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1 FANE

MERA B 2 O RHERE LT, RAYT v ry M7 =258 (Bayesian Network Classifier:
BNC) 25150 TWwW5 [1]. BNClE, RAVTYRY NI =D FMNETND—DTHB. XA
VT vaxy NI =Tk, WEERERE ) — KU, /— NEORMNA E/tERREIIFEERAM S 5
7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) TRLU, FRFHEENMZK/ —NOBl/ — FEEZG L
U725 EHER N T A — X ORI RS DHERIN T T 7 1 AVETILVTH 5.

RATVT 2w b7 =270 DAG fEEIZ—RIZT =X P o HECTI2HENH L. ZOMEE N
AVT Ay MU= OBEFEE R, BEETE TR, BlEE» S REREE A 2T 2RO
BERRTHAATN=AT7 70 —=FHPERP SITbNT S 2. —RINIZ, FEA a7 LTI
REZHVS., FALREIFINATA—RORERFAMHIZT 1) 7V aMizliEST 2 LHERATERT Z
EMMTESL. ZOROELEE X Bayesian Dirichlet (BD) A7 &N, H&H X< HVWLSHN
5FBAATTHDL. iz, FAREZ LT 5 EREROR/DGEEE (Minimum Description
Length: MDL) [2] % LI UISHE ¥ BV 513, MDL 237 1%, HEDF—ZADT 1 v
T4 VTR KT BB REDIHE, MEOEMES ITHT 2T VT 1 HOMTRINS.

BD 2a7 & MDL 237 RBRB{EBE T OBREBEE» 0B RAMIED A I TIZDWTORE
B (MDL Q& I3EAD) MHEEREKROZAITIZ—HT L WS HRAREEZ K-> TE D, KW
REENTED., AATR=AT7 70 —F 1L SHEEE I ZERED ) — FEUTH U B 5
4% NP RSB CH 9% [3], AMEATREAATT 25 L, BIEORAMTETH 60 ) —
RREEDFZEHMNARETH S [4].

FEHINEZRATIT Ry NI =2 D—D20D /) — Rz HWER, TOfd /) — N ziiHEE L
TH5ILT, ZOETNVEDEHRELTHS 2L TES. BD Aa7% MDL 237 T¥HEL
72 BNC %, 228 OFRKHEREZETIWVILUEZEKRET IV TH D, HINERZG & U THIHZRK
EHERMEGT 574 Y, HHEMERZ T TR DHARIZEIIIHIETE 5.

—HT, SHEREG L Uz HINEBORMEMN EHEREZ ET VLT 2T T VO LD, W
R DFREEPERET VLD ENZ Lo T WS [5]. BD 237 MDL 237 ZHW
TeRATVT Y2y N7 — 7 OFEEFEEDPHEINE T IV L UTONFEER DONE % Bl IZ T 5 RAED 72
WZ EBERENTEY (1), MAIETVOFEAITE LT, MDLO7 14 v T« ¥ JHDOIE
%, BHERZFG & U HZEE O S & L (Conditional Likelihood: CL) IZ#E E#iZ 7=
Conditional MDL (CMDL) 2gFR X7z [6]. MDL 2 REDELTH 5 & 512, CMDL
&M E A (Conditional Marginal Likelihood: CML) Ol f#IRT& 5. LAL,
FBEUZ CMDL & CML 2268 H I THE 59, CMDL » CML D EkEE 7238 T d 5 Gk 1k 7
<, BFENRA DT OFEED PR TIE R,

X512 CMDL ofazx 5f#Ee LT, CMDL ®7 1 v 7 1 > ZIH®D CL &2 RE TR\ 7z
, CL 2HHIZT 5137 A —2#fEENIARATRE T, Bl N7 A — X2 ELIIZHEE L
RIFNIXR o v. ZOHETEE UT, AldiE% HW 5 Extended Logistic Regression (ELR)
TUTY XL [T PRESNTVWSED, ELR 7V 3V XL0 &5 RARETIE, —BIcix s



A — X HEEAE D KIRA BE MG S N B RFED 2 [8]. & 512, MG Z & 12 ELR #EE %217
DRITNIE R SRV, HEFH I RRRRS 2 P> TUED.

ZD & 512, CMDL & CML OERITH 2 HEA 7 <, FHEICARIEIC K587 A =X
BB - DI HEEEDREEMRFENTE S, FHEEROHEREHRTH 3.

AT, CML ZEBEEHEL, TS A7 2EMMICEL . MR TE 2R SIZLARDO®ED

1. BEENZ AT OFEERPIHETH 5.

2. CML OEHOELTH D, HEREOR EAXETE 3.

3. CMDL CTi#EDRK & 72> CTELABIEIZ L B85 XA =R L E2IT O BEBRRNZD, &
ELNMEREYL, EEOKNIERBDPHRTE 5.

X561, VLRV M) T —=ZR=ZATOFMERIZE D, EAITZ2HVWTHEELZ BNC O f
MRKATITEZHVNTEELZ BNC LD 0HBEE NSWI 2R, REAITOEEN%2
R

2 RAIFPrxy NTI—J EREE
21 RAVTPYRY hT—V

211 RATVTURY RNT—IDNRTA—YHE

RAVT v Fy T =213, WREREZ ) — K& L, /— RROLMA SR EER %2 IEEERA T
T 7THRL, £/ —ROB ) —FEESEEL UMM EHETRBEINIEERINT Z 7 1
ANVETIVTHD, %, n+ 1 HOMIHIHERLHES X = {Xo, X1, -, X, , Xp TBWVT,
B X 1Er HOREBES {1, r} DO—DDf%RL DL L, REBX, WMk kb
E, Xi=keEL F7, RMYVTUAY M- DMEE G L, GIZBITAEH X, DERE
BEAGEIL L35, 51T, Oy 21 D jFEHO X —vE Loz & (I =5 &)
Xi=k &BB5MNEMRP(X; =k |1, =5,G) 21T 5A—2L L, 05 =Ur_ {0}
0 = UL UL {04} £95. KX TR, 05 PEVICHMITHZ LHET S, "IIT Y
v N7 =228 BRAEERNE P(Xo, X1, , X, | G,0) B TFDO LS IZEHTE 3.

P(Xo, X1, , X, | G,0) = [[ P(Xi | 11;, G, ©)
1=0
L, BLBUMENE D YT SENETF—ZFN N HbH Y, t RHOT—241% d' = (¢}, 2}, zt)
LE£L, FET—2% D=, d,---,dV) 2 RT. XN (D) ITEERTA-ROHGFH
HIZF ) 2L afieliied 52, & (2) OFBAE p(Oy; | D,G) HEons.

