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1. XILC®IC

ARETIE, NIV b=T > - YT )V E (Hamiltonian Monte Carlo, BAF HMC) £V
WDOWTHNT 5. 5612, fERNKRT T 1) 71 ZH)E T )L (Stochastic Volatility model,
AR SV ETN) RoFESERET AN T —XE2HWT HMC HEIZ L5372 — X #EED
BRI DOWTHEEZFTS. 22 THWEZ SV ETVIE, A7 740V 71 28I iz
ZREUTHRY, KT T7 1V 7 1« O H CRIGOMEHERERRIZHRES & LTET VL
INTWS, HRATHZITIE, BRGNS RE R T T4V T 1 LOBOBEBKRE LT, HEEDIE
NFRZEEDR DD ZERHMENT WS, TRV ALy VIR CIEENh, LAV Yy DR
ZBUIERTE SV £ TV EHWT, HMC EORKRGEE%E1T D .

2. HMC %

HMC %1%, Duane et al. (1997) 12 & o THRKFPEZ O QCD (Quantum Chromo
Dynamics) FHRIZEWTT —VEEZNRLSERT S HEL LTELEI N ZOE,
RS T — R B D HERBIED /ST A = RHERITIBHAEI NG Z & L5722, BTN
IR VHFZDOWTHNT 5.

2.1. NI hVAHZE

NIRRT, RORIEIE— LS N R BB R (q5,p5), (G = L, ..., d) PR
BAMZER O — RIS U, ROBEBREEHZERORIFTE 2 5N5. - 0RO
Tl & 2T BIRD HFERAN T b L OHET SRR,

qu' OH

= 1
dpj OH

= —— 2
dt 8qj 2)

DEEL < IF, Neal (2011) 224,
DU < 1F, Takaishi (2013), Nugroho and Morimoto (2015) % £,
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d

H(g,p) = o2+ Ulq) = K(p) + Ulq) 3)

TH5. HIFNIN =T VeI, ROTANLF—%2FKL,
2
J
2mj

Jj=1

LEHIN, K(p) & Ulg) HRADEHIT X LE— L BF VY v LTIV E— % TNTNE
. £, m; REMOERTH S,

2.2. HMC &

HMC EOR I, HBOMELERZ2 —EICHH TE I LW ARERI L THS. TV
TAHNVIETHWS NS A bR ZTES FEI ZEROMRLERE EH T 5 2 L A%
BETHD. UL, TOGHEITIEENENNSI K 02 720FEH EIF—EIZERT LI LiE
WH#CTd 5. HMC IEIZIE, (3) RONINV =T UHENDH, ZHIFAFO LS ITEH
IND. WERDH P(q) (D TERER q= (q1,-+ ,qq) £ U, TOMWREL LKL TS
O(q) DHIFHE E[O] 1%,

E[0] = /O(m,--- ) P(q1, -+ 1 qa)dq - - dgq (4)

IZEOKRED. T, MEREE q [THRBHBIER p= (p1,--- ,pa) ZHEAL (4) X%
2T sE,

d
El0] = /O(‘Ih"' (qa)exp | — > pi/2+ I P(q, - ,Qd)] dgy - -~ dqqdp1 - dpa/Z
j=1
= /0(611,--- ,qq)exp [—H(q,p)| dqi - - - dqadp - - - dpa/Z (5)

YD, 2T, Z 3EEbERTH Y,

d
Z = /exp {Zp?/Q%—lnP(q)

J=1

dqy -+ - dgqdpy - - - dpg (6)

Y5A5N5. (5) RiE O(g) WEBIE p; ITHRIFLARVED, (4) R (5) ROMIZ%EL
W (5) RONIVN=T Y H(q,p) I,

ISH
[

2
1

<

H(q,p) =

—InP(q) (7)

<
Il

LEFEINDG. 3) A& (7) AZHEB T2 RT Iy VIR LF— U I3,

U(q) = —In P(q) (8)
ERD, ZNEDRT UV Y NI RINF IR RERRTHZoND Z D nhb. -
72U, BROERIIHELONRIA—-REDT, 22 TlE1 2BV,
HMC £ KB EBIN DR EIIU T D AT Y ST Lo THEITINS.
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L. L OWELBDBM qrew % (1)-(2) KON IV N OEF FERD S5RD B, 72721,
NIV v OB GRS IZAR 1 70 728, Leapfrog 15 TEUERIIZ KD 5.
Leapfrog iEIFIXRDHI TS 5.

