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A. PROBABILISTIC MODEL

In the main body of the article we have presented the weight based model (WM)
for computing connection strength. In this section of the appendix, we study a
different connection strength model, called the probabilistic model (PM). In the
probabilistic model an edge weight is treated not as “weight” but as “probability”
that the edge exists.

A.1 Preliminaries

Notation. We will compute probabilities of certain events. Notation P(A) refers to
the probability of event A to occur. We use E7 to denote event “E exists” for an
edge E. Similarly, we use E7 for event “E does not exist”. Therefore, P(E?) refers
to the probability that F exists. We will consider situations where the algorithm
computes the probability of following (or, ‘going along’) a specific edge F, usually
in the context of a specific path. This probability is denoted as P(E™). We will
use dep(eq, ea) notation as follows: dep(er,eq) = true if and only if events e; and
eo are dependent. Notation & denote the path being currently considered. Table I
summarizes the notation.

The challenge. Figure 1 illustrates an interesting property of graphs with proba-
bilistic edges: each such graph maps on to a family of regular graphs. Figure 1(a)
shows a probabilistic graph where three edges are labeled with probability of 0.5.
This probabilistic graph maps on to 22 regular graphs. For instance, if we assume
that none of the three edges is present (the probability of which is 0.5%) then the
graph in 1(a) will be instantiated to the regular graph in Figure 1(b). Figures 1(c)
and 1(d) show other two possible instantiations of it, each having the same proba-
bility of occurring of 0.53.

The challenge in designing algorithms that compute any measure on such proba-
bilistic graphs, including the connection strength measure, comes from the following
observation. If a probabilistic graph has n independent edges, that are labeled with
non-1 probabilities, then this graph maps into the exponential number (i.e., 2™) of
regular graphs, where the probability of each instantiation is determined by the
probability of the corresponding combination of edges to exist. Algorithms that
work with probabilistic graphs should be able to account for the fact that some of
the edges exist only with certain probabilities. If such an algorithm computes a
certain measure on a probabilistic graph it should avoid computing it naivly by com-
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2 . D. Kalashnikov and S. Mehrotra

Table I. Notation
Notation | Meaning

x3 event “z exists” for (edge,path) =
x? event “z does not exist”
x” event that corresponds to following x

dep(e1,e2) | if events e; and es are dependent,
then dep(e1, e2) = true, else false

P(z?) probability that (edge) x exists
P(z™) probability of following (going via) =

& the path being considered

v; i-th node on path &

E; (vi,vit1) edge on path &

E;; edge labeled with probability p;;

aj a;; = 1 if edge E;; exists; else a;; =0
ajo =1 dummy variables: a;o =1 (for all ¢)
pio =1 dummy variables: p;o = 1 (for all 7)

opt(E) if edge E is an option-edge, then

opt(E) = true, else opt(E) = false
choice[E] | if edge E is an option-edge, then choice[F]
is the choice node associated with E

a (vec) vector, a = (10, @11, -+ A(k—1)n; ;)
a (set) a = {a;; : forall 4,j}
a (var) at each moment variable a is one

instantiation of a as a vector

AI—'IM_‘ Aj AZ AE
s o
Bi—1& B@ B B

a) (b) (c) (d)

(

Fig. 1. Probabilistic graph maps to a family of regular graphs.

puting it on each of 2™ instantiations of this graph separately and then outputting
the probabilistic average as the answer. Instead, smart techniques should be de-
signed capable of computing the same answer by applying more efficient methods.

Toy examples. We will introduce PM by analyzing two examples shown in Fig-
ures 2 and 3. Let us consider how to compute the connection strength when edge
weights are treated as probabilities that those edges exist. Each figure show a part
of a small sample graph with path & = A «— B <« C < D < E, which will be of
interest to us.

In Figure 2, we assume the events “edge BF' is present” and “edge DG is present”
are independent. The probability of the event “edge BF is present” is 0.8. The
probability of the event “edge DG is present” is 0.2. In Figure 3, node F' represents
a choice node and BF and DF are its option-edges. Events “edge BF exists” and
“edge DF exists” are mutually exclusive (and hence strongly dependent): if one
edge is resent, then the other edge must be absent due to the semantics of the
choice node.

