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1 FAHLE

RATT vy NT—=21%, MBREREH % / — N TRLU / — FEOEFER % G
A2 7 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) TR T RN T T 74 HNVET VT
HB. NATTvry NI —21%, HEREEEIZDAG 2KET DI 2Ly, [FRHERS
M b EWHROBIIART 2. RAVT U2y b7 =27 OFEIZ I T — X0 o
ETIRENDHY, INERIIT U2y NI —JOWEEHE NS, RAYT 1y b
V=7 DkEFEEEE UT, i —BMEE2ET5FEAI T 2MWT, BAkNED o kil
IRA DT R ORE 2 R T D MEMHRT Tu —FBPEkr S HwehTna. F7z,
—fRIZFEPE A a7 & UTHLLE (Marginal Likelihood: ML) WS N T & 7=,

RAVT vy bT—=2IZBF5 20/ — NEHWERE L, ZOMD / — N
BRE UIZRATT v xy MT—2 %8 (Bayesain Network Classifier: BNC) 1%, #ff
AR AR RHEmE LTSN TV [1]). BNC IEEHER A TS & Lz HINAR D%
S E L2 ETMLT DA ETVDIES N, BHONATT 2y b — 2 ZfEiEs
BUEERET VLD ERERBENEOVZ ERREINTWS [2,3,4,5. LU, &
fF, Sugahara 5 (2018) [6] 1%, T =X PR REVERSIE, ERETNVDIED VD ERE
EPREWI EE2R Uz LL, T80 hne SITHNEBOBZERN L W EEE &
B356, NI A= ZPDHEBINTIMU, FET - Z2NREIZR D, IELWART X=X
BPRTET, HENPELIETFTLTLES LRFLAEZ. ZoRMEE2MILT 272012, #
SIXEMEEITBAR 2 F7-9, 2 TORAEEZ FITRF OS2 KE L7z Augmented
Naive Bayes (ANB) [1] 2 &2 E 5 FIEEZRELTWVWS. 02L&y, T—2hD
BONGELEWAREEEZRONDS Z & 2 RERIITR U 2.

LU, BEMRRT 70— F 12 K 2 B2 e ik G O BN e B2 s s 5 NP
W ETH 5 (7). HRRFIEE UT, BEHETE 8, 9, 10, 11, 12], AR [13], BHG
L [14]) R EDPRESI N T E 2D, REZIZEHTEBIREOEEFZE DRI DH 0| Sugahara
5 DFKIZE < DEBUTIGT S 780,

—7%, RRETADE T, Wk —BEEFR 720D, X0 EEDRDHWHIF~— 2
DIEEFHENREINT WS, BREm s 7 712, =/ — FHOSRMA S S ERE



(Conditional Independence test: CI 7 A M) Zi#EHL TEEI NI T 7ITH L,
VT UTF—2a b=V 15|12 & 2D TN T 2175 Z & TDAG 2%E$ 5. il
R—=ZAFHETIE, PC 7TV XL [16], MMHC 7V 3Y X4 [17], RAI 7)LTY X4
(18] B Y AREENTE D, RAT 7T XAMES GHIETHS LHISNT NS, Lk
D CI 7 A NTIEHNHE M2 72202 A METH - 725, HHS (2018) 1%, RAI
TN XLD CL T A MZ Bayes factor Z 5 Z & THRE—EME%2 A L 22, 1000
ZREN EORBIBBEZE 2R LTV [19]. 51, RES (2019) &, #BMEEM
ARG T CIT A MDEEZHIKL, 2000 ZHFEE O KBBRGEFEZ2FEH L TW5
20].

Z Z TR T, AHSOFEE ANB FHICILE I, fEkk D £ KR BNC
EFETHILEEET. 5617, VARV M) T—AR—Z2HWZiHEiERIZ LD, 2
FFEMERTELV S, KRR LZHHZRZ R ONHMETHE SV & 2/7R7.

2 RNRAIUFIRYy NT—D

RAVT V2w NT—=21%, WREHE/ —Re L, /— NEOKIFRERE FIGERE %)
27 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) &%/ — KOS SHERTRE T 2R
FITAHANVETILVTHD. 5, X =1{Xo,X1,..., X} ZHEIHEREBRESG L L, FEHK
X & HORBES {1,...,r} BE—DDfE k2D (X; =k &EL) 295, 20
LE, RAVT R NI —OBEGIZEWT, &/ —RK X, DH/ —RNELGZT], &
L& % ORISR P(X1, ..., Xy | G) BUFO XS ICRHTE 5.

