE, BEA> BOdE A LVM LU A 8508 18 FH P O - B
A3 v B MEBE 3K U 2 AR ST e — A [)

AR T D e A 7R g P O e 0 0 A B 1
HRE AT T BN B A 58 4 2 Ak AR 4 0 i 3
B FH P ot 52 Ja e LA BV 4 R Al E P e A, AR
5 FH A G R Ay 55 0T BB (R PE 43 o (HL £ X CPT Hp
JER A& 1487 P 508 X 245 B, B 4 BN B
MELAHEAT B AR AR SR B, B an o R 3 R AR
41 (5%, <18,Educator,R) , (55,25 ~ 34, Admin,R) ,
(%, > 34, Other, R) | # # 1y BN e Ah 5 F
(5, >34, Farmer) By 3¢5, th T2 P E B IF R Q@
BT EALE) CPT A e TG v i 4770 SO AR SR HE 2
2 b, ey {4545 Y B A R0 S HE R P 0BT X 2 Y
i G A 3t B VE 43 Ak B30, J2 P A G AE TR0 ALY 8 I T
Y X — ki o

17 kg 1R B B AR R A A SE PR A% T
t, Age #il Profession 45 (i 1)UL 2 T ] vh 2%
A B, PRk, CPT £7 7R 20 G B KE 17 O, AT
LVM H4 {83 AR T b A7t 25 TR B S5 )

Age P(Age) Profession ' | P(Profession)
<18 02 other 0.5
18-24 0.3 Gender | P(Gender) educator 0.2
25-34 03 male 0.5 admin 0.2
>34 0.2 female 0.5 farmer 0.1
. P(L|Age,Gender,Profession)
Age Gender | Profession
L=L, L=L, L=L;
<18 male other 0.20 0.10 0.7
<18 female other 0.20 0.50 0.3
18~24 male farmer 0.10 0.30 0.6
18~24 female educator 0.15 0.35 0.5
25~34 male admin 0.05 0.65 0.3
25~34 female farmer 0.55 0.25 0.2
>34 male admin 0.40 0.50 0.1
>34 female educator 0.60 0.10 0.3
P(Type|L) P(Rating|L,Type)
L A pe=i]Type=2 | Type=3 L | Type - - - —— -
ype YP! Yp Rating=1 | Rating=2 | Rating=3 | Rating=4 | Rating=5
Li | 035 | 055 | o0l Ly 1 0.02 0.18 030 0.05 045
L | 055 | 025 | 02 L | 2 0.01 0.09 0.10 0.50 0.30
Ls 0.05 0.35 0.6 L 3 0.05 0.25 0.20 0.45 0.05
L, 1 0.15 0.05 0.35 0.05 0.40
L, 2 0.02 0.08 0.20 0.10 0.60
L, 3 0.14 0.06 0.40 0.20 0.20
Ly 1 0.25 0.02 0.43 0.10 0.20
Ly 2 0.05 0.13 0.42 0.10 0.30
Ly 3 0.06 0.24 0.10 0.50 0.10
1 HEAMETSEHER

Fig.1 Simple latent variable model
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ARSCAEFLTF LVM 0 P O g 8 458 7 1, F 5 2
o i A T AL AL R | v IR AR B A g e AR CPT 41
G BRESE R s £E 3L F AR 58 LVM [ A 3 4 B 07 1
WF5R XT38 F P 508 X G A5 2 3E A7 AE 25 41 3 A ] AL
BRI T AR SO e M A B AR i 2R P O 4, # ST
— P R A R AR Y P e G R R AR O IR
FEAT A& WO PF 0 Bt E A7 53 28, R 2R 5 A8 e i
FoAs i RE A, A5 2] 2 5] & Ak i DU ek B B ( Class
Simplified BN, CSBN) ; # %5 4 H} 155 784 44 2 i) 75 0l 2
1) 2R SO AV IS T B R S 8025 ) Fn &
2% 2] J5 ¥ 5 e J5 #E MovieLens Fl K Ak 55 PP 5085 46
PEAT L6, LA S UE AR SC 7 2% 1 ] A7 A e &l

