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1 FANE

RAVT v Ay FT—20%, BEEERERE ) — e L, /7 — FEDKFRGR %2 IFEER
HIm 277 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) TERBEL 2R 7 7 4 hNVET LD —
DTH5. ZOETNEIDAG ZIHET 5 LT, FRERNMER, —FOB, — V&
BEE & LSRN EHER AT A -2 ORI ET 5.

NAYTVAY T =237 =200 DAG HEZMET 24 ERH Y, ZOMEE~
AT VA Y T =7 ORREEE LR fEEE BN T, MEDO TRt E T 2R T
FEAaTHH 5. &TOBMMMBED» b, FER T 2REICT 2MELERT 5237
R=RT T —=F0%, AT VAy 7 —7 OWEFE k> biTbh T &7z, —fik
ICFEERaT LT, WExiiG e LB T — 20U LEZ 5. LK E%
T A—ZDHEFSMICT 4 ) 7L amizfEST 2 L, B TRIT ZLhnTE 3.

RAVT v Ay b7 —=2BWT, %20/ —F2HIEKL L, Zofto /) —
FafiHZB L LA T v Ay + 7 — 27 0Hds (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC)
X, HERERE RS pEER L LTHIL LT B (Friedman et al. 1997). &AL %2 H v
THFELENACT v Ay P T =213, REROFARHERZEKETLE L TETALL
7ebDTHY, BNC & L THW %256 General Bayesian Network(GBN) &5, BNC
DFEEIT BT Friedman et al. (1997) &, SR ZTG & L7 HER DO SN 2L
ExmKbT 28AleT A8, ERETALTH S GBN I LoBEEAE 25 WG
LTw3,

LA L, RRAREREGLE B2 A L CE Y, HE S 2B XN ic EofhEic X
KT 57-0, @AlET LV ERTHERBERRVIZT TH 5. Friedman et al. (1997) O
WS ICHT L, Sugahara et al. (2018) 2317 - 7z GBN & #8Jll € 7 v 0 7 JKE B o Hei 5255
T, P IAMBDL T =2y b CREVIEEZ AW THEE L7z GBN 250 E 7 v
EHARDEREE DR @ o e =TT, BV TARDBD BT =22y b CRAOBRELD
LT 2 L v R HE TN T3, Sugahara et al. (2018) 134 v 703D 715
&, GBN 0 HINZEEDB RO BIERA % 725 L HINEB DN T X — ZHEEDBARLIE & 75
5720, REREPSILLTLEI LML TS, TNEBIRT 2791, Sugahara
DI HINEE A 2 COFHER % FIcFi> X 5 &ifil#) % £f - 72 Augmented naive Bayes
classifier(ANB) DJi# % E % 2% L T\» % (Sugahara et al. 2018). 7z, JAIALAEIC X
% REEHEE (X WO IC EORGE IR T 228, Y TAEHRD T — Xy ML T
IHEE SN HEE D HRIERIME b, DHRELE > TLE S LT 5.



—77, — OO OREDRRIMERIMR G E, T AT T LI XY R
WM ETE 252 AL TV S (Chickering and Heckerman 2000). 7272 L, €7 \F
% BNCIczo AT 2L, ¥HT — 20052 b 22 COBEMEGEIC O WG
BLAFRIEN T w70, BERICEHEREEE L 7 2. - O R 2 k3 2 5efT
Wgee LC, ¥ERaT7aREREIC K HofEZ#RL, fonz KfloEoxT
WP %AT 9 k-best (K315 CTw» % (Tian et al. 2012, Chen and Tian 2014). L 4L
BHD, ZOFETIIHUEOEWEEZERNLTCLE S 20, HonkEceET vV
%47 CHHERRBE oM EARESINTLE . 22T, AGCTREML WG 2 35
bFWIc, T vy ik (HETHIT) I &Y BEEEE L 2RO MiEIC 0w TE S
WP %179 BNC 24255 5.

YRV PY - T2 R=2%MH LR, 7Ty v 7rikE v Tk,

1. REIBE 7 —&2Cit, AET AV TH 2 GBN L & bicfhFiEL Y 0BRBERE .

2. BT — 2 TlE, GBN, ANB, fthe 7 WV PHEFE & R b BB .

3. BNC ©& 7 AP TIE, v b 5 EE D SR D B DU 23K 75 28 93 FERG B 28
i =35,

TexkmLi, F IHETHRODRVABEBEZRL CWAERET L E L TO ANB
W&o EFEE HELTH, GBN OEF A PERSEREERE L o7, ANB
ERRELEET ALY TR, GBN O FA Y L TGS DREIC & o CREER 2
FUILCTLE W, fiRe LTaBEom ERREIN TV,

IoiC, BRI OIRELZT VI v 7TAED k-best I 25608 k.
ZEEZC, AR CEILICT vy IMEIc kY ToT— 2253434, 2hzth
DT — R k-best FEZHEHALTT x K{HOMEZREL, TNODETAVEEITH T
VY VTN k-best FEERRET L. EBRICXY, ZOFERF Y IABBII VT -4
TILIHBERBEZUEL, 77— 2BEICBEDL L T3l E 7V, GBN &HE~FRICHH
WENEL RS ERRLT.



2 RATTFT vy N —7 & D5EES
21 RATToxy bT—72

RAVT VA Y b7 =203, BEBIEELR % 7 —F L LT, /7 — FRIOKEFEE % IENE
BAmM 27 7 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) TKHL, %/ —Fofl/ — FVES%ZFT
o UL EHRTRINDIMERN S 7 74 hvETATH S, 5, N+ 1 HDHE
HUOREREREEA { Xy, X1, s XN} IEDOWT, BEBX, 1T r, MOREES {1,...,r,;}
Po—oDfEEk B L, BHX, Mk EL3LE X, —k LB, COLE, KL
MX, OBEBEARZ I, L L&D, RAVT VA b7 -2 OffREE G itk
B FRREE AT p(X g, ooy Xy | G) KD & 5 10H 1T 5.

