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Model Averaging Bayesian Network Classifier by Ensemble Learning

Itsuki AOMI®), Shouta SUGAHARATP), and Maomi UENOT®)
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NADT Ry bT—=21%, MR ) — e
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VEFVD—DTH5E. ZDEFIVIEDAG ZIET
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LT, WEEPG-& L7287 — 5 ORI ) %
Vo, W) T A — 5 OFRISANT 1) 2
LA iEd s L, MERTERTZENTES.

NATT Ay bT=712B0T, $5—20D/ —
FEHMWEREL, 200/ — FE @A L
7oA DT YAy T — 7 5358E (Bayesian Network
Classifier: BNC) &, HESZEBE 558 E LCHl
LTS (1. @) EEHWTHFE LN YT
YAy NI =213, EEBORMHERE LRE TV E
LTETMELZZEDTHY, BNC & LTHWSLY;
£ General Bayesian Network (GBN) &If:5. BNC
DB WT Friedman 513, #AZEKEZHS & L
THWER D&M & W ) Bz KL 5Rk51E 7V
75, EBET IV THDH GBN & HAGHHEEN R %
Bt LTw 5 ().

LaL, BHe) EdEnE—SEe /AL TBY, i
TE SN REE LW ICEOREE IO T 5 720, /%
MET N EENTHEBEIBRL L5 20WIETTH
%. Friedman 5 OFHEIHF L, Sugahara 557572
GBN &5l E 7V DB L O R TIE, 7 —
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YEHBENT—F Y b TIREDD ) EEH W
H L7 GBN 255 E 7 & G L
BH, F=IBEL VT =5 by N TR A
2B v ) FERAHE SN TV 5 [2]. Sugahara
S 7 =5 HA s, GBN OHWNEN S S
BB b EHWERD ST X — 5 HEEDPAR
TREL D70, FERENMEL HoTLE ) L0
LTwa 2], SHEMikd 572012, Sugahara 513
HEK»S 2 TOFMERE T2 200 % b o7
Augmented naive Bayes classifier (ANB) O ik % %
HERELCWD 2. Lal, 223 L) EIC
L BB SN ICEORE PO 528, 7 —
TR, g S NS TS O B HREER AU S
%V, BHEBENL->TLE) ZEFETLNG,
=%, SHEORBMERPRCEEE, TV
AT T LWL D HERRREEE S T & A T LIS
TW5[3]. 7272L, EF V% BNCIZZ0F Tl
W2 &, HTF—5 0 5%2 6N54TORMEE
WCOWTEIET 2 LEDH 5720, HEMIZFIEHN
LD, ZOFMEREENEE RIS 0T LG,
P AT DE RIS K AoREEIRL, 55
N7z K BOED T VY 2479 k-best AYHIS
NTw5s[4,[5. L»L, ZOFETIIEMUED S
kA EIRLCLE ) 720, BoNi#ETETLVF
¥ afto ChiEmmMBEom EssREShTLED). £
2T, AWFZETIEEM L 72 028 % 2 B RS
2oz, Ty Tk (FEETEHT) 12 &) B
L HEROBEIZOWTET VR 2479 BNC %
RET 5.

DRI P - F=F R— X %M LR, BRF
e

(1) /M — % Tid, GBN, ANB, fbE7 L
T AR b B AT

(2) BNC OEFLEHTIZ, Habn b8
75 T ORI AN S5 AS- RS FE 251 B9 %
CExIRLA 72, TNFETRLSWOHEEE YR
LCWERET L & LTO ANB #0748 T
e LTY, GBN OF 7V DR EEAE <
%oz, ANB i 2 g L 72 7V T, GBN
DE T IV & AR THREE OAEC X o THEE R AH
BPLLTLE W, fHRL LTHEBEOm R EE S
TWBIZ Ebhol.

