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7R IF (classifier guidance) B—RFTIER M, ATEIIGE
WU & U T S N 5 SRR AR LR, HRG 1 5 18 HLAth 2R A A pfpsd
AU F RO RIR SRAE BT R0, 0 2885 5 | SR B R i 1y B 1+ 5
BRI ENSE S, R FEEIE— NS T 8RR 5258,
R H T — N RE: ZER DERA SRR R T515? BATIE
BH, dlid: ORISR DATE TR R KA B R 751 S ERATFR
ZNITETKERTIF (classifier-free guidance) HI7TEH, FATEKAEIZR—1
SAEY BRI — DN IC ST BB RIS BN &0 5 e & B it
Haa, DRSS HH 251 SRR TRE S 20 2 AT,

1 58

¥ BB EE N —FE A RIK IR RIE R A OB R R i 85 3k /1, FERGRI S90S BT
% LRt T BAE RS IR AR R ERAR 7L (bohl—Dickstein et al], l2015|; ISong & Ermonl,
2019; Ho et all, 2020; Song et all, 2021H: Kingma et all, 2021; Song et all, 2021a), IXLEfE
TE B T RS 75 B B R AR R, RIS BRRIE I/ (Chen et al
2021; Kong et all, 2021), 3£ E1E ImageNet 24558 [, #t FID \iﬂzﬂl%é&&ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁz
M&, T BigGAN-deep (Brock et all, 2019) fl VQ-VAE-2 (Razavi et all, 2019) @
bt all, R021; Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021),

-

B 1: Toor2EeR51 F7E 64x64 ImageNet § HUEAI X malamute ZEAIATRER, MWESIF: TC
RIS ARG, &AM TEE TR,

AN AT SBIRIERRA, (XBEE S50, 51 E DA SONIE: arXiv:2207.12598,
A HIFERA G KR T NeurlPS 2021 R AR BRI H RIER IR IN < : https://openreview.
net/pdf?id=quw8AKxfYbI
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‘ 0.0 Q.O Q.O

B 2: 51N = NEIHRE MR, MRS ERUSGIN R AFEEE, &AM
ERTS | SR EE, NEGRIASISEF MRS EE, 7SR,

Dhariwal & Nichol (2021) $2H T 9 % % 51 &, —FiF SNSRI 5 288047 TH
BRI AR TR AR, TR K885 SEBZ T, AMTREIE R NG BUSE R A A i L
HWT BigGAN (lBrock et all, lZOld) KR Glow (lKingma & Dhariwai, hOld) AR AT K
i FEA: FNRZE,  WNAETBUSR Sy En) B E IR BRI R TR IR e e A i, 2
JER4 (Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021), 432385 S MR A BOBIR K /3 K il 15 5 KBSk A
(X R BB IR & JEIT s 7y K BB EE (MR BE, Dhariwal & Nicholr] LA (L T4
BigGAN W81 53, £ Inception 774 (ISalimans et all, lZOld) 1 FID 7% (
Lt all, D017) (MBS T,

BANBSGEBAYZ, 73885 SR E R DMEIRA RS E F#T, 702K 885 | 1)
BRIRZRRAE R E S, ROVEFREING— MM RES, I HIX DRI
FEREdE ISR, RIS T B ATIZRAI 2588, AN, BT 0 2K885 | A RAERT
BG5S 0 KBS EIR &, 703588 5| FRUY BORFE AT DA R 1 12 A B 166 S A AT
PR IR K E G K88, XTI T — DRI 732KE8851 % 2 A ARE IR T B T 70 2585 1)
fabr (W FID M1 Inception 7340, ZBEIUXEIVEXIXEILIFEAGXNTUE, & 7K
BRI RIES S GAN JIZRA —LEME Iz, Fiald 5IF8ERES; Xt 77—
A/ o 2R88 5 [ SHY BRI A T 0 2R 88 M4En LRI R Y, BEEVENTIHERMT
GAN, T GAN BHITEIXEfahR R B AT,