2 HBxXIE

H AT, AATF 53 B85 Aok 8 P e dp R 8, &R
PP AR B AN I H AT R G O i L S R A R
S5 VARG SA0{of P 1 0 R T AR R R R
Pl a4y X, i, 45 4 LDA (Latent Dirichlet
Allocation ) """ fry 5 1 43 i 4 it FH F ffg 47 R JH SVD
( Singular Value Decomposition ) ' 2545 [ P 58 45 fit
BERL IR P i -, 3% 28 7 5 e 6% FRaA 56 45 4 1Y)
WA EF . 0 LDA J& —F R, SVID iy 43 fiff K
W ] il R A 2 , BRI, P M) T 1k AR D 43 B 4l v
Ja P 8] I A G 3R K AN M

58 AN L7 3T BN 8 LVM B9 H 7 e 4 4 455
Ty HEAT T ZR5E s SCHR (12 e 5 3R s
B PEA AT A SCHR [ 13-14 ] JH BR2 5 38 FH 7 % o 5
R O 4, SCHR [ 15 1Al ik it 19 & 2 M 1R A 1t BN
FEAS T 0 e A 4, SCHR [ 16 ] et FH B 28 o 221 1)
FH P 2RI 46 0 — B FH LA I8 P i A o i B 2
DU S R AY , ER [ R ABE A A A% AR AT, ¥k LA
ST A= T R A s IS s N € SR A s 4 L
ARG AR S 455 A0 Ay il A 2 FH P i G B Y, B R R
i R 1 )

TE 4 vy A5 AU AL % 5 T, SCHR [ 17 2R AR
BT WL B 4l A7 53 26, 43 26 05 1 A8 a4 A BN,
o SO0 7 255 S04 A E 4l A8 i AT SR 3, H X
D7 ME DL A U B W B L S AE AT A B . X
MR 18-19 1 t DBN LA Xt £ 98 o 17 43 25 i ok 4
DBN 7EAR KRR LR AF FS T R G5 B, T aE H
T 2 Y N TR A R VA EdlE . AR SOR
DBN Fil [ A5 i A5 A 3F 47 45 &, DLt &t H P e 4
FERY
3 AESEX

B A P @ 1k X 4 8 R T A AR S
FAEIRICH D, U = (U,,U,, U |, ) Fm AR

‘ﬁ%%,le %ll 5129’l\1\} %‘%mxigiﬁ‘lﬁ,le %%/j_\‘ﬁﬁ
FIPEa o P G B FH P % 37 0 % 52 45 A Ja 1k 1

RN, R Le {1 L, 0 b Ho i =1 (1<
x< |[I]), 1 FRMEE x et Bn, 5 —iT7 40 5
Pl U, (PR = “FBH" U, (FFEi) =18 ¥ ~
24 7 U (HRk) =227 (0, (B2 = “ahfE
R7R(VEAr) =47 Rz P 5 ah 78 B 19143
Mal =i, R B ERT

FIH DBN 23 51%F U F T EUE #4773 26,45 31 43
AN P & R g AR B U AT, Ay
K8 DS Ul . MR FEE

EX 1 BN 24 I (Directed Acyclic Graph,
DAG) il G = (V,E,0) , il U T 4 A~

DVE-HZHEEITRES, KM T G
N e R = DO DA e S+ o

2) AR Y BN fRiFRFR AR A 0 G = (V,
L,E,§) ,Herp | L Z45ARH P R dF i B s 55 1,

3)E SR R4 A M ARG, FR 45T R Y
WA ZR o BAFAENTT B w FE 199 85 v AT u—y
(uveV,uzv) PR u 2 v AT AT R v 1
2508 HACT U r (v) IR ST T AR F T e

4) 60 RS SRR SRS, R P(v]
m(v))o

EX 2 FKHIfE A bl B (CSBN) it A G =
(V,L,E,0) , i/l R 3 S

D) V={U.,I.,R{ZAHEH P50 X550/
WoarmAaEs.

2) L R L =1, o H PO oF 55 X 4 s 1
55 7 AN b, Ko << L,

3)E F1 6 530 G A A RSA R R SIS

K2 pros S — > i B ) CSBN A7 78 R H 43
KA U, BICE 1 f g Age . Gender , Profession 4%
g B A AR R AR R v A 4RO G R A DL T 4K
H CPT Ry 2H & % ikt K MR B AIC, 8 T 31 5 FLAE 6
PRI, R FH 23 28 728 e )l B A s S AR, T L A A8 A
I 48 BT AL R

Uc | P(Uc)

Ue 0.4

uz | 03

i P(LIUQ)

P(L=1)|P(L=1) | P(L=1;)