DNy i "

DT NG o ar
POy | 6) = T Ty [0 (1)
k=1



{Z ( z]k+N )}H N‘/jk"l_Ni?k_l

0. 2
F(N +ND ijk ( )

PO | D,G) = )
ijk ijk/ =1

FEAMM p(O;5 | D,G) &0, NTA=2IF 0, DIFHEE LT, X (3) THETES.

éijk =E0x | D,G) (3)
= /eijk -p(©45 | D, G)dO;;
Nzljk +Nz§)k
= D
Nz/] +Nzg
ZT, NB DI gwfxr_kﬁorl—gt&%ﬁﬁéﬁb Ukiffu?ngﬁﬁ
DNANR=NFTA=RERS. &7z, NP =Y NP, Nj; = Niy TH5,

212 RAIFTURY NIT—UDEEEE

RATT VY NT =T DIRT A=, #EENPEFNIEN (3) THETE SN, RulisfEsd
ET—XANOWETLIHENHD. ZOMEERSIIT Ry N7 =27 OREEFEHE L IER., &
FET, BEEE» S RERFHA AT R OMEEZHRT L2 AITR—AT7 Tu—F 2k
PofFONTE ., —fRIZEFBA AT L UTHALE P(D | G) PHWLND. NTA—XDH
BRI T 4 VI VR ERES B L, FEREITRO LS ICHEATtRkans.

n qi ) T F(N/k—'l_NDk)
P(D|G) = Y 4

X (4) DJFLKE L Bayesian Dirichlet (BD) X237 &FEX 5. Heckerman 5 [9] &, <V
a7 Sl G, TS DREMEEDMES [E— TRIFIIEER S A0 & D RSl 2 A L 7.
ZFLT, BESEMIFFELRNT ) ZUDHDEMLEE LT, BBFONAN=F A =R %2 RE
LTW5,

zgkz_N/P(X _k7HZ:.]|Gh)

Z T, N'lX Equivalent Sample Size (ESS) & WX 2 HETAFROEAZ R THLIY > 7L
TH5. G RA-FOERMETHD, ZOMEETE L LT ESS & N, AT 5. 20
fafEl%, Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent (BDe) &FEXN 5. X 512, ESS /37 XA — XE TR
Uy Njp=N'/(ri-q) &LEAATZERLTNS. ZOZIT X BDe ORI & 4759 2
& M T &, Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent uniform (BDeu) &IFiE# 5. Heckerman & [9] X
Ueno[10][11] OFFETIE, fEFHRFATOM %2 H Wz BDeu b HAHATH 5 L HEL TS,

—%, WRZRIND, ALEEDEMTH 25/l E (Minimum Description Length:
MDL) [2] i, _A YT Vv NI —2 L ¥BF—& D OIS EEFT.

log N

MDL(D | G,0) = 0| —log P(D | G, ©)



FTHIIHEDEME SN T ARFIVT 1 HTH S, FE_IHIMEDT — X2 ADUTITE D 2K
T 57 4 w54 Y IHERTHERETHY, P(D|G,0) RKO L5 IRINE,

N
P(D|G,0)=]] P, - 2l | G, ©)
t=1

n qi ri

ANiEj’
=TIT 105"
i=0j=1k=1
22T, Plahat, - 2t | Q) P(Xo=ab, Xy =2b, -, X, =2! | G) K3, £7, O
I T ORLHEETHESI NS,
NP

Ok = %k (5)
Nz‘j

BD 237 ¥ MDL A 27 B&EZM X; &7 OBEEBES 1, 5575 5 RFHED 23 712250
TOMRM (MDL DB & AR AREREDO AT 712 8T 2L\ 5 SRR 2R ->TH D,
R RPN TED. ATTR—AT FTO—FIT & BHEF B LRI — B3 LK
HC RIS 5 NP HEERIE T H 5% (3], 2MRAHER AT 2MWS Y, BUEQBIMTIETI 60
) — REEEDFENTETH S [4].

22 RATITv Yy NT—0 35

221 RNATTFURy NT—U DR
RAVT U3y bT=2I2BF5 =20/ — P2 HNLKRE L, TNBUSND ) — F 2 3HLK
ETBHIET, "AVTUAY NI =Dl LTI TN TE L. DAL LTORA
V7w bT—=0%RATVT v Axy T =248 (BNC) RS, SWalEiEEER>I L
PHIoNTWS [1][12]. 5, X1, , X, ZE#tHEHE U, Xo 2HWER L L7 BNC 2£ X 5.
MAZBDOT—X e = (11, ,z,) DEA SN, HRNEZHOHEM I TDO LI IZFS
ns.
¢ = arg max P(c|xy, - ,2,,G,0) (6)
ce{l,---,ro}

arg ma P(Cuxlu"'7wn|G7@)

== X

Ce{l,-“,’ro} P(xlﬂ e 7xn | G7@)

= arg max P(c,z1, - ,z, | G,0)
ce{l,---,ro}

n o qi T;

= arg max H H H (Hijk)lec’”’“

c€{lro} i20 j=1 k=1

qi T

= arg max H H H (Oijk)lec’“’“

c€{l o} X/ eC j=1 k=1

ZIT, e =(c,x1,  ,&pn) THY, lajp FBREBOT—XFdIZHLT X, =k»DI =
DRFIZ 122D, ZNUNDKHI0 2L 2L THS. 72, CIFHNEE L HNEKR O 72K

5
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(a) (b) (©)

1 (a) Naive Bayes Dffl; (b) TAN Dfl; (c) ANB Dl

DEATHSD. CIZEETNBVWEBDEMA SR NI X — X ZEHWNZEROMERHRIZHEL R
Wz, X (6) DXHITEITS.

— Bz, MEEFE CTHRTABMMEEIIE VS22 TOMETH D, TD LD REMEEITT L
TBD 227 MDL A3 7R E2HRELL THEEINLERA VT Y2y b =2 358d: (BNC)
I% General Bayesian Network (GBN) &IEENE. DF 0, GO R W LRALTT >V 2y
N7 =2 %8R UTHWAZ &% GBN &IER, LA2L, BD® MDL Z W T¥HE I N7z
GBN ZHWEBDBERNE  FEBP DI VEEZ L 22 82HDD, ZOXIREETIENS
A—RDOYEERGENEL 2D, SEREMEL B2 H 5 [13]. ZOR#EZ AT Z %5 BNC
LUT, BHEBAHNERDA%ZBIZR D L E T % Naive Bayes[14] (K.1 @ (a)) *, &
EAZ A HINZE R & Z Dz — DBl % £ D L {KE U 7z Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN)
1] (B.1 D (b)) ZEPHONT WS, LEEZFEEA AT & Uz TAN ORI % HARHE T
HT&, MDL 2a7 Cc¥#E N GBN LHAFEOSFREZFFDZ E PHIEFERIZ L DRI NT
W [1[15]. £7%, NB*% TAN & (b U7, &HBEROEIHNEHRERTE N5 &R5E
3% Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) (.1 ® (c)) &, BD 22 7% MDL 227 & H\W\WT#
BEI N7z GBN & HHERENE O Z EPERMITRIN TV [1].