PM computes the connection strength ¢(Z?) of path &2 as the probability of
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Source Path: AB,C.D.E Destination Source Path: AB,C,D.E Destination
Fig. 2. Toy example: independent case Fig. 3. Toy example: dependent case

following the path &7: (&%) = P(£?”). In PM computing ¢(Z?) is a two step
process. PM first computes the probability P(£?7) that path & exists, then it
computes the probability P(22~|%7) of following the path &2, given that & exists.
Then PM computes ¢(Z) as ¢(P) = P(P~) = P(2~|23)P(23).

Thus, the first step is to compute P(4?7). A path exists if each edge on that
path exists. For the path &2 in Figures 2 and 3, probability P(£?7) is equal to
P(AB°NBC?NCD?NDE?). If the existence of each edge in the path is independent
from the existence of other edges, e.g. like for the cases shown in Figures 2 and 3,
then P(£°) = P(AB?NBC?NCD>NDE?) = P(AB?)P(BC?)P(CD?)P(DE?) =
1.

The second step is to compute the probability P(2~|227) of following the path
P, given that & exists. Once this probability is computed, we can compute ¢(p)
as c¢(P) = P(2~) = P(27)P(2~|23). The probability P(2~|427) is computed
differently for the cases in Figures 2 and 3. This will lead to different values of

c(2P).

Example A.1.1 (Independent edge existence). Let us first consider the case
where the existence of each edge is independent from the existence of the other
edges. In Figure 2, two events “BF exists” and “DG exists” are independent. The
probability of following the path £ is the product of probabilities of following each
of the edges on the path: P(2~|27) = P(AB~|23)P(BC~|23)P(CD~|23) x
P(DE~|227). Given path & exists, the probability of following the edge AB in
path &2 is one. The probability of following the edge BC' is computed as follows.
With probability 0.2 edge BF is absent, in which case the probability of following
BC is 1. With probability 0.8 edge BF is present, in which case the probability
of following BC' is % — because there are two links, BF' and BC, that can be
followed. Thus, the total probability of following BC is 0.2 -1 + 0.8 - % = 0.6.
Similarly, the probability of following C'D is 1 and the probability of following DFE
is08-1+0.2- % = 0.9. The probability of following the path &2, given it exists,
is the product of probabilities of following each edge of the path, which is equal
to 1-0.6-1-0.9 = 0.54. Since for the case shown in Figure 2 path & exists with
probability 1, the final probability of following &2 is ¢(&?) = P(£?~) = 0.54. O

Example A.1.2 (Dependent edge existence). Let us now consider the case
where the existence of an edge can depend on the existence of the other edges.
For the case shown in Figure 3 edges BF and DF cannot exist both at the
same time. To compute P(2~|27) we will consider two cases separately: BF3
and BFZ. That way we will be able to compute P(2~|27) as P(2~|27) =
P(BF?|23)P(2~ |23 N BF?) + P(BF?|23)P(2~|2° N BF?).
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Fig. 4. Independent edge existence. Fig. 5. The case in this figure is similar
Computing c(vqy < vy < -+ < vg). to that of Figure 4 with an additional
All edges shown in the figure are “pos- assumption that path &2 exists.

sible to follow” edges in the context of
the path. Edges that are not possible
to follow are not shown.

Let us first assume that BFZ (i.e., edge BF is present) and then compute
P(BF?|27)P(2~|2° N BF?). For the case of Figure 3, if no assumptions about
the presence or absence of DF have been made yet, P(BF?|27) is simply equal
to P(BF?), which is equal to 0.8. If BF is present then DF is absent and the
probability of following & is P(#7|2? N BFY) = 1-1-1-1 = 1. Now let
us consider the second case BF? (and thus DF3). The probability P(BF?|227)
is 0.2. For that case, P(227|27 N BF7) is equal to 1-1-1-4% = i, Thus,
P(27|27) =081 +02-1 =05. Therefore, ¢(#) = P(£~) = 0.50, which is
different from that of the previous experiment. O

A.2 Independent edge existence

Let us consider how to compute path connection strength in general case, assuming
the existence of each edge is independent from existence of the other edges.