Pdc|L) 02 | o1 0.7
LT | de=ia | I=ia 02 | 05 | 03
L | 035 | 020 | 045 : : :

b 0.50 0.15 0.35

P(R|L,I¢)
R=1 R=2 | R=3 | R=4 R=5
L |ia| 002 | 0.18 03 | 0.05 0.45
L | i2| 0.01 0.09 0.1 0.50 0.30
5| is| 0.05 [ 025 02 | 045 0.05

2 CSBN &R
Fig.2 Example of CSBN model
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4 ET DBN WiEHHHES £

MRAEE SC 2, A S ] DBN 4351 %8 F - ) 1 %L
P FNVE o0 X0 G m MBI AT 502K 432K JR P40 L
It 24 [ AT, CPT rh A [e] BU{HL 1 2 3 o AH I 9 2D, A
3R 7B R . e Ah, AT RAXS I 25 46 rh ok
0 PR A  2H G R AT 43 28, DA S B X X 2 U 7Y
MERAfEHL, DBN 4325535 f% DBN H1E — 445
IRIZ RIS, 2 th 22 IRYIK 2% 2 AL (Restricted
Boltzmann Machine ,RBM ) "™/ & Jji #4 1l 19 18 & 2% 5
gy, W2k By Bead i 2 = I 2545 3 4 > RBM 1
BUE, T —JZ 0 % Ay 3 — )2 il Ao DBN
YRG5 S BRI 5 A0 G0 2 A 20 B8, B 5 FF DBN A3
R A softmax [a] 5 43 25 7% ' 45 5 J P& 1 2
Bym e o LU P E B 19 4 28 O ), 3k T DBN
(9 PF 43 % 4 4> 28 5 % R-DBN-Classification 4 g
mr:

&3 1 R-DBN-Classification 2 3

WA PR D, BRI R g, %%y

W AR E NI AR & D,

1.m<0.01,g,«2 000

(229 3 SRR B h 2 56 (B )

2. W14/ DBN 43264547 RBMs M0k 3, 2 0ot 43
Sy 18 .36 18/ /i i — J2 Bt J2 58 70 $0Uh Hi 114 19 26 70 %

3.4 n SHEEAZ MR IT A /00, BE X AR R R
/780, E n =3

4. Y1 tH1e DBN W45 AUE W = [ W/, W', W] 5 0 %[,
BEHLP) 4 fL IR T b 1 ¢

5.W,b,c«—DBN_train(n,v,g,)

(Al SCk [ 18-19 ] 71 DBN _train %% )

6. U.«—softmax(W,b,c,D)

TR 1R HE W B 2028 2 2 I 25 1 D 6
k8 3 ( Contrastive Divergence, CD) &3 2% 4k BU AL
1B, HU BN A0 TR0 P A2 0T d R SR o7 ), A Ui
AT 2 4 I R (R] B e W SSGH

DL P s A5 B o 6] 3 1T () DBN 43 28 5 45 A
i anTE 3 fron, Hob g AP e 1 A0 1 )
(Gender) AF# ( Age) FIHR P ( Profession) , Gender
BUE R 0.1, 20 BIACER 2, Age HUMH O 4F % BE,
Profession HU{E S BRI Xf B A9 4 5 o 9K B A #p 22
TR 3 A 2 on A EOC 18 [H AR 22Ty
3T RBUEA AT N 2 xT x21 =294 #1>Y4 T 25t
DBN 73254 J5 HI P JEPE2H G N 294 [ 3) 1 18, KR
FEAR T EM B9k rh ) 245 R AL LA J2 CSBN Hr 4y s (1)
CPT LML, FEMIHE & 1T BN /Y22 S &%

@@  (00) mremmax
C )

CO0-O
CQC0-O.
QOO0 - 00, -

w

F PR AR S

| Gender” Age "Profession|

B3 DBN HZKgE#a
Fig.3 DBN classifier model
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AR O P R E B S AR SO I 2k

ARG AR IR AT 1 Fk 1 P S 4
PRSI BT B9 AN i, Bl (<< 1),
FH P B U AT HoA A B

W2 P>, 1) >PCin L) S PR EF A 1
i, P R i, BOBER KT i P(R =1, 1y, ,1) >
P(R=r,li,, 1), JH P o ] e 6 ) o 25 4 (9 0 23T 25
G (ry > 1) JRZIHES (r, > 1) 0
5.2 EFZRHE CSBN 35373