222 RNAITPURy NT—IUDEBOFEE

BD A2 7% MDL 227 T## L7 BNC %, 2L OFRIERZET VLU ZEKET VT
HY, HNWZEEZEG & U THHER MRt 572 L, pHEELZTTRIEOMHRIZE
I TE .

—J3T, BMPEREFG L U HNEBORMEN SHEE2ET VLT 2T TV OSH,
R EREEMERET VLD EVWI ERFMONT WS 5], 22T, @HETIVO¥EEAD
TEUTMDL D7« v T« v JHDOREE, SHELE MG & Uk BWEROSMN & LE
(Conditional Likelihood: CL) (Zi& & #1 X 7= Conditional MDL (CMDL) g% I 7= [6]. 4,
FRF—RDIZBIIER X, DT —X2F%& x; = (x},-- ,zN) &EFT &, CMDL A3 7 XD
LIITHRES.
log N

2

CMDL(D | G,0) = || — log P(x¢ | X1, ,Xn,G,0) (7)



ZIT, FMNERE P(xo | X1, X, G,0) IFIRD K S IZKE 5.

P(Xo‘Xl,"',Xn,G,@):HP(IEBI.CUﬁ,"',ZIZ’n,G@) (8)

_ﬁ P(IB,I%,---,CE%|G,@)

MDL 2 EHREDEMTH 5 & 512, CMDL 544 &840 k% (Conditional Marginal
Likelihood: CML) Dl & fERTE 5. LA L, FEEIZ CMDL X CML 2 6EHINTH S
3, CMDL %»* CML O @EH5EELITH B HEE 7w <, BFNRA T T OREES HRETIZ .

X512, CMDL Dz 5f@#EE LT, CMDL®7 14 vT5 4 Y ZIHTHD CLIEDEAEET
N2, CLZRKIZT BT A - HEENIARATRE T, BREEZ L ITNTIA—X %k
BHZHEE L2 T nid7e o 2w, CL 2®RKIZT 21N A —XOHEFHEE LT, AfREEZHWS
Extended Logistic Regression (ELR) 73V XA [7] BHEEINT WD DY, RS I3
5 ELRIZEANTA—XEEDEIARIIEKRTH 5.

% Z°C, Grossman 5 [6] 1, #&IZx LTy Y% —DE, HE, KEOWThArDHEE
TolRIIREATITHRELRDLDIBRT Y YUk U%@&W%ﬁ5&b57ﬂkx%ﬁbﬂ
LU CHEE %2 B89 % Hill Climbing 7V X4 [9] Z AW, #hRNIZFHE L7z, Hill Climbing
ijUZATi,Eﬁ@I//@LM,ﬁﬁ,ﬁ%@&@%@%ﬁcf%?@XZTﬁi%<
BHRWIRHZER 2K 735, EEEER L LT, Hill Climbing 7V 3V X L OREEEH EFE TN
T A—=X% ELR 7)V3V XL THELZ BNC 1%, iz (5) ombifiER THE L7z BNC
KO NFREPEL Brot. ZOMBE LT, ELR 7VTY XAD K S RAFIETIE, —#iz
CL DX T A — ZHEENE D KIS BRI 0 N B RIED RN ENEFEZ 6N [8]. TD LI
CL A7 ZHEIZT 58T A — XHEEHEDOKEERGEIZEHE L V.

— 7}, Carvalho 5 [16] I CL IZX# %2 & 5725 DZEM L 72, A EE TRIEN 4 aCLL
(approximate Conditional Log Likelihood) 227 %% L%, ZZ7T, te{l,---,N}, c€
{1, jrot XU T, Jpo=Plc,al, - 2L | G,0) T 2%, CLIZHE%Z L 572 DITIRD

DIZRES.

N
108§P(X0 ’ X1, 7Xn7G7@) = Zf(']t,l)"' 7Jt,7“0>

t=1

=7z L,

o
f(‘]t,lv T 7Jt,7“0) = log Jt,xg — log (Z Jt,c)

c=1

Gy (Jeay e Jerg) BRFET 4 V7 VIS Z & 2RKET S L aCLL AT TIXIRD & 5125



TN,

N
aCLL(D | G) = E:fhhh-~,&¢9
N
Z <log<]txt +Z/Blog<]tc+7>
q T4 To
x Z < 230k+ﬁz ijc’ k> 1Og chk)

=1

T, Beyid 2R A=—log(> 2 Jtc)tB Yoo logJy . BFEZE, A=BB+1y
BT LI THEST BT A-RTHD. £/, ND L B DIZBWT X; =k 9214\ Xo =
WD Xg=ciRBHEERL, Ok 1T I\ Xo =7 2D Xo =c DRI X; = k & 722544
EMRNTA—REXT (j=1,---,¢7). =, BLUI VTV N > 015U T, FEHikEz 2
TOANBOELGLTEH L, aCLL ZHAKIZTENRNITA—XIFIRD LS ITHETE 5.

1j+ck
eijck ND
ij+c
ZZT,
D 70 D
NijBk + B0 Nijgk
/
ND _ (Nijck—i_ﬁZc’ 1Nzgc’k>N)
ij+ck — N/

( z]ck + 52 z]c’k < N/)
D § :
Nij+c = ijc+k

Thb. ?ﬁ@ﬁtyﬂﬁbfamLXJYi FMANELE (CL) Bz > DDER
INIEA R ERTH L. Lz >T, MDLAaAT7D7 4 v T4 v JH%Z aCLL IZEE#X /-
approximate CMDL (aCMDL) &, 2 f#raE7 720 FE» KA TH D, CMDL 2kHER I
lcEreEZAOND.

ZD&H1Z, TNFEFTCMDL IZET AMELARINTEZ. L, BIZETHERRZESIZ,
MDL 2 EA K EZ M L2237 TH 5 — )5, CMDL IZE&MAT EEEEE (CML) #iEflLT
WARFED 72 <, BFIMZBEIRL TWADLAHTH 5. kEITIX, CML 2 EEEERL, TN
DO AT & IZE

3 FKENsEILE

AEITIE, M ERALEE (CML) 2E#U, TOREMAITOMEEEZIRET S, 5,
c={ct,--- e, M), (e {l, - rp}) T BE, CMLIZMTFTEHTE 5.