A.2.1 General formulae. In general, any path & can be represented as a se-
quence of k nodes (v1, vz, ..., v) or as asequence of (k—1) edges (E1, Ea, ..., Eg_1)),
as illustrated in Figure 4, where E; = (v;,v;41) and P(E?) = ¢;, fori = 1,2,..., k—
1. We will refer to the edges labeled with probabilities p;; (for all 4, j) in this figure
as ;. The goal is to compute the probability of following the path &7, which is
the measure of the connection strength of the path 42:

o(P) =P(P) = P(PH)P(2~|P?). (1)

The probability that &2 exists is equivalent to the probability that each of its edges
exists:

k—1
P(2%) =P(() E). (2)
i=1
Given our assumption of the independence, P(4?7) can be computed as
k—1 k-1
P2 = [[PE) =] 3)
i=1 i=1
To compute P(£7), we now need to compute P(£~|27). In turn, to compute

P(2~|27), let us analyze how labels p;; and g; (for all 4, 5) in Figure 4 will change,
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if we assume that &7 exists. We will compute the corresponding new labels, p;;
and g;, and reflect the changes in Figure 5. Since g¢; is defined as ¢; = P(E7) and
pij is defined as p;; = P(E}}), the new labels are computed as ¢; = P(E]|27) = 1
and p;; = P( ij|,@3). leen our assumption of independence, p;; = p;;. The new
labeling is shown in Figure 5.

Let us define a variable a;; for each edge E;; (labeled p;;) as follows: a;; =1
if and only if edge F;; exists; otherwise a;; = 0. Also, for notational convenience,
let us define two sets of dummy variables, a;o and p;g, such that a;o = 1 and
pio = 1, for i = 1,2,...,k — 1.1 Let a denote a vector consisting of all a;;’s:
a = (ai, a1, --,a(k—1)n,_,)- Let A denote the set of all possible instantiations of
a, i.e. |A| = 2mFn2t -1 Then, probability P(#~|427) can be computed as

P(27|27) =) {P(2”|an 27)P(a|2?)}, (4)
acA

where P(a|#?7) is the probability of instantiation a to occur while assuming 7.
Given our assumption of independence of probabilities, P(a|#?3) = P(a). Proba-
bility P(a) can be computed as

Pa2?) =Pa)= [[ »(1—py' . (5)

i=1,2,...,k—1
J=0,1,...,m;

Probability P(#2~|an £27), which is the probability to go via & given (1) a par-
ticular instantiation of a; and (2) the fact that & exists, can be computed as
k—1 k—1

1 1
P(@ﬂaﬁ@a) n; (6>
Ill 1+ Z 1 @ij I[l Zg =0 i’

Thus,

k—1
:<Hq"> 2 [H ]HP“” —p) 4] @
i=1 acA i=1 Z] 0 Fij

)

A.2.2  Computing path connection strength in practice. Notice, Equation (7) it-
erates through all possible instantiations of a, which is impossible to compute in
practice, given |A| = 21+t +ne-1_ This equation must be simplified to make
the computation feasible.

Computing P(#~|%7) as Hf;ll P(E;|277). To achieve the simplification, we
will use our assumption of independence of probabilities, which allows us to compute
P(2~|27) as the product of the probabilities of following each individual edge in
the path:

k—1
p(77|2%) = [ pE7127). (®)

Hntuitively (1) a;o = 1 corresponds to the fact that edge F; exists given path & exists; and (2)
pio = 1 corresponds to p;g = P(Eia\(@a) =1.
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Fig. 6. Probability of following the edge F; = (v;, vit+1)

Let a; denote vector (aig,a;1,...,ain,), that is a = (aj,as,...,ar—1). Let A;
denote all possible instantiations of a;. That is, A = A; x A X -+ X A,_1 and
|A;| = 2™i. Then

P(E;|12%) = 3 lz Zoa ] Hp“”l—pu”i-f o

a;EA;

Combining Equations (1), (8) and (9) we have

()T 5 e

i=1 \a;€EA,

Hpa” 1—17” 1 i . (10)

The effect of transformation. Notice, using Equation (7) the algorithm will need
to perform | A| = 2m1Fn2++ni-1 jterations — one per each instantiation of a. Using
Equation (10) the algorithm will need to perform |A; |+ [Aa|+ -+ [ Ak—1| = 2™ +
272 4 ... 4 2™k-1 jterations. Furthermore, each iteration requires less computation.
These factors lead to a significant improvement.

Handling weight-1 edges. The formula in Equation (9) assumes 2™ iterations will
be needed to compute P(E;*|#27). This formula can be modified further to achieve
more efficient computation as follows. In practice, some of the p;;’s, or even all of
them, are often equal to 1. Figure 6 shows the case where m (0 < m < n;) edges
incident to node v; are labeled with 1. Let a; denote vector (a;o, a1, - - -, @i, —m))

and let A; be the set of all possible instantiations of this vector. Then, Equation (9)
can be simplified to

P(E|27) = Y

a; E./Zi

1 0 l—as
—— Il : i) . 11
m+Z"7 "a ] = et )

The number of iteration is reduced from 2" to 2™i—™

Computing P(E;"|27) as Y7, 1_HP(Si = {). Performing 2™~™ iterations can
still be expensive for the cases when (n; — m) is large. Next, we discuss several
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methods to deal with this issue.