N

p(Xo, -, Xn | G) = Hp(Xz- | 11, G) (2.1)

RAVT VA PT =237 =250 DAG HEAHEET 248235 Y, Z OfMEIZ~A
VT VAy N =7 ORGEEELIENS. S, FET XL LTHY I B n DT —
2 D=(x', ..., 2") BEIbND LT D, BERESI B jEHOAZ—VvE Lo
LE(II; =5 &R, X, =k b2k EMRp( X, =k |II; = j,G) Z/RT X
TR H Oy EF B, RAVT YAy b T — 7 OMEEECHE, CONTA—X 0,
OHEEM L U<, WFFEBERMEEM (Expected a Posteriori: EAP) 2 d X < HWw b
N5, FHiDMELTT 49 7L 0% ET L, EAP [ZRXD@ Y L 7% % (Buntine

1991).
S~ Qi Ty

ijk = (2.2)

Qi j +nij

ZIT, ngy BERX, OB —VEBEE I, v jEHO N2 —vZE ), X, =kt
ol EOMEERL, nyy =37 Ny THB, ?“ﬂ%ﬁ(néin:Zji:lnij,(i:
0,0, N) 2785, 72, aup BT 4V ZLHCET B4 N—NF =2 T, a,, =
Do Qi THB, NAYT YA P OE G ET AP OERET AL LT
FEI -0, FiiimEr oRERFERAIT 2ROMEZERT A3 T -
T7a—=FBMER» OITONTE ., —RICZDFERa T LJHAREIrH L
TEh, RAVT YAy P T =7 DM EHERST A —2ERE O = {0}, (1 =

ijk



ZIRET 5.

welc 1111 H( 1) U o (2.3)

1=0 5=1 (Uk

ZoLE, g G oALEEIRATRING.

D | G H H a —|— n, ﬁ Z]k ! nljk) (24)

1=0 5= 'ij)

Heckerman ® Heckerman et al. (1995) 13, —2ohEs~va 7Effich i, znd
DT X — RAIRHER AR LR — TR T NE R SR & v ) REFHFEEZ, 4T 7 v
Ay 7 =7 FEIEAL, COREFMICFELRNT A ) 7 LAROREKMEE LTRX
DANANR=NG = ZPRFEINT WD

Z Z°T, a i Equivalent Sample Size(ESS) & W41 2 FHRTAIGRD H A %R 38T — X
Thb. Eiz, GM F—FBEACET 24 v P T -/ HBETH Y, X OWE G 2T
5L LTESS % oy, IC/BLS 5. 2 @ 23713 Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent(BDe) &
FEEN T\ 5. & 51, Buntine (1991) (X ESS 257 X = 28T L 72 a4y, = a/(7;;)
ELARITEREL TS, ZDORaTId BDe OFkR L A3 2 & TE, Bayesian
Dirichlet equivalent uniform(BDeu) & Fi¥#1 5. Heckerman et al. (1995) % Ueno (2011,
2010) DHFEIC L NIT, =P HATHGEZ F772 2 W56, EIEHRFRTN Z 72 BDeu
EHV2O0EE L e LTwa, FAIRER#ENE—SEzH L Cws720, FHALEZ
F TS 2 HEE 37 AUEINAR ICEORLE IR T 5. bbb, MEFEHICEWTHED
HfER A R SRS & HE0E L 72 WIS I I ERA L E R R LI & 2 S5 RIEH ICER TS 5.

137&~277D~%Kl5%ﬁ?%ﬁ,%%T%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁb%ﬁ%ﬁ
Hn3 5 NP WERE T H 5 (Chickering 1996). £ Y % K DL %ZW > -0 DTjiEL LT
FEBEHEE W e FEMREINTE Y, m%ﬁ&ﬁ@ HHAHETH % (Bartlett
and Cussens 2013). % 7z, 4 Tl Bayes factor # W72 HFELRREI L TE D,
ST EEE 2Dy Y IC X 5T, TEEUED A Y 7 — 27 OWE A E B E
I T3 (Natori et al. 2015, 2017, ZHUHIH et al. 2018).

22 NATDTvxy NT—09DFEzR

RAPT VA VI =2DH2%—2D ) — VR HNER, ZOMoZHERHERE L
7eRA YT v Ay b — 275 5EE (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) 1%, BESUZ#%
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o nHdE e LCHIbN T2 (Friedman et al. 1997). 4, HRZEHZ X,, #HLK
% Xy,..,X, LT25BNCG %525, 2oL, HEETIT—2& L THALKIC
ST 57— 2%y TAB @ = (2y,..,2,) BE5Z6N5 LT 5L, ANZEROHEEE
CIERTRKDBLNTE D,

¢ = argmax p(c|x, Q)
ce{l,...,mq}

_ argmax 221G
ceil,ry) P@|G)

= argmax p(c,x | Q)
Ce{la'“),r.o}
mn

q; T
= argmax H H H(Qijk)lijk

ce{l,..,m0} i=0 j=1 k=1

do 0
= argmax [H H(@Ojk)lijk

cefl,,mo} | j=1 k=1
q; T
< L TTTT0u0" 26)
ZZT, 1,

R B TL B BT X, =k O I, =jTHBEE 1 RLD, ZOfl
TIXO%RL2EHTHE. £/, CIEHWER X, 0OTEREATDH 5.