P(X()ale7Xn’G):HP(X’L|HZ7G) (1)
1=0

ZIT, O BIL D BEHOAR -V EBEE (I = j B ITX, =k k3
FMEMEHR P(X; =k |1 = 5,G) BRI NIA=REL, FAEMEASTA-RESL
O={0r},(i=0,....n;5=1,...,q5k=1,...,1) £€F 5. T AXA— XD &
LCF4 V2 LA P(O) 2IET 5L, F85% P(O|D,G) hEons.

n

HH HZk 1Oézjk Hegzk—l. (2)

Oé
1=0j5=1 Z]k



PO | D,G) (3)

— ﬁ H F{Zk 1 Oé”k t N”k } H 0a23k+Nz]k 1

=0 j=1 Hk y Dleije + Nijr) ok
ZIT, Nijp &, X; OBREBESIL 2 jEHONRX— V2RO X, =k L5
—XDBEERL, n; = > ngr 2RT. £72, oo = {ayk}, (10 =0,...,n) =
L”w%k:1wwn)ﬁ7407V$mﬁﬁ®A4n—A7x—&@%D,mj:
ko ik THB.
NATT 2y NI =TT, N T A =&l UT, RS MERTEEHE (Expected
a Posteriori: EAP) b K<HVWO NS, ZHELSG X IXNTE NHoT—% %
D={Di,....Dx} 5%, EAP & (3) 1K MIfHli% & 5 2 L TUTF 2135,

(4)

HEREENE, R (4) B5RTA—REHETE 2, BlAEES 7 — 25 SHEET
HHERHL., TNERATVUT v xy N —70EFEE WD, EEFEEL LT, &
RS 5 7 2 T T % KoM & HESR T B MRIRIESR T 70 — F Ak S IV S 1

TWwWa., —fIzFEAa7 e UTAELE P(D | G) HwWs 5. FEEREE, K (3)
DEBNAEN ST A —ZHEEEZ JELT 5 Z L CHERTEE 3.
INGY ~r D(ign + Nijr)
P(D|G) HUr (o N U T (5)
1=0j= =1

IEAETIE, gk = af(riqi) & U7z Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent uniform (BDeu) %%
LHVWSN DB [21][5]. £ I T, a ik Equivalent Sample Size (ESS) & FFIXH 5 FH 1A
DEAERTELY > TV ThHD. BDeu ld, BAFOWHE—EMEE2ROZ LARSHTL
% [8].

EHE 21 7—RHN 00D &, BDeu 2z KIbLTHRA Y72y b7 — 27 DK

WERDAAIFEDONAHITEDL.

AEAI Koller 5 [8] Z2Z ML TIEL .
UL, BEMREEZRT 70— F I NP W TH v, ZBEEUTH U CEHAR D @RI
WU TU S, HEMREZRNITHERT 572012, BIWEHETE (8, 9, 10, 11, 12], A*EE

5



5% [13], BHGHEE [14] 2 EAMRE SN TS, LhL, BT [14) T 2 60 255
FREOHEFENEATSH D, KEBHE 2B T 52 LA TER.

3 RAIUTPVRY NI—UD%ES

RAVTVEFY NI =283 %5—20/ —NE2HWEKRE L, ThU4D /) —F
EHHEBRETHI LT, RAVT VAV NI =2 HBE LTRSS TN TES.
DHEHRELTDORIVTURY VT =T 2RATUT 2y MU — 2755 (Bayesian
Network Classifier: BNC) &0, GWHHEEZFEO>Z L2AMonTwD [1]. 5,
Xo ZHMZEHE L, Xi,..., X, ZHHELEH L L7 BNC 252 5. GiHEHOT —X
e=(r1,...,z,) BEA SN, HNEHOHEM ¢ ZLATDOLSIZ/FEON5.