E&E 31 PET X DIINTLMEG D CMLIZAFTERTE 5.

P(XOJXD"' y Xn | G)
ZCP(C7X17"' y Xn | G)

P(XO|X17”' 7Xn7G):

8



ZIT, Y BT =ZHlcDehSBHEDENR—VERLTED, U TINH A ZITHLTA
R— VBB ATUE S, IR, HNEED 22 L 2546, 2V XRX—v DT —&
Jle WIFES S, —4, X (8) @ CML &2\ (7) OFMAFERE (CL) g s e, CLIE
NIA=REH O DG LL>TWE I b5, 2Dk, X (7) OARHIENER X, 2
EDZBETOMIHMRESINGETEEE 2 57%%, X (8) TIREMEIZAMTE 2 FEN RV, 22
T, K CIRRUNA Y 714 v ZBZAEL, CML ZiEILEEA AT 2RET 5.

A t;N

7,x’:Qﬁn-xM,D“:«ﬂnwd$tb,? 2 dt DRI R T — & 2 L

2 27 »e

Tt=1,--- , NOJEIZEZo6NEZ 2 /EL, RXE2F X 5.
N
P(xg | x1, - ,%pn,G) = HP(:UB | 2g, -y xa, X, G) (10)
t=1

N
S N .
- HP(IB | Dl,t lvx? LA 7X5{N7G)
t=1

N
:HP(IHI_i Dlt 1 §+1;N t+1N G)
EL, D BF &P eIl e2 KT, 22T, R (12) OKMA = RO F M8
ﬂﬂﬁu-t%Niﬁﬂt*BmfgzeMTmawxxw?—aﬁﬁé %z T,

X§+1;N7”' xHLN g2 FHWTIZR (12) OXREZHHRL, CML 2L FD L 512580803 %

) n

approximate CML (aCML) %, #AETIVOFEEZ 2T & UTRET 5.
N
P(XO | X1, aXTwG) R HP(IEJ | xiv ,QZ’;,Dl;t_l,G) (11)

_H $0,$1,~~ x2L|D1;t_17G)
L Ple,zt, -zt | DV 1.G)

aCML QFERIEY > TUH 14 22 LA — X —Th h, BENCHENTHETH .
Bt (10) SEER (1) 0@V, X (11) BRI 7 — 2 xT 0 xH 6N %

WTWARWHETH S, BER (10) ok 5z xTHN o xHIN 2 W TR R T 51213
XIFBN L LN Gz U B T — 251 N = (¢ Ny ok ) 3 o

NE— T U CTHEREGRZ LR ER o2 63, FHEENY VT3 1 X2k U THREMIZ
BMLTULES. UL, xiTHV o BN s U HINA RO 7 — 2 A7 WRIBT — & &
RADZENTE, REEEEEFRVELT — X TH DS DU LR THERMEGRIZ S 2 5081
NEWEEZSNE, LizhioT, xITH 0 xEFUN & & h S v R (11) 1, BI5Em
BIEETHETE, AR EZ 2R O8N ELAEZEX o0 5.

7z, ce{l,--- otz T dl = (c,al, -+ ,al) £ T 5L, aCML O EKKZREHHE A% IR
DEHTRYES.



EIH 3.1 aCML &, NIA—RDHEHHMIZT 4 V7 VaHzliEdd e, ROKSIZEKES.

nooq T NDlt 1 1dt‘ijk
TITI T (S
il N 1=0j=1k=1 N/ +ND1t 1
t t 1;t—1
[]P@h|at,--- ot DY 1,G) = H NV

n o q 1dg,ijk
t=1 t=1 ij ijk
ST NP

c=11=0j5=1k=1 U

SRR NI A—2EEH O, OMVMDKEN S, MLREIFRATRIND.

N N
HP(ZL'B,CL";, axfz | Dl;t_17G) - H/P('x671€7 71‘; | Dl;t_lv(avG)
t=1 _

p(© | DY GYde (13)
~TIITILf T sten 1 0 e,

ZIT, lagr =1 O, X (13) OFZHEREE p(0,; | DY, G) T B HIFHE L LT,
WRTEEND.

N i T

[]Pah.at, - ot | DYLG) = HﬁHHE Oy | DTGt (14)

t=1 t=1:=07=1k=1

A (14) 12X 3) 2RAT L LIRALV TSNS,

NDlt 1

N n o q T Lat ijk
[]Pahat,-- ot | D¥1,G) = HHH 11 ( ik Nglkt . ) (15)
t=1

t=1:=0j=1k=1 ’LJ

[FRRIZ,
N 7o N r9 n i T k—f-NDlt 1 1d’é,ijk
HZP(C,:}Z?,---,{E;|D1¢_1,G HZHHH( 2 NDlt 1> (16)
t=1c=1 t=1c=11=0j5=1k=1

A (15) &X (16) 2xhzrnk (11) TRATS L, X (12) EoND. O

T, REFEMiE 8B E51Z N, = N'P(X; =k =j|G") &35, P(X; =kl =j|
Gh) BRADG G, N = N'/(riq) &5 5.
aCML 227 OHIFFTE DR FIZLLTDEY TH 5.

L BEIZ A7 OFRPNHETH 5.

2. CML QEHZDELTH Y, DEREDE EVAFTE .

3. CMDL C#AEDFRN & 2> TELABIEIZ L 5/87 A =X WEE1T S BEDRND, X
EUDBREE L, SIHEEORESHADPGTE 5.

REIT, aCML A7 Z2HAWTEEHINEZRAIIT V2w b7 — 2088 (BNC) &, ftkFiE
THE I N7 BNC O HEKEE & G R R % ik d 5.