—gic, BERALEZHAWCYEEI NS BNC i3, 2B OFRKERLERKET L E LT
E7MULL7Zd DTHY, General Bayesian Network(GBN) &IEiEi 5, L2 L7add b,
A D Y GBN O#dE A HE (3 NP WEERE T H % (Chickering 1996) 72, HED K %
VA Y b= O¥BICIIEAAEMEET 5. CAICHL BNC & LTI, <4 YT v
Fy b7 =7 DTETACTH Y, HHEEE OLELHE L Naive Bayes(Maron and Kuhns
1960, Minsky 1961) 23HI 5 41T\ 5. Naive Bayes |3 2atHER B HINEB O » % Bl L
LCRo&EE > T3, X 51T, Naive Bayes D& TR IHZEE O HES 235 fE ©
a7z, TxEREL 7z Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes(TAN)(Friedman et al. 1997)
PRREIN TS, TAN I, EFHARBSHWEBZBICR D, SRR oG 2
LB ERUELMETH Y, LIHARMCHEHEETE 5. £72, Friedman et al.
(1997) 12 BNC O fEEE R D 7= DI IZARETld 7R <, SR zG & L2HI
BROFMMNELELERRNMT 2RXAaT2HERETHELETRLE ZoRaTE
LT, ARG & L7 HIVARR O S 2 WBOLEE (Conditional Log Likelihood:
CLL) ZRELTWw3., ZDX5nRaTemANLT2ETAZHBIET VEMESR L
2>L, CLL 1353 ERIRECld 72\ 728, CLL Ziifl3 2 FEB WL D0 REINT w5,



Grossman and Domingos (2004) 1%, #&EO#ER %L LT hill-climbing 743 ) X 4
w2 LT, ERIIC CLL 2 A3 2 FiExREL T3, 7, Carvalho et al.
(2013) 1, CLL 227 2D b D & 4rfEnlfE L 72 5 X 9 1Tl L 72 aCLL(approximate
Conditional Log Likelihood) 2 27 ##2%< L, TAN O¥FHICHWTWw2, #jlE7vic
DWW, Friedman et al. (1997) IC X 2 HfEERIC BT, #lET A3 ERET LT
H25 GBN L@ HEErH 2 LEINT W3,

L2 L, GBN o rHO¥ER a7 & LCALLEZ W54, CofRITHER
TH 5. FHAREZEHE-BMEE2HE LT3 720, FRELEZHOTHEE S5 I
WHEHIC EORGE IR T 5. KR E LT, v TAEHB T IcKE » e Zicid GBN 28
WAlET XD S BERESR W EHEH X 5. Friedman et al. (1997) O¥REICHTL,
Sugahara et al. (2018) 28T - 7z GBN & il 7 v D /3 K o kR <k, +v 7
NMED % T — 22y b TIREAEEZ A C#E L7z GBN 235051 7 v & e~k
WEREL holz—/T, ¥V INBHE P RT =Xty b CROBERKELLHT 2L
W) FERDBE TN T B, Sugahara HIZFEE T — X2 0F v IABREY WS, P
T—EBRAN—ZTHY, fERE L TGBN O HWERB R OBER N L hoTwE )
2L TH(2.6) D Oy, PHEEDAKIE L 2570, FRHEFIHILLTLE) LML
TWwb, Zoad 5, Sugahara b1 HIZEROBLRBHEL v X 5 b %7z
3 Augmented naive Bayes Classifier(ANB) D% #H % 2% L T\ % (Sugahara et al.
2018).

2.3 Augmented naive Bayes Classifier

ANB (3% FHZE 800 H N Z R 2 R o il 2 18> BNC TH 5. Sugahara b 2342
LLIMEAETFEL @7 re LCo¥BE IR, £HETALTHZ GBN O
#EIC ANBEZHIF & L CTH 272 FETH 5 (Sugahara et al. 2018). EfRRYIC I,
Silander and Myllymaki (2006) DO BHHIFHEE % 72 GBN OEEFE T v T Y X LD
fffiEE & LC ANBHED A Z 2. 4, 2 ToO ANBEEOBRMEEESZ Gans
DOEBRRAITERRNICT 2MHE G 2R T L. oL WMEGoEERaT%:



Score(@), SHAZESESGLY X, ¢32L, XKXDXSICL TG 2k 3.

G* = argmax Score(QG)

GeGane
= argmax < Score(G(I1,)) + Z Score(G,(I1;))
GeGans X, eX

1
= argmax Z Score(G,(II;))
GEJanp i:X,eX

= argmax Score 4, ng(G) (2.7)
GeGanp

T, G(II) & X,;, II, 27— VG, II, DFZEE»S X, CH»> Ty VELy
VEALLZDAG THY, Score(G,(I1,)) v —AhrzaT LiEns.

Sugahara et al. (2018) | ANB DE#FEIC X o TR b7z ANB ZfnwC, v 7
B DT =25t L TCONBREOUEZ R L > TRLTws, LaLl, 37
NBBY T — 2B THHERER AT 2 HEIE, FURERRIC X o> THEE X
n6$ﬂ%TW@%m®$&ﬁ¢#ﬁ<,E@%m&ik%<%&é:k#$gﬁﬁa
ZRIEH L, —o—oDEEORRERIMEGEICTHHEREE 2R LTE 227 T
BBEHTHEEBHMbNTWS (Chickering and Heckerman 2000). AW TlE,
Y INBY T — 2 05RO A L, BNC DT AV FEEHv5 2 & Ty
R UG 21T ).



3 BNCoOETILFG

ATV Fy PT=21CBF3ETAVEETIE, B0 32 TOBRMEEICOWT
I EFTS . AR T2 E BNC ICB T 2 HIVEBOHEGICH V5. 4, % Ok
EDEA%E G, Gabnd¥ET—42 D325, £TAFEHERX (26) ICEAT S L,
INTZTNOBHMHEE G e G, p(G) B—HRTHLIEERELT, XDkHice
MEET 5.