¢ = arg max P(c|z1,...,25,QG) (6)

CG{l,.‘”TQ}

n o qi Ty

= arg max H H H (0i) "7

ce{l,...,ro} i=0 j=1 k=1

qgo 7o qi T

|| || lojk || || || Lijk

= arg max (eojk) T X (9”143) J
ee{l, om0} 0 =y i X,€C j=1 k=1

ZIT, Lijp3ZbdT—ReMGRoNlR, X, =k2»2IL=j0K1%2D, ThlL
ADOGEIT0 %2 L BEHTHS. X612, CIENEROTEAETHS. A (6) &b, H
M Xy DBES, THEE, X T2 AL TV AEBEADHMESDATHEM ¢ &
RDBZENTED, £/, ZOEEE2 XoD~NVaAT7 77y b (Markov Blanket:
MB) &L,

BNC OGEFEIZETE, X173y NU—=2 LAKICT =202 678T 5. fillz
Rz nw— iz _A4 V7 v 2w b7 —2 %MWz BNC % General Bayesian Network
(GBN) &I (K1 (a)). L2 L, BDeu % & T¥HE X N7z GBN ZHMEBM? 74
BMAaEF7-T, BIERELFOME2 L2 0H 5. 2o k> RiETIE, X (6) »H
B DKM ENT A=K Oy DAITHAFT S, 512, BHHNEROBEHESGD L
D3 BIEDNAE— U go BAELRY, 185 A —ZOWFIFI 5NBF— & Nojp H
AN—=AZ5. DEICAVONDE T —RPDRLRoTULED Z2h s, HERKEN



(a)

(*o) (*o)
N
(1) ——00-(%

1 (a) GBN o#l; (b) Naive Bayes; (¢) TAN O4i; (d) ANB D4

BB BB RN £ 5 [22)23). C OIS T 5 BNC » LT, HilZE
DR TOHMALE % TI2FS, JHLBEIMNLTH 5 LIKE T % Naive Bayes[24] (X
1 (b)), HNEBDP R TOHPER % 7 I2Hb, HIHLBECAELEZ &5 LREL
Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN) [1] (K1 (¢)) ZREPREINTWS., REEZFE
A7 & L7 TAN O%BE S ARME THETE 5 2 L AR5 T S [1[25). %7,
Naive BayBayes *® TAN % —f#ft U7z, KO XRBEITOEVWETIN & LT, HWNEK» &
TOMPLER 2 FIZFRDZ L DARET % Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) [1] (X 1
(d) PRsnTND
JIARE % B KIZT 5 BNC B RZHORFHEREZ ET VLU ERETVTH SN,

MHE A G e U HNERDORMEN EREZET MET 2HWAET VDIZS D, il
WA BREENE W Z EARE I N TV [4]3]. LA2L, @ilET e L To BNC
PEKET IV E LTO BNC &9 & EWARREZE 5 NSRS HERISR SN T VR



W, F7z, HREBRIZBWT, £RETILE LTO BNC FHEBEFEHTELIZE121D 5
THEMFEHEZHNT WS, I T, Sugahara & [6] I ML TEEF#E L7z BNC %, #
HETND BNC LD BERETNVODEFEMEVE FRS VW & 2R L. L
U, ik L7z &S IZEKET VD BNC IFHWEZB» B %22 < RofiiEz 78 L 5E,
F—RARRIZE O DERENZELUEFLTLES. ZOMERZMRT LD, 5132
NETHIET N L LTHFHONTEZ ANB 2ERET NV E L THEFSET 5 FEERE
U7z, fERIE, REFERT XD RVWEAETOILE L AHMELZBL LN TE,
HWAET VD BNC K W ARICHBRENEWI & 2R U, ULrL, BEPEIEETE
BMOFENBRTH Y, BHENPL VT —XICH U THWS Z 2 TER.

Z Z TR TIE, BNC OKBIBHIE S EHEEZRET 5.

4 HRR—AEBREEFEE
4.1 Bayes factor W HIHR— A EBREE

HEETFTNVDETIE, FEEZ KIEIZHRTE DHHR—A7 Ta—F LN 5
WEHEBRENRBEINTELZ, 207 70 —FO0EANZTILIT) ZALIFUTOLEED T
)

(1) L s 7 &2EKT 5.

(2) (1) THEEE NN ST 7128 USEHA EMZME (Conditional Indepen-
dence test: CITA M) 2L 0Ty YV%HIRT 5.

(3) (2) THELNIENZ T 7IIRHLTAHY TV TF— 3 vb—)b [15] & W T AN
FE1T5.

— iz, FIRIR—27 Tu—FOFEEKEEIZ CI 7 A NOEEITERFL, FEEE XYY
2895 CL 5 A b OEEUKAFT 5.