—m

Method 1: Do not simplify further. In general, the value of 2™ can be large.
However, for a particular instance of a cleaning problem it can be that (a)2™~™ is
never large or (b) 2"~™ can be large but bearable and the cases when it is large
are infrequent. In those cases further simplification might not be required.

Method 2: Estimate answer using results from Poisson trials theory. Let us denote
the following sum as s;: s; = Z;L:l ai;. From a basic probability course we know
that the binomial distribution gives the number of successes in n independent trials
where each trial is successful with the same probability p. The binomial distribution
can be viewed as a sum of several i.i.d. Bernoulli trials. The Poisson trials process
is similar to the binomial distribution process where trials are still independent but
not necessarily identically distributed, i.e. the probability of success in the i-th trial

is p;. We can modify Equation (10) to compute P(E;*|27) as follows:

n
~ 1
— = _ L —
£=0
Notice, for a given i we can treat a;i,aia,...,an, as a sequence of n; Bernoulli

trials with probabilities of success P(a;; = 1) = p;;. One would want to estimate
P(s; = ) quickly, rather than compute it exactly via iterating over all cases when
(s; = £). That is, we would like to avoid computing P(s; = ¢) as

Uz
Pisi=0= > [[»y—py)'.
a;cA; =0
s;=
There are multiple cases when P(s; = £) can be computed quickly. For example,
in certain cases it can be possible to utilize the Poisson trials theory to estimate
P(s; = {£). For instance, if each p;; is small then from the probability theory we
know that

N2 0? >
P(s; =1¢) = - {1 + 0 <>\ _ 1’25?:}.("nipij + N max nip¢j> } , where A = Zpij'

JI= sLyeeey

_ =

(13)
One can also utilize the following “Monte-Carlo like” method to compute P(s; = ¢).
The idea is to have several runs. During run number m, the method decides by
generating a random number (“tossing a coin”) if edge F;; is present (variable a;
will be assigned 1) or absent (a; = 0) for this run based on the probability p;;.
Then the sum S, = Z;L:1 p;; is computed for that run. After n runs the desired
probability P(s; = ¢) is estimated as the number of S;’s which are equal to £,
divided by n.

Method 3: Use linear cost formula. The third approach is to use a cut-off
threshold to decide if the cost of performing 2™ ~™ iterations is acceptable. If
it is acceptable then compute P(E;*|2?3) precisely, using iterations. If it is not
acceptable (typically, rare case), then try to use Equation (13). If that fails, use
the following (linear cost) approximation formula. First, compute the expected
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1 /\ 1 1 1 /\ 1 m 0.2 1
A B E A B c E
So@e Path: AB,C,D,E De@tion So@e ~ Path:A,B,%ﬁE Dest@ation
Fig. 7. Choice node on the path Fig. 8. Choice node on the path: re-

moving choice

number of edges p; among n; edges Eji, Fjs,..., Ei,,, where P(E%) = pij, as
follows: i = m + 37" pij. Then, since there are 1+ y; possible links that can
be followed on average, the probability of following E; can be coarsely estimated as

1 1
P(E”|27) ~ = ) 14
(E;127) T mt S oy (14)

A.3 Dependent edge existence

In this section we discuss how to compute connection strength if occurrence of edges
is dependent. In our model, dependence between two edges arises only when those
two edges are option-edges of the same choice node. We next show how to compute
P(£7) for those cases.

We need to address two principal situations. The first is to handle all choice
nodes on the path. The second step is to handle all choice nodes such that a choice
node itself is not on the path but at least two of its option nodes are on the path.
Next, we address those two cases.

A.3.1 Choice nodes on the path. The first case of how to deal with choice nodes
on the path is a simple one. There are two sub-cases in this case illustrated in
Figures 7 and 9.

Figure 7 shows a choice node C on the path which has options D, G, and F.
Recall, we compute P(#~) = P(£7)P(£~|427). When we compute P(Z7) each
edge of path &2 should exist. Thus, edge C'D must exist, which means edges CG and
CF do not exist. Notice, this case is equivalent to the case shown in Figure 8 where
(a) edges CG and C'F are not there (permanently eliminated from consideration);
and (b) node C is just a regular (not a choice) node connected to D via an edge
(in this case the edge is labeled 0.2). If we now consider this equivalent case, then
we can simply apply Equation (10) to compute the connection strength.