R p(G| D)
¢ = argmax p(c|x, D)
ce{l,..,m0} Geg ZG/€9 p(G/ ‘ D)
= argmax Z (D | G)p(c|x,D) (3.1)

Ce{la 77‘0} Geg

L2 L, X (3.1) ickT s G ofEEIE, FEHT — X OZEHEUCH L CEfasmyic g
579, FFERREAHEZN IRy, Z OFtRNEEEZEE T 2Tt e LT, FEX
= 775>ﬂ*f_‘1f; lgic K fHoEz &L, Bonk KolEicowTeET V%17
k-best IEDSHI 5 LT % (Tian et al. 2012, Chen and Tian 2014).

3.1 k-best ZEZRW/-F &

Tian et al. (2012) i€ X > TIREIN TV 3 k-best i£lE, EFAFEHICHWTEHET 2
BEOHMEZIRET 27201, FHARaT72HAWTRERIEIC K HofhsE &R+ 3 Fik
TH 5. k-best ETIE, ROFIET K {HoREZ1EIRT 5.

1. Zxo6Nn22TCD G (1) Da—Aar2xaT Score(G,(I1,)) %5HT 5.

2. B X, oW TH — FEfic(C € X\{X,}) ziGe Lz, B K
i O FEH ) — FEGZERT 5.

3. 2aT7 BN KHORAST v Ay P 7 =2 %HEET 5,

COFEEMCTEET -2 DIicH L KHOMEZERL, FohERoEICHL
X (3.1) THWEKOHEEZ1TS. F72, Chen and Tian (2014) O 2 a 7 235fi &
o> TLE S DAG 2T, KHOHEZERT 2 X 5ICL72ED k-best iIEZKR L
7o FiE (MU, k-bestEC &FEE) S w2, k-bestEC 138 H O k-best & t~T, 3 (3.1)
D p(D | G) &G G Ic oW TEMAFEELRPNE 7, KVSKRERDZ LML
nTtws

10



L2 L, k-bestEC TXZADHUUL/-HEZEIRLTCLTIVAL T, Fo/-HETE
TN AT > CTHHEGRFEE DM EXRER L > T LT S R[EEM RS 5. £ 2T, AKff
TCREONAFERIVREETZ L5CT vy IERH T ERIRET 3,

32 FTyHrTIEAEFAWEEEL

T Y TOVRIEIE CRE E 70 OO IO W T Z T ) TR TH 5.
WL OO OREIC L VITON S FHlIX, %< DEATROENTZE DRI
LTI BIEL WV E W) Z & ARERIICR TN T % (Hansen and Salamon 1990).
%, b EDYET A oEBOFET -2 EKL, ZTNZNICO W THEYSE 21T
ZexFZDL., RKifFFETIE, dLoFET -2 6IETEEZTOH LS 7T — 2 24K
T5ZLRBEIEEYIRL, HBOYET -2 %255 EEHV5. ZoljETRLNLE
THOEET—2Z2zhZnicxt L, Silander and Myllyméki (2006) o By 5 1%L 2 v
RS EE R, FET 2% Dy,...,Dp b L, TNZNEMEFHL UEONH
Ex Gy, Gp &3, X (31) X W XRXCHWEEE ¢ 2HET 5.

T
¢ = argmax ZP(Dt | Gy)p(c |z, Dy) (3.2)

ce{l,...,mo} t=1
COFERT -2 2EBERT 2 28T, —0DF—RICHNT 2@ EBRGE, v
HMOY B NEET -2 ST 2000 03bh 5, $72, Boh2EBOMEZNZNHE
T2 LB ETEbest kLD EHICK (32) @ p(D, | G) B&fkL 2L
HfFCE 5. LA, ZoFik% Ens(GBN) &L,

11



4 FHMmEEER
4.1 EEBHE

UCLYEL Y » T=2_R=2p 5K 1LIRT 31 HOEE T — 22 HT, #iles
LTHSH BNC LAERETLVTH S GBN, Sugahara et al. (2018) DR ¥ E Fik Tl
FE L7 ANB, REFEZECET VP FRONKERZITo 72, b, HEFEEO
PRI fEtfiiiG 2 ANB S & (RE S N IR E 7 AP F RSB ATRETH 5720, ANB &
ET NP FROMAEDEFIED B R E LTNA, ER2ITo77. 22T, 7—4
R—Z I EENZEMERN T — %1% de Campos et al. (2014) & FEkIC, FanBHZEE O H
REZXYIY & LC2flix L 2 AT TY T —xICEfL, REMEOEDL YV 7V IFHLY BR
W7z, 7z, GBN OffidE#E CIdEALLE L LT BDeu 2 27 vy, BDeu iZEJ 2%
NANR=RNG X =R THDLESSa 1.0 L7z ZhiE, a=1.0D¢ 2T —2DFHE
R T 2720 IR TH 2 & v ) EICED < (Ueno 2011, 2010).