HRR—AT7 Fu—F & LT, PC7IITYXLAL[16], MMHC 7L 3V XA [17], RAI
T XL (18] BREINTEZ. L2L, ThedT7LIY XLTIE 2 RE, G?
ME, &M EMEHEREREZ CI T A MIAWS 2O, @nE—BEx2Rz20. —4



(2) (b)

2 (a)EETIVGr; (b)) BELET L Go

T, Steck 5%, M WE - HAZLTET NVOREULEDEIZ & % Bayes factor & W
7k —BMEEAE TS CI T A MERELZ [26]. #lELT, RAVT U2y b T—2D
J=R XY IZBWTX Y IZOoWTH/ —Ro@#H /) — NESZ 22 L2 ED
WBRETNE G, MY ETILE Gy 2L, TNFNX 2D (a), (b) IZRT. ZD&
& @ Bayes factor Z BF(X,Y | Z) £ 45 &, x# Bayes factor i,

P(D ‘ Gl,a)

log BF(X,Y | Z) = log PO [ Coa) (7)

LRINd. 22T, P(ID|Gy1,a), P(D| Gy, ) iZX (5) @ BDeu #H\»%. Bayes
factor ZfA\W7= CI 7 A F Tl&, X% Bayes factor 2% 0 LA LG D> THEJE, ST 2 HIlr 3
5. ULHLU, Steck HIEINERATYT U ay MY =7 FZHITHNTWZR,

Z 2T, #HUS X Bayes factor % i\ 7z CI 7 & b DSIRL IZ B O S & T M 2 4
ETxB I L ERLE 2719,

EIE 41 T—ZBN - 0Dl E,
(1) BEOMENZ 25 L LT X &Y PEMEMESHNTRVWE &,
log BF(X,Y | Z) > 0.

(2) EOWENZ E25L LT X &Y BPEREMNESHTIOL E,

log BF(X,Y | Z) < 0.



AEFHIEAELS (2018) [19] 22 L TIEL . & 51T, Bayes factor % f\ 7z CI 7 & b
% RAI 7V TV ZLITHAAA T FIEZREL, WnE—8E2H L DD 1000 28 % A
B KRG E 2 B L 7.

42 HWRMABWZEEZET7ILIY A

AR D & 512, IR —ZADFEEEIZC I F A NORIBUKGFT 2. —BIZC 1T
FNOEEIZZEFHOTE RO BTy V2HIRT 2IEFEHIHTE D, TDEOHIZLLTD
HERME 2 W2 FEMREI N TNV S,

TE 42 G=(V,E)2DAC L, X,YEVT, Y IE X DkFHETE. COLE,
AeV\({X,YIUPa(X,G)UW) & 32, BUFAKD 2.

X1Y |Pa(X,G) (8)
— X1A|Pa(X,G)or ALY | Pa(X,G)

ZIT, WX ODFHTHY, X LY DBREMATE/ —FeXDFHrokd /) —
FEGZRL, Pa(X,G)IE X D GIZBIT2H/ — FEEGEERT. FEHIEAHS (2019)
[20] 22U TIEL . EHL4.2 X0 B D5 _EOSMA EHAIED S T O KA L A
B DFRMAEHIED DL LD DR RFTE S, ThaEfHTEI LT, —ZHD
G EHSIMEN S DR LB =D DM SV RIEET N D MOy VD CL 7 A
FEFIETES. JIEINLCITAMZELELTITS LTIV FEHORMIZT Yy V%
HIFRCE 5. AHOSIIHERBMEIZ L BT v VOHIFRIEZ Bayes factor Z W7z RATI 7L I
DALTHARL Z 2T CL T A MDOEEZAITEL, 2000 ZHFEE O KBRS % B
U7z

ARHSCTIE, AHS [20] OFEZHAWS Z LT, kLD AHEZL BNC &Y
DEH%EHET.

5 RRFE

AT, AHSOTHE ANB ¥BCHES 42 4kE 7T, £5, RAL7ATY X
AOEARMARBEARNTS. &, 757% G=(V,E) ££L, V,EZZhTN G I

10



Algorithm 1 CI test

1: function CI-TEST(n.,Gs, Gez, Gaur, Xo, D)

n.: CI 7 A b DR

Gs=(Vs,Es): A7 57

Gew: 9377 75%4E

Gar = (V,E): 2k 57

Xo: HWZHD / — K

/] ClTFANMZEETY YOHIR
2 for Gex = (Vez, Eez) € Gep do
3 for X € V,\ {Xo}, Y € Vo \ {Xo} do
4: for Z C Pa,(X,G,s) UPa(X,Gez) \ {Y} do
5 if |Z| =n. 72 logBF(X,Y | Z) < 0 then
6 Eoi < Eau \ {Exvy}