2. U WELBL DR 2 IR DR TEINT 5.
r=min [1,exp (—H(q¢",p*) + H(q,p))]- 9)

3. EHDORT v T EEYIRT.

2.3. Leapfrog %

(1)—(2) KD NIV b v OHEE HREXIFENT IR T N7, BUERIZ R < BER D
5. HMC & TIXR RN E RRIRF 2 e 3 2 BUARE S B2 W2 R E D H D, Th
5 % 3§ A BUERE S & U T Leapfrog IEM W SN 5. Leapfrog i5T e DAT v 7HA
AT (1)-(2) XzEBH LR,

pi(1+5) =m0 - (5) 2, (10)
g (t+€) = q; (t) + ep; (t+ %) , (11)
bl =p (1+5) - (5) LD (12)
5.
3. SV EF)L

HMC i EOKEEZ MG 272012, KT T4 ) 71 BHERMIZEE T 5 REWLETILVTH
% SV ETIVEAWVD. B SV ET VNS R ¢, EHRTT 14U T 1 02 = exp(hi/2)
DEEEZUTD L S IZ3R T 5.

yr = exp(hy/2)uy, (13)
hiy1 = p+ ¢(hy — p) + 1y, (14)

Ut . 0 1 0
(nt)wz.z.d./\f<[0 ’[O a%]) (15)

TTT, u 0, DECL, e 13V 0, D 0f DIEBDAMIZH S FEHTH 5. (14) KX
i, RT T4 )T 0 OXNEAED AR(1) 7B & A (first-order autoregressive process; 1 {XMD
HARFEE) 25 2 Z2RUTWS. MATHIZEK R oNS H OISR E) Z
EETMIEZZ121F (13) Re (14) RT uyp & oy 126 U THBIBRZZE Z VIR V.
&y &, MHEAREER p 2RO & U CHEERIEM SV ET IV EMEET S &,

Ut . 0 1 po
( " ) N@.@.d.N([ 0 ] | o, U%" ]) (16)
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L725. (13)-(15) A SRBETIVIE SV €T, £72 (13), (14), (16) A0SR 5 ET
WL ANV Yy VSIREZBLOT SVL ETIVEZTNETNIERZ L 2§ 5. SVL €5V (13),
(14), (16) ROKHINT A=K (p,0,p, ) ZELOHT O TKI L, SVL ET LD A ERH
BIZIRD LS I2RIN 5.

d—1
« 1 exp [_ {hir1 — p — $(he — 1) — poyye exp(—he/2)}?
j=1 1/27‘1’0’,27 1—p2 20'727(1—,02)
/1 — 2 1 — &2 hi — 2 d
X ¢ exp [—( ¢ ;( 21 &) } Hdhj' (17)
2nol I j=1

Z DD DRI T 70728, SV ET VDN T A —RIREHET 5 Z D3 L <
BEFICRD BHEEIENBEIZ LS. 22T, HMC #E2HWT SV EF VDR T A —
AHEEZEITD.

BG)RE AT REONINI=TVORT VI Y VI RIVF—IH U W,

U= —Inf(ylh)f(h|0) (18)

YREB, KAVST A=K 0 ITHIR, WILES b= (hy, - hg) BIEEND AT A=K
ELUTMOHES. TORT VI ¥ VIRV F—% Leapfrog iED (10)-(12) R THWTZE
¥ q=(0,h) DHLWEEKD, (9) ROFEHRZHNTHLULWVEBOEH %475 .