SRRV, RIHRET %9 £ 531 %, OB S (I 4 K095 S
Titk. SHIGEREG I KB TTERIE, T | SRR & R MY B E
IR TC A BB R 7 8l T, B ERR EAE, ARG 757028851 2K 01
FID/IS #ff5, FATRITCr K385 SEEREH, A4y HUsRLREDS & A5 HASS A A Rl
RUMIRERIN S IR EEREAR,

2 HE

AL [ I 2R RIS (ISong et alL l2021b|; bhen et all, }202]]; IKingma et alL l202]])1

/7"\ X~ p(X) ﬂ] Zz = {Z)\ |)\ S [)\mim /\max]}, /H\“EPEZ}@Z Amin < Amax € R, ﬁﬁlﬁj:\dj% q(z|x)
AR I TR A] K3 FE (Sohl-Dickstein et all, 2015):

q(zx|x) = N(axx,031), where a3 =1/(1+e?), 03 =1-03 (1)

q(zx|z\) = ./\/’((aA/aX)z,\/,U/Q\‘/\,I), where A < )\, 0’/2\|)\, =(1- eA_’\,)ai (2)

BATEBHERAILE p(z) (B p(en)) KFTRY x ~ p(x) Bz~ q(zx) B z (8 2,) BEZ,

IR X =logal /o3, Fith X ATDUEREN 2, RONEMEMEEL, ABiAEREE A VN7 1AIE1T.
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47 x, AITAISAR AT DUB IS R AR RAIE g (2|25, %) = N (fya (20, %), 63, 1), HAF

a2 %) = AN (an fan)za + (1 - anx, 63, = (1—e¥V)o3, (3)
RIAEFRAE IR po (2, ) = N(0,1) Tk, BAHEEHKRZ:
Po (2 |2)) = N(ﬂﬂ,\(z,\,xe(z,\)), (&/2\%)171;(0%/\/)@) (4)

TERFEEREA, BATIBIE T Apin = M1 < -+ < A = Amax MAMFEFRE, T PNEE
A5 HATE, FRATESE Sohl-Dickstein et al) (2015); Ho et al, (2020) 8BS [RIFHSERAE
o WA xp BIEFN, APAY T — oo I, ARG — SDE BIFEAR, HEEAREKR
M p(z) (Song et all, 2021b), FEATH py(z) FRESN BB 1, T7ER 5§’|>\ il U?\l)\/
(% $= RI4A{E, 40 Nichol & Dhariwal (2021) FTE; BATRIMEHHEESE o ¥
S 2y HHIRHY v AR HEH N — N, FEEN 63, W o (TR EHE
Te55 /N RPN A G R, EANSEERrARRE,

RIAISFEEMER B — Mttt xo(2)) =~ x, FHA q(zy |25, %) (Ho et al), 2020; Kingma
et all, 2021) (xo WAZW N fENEIA, BERMTARFHCSEITEMAERK) . FATH el (Ho
et all, 2020) SKRSEML xq: x¢(z)) = (zx — or€g(zn))/an, FEEEIR LIIZR

Eex[[l€a(zx) — €3] (5)

Hr e ~ N(0,1), z) = axx+oxe, H XM [Auin, Amax] LB p(N) FHIE ZBinZ
2 R R ERE S EULAL (Vincent], 2011; Hyvérinen & Dayan, 2005) (Song & Ermon,
2019), 2 p(\) AN, ZERSRZEREE [ p(x|z)pe(z)dz FITDGRN BRI 2L
73 RFAEEH, ZEERIEEIIRIDES po(x|z) I 2y, AFERAIIN (Kingma et all, 2021)),