10



£1 ¥EF— X

ZRHND
H Iz D YT 205 BED EHE Y Y T L
YT — R FHIZEHEE 0S50k Y1 X IR — HA R

1 lymphography 18 4 148 9.06 <108 1.63x10~7
2 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 9 2 683 2.00x10° 3.42%x1077
3 zoo 16 5 101 9.83x10° 1.03x10~%
4 Breast Cancer 9 2 277 3.33x10° 8.33x10~%
5 ClimateModel 18 2 540 5.24x10° 1.03x1073
6  Image Segmentation 18 7 2310 1.84x108 1.26x1073
7 Congressional Voting Records 16 2 232 1.31x10° 1.77x1073
8  Solar Flare 10 9 1389 3.73x10° 3.72x1073
9  Tic-Tac-Toe 9 2 958 3.94x10% 2.43x1072
10 Contraceptive Method Choice 9 3 1473 2.46x10% 5.99x1072
11  Nursery 8 5 12960 6.48x10% 2.00x107!
12 Hayes-Roth 4 3 132 5.76x102 2.29%x 1071
13 Car Evaluation 6 4 1728 6.91x103 2.50x 107!
14 Balance Scale 4 3 625 1.88x102 3.33x107!
15 EEG 14 2 14980 3.28x10% 4.57x1071
16 mux6 6 2 64 1.28 %102 5.00x 10!
17 threeOf9 2 512 1.02x102 5.00x10~1
18 MONK'’s Problems 2 432 8.64x102? 5.00x 107!
19  parity5+5 10 2 1024 2.05x103 5.00x 10!
20  mofn-3-7-10 10 2 1324 2.05x103 6.46x107!
21 LED Display Domain 7 10 3200 1.28x102 2.50

22  MAGIC Gamma Telescope 10 2 19020 2.05x103 9.29

23 HTRU2 8 2 17898 5.12x102 3.50x10
24  banknote authentication 4 2 1372 3.20x10 4.29x10

4 FHMESR
41 EBRFIE

UCL Y EY MY F—RR—Z [17] 5, R1IZRIND 14 BMOFEF— X & HNT, HEED
FIETHEE U 72 BNC LIREFIED CML A3 7 T¥E U7z BNC OHERERZ17->7-. CML I
A HER DA DR DL TRD 5N EH, —MRICHRHEREZ +oREETHET 5121%, 2850
YO SBEDNRE =BT BTN A AR REVRBRENH S, BNC OEEICL ST
YU TNY A ZXDRNE T HEELE LT, YV TN A XE2ERIIDED S BHDNR—V
BCH] o 7R LYV TV KRR IZHE . 72, deCampos & [18] IZfEV, FE T —X
WCEENSGEEN T — 2L, TOFRMEEZXYGD LT 2Ml2 257 TY) T —RIZEHBL 7=,
BFE T — X TRIBEZEL T — ZFULELD RV 7=,

LE#R 9 5 3 FEAR DOREE 2 IRITRT .

o Naive Bayes
e TAN-LL : LL Z& K29 % TAN
e ANB-BDeu : BDeu Z & KIZ9 % ANB
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K2 BERAVT U2y VT NHHEONEREE L, RETFILRLMTEOLBRERE (K
FUXIRAR D 73 R E)
Naive TAN- ANB- GBN- ANB- ANB- GBN- ANB- GBN-
Bayes LL BDeu BDeu aCMDL CMDL CMDL aCML aCML
1 lymphography 0.8514 0.7432 0.7838 0.7432 0.8514 0.8514 0.7500 0.7973  0.8176
2 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 0.9751 0.9649 09722 09722 0.9751 0.9751 0.8660 0.9751 0.9707
3 zoo 0.9802 0.9604 0.9505  0.9604 0.9802 0.9802 0.9604 0.9604 0.9604
4  Breast Cancer 0.7437 0.7256  0.6895  0.7329  0.7437 0.7437 0.6047 0.7040 0.7184
5  ClimateModel 0.9204  0.9315  0.8407  0.8889 0.9204 0.9204 0.9407 0.8722  0.8815
6  Image Segmentation 0.7294  0.7511  0.8268  0.8156 0.7281 0.8095  0.8195 0.8333 0.8338
7  Congressional Voting Records  0.9095 0.9440  0.9224  0.9526 0.9095 0.9095 0.9698 0.9353  0.9310
8  Solar Flare 0.7811  0.7948  0.8236  0.8431  0.7970 0.7847  0.8294  0.7927 0.8431
9  Tic-Tac-Toe 0.6921  0.7620  0.8737  0.8674 0.6848 0.8445 0.8831  0.9499 0.9509
10 Contraceptive Method Choice  0.4671  0.4698  0.4759  0.4705 0.4312 0.4508  0.4372  0.4650  0.4752
11 Nursery 0.9032  0.9250 0.9181  0.9318 0.9197 0.9468 0.9612 0.9462  0.9475
4y | 12 Hayes-Roth 0.7879 0.6364 0.7652  0.5909  0.7879 0.7879 0.5909  0.5985  0.6540
\;k%ﬁ 13 Car Evaluation 0.8571  0.9375 0.9421 0.9416 0.8571  0.9421 0.9421 0.9421 0.9416
K | 14 Balance Scale 0.9152 0.8624 0.9152 0.9152 0.9152 0.9152 0.9152 0.9152 0.9152
15 EEG 0.5778  0.6306  0.6579  0.6897 0.6701 0.6529  0.6782  0.6967  0.6937
16  mux6 0.5469  0.5781  0.4531  0.4531 0.5469 0.5313  0.3594 1.0000 1.0000
17 threeOf9 0.8164 0.8516  0.9375  0.9668 0.8242 0.9219 09121  0.9863 0.9883
18 MONK’ s Problems 0.7500 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
19  parity5+5 0.3633  0.2998 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
20  mofn-3-7-10 0.8505  0.9260  0.9290 1.0000 0.9366 0.8505  0.8474 1.0000 1.0000
21 LED Display Domain 0.7294  0.7306  0.7294  0.7294 0.7294 0.7366 0.7366 0.7294  0.7294
22  MAGIC Gamma Telescope 0.7482  0.7768  0.7872 0.7873  0.7791 0.7807  0.7859  0.7866  0.7866
23 HTRU2 0.8966 0.9141 0.9141 0.9112 0.9127  0.9112  0.9117 0.9141 0.9141
24 banknote authentication 0.8433 0.8819 0.8812  0.8812 0.8812 0.8433  0.8433  0.8783  0.8724
¥ 0.7765 0.7916  0.8329  0.8352 0.8242 0.8371  0.8144 0.8616 0.8677
% z 1 -2.646  -2.9023 -2.4145 -1.6547  -1.792  -1.4077 -2.6506 -1.5903 -
e pfH 0.00402 0.00187 0.00798 0.04947 0.03673  0.07927 0.00402 0.05592 -
ANB-aCMDL : aCMDL % i KiZd9 % ANB

SMEMERELEE CML 237 DONANRX=NXF XA —=RIFMEEDOT — X4 x
5/(riqi)

ANB-CMDL : CMDL %z & KIZ9 % ANB
ANB-CML : CML #&KIZ9 % ANB

GBN-BDeu : BDeu & KIZ9 % GBN

GBN-CMDL : CMDL ##&KIZ9 % GBN
GBN-CML : CML #&KIZ3 % GBN

Kﬁbe?