In general, all choice nodes on the path, can be “eliminated” from the path one
by one (or, rather, “replaced with regular nodes”) using the procedure above.

Figure 9 shows a choice node C on the path which have options B, F, and D,
such that B « C < D is a part of the path &. Semantically, edges CB, CF,
and C'D are mutually exclusive, so path & cannot exist. Such paths are said to be
illegal and they are ignored by the algorithm.

A.3.2 Options of the same choice node on the path. Assume now that we have
applied the procedure from Section A.3.1 and all choice nodes are “eliminated”
from path £2. At this point the probability P(£?7) can be computed as P(27) =
Hf:ll ¢;- The only case that is left to be considered is where a choice node itself is
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Source Destination

N
Source Path: AB,C,D,E Destination

Fig. 9. Choice node on the path: illegal Fig. 10. Options of the same choice
path node on the path

not on the path but at least two of its options are on the path. An example of such
a case is illustrated in Figure 10 where choice node F has four options: G, B, D,
and H, two of which B and D belong to the path being considered. After choice
nodes are eliminated from the path, the goal becomes to create a formula similar
to Equation (10), but for the general “dependent” case.
Let us define two sets, f and d, of ‘free’ and ‘dependent’ a;;’s as:
f={a;;:Vr,s(r#iors#j)= dep(E?j,Efs) = false},

d={aj;:3r,s (r#iors#j): dep(E;, E) = true}.

137

(15)

Notice, a =fUd and fNd = 0. If d = (0, then there is no dependence and the

solution is given by Equation (10). To handle the case where d # 0, let us define
f; and d; as:

fi ={a;; : a;; Gf, }=0,1,...,n;},

{ai; J J. } (16)

d; = {aij Ta5 € d,j = 1,2,...,77,1‘}.

Notice, a; = f; Ud; and f; Nd; = 0. Let us define D as the set of all possible
instantiations of d, and F; as the set of all possible instantiations of f;. Then

o (1) 2 [Cs (sl T v} o}

jra;; €F;

P(27) T(d)
(17)

Equation (17) iterates over all feasible instantiations of d. P(d) is the probability
of a specific instance of d to occur. Equation (17) contains term )y, {¥(d)P(d)} .
What this achieves is that a particular instantiation of d “fixates” a particular
combination of all “dependent” edges, and P(d) corresponds to the probability
of that combination. Notice, ¥(d) directly corresponds to P(2~|27) part of
Equation (10). To compute P(Z7) in Equation (17), we only need to specify how
to compute P(d).

Computing P(d). Recall, we now consider the cases where a;; is in d only be-
cause there is (at least one) another a,s € d such that dep(E?j, E2)) = true and
choice[E;;] = choice[Ey,], where choice[E;;] is the choice node associated with E;;.
Figure 3 illustrates an example of such a case. Therefore, for each a;; € d we can
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First k options, on P Last (n-k) options, not on P

Fig. 11. Intra choice dependence.

identify choice node r, = choice[E;;] and compute set Cp = {a,s € d : choice[E,;] =
r¢}. Then, for any two distinct elements a;; € C; and a,s the following holds:
dep(E?j, E32)) = true if and only if a,, € C,.

In other words, we can split set d into non intersecting subsets d = C;UCyU- - -U
Cn. The existence of each edge E;; such that a;; is in one of those sets C; depends
only on the existence of those edges F,s’s whose a, is in Cy as well. Therefore,
P(d) can be computed as P(d) = P(d¢,)P(de,) X -+ x P(dg,,), where d¢, is a
particular instantiation of a;;’s from Cy. Now, to be able to compute Equation (17),
we only need to specify how to compute P(d¢,) for £ =1,2,...,m.

Computing P(d¢,). Figure 11 shows choice node ry with n options uy, usa, . .., Uy,
Each edge (r¢,u;) for j = 1,2,...,n is labeled with probability p,;. As before, to
specify which edge is present and which is absent, each option edge has variable a;
associated with it. Variable a; = 1 if and only if the edge labeled with p; is present,
otherwise a; = 0. That is, P(a; = 1) =pj and py + pa+---+p, = 1.

Let us assume, without loss of generality, that the first k£ (2 < k < n) options
U1, Uz, . . ., ug, of g belong to path & while the other (n—k) options ug41, ugt2, - .., Un
do not belong to &, as shown in Figure 11. In the context of Figure 11, comput-
ing P(d¢,) is equivalent to computing the probability a particular instantiation of
vector (a1,as,...,ax) to occur.