AR p(\) NI MG, ZEARA] DRI 7> R, HAE A] DUREE DAL RE
A& (Ho et all, 2020; Kingma et al), 2021)), Ff1f#FH5Z Nichol & Dhariwal (2021)) Z#
IS TR) SRo2 M s VA B JR A1 p(\) 0 BATTIEE A = —2logtan(au + b) RAE A, HA w € [0,1] 85
515347, b= arctan(e ™ max/2), q = arctan(e”Mmin/2) — b, XFRR—PDIHIEE A, BiK
JESHFHEA FIXIA b, X TERNEA AL, FAMERN R TSR « € [0,1] B X 1E,
R AIREAN x9(2,,,. )0

HTXE A TS, eo(zn) BIRRZ R ITAS, BATRERIEZIRI L eo(2n) 1
TR R 2 DRI EEE R, B eg(zn) =~ —0aVy, logp(zy); HIEER, HTRK
TERTCLI R ML RTE L €, HIA—EFEEMIRES, HEEN epo WESIFIH
PRI SRAER AT Langevin BN —RI3 p(za) FRAE, XL AIEIR
satsE x HIZRHEAE p(x)o

FERMERCEBRAIEILT, B8R x SRAER ¢ BeEHE, BUHT250 54 EIGAEK
HUSRAIARSE . R IHE— B O R A R PR OB I A I ¢ MENHIA, U ep(2, €)o

3 5%

FELAE R (I GAN FIEE TR A—ME R 2 RERS TR RAEIN I8 I R (I A
ANBY77 22 B0 BRI AT BT B IE R A, FUTIAR PR AR AR, (RN & &1 B
FEARMIT R, HI40, BigGAN (Brock et all, 2019) HHAERETEREMWT B AN ST & R 2517
4= FID 53 84F0 Inception 7380 RIFIAHEHIZR, Glow (Kingma & Dhariwal, 2018) FHHI{X
TR RAEEA R IRER,



ASERE, 1B BRI BRSBTS RAE A 2R T0 . Bilan, Safsusiil oy
Bl R R A 12 s R A () 75 22 2 S B HOS A S, IRBTRAYFEA (Dhariwal &
Nichol, 2021),

3.1 PEHBIE

N T AEY BRI AR RIS 2K I IR, Dhariwal & Nichol (2021) 5IANT 2 £ %51 %, H
B €0(2a, €) & —0aVy, log plzafe) BIBTCH TSR 5 B py(clzy) IIRTEREL
SRKERIE, W RAR:

€9(zx,¢) = €y(zx,¢) —worVy, logpy(c|zy) = —orV,, [log p(za]c) + wlog pe(c|zy)],

Hrp w BEHI72KERT | SHENSE, X MEBUGHIIEL (25, ¢) TEMNY BUBRERAEIN S
X eg(za, ), MIMEAAHEINBAR 734 HRAE

Po(2zx]c) o po(zx|c)po(clzn)™.

HAR BT IBLE 73 K88 po(clzy) MR T IERAFRES S LRI EHRERIMES . REREBAR L7021
BAELE AR Inception 774 (Salimans et all, 2016) E1S R &E, Wixies KA
JilAE SRR EX — e Dhariwal & Nichol KILEZH, EIFIEE w > 0 7] DR &Y HUsEY
1Y Inception 774X, (BRI BEEARZAEMEREK,

Figure [ &R T BUERIRIITIS po(zale) o< po(zale)po(clzy)® FE—P=25 —4ebi A
A ERIRER, H KRS & R S . s SE, &R0 mH
TEAH T RE S, bEET | SFEREEK, B&A MR BRI 2 AR, BaR
BEAGERESEGETTR, KEo REEPRE DX, X—1T AN InageNet F%Y
R EERTFIRER Inception 7340 EFF. FEARZFEME R —R i (L 20,

WG L, HTEA PRI o + 1 195258519, SRR NAE
N w 7RI FLBEMEELSER, FN po(zalc)peac|za)® < po(zx)pe(clzy)t; FHZTEL
FORAN

€9(zx) — (w+ 1)orVy, logpe(clzn) = —0aVy, [logp(zx) + (w + 1) log pe(c|z, )]
= —0Vy, [logp(zx|e) + wlogpp(clzy )],