/MBI X By Y OHIER

7: TRANSITIVE _CUT(Gs, Gan, X, Y, Z, X0, D)
8: end if

9: end for
10: end for
11: end for
12: for X € Vo \ {Xo}, Y € V. \ {Xo} do
13: for Z C Pa,(X,G,) UPa(X,Gez) \ {Y} do

14: if |Z| =n. 2 logBF(X,Y | Z) <0 then

15: Eau <+ Ean \ {Exv}, Es <+ Es \ {Exv}

MBI X BTy DO

16: TRANSITIVE_CUT(Gs, Gau, X, Y, Z, Xo,D)
17: end if

18: end for

19: end for
20: return (G, Gau)

21: end function

> Exy: XY [oTyY

HEND ) — F#EE, Ty VESEET. 22T, GREATY Y LBAT Y Uk P
SrFB. £, Gup= (Ver,Eep) % RAI TV TU ZAIE > THHENEIEDZ T 7

95,

11



Algorithm 2 Edge cutting with transitivity
1: function TRANSITIVE_CUT(Gs,G, X,Y,Z, Xo,D)
Gs = (Vs,Es): AT 57
G = (V,E): k57
X,)Y,Z: X1Y |Z ¥ %55/ —R XY £/ —RELZ
Xo: HHZHD 7 —F

2 A+ Adj(X,G)NAdj(Y,G) \ (Ch(X,G)NCh(Y,G)UZU{Xo})
3 for Ae A do

4 if logBF(X,A|Z) <0 then

5 E. + E;\{Eay},E<~ E\{Eay}

6: else

7 E<+ E\{Exa} > Exa: XABDOT Y Y
8 end if

9 if logBF(A,Y | Z) < 0 then

10: if Ac Vo 22 Y € V; then

11: E;, < E;\{Eav},E<+ E\ {Fav}

12: else

13: E«+ E\{Eav}

14: end if

15: end if

16: end for
17: return (G, G)

18: end function

(1) eI TT Gue ET—2 D %2 ANT 5.

(2) HEXED CI T AMIBEWT logBF(X,Y | Z) 2720 X, YV HEMAN & sz &
EINnseE, XY HOoTy VEHIRT 5. £72, 1IRBBEDOCITAMILBT Y
YVOHIROERE, MBI Ty YOIRE T S.

3) 2 chEoNAETITIZHLTAV T Y TF—Ya vb—)VEEH L THRMT %
175.

(4) HIAM T DFERDP S 2T 7 Gop ITHENT 5.

(5) &P 7 7 THFHIZ RAL ZIFOHS.

12



ANB ZHWZEBD B %2 F7-7, 2 TOHRPLEE FIC/HO>METH 5. Eido7 v d
) X A2 ANB 22T 572 FIE (1) OMZ 572, FIE (2) © C1 572 MZEH
2MMZ5Z27T, RAL7VI) XL%HA W ABN BiEER2EH TS, 22T, HWE
BD/)— RNz Xg TNAND ) — R EHWERD /) — & 5.

ETFIE (1) BT, FIHTF 7 %2R T T T Gy TIEIRL, Gue ITHLT, H
R Xo o R THIAZBIZIMIT Ty YO HAMNIT 2175, DE 0, HRNEKD o
HEBANORRT Y Y HHERMOMH Ty V2 HERDER2T I 72T 772 L
THW3.