HEBIA S 27 5 19 R A 2 5 B 4 T
G5 X 5 0 T 26 BB 4R DA R VT 4 B b Bk
SR RAREE I PR S BE4E D, D, Hh— Wk P4 E ot
H—APEAR D, e D, Dy, D,y |, ALHE ID
PR ) TS I8 A2 5 A BT Ay P R B L
WAEAN SO0 [, Le (1,0, 0, ). RIG, BHLAE
JIL— £ T J 249 R 4 0k B 00 5h 5 80, X 00 9 R B s
(A AT, PR BE B, B IS kA
FIEACUAL b FR, BT 15 2 80 1k 45 5 B ok e X S 8
O gL T Wk AR B B S 8 6
850+ L R R INT

E 5 RS 2800, R (1) A REA
D, AP R U L R AR P(L = L))
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D, ,0") (1<j<c) , [ RSB N Al A58 B K 48
D, SRJF MR D, A (2) A B G i i my, .

P(L=L,,D_16'
P(L=L,ID_,0") =— ( ALEL (1)

YP(L=L;,D,16")
j=1 i

mi, = P(C, =k,m(C,) =jID,,) (2)

M A AR ml, TR (3) 52 5 B
At 0

t

O = (3)

X mi

T PRI SRE BT RSO AR SO TR (4)
KERSHE R, In P(D 19" ) Al In P(D.19")
OYRE e+ 1 UCHIER ¢ Uk A 5 2 B0 X H Bl A
PR, 25 sim(0°,0"") <8(8 Jy M4 4 56 14 1% & ik
SEIEE , 4 0.000 01) A b 24 B 2l 8, AU
ERLY

sim(6,6"") = |In P(D'""1¢""") —n P(D'16")

(4)

EM SRk A E 2 sl , B T 231 CSBN
S > B3k Parameter_learning 4 A 40 F .

&% 2 Parameter_learning 5 15

BN WA SRR AT BURE S D WSS 6, 3% R
WHEER T

W CSBN BiAIZH 6

L BEHL™ A — 2 R 2 IR S8 0’

2. for t«0 to T do

E .

3URER (1) B4 D, Y EAFEA, 15 2 A58 5 s
4 D IR (2) 3B my,

M.

4 4R my R (3) TR 0 R sim (07,05 H
il &

5. end for

filhn, 2 1 45 7 FIH DBN 4325 0 FH )7 34 26
SVBCHRE B B 491, LA B] 2 248 Rl g Y i 5 250 445 4
PATE I 2 A0 — B AN E R R AR B a3k 2 P
o BREAEERNN D |, L B8R 1],
W EM it BB Hh R 9 Bl AT [ 1] % [ D, [ 4%, 114
B RBAAG T [1] x | D [ ¥, EM R B £ N
TG, T B T x [1] x | D, [ W 8 kL4 £
TS 2 IR A28 O(T x 1] x [ D, |). AT
UL, EM B B IAT ROR 58 M s B8O & A KL
3 4 DA B e A 5 U A R A 6 B SR 2

AR CSBN J5 K4 & 8 B, 48 & 1 5 ik
iﬁ%o

x1 HEERR
Table 1 Fragment of the dataset
1D c L C, R
0 0 — 3 1
1 1 — 0 2

x2 BAMEHEE
Table 2 Repaired date

D ¢ L o R
0-1 0 0 3 1
0-2 0 1 3 1
0-3 0 2 3 1
04 0 3 3 1

5.3 ETZRK CSBN £ig% 3]

DLt 37 = B #E ] ( Bayesian Information Criterion,
BIC) S B 1041 434, B 46 B (0 A B 4 T %
LERIIATHT 43, WA TCERS] CSBN Zh g fit T8 AU e 5
v, BERIZERY £ (0 BIC JMTEAR T .

g,P(D|g)~1gzmzn;,a*)-é%g;n (5)

K (5) A MsE 1T WURAARL ¢ LS X BUUR
HEE R Q8 D MLE R 5 2 W — 1%
TRCRY Ak B ) 3 3T, H B 6% A KR S A AR I 2 0L
SREEVRBERR 2 WA ME . A SEM
LSS BIC #1401 MIAE A CSBN 542 > J ik )
FERl ARG AR 1 AR 2, BEALAE B — 4 i e
YY1 DR S5 R A — AL R AR 2 iR SR
DLAE W) 16 45 40 5 00 46 2 BU4E S SEM Bk 19 )
WE T S50 S s R R TH R R 45 49 1Y BIC 3% 47,
I8 o Y A 0 AR AT — R A R A, AR
i MR #b 00 B 4R 2% 2] 3k 45 40 1 S 01 17
BIC 1773, i i Jay &8 S 0 A 18 485 81 3 55 >4 i A B A
XL, 3 I o P43 45w A AR O Y AR R Ak 2 i AT S
Bero)  mE R BRI IR,