{HAH B2, Dhariwal & Nichol fEX L4 HAF IR AR 73 38 85 5 | FINERTS T B
EEER, MHEN RIS F. BT I, TOTRAX ERFREEE TS FRIRE,

3.2 ENHEAE5IT

53488 | S B REUT TS (R IR SRR A O IR RERUE 1S 5 FID, (BRI (55 2 S 1) B
FE; T Section | AR, RATFAEMAOKE, XERIMINAEF> £ 55 3, CULE
IR BV AR A FIRCR, TR SRIEH eo(2y, ¢) M—FRHRTIE, 1ER 552K
595 SR, (HRMASKE, Algorithms [ and [ BE4IHHE T I 52583 AL 5 ke
e,

FRATTRYI SRR 59 KBS TR ERRER S5 — TS M M BB py (2) 55—
ANEMERET py(ale), RIEIEIEMELEE eo(z)) SEUY, FEIB €4(ar, c) BEUL. Tl
FRIRl— M R X TR AT S8 . W T IR AR RIS AR BRI
BHHZSINE 0, B e5(2)) = €o(zn, ¢ = D)o BEAMILRTE A MBI 5 5 LB 77 50 H
IR DU MER puncona BENLKE ¢ BHTELIRIIRN o, SERIENESE, (4R
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ik 1 By | SEE ISy s
Require: puncond: TeR I ZRER

1: repeat

2 (x,¢) ~ p(x,c) > MEHE SR S5 A B
3 ¢ < @ with probability puncond > FEALE A S DU T IE 2R
4 A~p(N) > RAE log SNR {H
5: e ~N(0,1)

6 Z) = Q)X + 0)\€ > FEEAE IR 2R A RAER log SNR {H
7 Take gradient step on Vg ||€g(zy, ¢) — €| > RMEREA AL
8: until converged

R 2 BT 2R s | ST SR AL
Require: w: 5| 598E
Require: c¢: Z&FREMANSZAER
Require: \i,...,A\p: JEWH log SNR F4], HA Al = Anin, M = Amax
1: z3 ~ N(0,1)
2: fort=1,...,T do
> 1E log SNR N, A& TC I 2K285 1508

3: €& = (1+w)ep(ze, c) — weg(ze)
> KAED (RO HARAE SR, 40 DDIM)
4: X; = (2t — o), &)/,
5: zir1 ~ N (o, a, (20, %), (&itﬂp\t)1*”(a§t|>\t+l)”) ift <T else zgy1 =%
6: end for

7: return zr

AP BRI TR S 2R, (HIRMNERERC S UIZE, FOvescPli skl Hm e, BE
MMENGREE AL, MAEMESEE) )5, BAEHRESMEIT SRR
TN N A AT RAE:

€9(zx,c) = (1 +w)eg(zn, c) — wep(zy) (6)

Eq. () PRI 2T, FILINE & 77T — 5 RREVIRRE S0 1R 55 B8 T
ETHERNTIR G, I, ¢ HEMETHEMK, BTMEH T IRARMEMS, XEED
AR R ST R, R — RS SRS Q0 2RENEBBIR), 15 ¢ R
K7

RUE — T 3 FTRE AR AE — D888 Bq. () BHSXBEIS55, HELE
EZF TR DEER pi(c)zy) o« p(znle)/p(zy) BERNE L, WRBATRERBUEH G
53 €*(zn,c) M1 € (zy) (BAINRLT p(zale) F p(zy)) , HBAXDERAAX R IRAIEEE K Z
Vo logpi(clzy) = — - [€7(zn, ¢) — € (zn)], MIERIX DA KT FRGME
EMCN € (25, ¢) = (1 + w)e*(zy, ) — we*(zy)o ERTES Eq. (E) FIAERIME, EHZEEE
€ (zx,¢) T €g(zy, c) FEMAN R, A HAARIEHIPREFIE €* (2, ¢) — €* (z0) MWL 5
FHHEHE e(z, ¢) — €p(zn) FIAL, MIXNFRIRK RIS HARATAT 2 K880 (FHHO
&, [RIFERIDAS M T2 TCL R EE 25 1 i o
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3: 128x128 ImageNet LHITE KA TIF. £ LIl RMER; G LR ETIFHER,
w=3.0, AR, XFEETIFHEAZIEMER, BZHEARN Fig. E