4. TANT =S & DHTEEDIEE DIRGE

AFITIE, (13), (14), (16) XD SVL €T IVIZHED S KR 2 N TN A S &, T DR
RINT =212 LT HMC EZ W _RA XHEEZ1TS . LU TR S N R %2 KRR
P aREINDEBITHNZNRT A —XDMEE L, HMC EOBERMEZMEET 5. KR
BT =R DFEEIZH N2 RT A —=R1F, ¢ =098, 0,=02, p=—-04, p=-1.0TH 3.
HMC HEIZ & B XA ZHEZIZHE W T, BEMREHRH (burn-in period) & U THEFID 10,000
il % ¥& T 7244, 100,000 {EDOMERIEA %2 F4E S H 5 OB EITEEF 20,000 MHOFKE R %2 W=,

LATARA ZHEREIT & 0155 N A E CHHBIBEE, BRI, SR % B AR R
T EAREH CHBERIZ VT ND T A= RIZBEWTE TR L, EH DA ANDIHA
BN ENanE. £, EARK S REBZEMZ TR F3IZNnTnwa 2 e 0nd
F 1T S N FHRTY, BREREREE, 95% SRR, SRR T (inefficiency

DIERRMER T1%, v)L 3 7HEEE >~ F A8 (Markov Chain Monte Carlo; MCMC) I DFEA®D F EH]

B ZEL 5O AR IZEEARDENT LIE L a0 E O TH D, NiEA% AW 5E L FH U
BEOHER 2T 2DIZMED MCMC OEABEBETHIN1E2RTETHS.
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1: TAMT—RZH\W SVL EFIVOHEEREE
R E AAHBIRAEL ((RBY), AR (HhB), FaRE BRI (TEY).

factor)

%9, SVL EFIVIZHIA, SV EF L OHERHREEHRL TWE. N X—XD

WEMEAD L, ¢, 0y, p DEBREFILELLDETIVEZNTHN 0.97 BLE, 0.20 FE,
—10METHY, TANT—REREIELBONRTA=ZDfEE L —FHLTWBZ L
NRoanrd. £z, p DEBTFEE 04 FRETHY, ZLLET AT —XDNTA—XD
HE—HLTWBEEZRL. K1 DOHMEERTOMm EHE O RKE R, REKE
Wo, Dm TH>TH B4 FBETH D, KFK - I (2008) 12 & 21T BENTH 5.

F£1: TAMTF—XZHWEHERER
117H : R E L OFERIERERA, 21478 : 5% EHKXM, 3178 : JERhEMH+

NI A=K SV SVL
0.9751 (0.0107)  0.9743 (0.0103)
¢ (0.9567, 0.9919]  [0.9574, 0.9911]
4.3 11.5
0.2032 (0.0213)  0.2022 (0.0191)
oy [0.1571, 0.2259]  [0.1741, 0.2364]
34.0 54.4
~0.4183 (0.0824)
p [-0.5904, —0.3207]
19.8
-1.0320 (0.1693)  —1.0048 (0.1602)
[ [-1.3028, —0.7560]  [-1.2608, —0.7385]

2.4

2.4
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5. F¥&H

ARTIE, HMC JRIZ DWW T T2 & 2 B2, HMC HEIZE B T AN T —X 2V
SV ETIVDNRT A—RIEZITo 72, BEAHCHBEBEED S, WTFND/RT A —=XIZDoWn
THHITHEUEE DA ANDOPERPHE | AR S IRABZEM %2 iR < 4323 T
WBZ eWairotz. £72, HMC EIZ X 2 KFR - FEAFRDM SV ETIVD/NT A — X HEE
DFERIE, TART—RXDNRITA—=ZDMEIZEL —BT 22 e Dotz 512, FERE
MERFOMEIHEORESBRL, BZOKRKER 0) THOTH HABETHo7%. BlEDZ &
D5, HMC #ElE SV ET VDRI A =R DORFEIZEMTH O, /M0 > 7)) > 7ike
EERTH s RE2 D2 &R a 0 o7z,

kA S TIEER 225 % & TOPIX ¥ OFEEOKANIEER T — X 2 Wz HMC
WZEBHERRIIOWTHE TS FETH 5.
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