MAIhH CSBN BERL & TS 8%, T4
TR CSBN %5 #y~% > %035 Structure_learning 4 i 4l
B3 R

&% 3 Structure_learning 2 7%

BN WH ARSI B 4 D, B (A 5, AR
A EBR T, 745 4% C_num

Wi CSBN AL G,CSBN A 24 0

L BEMLA L R 2908 1 B BN 254 G/ Rl R 290 2 B9 %)
IcE 2y
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2. oldscore<—BIC( G, 0 | D’) , newscore <« — oo//3t 5 24 {ij
//BICTF- 43
3. for i«-0 to (C_num -1) do
4.4 G_set Dy 2T 19 4500 BB AL 2 A5 2 Y i 08 25 4
5.9',D'«~EM(G',D",0',5,1)//Z¥i1&
6. temp«—0',D', tempBIC—BIC(G,01D’)
7. if tempBIC > newscore then
8.6',D'«temp, newscore«tempBIC
9.end if
10. if newscore > oldscore then
11.0"" ,D'"'«~EM(G',D"",0',5,T)
12. (G,0)«(G"",8"")
13. oldscore«<BIC(G,0ID'"")
14. else
return (G,0)
15. end if
16. end for

BB RL 15 B C_num, — R 4544 2% 2] i
TR 77 A A 25 A A BOR =, X T A A0 8 S5 4 P AT —
W EM B3, 15 5 24 i Ee O g 18 45 44 5 % K g T EM
SR H Sk B2k AR B R T A 45 44 18
(4 B[] JF B O I T EM B2y $hUAT I TRD T 4, 0
SEM P EFF AT z x Conum YK EM 5., C_num
TEF IR N R 25 % , = R PR 450 Y e, 3503k 3
(YR ) 52 % HE A0 (T x |1 x [ D, |)

6 LWERSHM

6.1 SLISEE

AN 3 SL B 5% A GroupLens #2L ) MovieLens-1M
Bl e LSS 6 040 £ s MR 3 952 &
52 0@ PEEHE (1 000 209 Z5HL 2 E o B dE . BEAh 7R R
AR P ] TE H T B 20 /> 39 T 45 100 A4S HLF Y
PR B, % B0 PE £ AL 45 2 000 45 1 8 i R .
5 1625 % T J@ M 80 LA Je 114 023 Z54F 70 209
2 AN S A AL S | AT s X — R P E
SRtk B D s i 3 M E MRS B 1
EIT BV BT AP H A

SCEGIRIE W R - Intel Core 17-6700 @ 3. 40 GHz
Kb FEES 12 GB DDR4 4%, Nvidia GeForce GTX 750
Ti 2+, Windows 10 (64 ii ) #:/E £ 4 , Python {E N
HRES .

AR S0 A B X A AR AL A R | i A A A AR A AL
MRS J7 T R AT SE 8 or M. B 5, 3 il 7E MovieLens
FR AR VP ECE A X LVM AT CSBN 14 45 7 44 2t
BF ] 3 A7 X5 b, 22 103 DBN 43 28 8 v B AT 1) 6] 78
CSBN #55 BUA4 g i) (] 7 b A /0N, PRI, AR S 3805 )
KR53 20 DBN F3 25 il Sk Wi [ R . SRS,

BT CSBN AU (1 45 ¥y Al 2 ¥, 1 58 4% 18 i %
P(Qle) , Hr, e J2& i I 7 i P A8 i i ik 4 78 e B
B, 0 &L 2R AL Y A i) 20 &, 1108 B A e K 3o i
R R B IEAE P e Ao AR SO TS R A
F G 52 2 R RN Ge i Y B S P e G v s 2R A
BEATXTLE , Al 31 44 1] 5% (Recall ) | ¥ ) %< ( Precision )
PIRFAE . =#F R A0 T .
num ( ture )
num ( sample)

recall

num ( ture )
num ( inference )

(az +1) - Ren Pprecision
7 o’ (Rrecall + P ecision )

o num (inference ) J& 1 Bt P A5 100 [a] W & (9 FEL
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