eI, FH UL HT R R T80 RSP R — RS B — D 45 28 SRR I 5]
G55, filan, brandvalet & Bengid (l2004|) & RIS AT AR BB S AT RR
ROPRES, BV AL A R 1 2 S5 B 015 52 S VCBL B TR, ZEFA IXANIETE
T, BTHANGE AT REAEE (RS, T DU B 4y 28 AT RE B R — B (Griinwald
& Langford, R007), F&AIA MR EMGIE, R, £ Section || i, Fefi @I sL
S UERHTE 42 2555 | SRENS DL 42 885 | AR 77 50U FID M1 IS, 1€ Section | 1, 3%
ITHE T IE5 2885 | SR T2 883 | S 5 L
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4 LK

BAEL XN RV FIZ5 M ImageNet (Russakovsky et all, 2015) LI Toor 2485
FHY R H BigGAN i3 (Brock et all, 2019) #2, XZEWFF FID 5 Inception 7341
Z R AR T %

LI BEEMEAMESIIE, WHTC 2R a5 FRERTG S 70 2KE5 5 F 2B FID/IS R,
FHERIC /R85 AT, A —EZIEX SR FERE AR Rt R I it, &
IR A5 Dhariwal & Nichol (2021) H)5 |54 BRI R RUB AL ZE AT ZEL (BR Section E
PR ESN RIIZRAN) ; IXEESEUE N r2Reas5 | KRR, XTonkass | Sal et
Lo HEAL, HTIA P SRAEALS ToRAEIL & IR F — 2 rh B g | NBSh 238, A
AR EART AT TAE, B, AT 55 SEIU=4 T H 7 AR
FREfahR, TERLEAEO NICHEE T AT TAE, PRSI,

4.1 BERTE KRG FHE

AN LRI VG UE AR SCHY EEO W Tor KA T FREB KA FE GAN BUMTARE
1£ IS 5 FID Z RIBEATHUE, FRATRFTIRTC 02K 51 S M AT 64 x 64 F1 128 x 128 2K
A% TmageNet 2Ef, Table [ fl Fig. | JE7% T7E 64 x 64 ImageNet 71 445|548
B w IR R BRI Table | #1 Fig. | R 128 x 128 BRI R4S R, RATHIE
w € {0,0.1,0.2,...,4}, IR w {EiZ Heusel et al] (2017) F1 Salimans et al| (2016) HIi
T2 50000 MEARTE FID Ml Inception 778, FrABAMHE FN UL A Anin = —20
1 Amax = 200 64 x 64 BARIFSRIFIFE S FHERE v = 0.3, YR 40 7 128 x 128 &Y
v=0.2, I 270 Ji*,

DESIE (w=018 w=03 BURTHIESE HAHFERE FID 4%, miEs|Ss
(w > 4) PFIGEAE 1S 55, TEIXF M 8], 7T DATE Wig 2 PR FR s R FEFR & 8] A -
FID B w SR RFE, IS B w S B, BATVE R T Dhariwal & Nichol (2021) F1 Hd
ot all (2021); L E, FATHY 128 x 128 FR B IXIE SR H I RIK . 24 w = 0.3 I,
FBATHIAITE 128 x 128 ImageNet _EHY FID 73808 77358851 58 ADM-G; % w = 4.0
i, £ BigGAN-deep 2bF HBRAE 1S #BTKF NIEE, FATEEAE FID F1 1S L3y
BigGAN-deep,