YRELE. 6B 11 BEBRLFEF— 2Tk, CMDL 237 M35 A—XZ ELR 7
LTV R [7) CHEE L 7=

6FEL 11 FOFEHT—XTlE, CMDL 227 D/N7 A—X% ELR

THEL72%E I 2 HEL L OWEDZ 2> TLE 5D T, Grossman & [6] (2, &K (5) D
BAHERTNIA—REWE L. £72, TAN-LL X Friedman 5 [1] ® 7V 3 X L% HW»
THEIZFHE L, ANB-BDeu, ANB-aCMDL, GBN-BDeu I38HFHHEEE [19] Z U TR IZF
# LU 72. ANB-CMDL, ANB-CML, GBN-CMDL, GBN-CML D32 I X[RE5 i 1Z & 5 R
FEEERWS Z D TER WS, Hill Climbing 2 AW TEAMYE %217->72. ANB-CMDL,
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# 3 Naive Bayes, ANB-CMDL, GBN-aCML O3 #IZ#8% RiFdT Ty YV (NEC)

Naive ANB- GBN-
Bayes CMDL aCML

1 lymphography 18.0 18.2 41.0
2 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 9.0 9.0 11.8
3 700 16.0 16.0 51.5
4 Breast Cancer 9.0 11.0 5.4
5 ClimateModel 18.0 18.0 67.2
6 Image Segmentation 18.0 27.5 45.4
7 Congressional Voting Records 16.0 16.0 45.9
8 Solar Flare 10.0 14.1 1.0
9 Tic-Tac-Toe 9.0 14.2 19.1
10  Contraceptive Method Choice 9.0 11.0 24
11  Nursery 8.0 21.6 17.7
12 Hayes-Roth 4.0 4.0 4.8
13 Car Evaluation 6.0 9.1 7.2
14 Balance Scale 4.0 4.0 4.0
15 EEG 14.0 41.6 44.1
16 mux6 6.0 6.1 14.9
17  threeOf9 9.0 15.8 27.3
18 MONK’ s Problems 6.0 7.0 5.1
19 parityd5+5 10.0 14.0 13.3
20 mofn-3-7-10 10.0 10.0 34.3
21 LED Display Domain 7.0 10.9 7.0
22  MAGIC Gamma Telescope 10.0 24.0 23.9
23 HTRU2 8.0 15.8 15.3
24 banknote authentication 4.0 5.0 7.0

S22 9.9 14.3 21.5

ANB-CML O3 1%, Hill Climbing 123 ) % #]{##& 1% Naive Bayes, TAN-LL, ANB-BDeu
EU, TVIVZALPHAUZEEDFH TREAITOREVEDZZEHEEL Uz, HERIZ,
GBN-CMDL, GBN-CML @ Hill Climbing Z ¥ J % #]i#& & ANB-CMDL, ANB-CML,
GBN-BDeu & U7z. %7z, Carvalho & [16] (Zf¢\y, aCLL 227 QLY > TV N 135 &
U, (Jaa, -5 dar) ~ (1,---,1,N) &{xE L 7. ANB-BDeu & GBN-BDeu @ ESS & 5 &
L7z,

ERATVT 2y U =208 (BNC) OFE BTN LT 10 2HIZAZBEEZ 1T > 7. 10
NENREBGEETIX, PET—X% 100E L, TO53Hb—2%2TAMT—X, HRODIDDT —
REePET—ReUMEZ, AElInzZzhETniE2 T AT —X & UEROG 10 BfTS. 7
ANT—RXOHPLH DT — X% BNC 252, X (6) TELLpETcELEE&2HZEL, 10
DEIRZMEEZ BB D2 EREL UTHIELZ. K20 [HEHE] 2, &F87—
BIZWNTHERIYT V2w b7 —2 3% (BNC) OSBRBE LY. 2HIIBWT, NT
A—2FX 3) THELE., KFREFHT—RIIBVWTHRAOSEEETH D, /-, #F
FIEOEEMZR T 728, Grossman 5 [6], Carvalho & [16] & [FFkIZ, GBN-CML & & g
FHRIZH LT a3l Y v ORFSIEMREZ1T - 7. fefEEi 2 GBN-CML & HigFED 5
BREIZENRWE L, MKiiE GBN-CML O AWEKFEL D AFREE NG VWL Lz, M
EAEREUTz i plEZ&R.2 O TME] IZ#HE7Z. 51T, &MEETHE L7z Naive Bayes,
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Fd4 RAYVT7r%v bU—2 (GBN) OHMEBROBELE (NPC) & HHZHOFLHE (NCC)

GBN- GBN- GBN-
i3ty BDeu CMDL aCML
NPC | NCC | NPC | NCC | NPC | NCC
1 lymphography 1.8 6.5 0.3 4.5 0.2 16.5
2 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 0.8 7.2 3.0 0.0 0.0 7.6
3 700 4.2 2.5 0.0 5.6 0.0 15.7
4 Breast Cancer 1.4 0.6 4.0 0.0 0.2 3.5
5 ClimateModel 2.2 4.7 0.4 3.6 0.1 14.0
6 Image Segmentation 1.5 10.2 0.0 18.0 0.0 15.9
7 Congressional Voting Records 3.1 3.2 0.0 2.1 0.1 13.6
8 Solar Flare 0.4 0.6 0.0 5.0 0.1 0.9
9 Tic-Tac-Toe 3.0 2.0 3.6 2.4 0.0 7.5
10  Contraceptive Method Choice 2.0 0.0 4.0 1.8 1.3 1.0
11 Nursery 4.0 4.0 0.0 8.0 0.0 8.0
12 Hayes-Roth 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 1.2 1.8
13 Car Evaluation 2.0 3.0 0.0 6.0 1.6 3.4
14 Balance Scale 0.3 3.7 0.0 4.0 0.1 3.9
15 EEG 0.2 8.8 0.0 11.9 0.0 11.4
16 mux6 4.4 0.9 0.2 1.6 0.0 5.7
17  threeOf9 5.0 2.5 0.0 7.0 0.5 8.3
18 MONK’ s Problems 3.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 3.0
19 parity5+5 0.5 0.9 0.5 0.9 0.2 5.2
20 mofn-3-7-10 7.0 0.0 0.0 7.0 0.0 9.7
21 LED Display Domain 0.7 6.3 0.0 7.0 0.7 6.3
22  MAGIC Gamma Telescope 0.1 6.0 0.0 9.0 0.0 9.0
23 HTRU2 0.8 5.2 0.7 5.4 0.7 6.0
24  banknote authentication 0.0 2.0 0.0 3.9 0.0 3.0
S 2.1 3.4 0.9 4.8 0.3 7.5