Notice, only one a; among ay,as,...,ak, Qk+1,0k+2,--.,0, can be 1, the rest
are zeroes. First, let us compute the probability of instantiation a1 = ag = --- =
ar = 0. For that case, one of agi1,ar+2,...,a, should be equal to 1. Thus,
Plai=az =" =ar=0) =pry1 + Prs2 + - + Pn.

The second case is when one of a1, as,...,ar is 1. Assume that a; = 1, where
1 <j <k, then P(a; = 1) = p;. To summarize:

e 3 (1<j<h)ra;=1;
P(alaaQ’-..’ak) - {pk+1 +pk+2 + .- _l’_pn otherwise.

Now we know how to compute P(d¢,) for £ =1,2,...,m, thus we can compute
P(d). Therefore, we have specified how to compute path connection strength using
Equation (17).
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A.4 Computing the total connection strength.

The connection strength between nodes v and v is computed as a sum of connec-
tion strengths of all simple paths between u and v: c(u,v) = 3 pep, (4,0) (L)
Based on this connection strength, the weight of the corresponding edge will be
determined.

Let us give the motivation of why the summation of individual simple paths
is performed. We associate the connection strength between two nodes u and v
with probability of reaching v from w via only L-short simple paths. Let us name
those simple paths &1, P, ..., Pi. Let us call G(u,v) the subgraph comprised
of the union of those paths: G(u,v) = P4 U Py U--- U PP. Subgraph G(u,v)
is a subgraph of the complete graph G = (V| E), where V is the set of vertices
V = {vi,v2,...,9v|} and E is the set of edges E = {E1,Es,...,Eg}. Let us
define a; as: a; = 1 if and only if edge F; is present, otherwise a; = 0. Let a denote
vector (a1, az,...,ag) and let A be the set of all possible instantiations of a.

We need to compute the probability of reaching v from u via subgraph P(G(u,v)™),
which we treat as the measure of the connection strength. We can represent
P(G(u,v)”) as

P(G(u,0)7) = 3 P(G(u.0)” la)P(a) (13)
acA

Notice, when computing P(G(u,v)”|a) we assume a particular instantiation of a.
Therefore, the complete knowledge of which edges are present and which are absent
is available, as if all the edges were “fixed”. Assuming one particular instantiation

of a, there is no dependence among edge existence events any longer: each edge is
either present with 100% probability or absent with 100% probability. Thus,

k
P(G(u,v)"|a) = ZP(a@fla% (19)

and

P(G(u,0)”) = Y P(G(u,0)"|a)P(a)

acA

(20)

Equation (20) shows that the total connection strength is the sum of the connec-
tion strength of all L-short simple paths.
B. ALTERNATIVE WM FORMULAE

One could argue that the original WM formulae, covered in the main body of this
article, does not address properly the situation illustrated in Figure 12. In the
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Fig. 12. Motivation for Normalization method 2

example in Figure 12, when disambiguating references r the option set for this
reference S, has three elements yi, y2, and y3. In Figure 12(a), the connection
strengths ¢; = c(z,,y;) for j = 1,2,3 are as follows: ¢; = 0, ¢co = 0, and c3 is
a nonnegative value which is small. That is, RELDC has not been able to find
any evidence that r* is y; or y2 and found insubstantial evidence that r* is ys.
However, the original WM formulae will compute wy = 0, wy = 0, and w3 = 1, one
interpretation of which might be that the algorithm is 100% confident y3 is r*.

One can argue that in such a situation, since the evidence that r* is ys is very
weak, w1, ws, and ws should be roughly equal. That is, their values should be close
to % in this case, as shown in Figure 12(b), and w3 should be slightly greater than
wi and ws.

Figure 12(c) is similar to Figure 12(a), except for c3 is large with respect to other
connection strengths in the system. Following the same logic, weights w; and wq
should be close to zero. Weight w3 should be close to 1, as in Figure 12(d).

We can correct those issues with the WM formulae and achieve the desired weight
assignment as follows. We will assume that since y1, y2, and y3 are in the option
set S, of reference r (whereas other entities are not in the option set), in such
situations there is always a very small default connection strength « between each
x, and y;. That is, the weights should be assigned as follows:

w = Gta)
’ Zé\]:l(crf"_a)

where « is a small positive weight. Equation (21) corrects the mentioned drawbacks
of the WM formulae.

(21)
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