Figs. |, { and § to § BR 7 RRAS I S0 FRIRMBEIAEAEA: AIIERES, B
KRI85 | G s AR R A S R, 42 s AR IR LIS,

4.2 R TEFIN 2R

5325855 | FAEVIRI I EBEBEUR puncona, BITEBRE MRS BUBAL S TEAF L
BRI DUTC A4 7 RINGR IR . AN 64 x 64 TmageNet ERHFFEZE puncona A
CulloEZ

Table [| 1 Fig. [l R T puncona FREAFRIIFIL, FATNZE T puncona € {0.1,0.2,0.5}
RIS, YYIZR 40 Fi, JE(E 2R3 SUEE FIRMEREA R, TATLM, %A 1S/FID A
HE, Puncona = 0.5 TAEE T puncond € {0.1,0.2}; Puncond € {0.1,0.2} Z[AIFRBIABAHY,

HTIXEEL, Bl UFHEEE: N BOBRRE  NG— B A )4 T 4
PEAERRAESS, BRI REAR BRI TE 7 K5 S50, HlIE, WTHKE3S,
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Model FID ({) IS (1)
ADM (Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021) 2.07 -

CDM (Ho et all, po21) 1.48 67.95
Ours Puncond = 0.1/0.2/0.5
w=0.0 1.8 /1.8 /221 53.71 / 52.9 / 47.61
w=0.1 1.55 / 1.62 / 1.91 66.11 / 64.58 / 56.1
w =02 2.04 /2.1 / 2.08 78.91 / 76.99 / 65.6
w=0.3 3.03 /293 / 2.65 92.8 / 88.64 / 74.92
w=0.4 43 /4 /3.44 106.2 / 101.11 / 84.27
w=05 574 /519 /434 | 119.3 / 112.15 / 92.95
w=06 7.19 / 6.48 / 5.27 131.1 / 122.13 / 102
w=0.7 8.62/7.73 / 6.23 141.8 / 131.6 / 109.8
w=0.8 10.08 / 8.9 / 7.25 151.6 / 140.82 / 116.9
w=0.9 11.41 /10.09 / 8.21 | 161 / 150.26 / 124.6
w=1.0 12.6 / 11.21 / 9.13 | 170.1 / 158.29 / 131.1
w=2.0 21.03 / 18.79 / 16.16 | 225.5 / 212.98 / 183
w =30 24.83 / 22.36 / 19.75 | 250.4 / 237.65 / 208.9
w=4.0 26.22 / 23.84 / 21.48 | 260.2 / 248.97 / 225.1

7 1: TmageNet 64x64 G55 (v = 0.0 5705 FHEE),

I I
—>— Puncond — 0.1

—— Puncond = 0.2

20 | | = Puncond = 0.5

FID

| | | |
50 100 150 200 250
IS

4: TmageNet 64x64 BRITERE S| SIRE NH IS/FID #hek, FHEHEX N —NEERE
T SPENZAER puncona BT, ELE Table [l B,

Dhariwal & Nichol R &5 FRA B F/ING 7 A BT RT R A U 2 K ds 5| SRAE, XS],
THETC 7> K85 | SRR EIRRIRIIRR —2

4.3 BRI

SRAES B T AT O A TR A FIE, BRI AN LE 128 x 128 TmageNet 1574
RRFEHEE T BRI, Table B 1 Fig. H &R 71— 3 S LIS T e {128,256, 1024}
(R, EAITUY, MK T SUERAR R, MIZBAMS, T — 256 fEREARE S R
YR FE - [FIBRAS T el A8,



R, T =256 5 ADM-G (Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021)) it FISREES KB, i
BALEIE T ADM-G, HFEZEEE, BT IEEG DR i 3 ZON KRR Pk
R —URIHERAGD €o(20,¢), —IRIPETLEMFGT €0(20). HITHRANTRA TS ADM-G
MR A RIZERG, SRR BT & A LR 2T T = 128 BIE, Mix&ETE FID
EES T ADM-Go