AT I 2 FiEz R T,

o WlET NV
— NB: Naive Bayes
— TAN: fEffifiEIc TAN ZfREL, ¥EA a7 & LHAERREZ A7
(Friedman et al. 1997).
— aCLL-TAN: fifiif§idic TAN Z{KEL, ¥E 237 ¢ L TaCLL w7
(Carvalho et al. 2013).
— BNC2P: EEBOmABEBE % 2 L LGz {kREL, ¥EHAXa27 % CLL
& L T hill-climbing 7V 2 ) X L TEBYH L 72 (Grossman and Domingos
2004).
o« GBN: £ 227 & LT BDeu Z T, ERYEFHIE (Silander and Myllymaéki
2006) “CHEREFE L 7-.
o ANB: #2237 & LT BDeu ZH\»T, Sugahara et al. (2018) O %8 Fik
THRHEEE L 7-.
o ET NPT
— kBest(GBN): k-best i (Tian et al. 2012) IZ X v, K = 10 {f O % iR
LCETAMEEET 572,
— kBestEC(GBN): k-bestEC(Chen and Tian 2014) ic X b, K = 10 Dk

12



£ 1. EBCcHWAET—Z% v b

¥ETFT—24 ¥ I
1 lenses 24
2 mux6 64
3 post 87
4  zoo 101
5 Hayes-Roth 132
6 iris 150
7 wine 178
8 glass 214
9 Congressional Voting Records 232
10  heart 270
11 Breast Cancer 277
12 cleve 296
13 liver 345
14  MONK’s Problems 432
15 threeOf9 512
16  Balance Scale 625
17 crx 653
18 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 683
19 Australian 690
20  pima 768
21  Tic-Tac-Toe 958
22 banknote authentication 1372
23 Solar Flare 1389
24 Contraceptive Method Choice 1473
25  Car Evaluation 1728
26 led7 3200
27  shuttle-small 5800
28  Nursery 12960
29 EEG 14980
30 HTRU2 17898
31 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 19020

13



BN CET AV %EIT o 72,

— Ens(GBN): #EH 7 —2D 90% OV A Xicm2 L5 T =107 —%%
TV ELCAERL, Z2nZ ek L GBN s 7E L Ce T VP % (T o 72,

o ANB t =7V VFHOMBEDETFiE

— kBestEC(ANB): k-bestEC(Chen and Tian 2014) Z 272 b O T, fRMilE
I ANB & oz iz, K = 10 o0& :&ERL 27 L ¥E%
1T- 7.

— Ens(ANB): #EHT7—2D 90% OH 4 Xiceb X5 T =107 —%%
7V ELICERKL, ZRENICKH L Sugahara et al. (2018) © ANB @ B %%
HFETANB 2fEEFEH L CET VP %2IT o 72,

REBR T OZ Y2/ RT 201, % BNC OffiE ¥ & IR LT 10 85
EREEET o 72, 10 DEIRERATIR, T—22 100E LN 12272 FF—%, &Y
9ok HT— 2L LCERENEEZE 10 BV IEST. 72T — X OKHHLE T —
ZICRL, #HEEINZHNERDMEAIEL { I NTO3EGEREE L, 10 2EIR =R
FEIC BT B % OV R SRS L L7z,

42 WERLER

K2EFEBNCOZNENDT —Zty MB T 208EBEL ZOFEEEEZRLZD D
THb. IbI, ¥V TIN5 ET bbb T — & 1~15 2/h7 — 28, fth 16 f#l3°7%
HbbT—X16~31 Z KT — 2L DT, TNZNICOVTORERELEOVHEHEDL T L 7.
kB, R2MORFIEIFFAET - X CRODERBENG L 072bDERL TV 2.

¥, ETVEERToLTRLET AR RITO R VERBIET v, GBN, ANB & @
RO ZITS. KT — 2B CORFREEOFEECIEENET v, ANB, REFEL
BLEETVFEFELHATH GBN 2SR @WHIR L B o7, AED X 5 i, GBN
FHNE—E T AL THY, T —2BPKRE L7225 L EDORLEITED W TR A M b
LTWw3Zenbhrd., ZOfHEIE, Sugahara et al. (2018) OffR L b —E 3+ 2. —77
INT =2 FETIE, RIREDO GBN OT vH v 7 AMiRIC X 227 A FHTH 5 Ens(GBN)
DD EOWAEREEZ R L Cw5b,. X512 Ens(GBN) 1% k-best & & T HKE M
BEAM ELTwS, FFICT—2 24 TERELSpEBESA ELTEY, Ty v T
MEIC X B BT NP FREY v IABB VR wT —2icE0nT, AR BNC TH 3L
Zzbib., £/, Ens(ANB) &HEKL T, Ens(GBN) 34 HEEIE W L23b