PRITFNE (2) 12BWT, HNEAREHERZER T 2Ty VW CL 7 X~ THIBR
Nk ST, CI7AORPFIZHIHZMA 5. Algorithml (2 RAI 7L TV X
LIZB % Bayes factor # W72 CI 7 A MD#FMEZRST. 22T, ANNWTI7%
G = (Vs,Eg) 2EDT. Adj(X,0) 13777 GizBFs ./ —F X OB — NES
#%£L, Ch(X,Q) X777 GIzBl35/ —RXDF/—RELEE2ET. ZoL ¥,
Pa,(X,G) & Adj(X,G)\ Ch(X,G) &L, Pa(X,G) &7 77 GIZfFZlET 5/ — K
X OB/ —FEEEKRT. 72, Pa(X,G) 377 7£E6 G IZBWVWT UgegPa(X, G)
ZXRT. BB CL test ZANIT T 7D/ —FEE VL ITHL, FRED CITAMIEW
TlogBF(X,Y |Z) <0 &% X, Y PEMEMNEMr e HEINE L E, XY BOTy
VEHIRT 5. ANB F#ETIIHMARE SHHABILTHERINTWS D, CITA
DOHIFAN S Xy MO RS Bf7HE 1247H). 72, CITA MDD X2y VHIROE
#% (T47HE 16 47H) IZB% TRANSITIVE_CUT ZIFOHT. 22 Cik#EBMHIc k3
Ty YVOHIREFTS . Algorithm2 (2§l 223 . B% TRANSITIVE _CUT Tid CI 7
AN THE UM S s s B L Db ez ) — RES A TR LT CL T
AbETOIMN, TITH/ —FEGADPSHNERD ) —F Xo 2l RLS. THhood
BHEEMADZELTRAITNVIY XALIIH N2 F 712 ANB %387

13



6 M=
6.1 EERFIR

ARETE, REFEOABMEZ R 7201217 o FHH BRI OWTE~RS. UCL YK
VR F e aR— 2 28] B, F IR S A LEKD A E 2 13 (O F — 2 & L
T, PERFIETHEHE U BNC LIREFIETHFE L7 BNC O ERE 2 KL 72. 7z,
deCampos 5 [29] IZfE\W, FET—RIZEENHEET —X1E, TOHRMEZXT D &L
T2H%ELBHTITVT—RIEHMUTZ. FET—RERBMEZEERNEDEH V.

% 1 %Eﬁc:ﬁﬁb\f:?g?\—ﬁ

H 25

FET—X PEIEEE OREE T2
1 Connect-4 42 3 67557
2 dota2 116 2 102944
3 Epileptic Seizure 178 5 11500
4  Flowmeters D 43 4 180
5  kr-vs-kp 36 2 3196
6 madelon 500 2 2000
7  mfeat-fac 218 10 2000
8  MicroMass 1300 10 360
9  movement libras 90 15 360
10  Muskl 166 2 478
11 Musk2 166 2 6598
12 Parkinson’s Disease 754 2 756
13 semeion 256 10 1600

H TR 2 IRIZ R T

o Naive Bayes

14



o TAN: NBOLE 2 &b d 5 TAN 273
e RAI-GBN: RAI 7 VIV XL % HWT GBN %%
e RAILANB: RAI 7 V3 X% HAWT ANB %%

ﬂr:’_lg

2 BTN XD IR BIRIER T 70 —F 2 AW HEEFE I+ — NOFEEVEKAT
BB 7= DB E D SR L 7.

® 2 IRETIREHCRTIRO D HIRGE O

Naive RAI- RAI-

Bayes TAN GBN ANB
1 Connect-4 0.7213 0.7643 0.7337 0.7928
2 dota2 0.5981 0.5810 0.5442  0.5957
3  Epileptic Seizure 0.2344 0.3650 0.1887 0.4044
4  Flowmeters D 0.8389 0.8389 0.6778  0.8278
5  kr-vs-kp 0.8774 0.9240 0.9406 0.9468
2 6 madelon 0.5905 0.5270 0.6215 0.5820
{;‘ 7 mfeat-fac 0.3520 0.4590 0.2630 0.4610
18 MicroMass 0.9472  0.9472  0.7361 0.9500
9  movement libras 0.5028 0.5389 0.2278 0.5583
10 Muskl 0.6517 0.7566  0.6744 0.7965
11 Musk?2 0.7445 0.8406 0.8821 0.9627
12 Parkinson’s Disease 0.7182 0.7898 0.7672 0.8108
13 semeion 0.8550 0.8719 0.4557 0.8745
S 0.6640 0.6789 0.6064 0.7356

p fH 0.0044  0.0038 0.0015 -

A& TlE, RAILANB 225 F7k e 9%, TAN & Friedman & [1] OFik%E AW THEE
IZEE U7z, RAL-GBN 3AHS [20] OFEEHWTEHE L. %7, Bayes factor 12
B35 ESS=1.0& U7 [30][31] . £7=, MHrOZLMEEZRT 720D, & BNC DG
HEDFITH U T 10 pRIZEMGEZ T 572, &FEET — XITBEWTRRO 2 EREEITK

15



FORUZ, gHIIBWT, #EMEIIX (1) 2w, EFEE e FERIZESS=1.0&U
7. RIUWZET— XLy MTAT 28 FHEOAEREZ L. BREFEOEREEZRT
72, BFIRODERE TN U Hommel 7% [32][33] Z HWTEZEMEZIT\, plEzk 1
Dix FEBIZ#HE 7=,

6.2 FEREEE

*K2OMEFRERELY, BEFIEIL, EEFIETH S Naive Bayes, TAN X b EHEK
0.0 DL L THRICHEBENE P o 72, IBETFIEIE, TAN % Naive Bayes £ 0 b,
TR HEEE L B2 2 LN TEDD, DAVEMLRT — 2T L ThElaigiEz 8 L
TWaeFEZoNS.