Model | FID (1) | IS (1)
BigGAN-deep, max IS (Brock et all, 2019) 25 253
BigGAN-deep (Brock et all, 2019) 5.7 124.5
CDM (Ho et all, R021)) 3.52 128.8
LOGAN (Wu et all, 01d) 3.36 148.2
ADM-G (Dhariwal & Nichol, 2021) 2.97 -
Ours T = 128/256/1024
w=0.0 8.11 / 7.27 / 7.22 81.46 / 82.45 / 81.54
w=0.1 5.31 /453 / 4.5 105.01 / 106.12 / 104.67
w=0.2 3.7/303/3 130.79 / 132.54 / 130.09
w=0.3 3.04 / 2.43 / 2.43 156.09 / 158.47 / 156

w=0.4 3.02 /249 / 2.48 183.01 / 183.41 / 180.88

w=05 3.43 /298 /2.96 | 206.94 / 207.98 / 204.31

w = 0.6 4.09 / 3.76 / 3.73 227.72 / 228.83 / 226.76

w=0.7 4.96 / 4.67 / 4.69 | 247.92 / 249.25 / 247.89

w=10.8 593 /5.74 / 5.71 265.54 / 267.99 / 265.52

w=0.9 6.89 /6.8 /6.81 | 280.19 / 283.41 / 281.14

w=1.0 7.88 /7.86 /7.8 | 295.29 / 297.98 / 294.56

w=2.0 15.9 / 15.93 / 15.75 | 378.56 / 377.37 / 373.18

w=3.0 19.77 / 19.77 / 19.56 | 409.16 / 407.44 / 405.68

w = 4.0 21.55 / 21.53 / 21.45 | 422.29 / 421.03 / 419.06

7 2: TmageNet 128x128 Z55 (w = 0.0 55| FHA),

20 |

FID

10 |-

| | | |
50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

IS

5: ImageNet 128x128 BMUTEAR[R] 5[ FHRE MY IS/FID fhgk, RFRHIZA B ASF ) RAE
BB To WG Table J ik,



5 Wig

Teor K85 77 AR LR R RE T HAARH R 1 IR RS — 1T —BENL E 75
HEE; REENFEIMERF AT —REME MG SRS RS, HEtZ S, 23
| FRENFREERA, FNVETFEIINIG DK %0 K ER L Y
zx LYIER, BIICIRERERPRERTINZR 285,

T Kass | SIETRHONINGR KSR, ERES DRSS —HAE IS 5 FID Z[AINH, H
HEFATUERA: 51 S a] DI a4 sl R s i, A, BATTHOY BURAL i o2y R 22 M 28 2 8
e, HAZAEH RO ARTERY, X508 (Salimans & Ho, 2021), Flit,
BATHITC 73 a5 5| FRALATITEIE R P 171005 70 KA =IO L2 AL, AEEfRRE
Xt R AR TR R ey XD R, (E8— R AAIH 2R, X BD
KA BN PIRRAEE RS, A sl R R RESR T T 0 288519 IS 5 FID 46#%,

BANEREN T R T 51 FAAGREIE AR BRI AR TT AR ORI F N2 &
SR, T deass | Sl — 8t 8915 0 WORFERTC SR A CUERMTT SEBIZ — &, #E3RATIAR
X — BRI AT AR PIRR, BOFREAEH AN F IR -7,

WEACATIARRITC 732K 88 5 | SN Zh— DTSR ARER, (BAERELEIEE B Al DO 53X — 5o
AN CH BZERIEE Y, AIAIA S, p(x[e)p(c) = p(x) X—RR, MFFEEEEIT
SISy, MIETNTERMAE BN, SR, RFMTES o BUE MBI RS
B, W EYESRART S H A =R

Teor2Ras 5| F— M EREBRUR RAEEE . B H /2K a L E R /N bR, (Rl 36
e | FRAERTRER TR AR5 S, BINGE TR ER Y BB T IRAT A&, —IREA
157y, —IRETLEMTD. ZIRETAERER L Z s FREEId 284, 1R IHER
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