ANB-CMDL, GBN-aCML (Zxt U, 2¥IC#8% KX = v VB (Number of Edges related to
Classifier: NEC) Z#E L, 10 BIOMREEDEIIM % .3 (T2, FRIC, KMRIETHFEHL -
GBN IZx U, HMZEOBZHE (Number of Parents of the Class variable: NPC), HMZ
BOFEHE (Number of Children of the Class variable: NCC) #ZIhZ I L, 10 [ DM
AEDEYIE A T4 1T 2. R5ITIK, BFED 10 DEREMRIEICE TS 1 HH7 0D DFEHE
B % R 72

42 FEREER

.2 OMEMREL D, REFIETH S GBN-aCML (% Naive Bayes XK E TV TdH % TAN-
LL, ANB-BDeu, GBN-BDeu, kDA€ 7NV TH 5 ANB-aCMDL, GBN-CMDL &b %

BAKYE0.05 DB L THRBIZDEBE ED > 72, ELIZBR I NZRETIEDN, BEIZ
BEULZERET VLD DBFRBENEWI LITRETRETHD. HRKOBHETNVTH D
ANB-CMDL 2%} U TIZREFIE L OFEEITRD 5N h o 72703, %hl'jjT X DN, A
YU TN A ZDREVERGDEET —XTH B 13FNS 24 FOFET — X ITH U THRE %217
ol-fEH, BREIKEE0.05 DE & TREFIEITZ ANB-CMDL & 0 $ BRIZHSEREENED - 7=,
COEMEE LT, BEAITACMDL 237 &0 b &M EFERELZRKER ELLTWS 7
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# 5 % BNC H&0ZER/" () N 7 V32BN 6 REL ETH 5 Z & &2md)

ANB-  GBN- ANB- ANB- GBN- ANB-  GBN-
BDeu BDeu aCMDL CMDL CMDL aCML aCML

1 lymphography 65.21  129.55 57.19 225.40 65.60 8.70 4.43
2 breast 0.29 0.49 0.67 133.81  313.21 0.94 0.62
3  zoo 5.34 10.93 5.91 7.27 12.42 7.05 3.35
4  Cancer 0.12 0.19 0.58 22.30 12.00 0.39 0.36
5 ClimateModel 121.20 235.83 92.56 387.30 512.72 20.14 12.71
6  ImageSegmentation 116.45 219.61 87.72 - - 220.77  78.34
7  Congressional 7.64 15.55 6.53 181.38 59.70 5.53 2.84
8  Flare 0.23 0.37 1.80 2153.49 1085.32  8.25 6.42
9  TicTac 0.17 0.27 0.64 241.26  166.65 1.66 0.89
10 cmc 0.15 0.23 0.78 118.07  136.01 2.15 1.58
11 Nursery 0.44 0.61 1.31 - - 23.68 13.81
12 Hayes-Roth 0.02 0.03 0.68 1.11 1.39 0.07 0.09
13 Car 0.06 0.08 0.88 178.85  206.99 0.79 0.92
14  Balance 0.04 0.05 0.69 50.44 26.92 0.15 0.12
15 EEG 8.43 13.56 5.07 758.60 4432.25 211.76 148.10
16 mux6 0.04 0.05 0.54 0.05 0.16 0.12 0.11
17 threeOf9 0.08 0.14 0.59 30.55 47.10 1.27 0.86
18 monkl 0.05 0.06 0.55 3.57 4.33 0.17 0.24
19  parity5+5 0.20 0.27 0.62 1.69 6.30 1.07 1.48
20  mofn-3-7-10 0.18 0.26 0.63 53.76 279.85 9.28 5.51
21 led7 0.09 0.13 1.86 121.65 94.43 2.97 247
22  magic 0.54 0.63 0.95 694.34 1263.60 34.33  32.39
23 HTRU2 0.26 0.30 0.74 454.62  340.55  10.98 6.95
24 banknote 0.03 0.04 0.54 5.89 6.13 0.16 0.23
RS2 13.64  26.22 11.25 264.79 41244  23.85 13.53

O, REFEPIVRELRDHERE L TCOMEZFZETLIIEREZONS. 61T, IR
INBHEEFEL ANB-CMDL OS82 % RIFT Ty VB (NEC) 2L Ty s var )y
DI BNENREZRIT o722 25, REFIED NEC O AVEEKEE 0.05 DL L THERIZE 1 o7
720, BEAITIIARENLIIPLSRDOONIEEDOT Y VONMNEIZEH L, ¥R EZER
LTwdeEZLNS.

— /T, BEEY TN A DN W1 EPS 5 FOFEET — X TlE, REFIRIEM AR
& TdH B Naive Bayes & O SFREEAAME . K3 L0, ZHT—X5FIZHIT S Naive Bayes D
SRR E RITT Ty VB (NEC) 1X18.0 TH B A, BEFED NEC I 67.2 LIEFIZZ .
ZD &SI, BHEMAY Y TP A XHVNS WIRHZIRETFIED Naive Bayes & 0 B 73 B E R W
HEE LT, REFEFT Y IV A XN SVWHETHEFEH LU TR 72Ty V23T n
EWEZOND., —hH, PET—X 2%, 3%, 5FIIBIFS ANB-CMDL ® NEC iz
Naive Bayes ® NEC & —#LTH b0, ZhixZ DK ANB-CMDL % 10 £ #1582 MGE CEE L
72 10 fE DO 4 C Naive Bayes &~ 52 L 2#EIkd 5. ZD L >iZ, ANB-CMDL &4
YINYA XN THZ Y VERDINFIZS WD, BT VTN 1 ZHUNT VIR
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ANB-CMDL O AP REFEL D AEBENPEL 2T VEEZONS.

¥/, R4 KD, FETF—X2FL 4FIZBITS GBN-CMDL &, 85 —% 12 FBIZET
%5 GBN-CMDL, GBN-BDeu Tl&, HRZBDBZEHE (NPC) 7% < HIEH D T ZEE
(NCC) 20 s MErz¥EH L TED, DEKEIMLO BNC K0 {EWZ &b s. ZoOH
HELUT, 2ETHRARZESIZ, ZOXIBHETIERAEIIHEEZEZ 51T A =X BRDR LR
DEETTLUEY, HEHEENBECEALTLUES. —F, BEFIETHS GBN-aCML FED
FHT—RIZBWVWTENCCH 0 b Z IR, YaNar ) vORFSIENMRE % 1T o 724G
£, GBN-BDeu & GBN-CMDL & b £ HEKH# 0.05 DH £ THEIZ NPC 7474 <, NCC 2
Zrotz. U ->T, GBN-aCML Tl Ll D43 EMA TN ORMEIXILEME Z D iz weH
ZoNd7zH, ANB-aCML K0 %, D252 TOMEEEME 95 GBN-aCML ZH\W7= /4
DRAFEREOSWAHGHLEEZFEH T EZEAON5.