14



#* 2: % BNC o %

R

#oe 7w k-best % T vy v I | ANBHETF A T V¥V T k-best ik

aCLL- kBest kBestEC Ens kBestEC Ens Ens-kBestEC  Ens-kBestEC
FHF 24 NB TAN TAN  BNC2P | GBN ANB | (GBN) (GBN) (GBN) (ANB)  (ANB) (GBN) (ANB)
1 lenses 0.6250  0.7083  0.7083  0.6042 | 0.8125 0.8750 | 0.8750  0.8333 0.8333 0.6250  0.8750 0.8333 0.6667
2 mux6 0.5469  0.6094  0.5938  0.5313 | 0.4531  0.3125 | 0.3594  0.3594 0.6094 0.5781  0.4063 0.6250 0.6250
3 post 0.6552  0.6322  0.5977  0.6839 | 0.7126 0.7126 | 0.7126 0.7126 0.7126 0.6552  0.7126 0.7126 0.6667
4 z00 0.9901  0.9406  0.9505  0.8218 | 0.9426  0.9604 | 0.9426  0.9505 0.9604 0.9703  0.9604 0.9505 0.9703
5 Hayes-Roth 0.8106  0.6439  0.6742  0.6212 | 0.6136 0.8333 | 0.6136  0.7652 0.6136 0.7955  0.8333 0.7727 0.7879
6 iris 0.7133  0.8267 0.8200  0.7667 | 0.8267 0.8067 | 0.8267 0.8267 0.8267 0.8267  0.8267 0.8267 0.8267
7 wine 09270 09213 0.9157  0.8652 | 0.9438  0.9270 | 0.9494  0.9438 0.9551 0.9270  0.9213 0.9438 0.9270
8 glass 0.5421  0.5467  0.6215  0.5000 | 0.5607  0.5280 | 0.5607  0.5841 0.5701 0.5888  0.5234 0.5748 0.6075
9 Congressional Voting Records | 0.9095  0.9526  0.9224  0.9353 | 0.9612  0.9526 | 0.9612  0.9612 0.9698 0.9569  0.9569 0.9698 0.9526
10 heart 0.8296  0.8333  0.8148  0.7519 | 0.8296 0.8444 | 0.8296  0.8333 0.8407 0.8222  0.8407 0.8370 0.8222
11 Breast Cancer 0.7365 0.7220  0.6968  0.7004 | 0.7076  0.6751 | 0.7076  0.7220 0.7004 0.7148  0.6787 0.7220 0.7112
12 cleve 0.8311  0.8243 0.8446 0.6959 | 0.8074 0.8142 | 0.8074  0.8074 0.8108 0.8209  0.8142 0.8176 0.8277
13 liver 0.6464  0.6609  0.6522  0.6058 | 0.5768  0.6058 | 0.5681  0.6087 0.6174 0.6783  0.6261 0.6232 0.6696
14  MONK’s Problems 0.7500  1.0000 1.0000 0.7824 | 1.0000 1.0000 | 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000  1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
15 threeOf9 0.8008  0.8691  0.8906  0.7090 | 0.8691  0.8672 | 0.9375  0.9277 0.8906 0.8926  0.8789 0.9023 0.8945
INF = 2B (1~15) OFfE | 0.7543 07794 0.7802  0.7050 | 0.7745  0.7810 | 0.7768  0.7891 0.7941 0.7901  0.7903 0.8074 0.7970
16 Balance Scale 0.9168 0.8688  0.8624  0.7440 | 0.9168 0.9168 | 0.8896  0.9040 0.9168 0.8704  0.9168 0.9040 0.8848
17 erx 0.8392  0.8515 0.8453  0.8293 | 0.8392  0.8622 | 0.8392  0.8392 0.8499 0.8392  0.8652 0.8499 0.8453
18  Breast Cancer Wisconsin 0.9766  0.9678  0.9473  0.9407 | 0.9766 0.9766 | 0.9766  0.9736 0.9766 09751  0.9751 0.9736 0.9751
19 Australian 0.8348  0.8290  0.8478  0.8188 | 0.8565  0.8580 | 0.8565  0.8565 0.8464 0.8362  0.8594 0.8464 0.8377
20 pima 0.7057  0.7188  0.7031  0.7018 | 0.7253  0.7188 | 0.7266  0.7292 0.7227 0.7201  0.7161 0.7266 0.7135
21 Tic-Tac-Toe 0.6889  0.7599  0.7192  0.6952 | 0.8549 0.8445 | 0.8539  0.8539 0.8466 0.8518  0.8445 0.8518 0.8455
22 banknote authentication 0.8433  0.8819 0.8761  0.8448 | 0.8812  0.8812 | 0.8812  0.8812 0.8812 0.8812  0.8812 0.8812 0.8812
23 Solar Flare 0.7804  0.7970  0.8200  0.8409 | 0.8431 0.8431 | 0.8431 0.8431 0.8431 0.8236  0.8431 0.8431 0.8265
24 Contraceptive Method Choice | 0.4644  0.4725 04650  0.4511 | 0.4549  0.4270 | 0.4528  0.4487 0.4521 0.4623  0.4270 0.4487 0.4766
25  Car Evaluation 0.8623 09392  0.9427  0.7338 | 0.9416 0.9416 | 0.9306  0.9277 0.9172 0.9433 09172 0.9161 0.9398
26 led7 0.7288  0.7309  0.7347  0.4500 | 0.7288  0.7288 | 0.7288  0.7294 0.7284 0.7281  0.7284 0.7309 0.7306
27  shuttle-small 0.9383  0.9567  0.9538  0.8459 | 0.9693 0.9716 | 0.9693  0.9693 0.9693 09714  0.9702 0.9693 0.9705
28 Nursery 0.9028  0.9249  0.9188  0.6777 | 0.9345 0.9174 | 0.9270  0.9269 0.9305 0.9152 09143 0.9265 0.9164
29 EEG 05774 0.6298  0.6138  0.5850 | 0.6844  0.6895 | 0.6862  0.6887 0.6881 0.6931  0.6955 0.6899 0.6968
30 HTRU2 0.8966 0.9141 0.9141 0.9082 | 0.9141 0.9141 | 0.9141 0.9141 0.9141 0.9141  0.9141 0.9141 0.9141
31  MAGIC Gamma Telescope 07447 0.7769  0.7656  0.7260 | 0.7859  0.7879 | 0.7855  0.7861 0.7859 0.7877  0.7880 0.7860 0.7879
K7 — 28 (16~31) OF4fi | 0.7938  0.8137  0.8081  0.7371 | 0.8317 0.8299 | 0.8288  0.8295 0.8293 0.8258  0.8285 0.8286 0.8277
VMl | 07747 07971 0.7946  0.7215 | 0.8040  0.8062 | 0.8036  0.8099 0.8122 0.8085  0.8100 0.8184 0.8128

%. k-best i, Ens(ANB) @ DX JjCHil L Tw 2 D, Ens(GBN) O 7 A TH

WSS HREL

NTOFHPLE~D T v
EHOUE L Z>TLE D

CHATHER O REDUEL 235 < 7 o T 5 1]

EERH B L THS, k-best
EiE— O@X:?’%jﬁ‘é‘<?’%t&b ALUNEE 2384 L 9 <, ANB Figiid HRVARRUC

SN 54y, GBN ICHiRLTT v v

BT VY v TNETR LN ER O L 2 D R E IS E L T 5 AlH
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Structural Hamming Distance(SHD)(Tsamardinos et al. 2006) % Fv»%. SHD I3 ##i&
MOEEEZ RS DT, T TRIBEFEICL > TERL ZEEOBE IR L 2T ho
SHD Z®H L, Z0b o Pz EE 0 UEDERE L THW 3.