WIZ, REFHEE RALGBN ZHigd 5. #EFIEIE RALGBN & 0 £ HGRK% 0.05
DE & THBIZDEREENE D> 7. £72, RALGBN 3ERTIE L AT H 0k LA
BN WSHFERBFOoNZ., K3 IXRALGBN 284252 e cREonHMEDT Y Y
B, BINZEBOBREREE T2, <~ Vva775 vy~ (MB) OEHERLTWS.
K3 LD, BLALDT—RIIHUTHERNL L, FEBDPDRVEEEEZEZE LTV
Zenohrb. £7z, MB OBPEHHZEIIF L TETE/RINVWI NS, IFEAED
MUZEDEHWEROHEIZEESE L TWaWZ b h b, £/, 7%, 8%, 9%, 13
FBD & S HMEROREN S VT — R 2 HW25E, MFEL R TEHEL L HEREED
KW, ZOZEns, T—REPAR+RTHLI25E, BEMBERT 7o—F0 L & LFEk
WHBREENE L KL RB I ehbh s, TN UIRETFIEIE, HNEHPE2TOHN
B TICRiD 720, R TOMMEEBD HNEBO M FIZHF S L TW5, £z, HWZE
BOBERZ R 20\ 2D, NIA—REBHA SN, T—RXARPEHNEINE., Zho
DMHE» S NFHEPREVEENFEHTELLEAIAONS.

e LT, 6 FDT— X1k RAI-GBN O FREEN—FEm\». 2 500 1253 LT
T — ZEE 2000 UH 2. 2l 23 b 59 RAI-GBN O3 HREE N & WEHR & L
T, BHWEROHEIZFH 5T 2HUEROBMERL TS eFEZ5N5. RAI-GBN B
ADFET TR TOHALBPHNEBOMEIZHFE L TWS. LirL, ZORENBE
DT =Y TEFELLIERSRV. DF 0, HWEROBIZERLRWIIIHER? 2
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FREZIKFEIEIRACZR>TWAHREEDN D 5.

# 3 RAI-GBN O#faI I

FE T — Ty VM TN BZH MB
1 Connect-4 92.6 8.4 1.7 17.7
2 dota2 151.6 0 3.0 3.0
3  Epileptic Seizure 325.1 0 0 0.0
4  Flowmeters D 63.6 0 3.7 3.7
5  kr-vs-kp 249.4 0 5.1 5.1
6  madelon 249.4 0.1 2.6 3.0
7  mfeat-fac 630.7 0 3.5 3.5
8  MicroMass 2892.4 0 7.0 7.0
9 movement libras 109.7 0 2.4 24
10  Muskl 413.2 0 2.0 2.0
11 Musk2 946.9 0 6.1 6.1
12 Parkinson’s Disease  1475.6 0 24 24
13 semeion 820.1 0 4.0 4.0

P EDOEBRFERIFIRO IS ITEEDENS.

(1) BETHILREROME L L D b KL BNC 238 T 2.
(2) $RETFIE IS FIB O REEF B A A 26D BNC & D b R AE I B
(3) REFEEME LT — READ 7 VB & 2 LT\ A IR %19 5.

7 Lo

KX TlX, KHSDFHEA2 ANB ZHIZHEIE S Z 2T, k& b KM BNC
AT PFRHERIERE L. EBROLGER, RAI7Z7NVIY XA LZ2HWT GBN 2%EH L 7215
&, HNZEOBMER NS, FEBBRDRWHE 228 T 5008 BEMENZ & A3
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Dot —J, HIEIZ ANB 20E U REFIRIE LAl OMEZ2 Wk 5720, T
EEHANTHRIZEWOEBEDIG S N,
SHROFEL LT, HNER LMK D SHAERERRT 2 & 5 REBENFIED

EEREITD.
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