Iz, REDFERZHANT I AV sV VORFIEMNREEZIT o722 25, REFIEIFAERK
#0.05 D% £ T ANB-CMDL & GBN-CMDL & Y BEICEHEREA DR ro7-. ZOHEE L
T, CMDL A 27 CIXERT A HEMEEZ L IZ ELR 7V 3 ZLIZ & B85 A =R 217h
BTN ST, HEMORBITREREZEDDICKERIHZET LI LAFEZIO5N5S.

DEDOEBMERITIROLIIZEEDOENS.

1. REFHEIMEROERETFIVD BNC & 0 & EFHICOEREIIES V.

2. BEHEAL YV T A TR E VW E S, REFIEIIEROHAE TV DO BNC & b 5%k
FEDREEIZEO.

3. WKDA2TTH5 BDeu ® CMDL &b, aCML Z2HWVWTH¥E L7 BNC DA, A
iZ NPC 23472 < NCC 32\ 2 28 5720, DHEICHET 37 A =28z &
2 SRR AL O REN R 12 < W

4, WETFERIREEOHBAE T LD BNC & 0 bHEZIZEHEEER-AE .

ZD&SIT, RETFHEOAEME 2R RE .

5 9

AR X TlE, A EEUEE (Conditional Marginal Likelihood: CML) # B IZEH L,
CML % &R OKER ELLL 722 E X 51 b approximate CML (aCML) %&AI€E TV D
FEAAT L UTHRELE. aCML 2271, fEROBHETNVORAIT LRIRY, BIEH7EA
37 ORERHAPHMETH D, CML 2 BEHLMT 5728, SEREOM EXHFTES. 512, i’
KDFAMETNDAAT THMADFERE > TELAFIEIZE D37 A — R HENBIE TR\
O, LELEAFRKEL, SREOKFERBDIPGFTE 5.

VERY MUFET—RE2HVTERZIT R 28R, U FEE SN RETED, BEIC
FEHUZPERDOERET VO BNC &0 4BEENEREKE 005 DS L TERICER 7. F
7o, REFIRIIHBRWER2HEEZ2ZE LT, YU I IBRREVRITIE, /RO
ETNEDRBEREVNAERICED» T, 7z, BEFHRITIEHWNERO FEH-NL <, HEHLD
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A T BRI 5 B 72, GBN OIETH > 7 HEHIEOH L WELEN ¢ 2 2 AT
XBLBEALNG. Xou, REFUOIUMME, OEOWATFNOFEERTT &M%
B L LT RIS L. SHBOMEL LT, &b OML OWMBEDOHWEEA T 0%
R, FNSEZHWEMBRLRERTILITY ALDERZITS.

SE 3

1]

2]

3]

[10]

[11]

[12]

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classifiers,” Machine
Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997.

J. Rissanen, Stochastic Complexity in Statistical Inquiry Theory, World Scientific Pub-
lishing Co., Inc., 1989.

D.M. Chickering, “Learning Bayesian Networks is NP-Complete,” pp.121-130, Springer,
1996.

M. Barlett and J. Cussens, “Advances in Bayesian Network Learning Using Integer Pro-
gramming,” Proceedings of the Twenty-Ninth Conference on Uncertainty in Artificial
Intelligence, pp.182—-191, 2013.

A.Y. Ng and M.I. Jordan, “On Discriminative vs. Generative Classifiers: A Comparison
of Logistic Regression and Naive Bayes,” Proceedings of the 14th International Con-
ference on Neural Information Processing Systems: Natural and Synthetic, pp.841-848,
MIT Press, 2001.

D. Grossman and P. Domingos, “Learning Bayesian Network classifiers by maximizing
conditional likelihood,” Proceedings, Twenty-First International Conference on Machine
Learning, ICML 2004, pp.361-368, 2004.

R. Greiner and W. Zhou, “Structural Extension to Logistic Regression: Discriminative
Parameter Learning of Belief Net Classifiers,” Eighteenth National Conference on Arti-
ficial Intelligence, pp.167—173, 2002.

T. Roos, H. Wettig, P. Griinwald, P. Myllyméki, and H. Tirri, “On Discriminative
Bayesian Network Classifiers and Logistic Regression,” Machine Learning, vol.59, no.3,
pPp-267-296, 2005.

D. Heckerman, D. Geiger, and D.M. Chickering, “Learning Bayesian Networks: The
Combination of Knowledge and Statistical Data,” Machine Learning, vol.20, no.3,
pp-197-243, 1995.

M. Ueno, “Learning Networks Determined by the Ratio of Prior and Data,” Proceedings
of Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, pp.598-605, 2010.

M. Ueno, “Robust learning Bayesian networks for prior belief,” Proceedings of Uncer-
tainty in Artificial Intelligence, pp.689-707, 2011.

A.M. Carvalho, T. Roos, A.L. Oliveira, and P. Myllyméki, “Discriminative Learning

of Bayesian Networks via Factorized Conditional Log-Likelihood,” Journal of Machine

17



Learning Research, vol.12, pp.2181-2210, 2011.

[13] F.V. Jensen and T.D. Nielsen, Bayesian Networks and Decision Graphs, 2nd edition,
Springer Publishing Company, Incorporated, 2007.

[14] M. Minsky, “Steps toward Artificial Intelligence,” Proceedings of the IRE, vol.49, pp.8—
30, 1961.

[15] M.G. Madden, “On the classification performance of TAN and general Bayesian net-
works,” Knowledge-Based Systems, pp.489-495, 2009.

[16] A.M. Carvalho, P. AdA¢o, and P. Mateus, “Efficient Approximation of the Conditional
Relative Entropy with Applications to Discriminative Learning of Bayesian Network
Classifiers,” Entropy, vol.15, no.7, pp.2716-2735, 2013.

[17] M. Lichman, “UCI machine learning repository,” 2013. http://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml

[18] C.P. deCampos, M. Cuccu, G. Corani, and M. Zaffalon, “Extended Tree Augmented
Naive Classifier,” pp.176-189, Springer International Publishing, Cham, 2014.

[19] T. Silander and P. Myllyméki, “A Simple Approach for finding the Globally Opti-
mal Bayesian Network Structure,” Proceedings of Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence,

pp.445-452, 2006.

18