F£31FRK 20T =2 $ 57 AFY BNC ofERFY SHD 258 L7 D THh 5.
B, RIDOKFE, 7—2B0OET VEEFECR SEBERE DD, &b SHD
DIERFENDDEZNTNERKL T D,

ERLY, MIET—2ThsT7—424, 7, 9D X5 ICT vI v 7riko SHD OfED
k-best ik ELERTHALPICKEL BRo T3 D DRH L. ZDL &, TvH v Ik
2 X v GBN, ANB, k-best i LORFRERH v, HER O K Z kit |0 B
FichirpEER 5252 EzZbNS. EHICEns(ANB) WEHL T, £3 D7 —% 4,
9, 29 %1% &, kBestEC(ANB) & LL~BH 5 2 ic SHD 285\, Z4#iC X Y, Ens(ANB)
IZ kBestEC(ANB) & R THFERERE < o T, LA L, Ens(GBN) i3k
JE13% > T w3 DiE, ANBEEDIREIC X - T, EF A OIERIER DO K% X 23[R
ERICZRoTLEY, GBN 0T FEH L AR THBEBEOM LKL RoTw3 H
Abihd, £, k-bestih, TvH v Ikl dicfEwiEe LT ANB#EEIRET
5 &, AREL R WEEICHRERIC SHD OERHED L Tnwd Z énbnrsd, b,
k-best iIEICEH T 5. k-bestEC 1%, %7 — XKW TSHD 2’ b KE W7 — 2134 WA, T
VHYTNEEHREEFELTREWVHEICIERSLT, T 1, 13D X5 ICHMERBER
GBN ¢t kR EdT2b 00, KEL\EELAV., 7 YyHy 78D k-best i & 4y
BREESENTVWI DI, T2 I TRIEEMICKE Rz 32 L8k 7=
DThHdrEEZLND, LL, 7—45, 11 DX 51T V¥ v 7 AETIRIEED TRl
RELEVWESETH>TD, k-best #5132 SHD 285&E < &2 Y, DMEKEOR LICHBNT 3 C
ELMERREI N, AEER XY, k-best ik T v H Vv ITNEEHMAGDE L LI LICHEY
HEXe20b Lk, 22T, KRFFETIRE ST, k-best iEE 7 v v 7 AiEzffla
GhbelFEERET 5.
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* 3: 7 V7 BNC ofEi 1 SHD

k-best ik Ty¥ v I | ANBHET AP
kBest kBestEC Ens kBestEC Ens

(GBN) (GBN) (GBN) (ANB) (ANB)

1 lenses 1.39 2.61 1.07 2.30 0.33
2 mux6 2.92 3.24 0.61 1.96 0.89
3  post 0.98 2.33 0.42 1.92 0.42
4 zoo 1.71 7.03 32.56 7.41 12.98
5 Hayes-Roth 1.44 2.35 0.00 2.39 0.07
6 iris 2.25 5.09 1.87 2.86 1.54
7 wine 1.53 7.57 11.85 2.56 5.50
8 glass 0.55 3.71 4.76 4.33 5.31
9 Congressional Voting Records 0.00 6.37 23.27 6.60 24.25
10 heart 0.11 4.48 7.19 2.09 6.42
11  Breast Cancer 0.00 2.36 1.02 2.20 1.02
12 cleve 0.00 3.74 5.95 2.16 5.07
13 liver 2.56 4.98 4.27 2.08 4.17
14  MONK’s Problems 1.18 1.80 0.00 2.99 2.43
15 threeOf9 2.39 3.16 4.33 3.44 3.36
INT — 2B (1~15) O FHE 1.27 4.05 6.61 3.15 4.92

16 Balance Scale 0.43 2.00 0.00 2.21 0.00
17 orx 5.17 9.36 8.68 3.70 6.29
18 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 0.00 5.73 0.32 1.80 0.00
19 Australian 4.59 6.25 10.79 3.97 9.39
20 pima 0.71 5.05 3.30 3.15 1.97
21 Tic-Tac-Toe 0.89 7.86 8.06 7.18 5.85
22 banknote authentication 2.60 5.54 0.00 3.74 0.00
23 Solar Flare 0.48 5.20 3.24 4.38 2.58
24 Contraceptive Method Choice 0.83 5.57 4.64 2.79 3.60
25  Car Evaluation 0.86 4.04 0.32 1.98 0.38
26 led7 0.02 3.58 0.00 1.80 0.00
27  shuttle-small 4.56 6.23 1.80 5.83 5.05
28  Nursery 1.36 2.15 0.70 2.30 0.28
29 EEG 2.51 9.04 7.99 12.07 15.40
30 HTRU2 0.00 6.03 0.32 5.01 0.32
31 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 2.92 9.02 3.82 7.14 1.36
KT — &8 (16~31) OVl 1.75 5.79 3.37 4.32 3.28
FIEfE | 151 4.95 4.94 3.75 4.07
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5 7 Y27l k-best FiE
5.1 7 >Y 7L k-best FEDEE

AEiTlk 3.1 i TR <7z k-best % & 32 MiCREL 2T v v 7Gx flAatbe iz
T VY VT k-best Fik#RET S, T VYV T k-best FiETl, JEETTHIHEIC
LoTHheoFET 200 TIHOEBT —2%ERL, ZLbDT—X2ZnZNICD
W k-best Ik CheBi 2 HIC K HoME%EIRT 2. CoFRICLY, T x K floid
BEHIN, ZNOTRTOEICOWTET A %27 > THNWEROEAHEE T 5.
YT —42% Dy,...,Dp L, TNENDT —XIZDWT k-best T K A D&% %
Bzl 7—% D, #HOT k-best (kT bz k FHOWER GF L +hiF, K
XN CHWEHEZHEES 5.

T K
¢= argmax Y Y p(D,|GFplc|z,D,) (5.1)
k=1

ce{l,...,ro} =1

TV TN k-best FEETIE, GBHE O k-best % (Tian et al. 2012) & e~ 8 288
2o 7z k-bestEC(Chen and Tian 2014) Z v 3.

52 7 YT k-best FEDHEE

42 i R UEtET, FIffiCIREL =T v¥ v 70U k-best FiE, Z ITH 2 Tt
% ANB & ICRE L 7= FiE 2B L, DFEEEOKEZ{To7-. BNl ZFiEE2UTIC
N

o Ens-kBestEC(GBN): k-bestEC(Chen and Tian 2014) & 7 v ¥ v 7 L& 71
ZilHhEbET v v 7 k-best iKIC X 5 BNC.

o Ens-kBestEC(ANB): k-bestEC(Chen and Tian 2014) & ANB #& z2fll# & L 72
Ty v INET N R A A DT VI T k-best i1 X 5 BNC.

Tk, ZODT VIV TN kbest FiETIE, bLD¥EFT—Z2DI0% DIFARXERD
L5 T =107 =2 %4, ZNENICDWT k-best 5T K = 10 fllofiE %
IR L 72,

K20 [TvH+ v 7N kbest Fik] 28, SELEML 7 2 FEOSERBECH 5. FER
& LTlE, k-bestEC &7 vH v I NErRfflAGbERT v v 7 k-best FiED, HEX
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K 4: BUFFE & o0 JR R o P

aCLL- Ens-kBestEC
NB TAN TAN BNC2P GBN ANB (GBN)
SYRERERE | 0.7747  0.7971  0.7946  0.7215  0.8040 0.8062 0.8184

p fiE 0.0016 0.0050 0.0087  0.0000 0.0434 0.1703

L7z BNC o CH¥RBEOFEEPR D E o7z, ZRICOWT, BELAET VH v
7 k-best ik & BEfF 0 # M€ 7, GBN, ANB & O 8RE O FECHEE %2 1T -
bORKALTHDL. b, KO pHIIEEFELMFEELY 4 va 2 Y v OS5 IENR
ExITV, MEDLENZEE L Chommel FICKX VHHIEL7Z2DD%EEL L. ZoOfBEX

D, TvH v T kbest Fikix, AEKESR KB THBFO#MAIET L, GBN &£
DEREEOEREREZNRED bz,

RO AT . k-bestEC BZNRTH o727 —% 5, 1LICEHT L, TvHy
7V k-best FiED, k-bestEC &7 vH v 7 NEM FOSERKE L > TWwa, Zhick
D, BEFEIT k-best iExR W BNC o= F A S oHERBER M ET 25481, X5
CHBRERR LT 2 2 E MRS N, —F, ANB#EEEZHIKE L2GEoT vy
TN k-best FiETH, AOEELEONTWS, LA LRSS, ANBEELZHTIE L
mOWET L L AR THBEHE MR, BAO#E Y, ANB #EORKIEIC X 5 o
KD SRR E R Lot o T3 2 eBEZLND,

PLEX Y, RELET v v 7 k-best Fikid, 77— 2BUEICBED O THFETE L
OB oA AR X LTz,
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6 LTIV

AR TIEE S, FALEIINE—EEE2AL w201 b 53 GBN 23538017

SN LRSS DS IS LT 3 02T, FEH T — 2 D% v FABB DR G EIC
HE XN IEDOFHRMERIMR 2D ICHERBERALLTLE) &L 22T,
AWFFETIE BNC ICEFAFEZEAL 2. EFAEEEZH L, 4 oS H&HE
KMEL TH, HEEmEE R EAPFcE 2, 2518, AFFECRETAEEREZLND
é&ﬁ%m:omf@ﬂﬁmléﬁﬁl%%%ﬁﬁﬁékbm,TVﬁywa%mwt
FEEREL 2.

YR MY « T2 R=REHWZERICL VT 2R L.

1. 73y 7AERY v INEBL WEE T — 2 LT, thFE LY pBEBErE
\» GBN & [F55 D 73 S 2 R0 0 JH AR S HEEE C & 7z

2. TV H VY ITNERY VTN YR EE T — 2 L <, GBN, ANB, fhe7
I T N E R I B R SR T & /2,

3. BNC &7 VP %2179 & &, REER OBLIED MR T AR EE 23 | L 72,

72, TRNETCHRLBOOERELZRLTOEERET AL LTD ANB i i
FHEL KL TDH, GBN O FAFERSEBENE L ko7, ANBRGEZKEL2E
T CIRREEOREIC X - THEERMPEBIL T L v, #EReE LT GBN o7
BN THERBE DM EARE S iz,

AT E ST EREDFEED S, k-best i T v v T AKICOWTENT N FERE
ERM LT 2T —2BB R AR RL, TOODEFTAEEFERHAGDE T v
PV TN k-best IEEREL 2. ZOREFEVLPFOHINET L, GBN icxf LT — 28
BUCBD S THBEICHEBEREL ko2l L ZFEBE TR L 72,

SHOBELE LT, ILITHESLHEL R2EOERT LT ) XL EELL, BNC
DET NV ZRIT) T CRFIEOREM ZRAET 5.
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KX 2 El S 5 1cH 720, {EEABOMEBPRELEE? L, TELOHLAR TIHELZ
DELAL CZE#HOBEZRLET. £/, ¥ICHFEOEMZIME L T  ORBELH
e R 7218955 — e, PaILISBhE, FHOHERBh A, HR=E 0 JeH - FHNCEH A 72
LET.
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