72721, EBPSRELLT v TIVED k-best
BIE LA B SN, ChaBE Z2, RIf%ET
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BHIZT Yy TVEICE) THROF— % 254
H, FNEFNOT— 712 k-best R BHALTT x K
O ESE, ZNLOETFTVFEHEITHI T~
P2 TN k-best FEEXRET . FEBIZLD, Z0
TN T = 7 BT — & THICHEREE E Yk
L, 7= HEC22b5FTHIET IV, GBN Lt
NERICGEREESEH AT L a2 LT

2. NATTFLxy bT—7 ERHES

2.1 NAIT7>%y NT—=7

NAVT U3y VT =213, BEMRERER Y ) —
FELT, /= FEOKFEMRE BRGNS F 7
(Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG) TEH L, &/ —
FOB ) — NEGFITG L L&y &fRTESN
LRI T T 74 ANVEFLVTH L. 4, N+ 1D
HEROHE R ATE S {Xo, X1,..., XN} IZDWVT, &%
X 3 MOREBES {1,...,r} 5 —2 D%
ELEL, BEX;PMMEERELEE X, =k EEL
CoLE, KERX, OBEBEGEIL L L&
D, NATT YAy NI — 7 QRS G I2B 5

MR 00 p(Xo, ..., Xn | G) 1RO & ) 12ET 5.
N

p(Xo,..., Xn | G) = [[p(X: | I, G) (1)
=0

NATT YAy NI =237 — %25 DAG #Hit%
WETLLEN DY), TOMEEINA DT Ay b
T — 2 OWGEFEE LIS, 4, FETF—-5 L LT
F=nDOF—% D=(z',....x") B"EI5N%
ET D, BEMESIL B jHFEHONRY - R L 57
EE (L =4 &#L), Xy =k &% 5504 &R
p(Xi =k |1l = §,G) BRTNTA—=F % Oy, &
ThH, XA TUT U ry bT—7 OWEFETIE, 20
INT A= O DHEFEME LT, TR R R
fii (Expected a Posteriori: EAP) 2%k b & < v b
No. FEiGAE LTT 1) 7 LA 2 IE T g,
EAP IZk0 X B &% 5 [6].

éijk:% (2)
ZIT, nge FEBX, OB — FERESIL D
JEHONY =% LY, X, =k Lol b XD
BEaEL, ng =, nyr THE. T—FHnld
no= 3" ni, @ =0,....N) &&z. T, ai
EFA) 7 LI BT ANAIN=I8F X —F T,



BT N TNVEEBILXBETIVEYNRATT Ay MU — 7 R

aij =>4 e THE. NATT IRy NT =D
%ﬁa%%—&#%i&%?wtthﬁiét
, RSS2 SO E R EEH A a7 % b Otk B R
?%x:?« AT TH=FPHERDP ST bNTE T,
R FOFEEA T L LCRAW ) S WS NRT
&7z, W) EERARIT 52 L, A (3) IIRT
L9 WCHEFINA p(G) MM TH B & & DFhE
REFRTHZLTH 5.
p(D | G)p(G)
p(D)
x p(D | G)p(G)
xp(D | G) (3)

p(G| D) =

ST, RATVT Ay NI =7 O &R
NG A= % O = {0}, = 0,...,N,j =
Loy qik=1,...,m) &£ LT, /8T X —% OF{H
e LTROT AU 27 LGHp(O ] Q) ZIET 5.

o0~ T EE ) e
i=0j=1 H a”k k= ur
(4)
CoOLE, HiEGORBY) FEIERNTRING.
N q; [
INCTT I(oije + niji)
D G J J J
| H)]l_[lr (cvij + miz) H INCHD)

()

Heckerman & [7] &, ZODH&EA~ )L I 7T TH
W, ZNH 08T & — & FARFERGA X [F— Tk )
NEZREHRVEVI W) EEFMERE, XA4I7T ~
Py T = EHICEA L, ZOW ) ST E
LaWT 4 1) 7 LD E L TRONA IS—I8TF

A= I PRESNTNS
Qijk = aP(Xi =k =3 ‘ Gh) (6)

Z 2T, ald Equivalent Sample Size (ESS) &If-idi
LERHFOEA LRI W T~ ThH b, 72, G"
L —=FDPHEAICRET D4 FT =7 HETH D,
ZOWE GM TS & LTESS % ayyp 20T 5.
®D A 27 1% Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent (BDe) &
WAEA TV 5. H12, Buntine [6] 1 ESS %/¢5 A —
TETHRL7: qujie = af (riqs) & L7z AT T 2R L
TWwh., ZOAATIEBDe DAL A LTI ENT

&, Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent uniform (BDeu)

tﬂ?lfﬂ%. Heckerman & [7] ¥ Ueno [8], [9] D5
JEhUE, AR D oG, IER
$m\ﬁ%mwa&m%ﬁwé@#wiLthT
WhL EIW ) BB A LT A0,
W 9 B & VTS 2 8 3 UL 19 12 S o &
ZIURS 2. §74bb, MEFHIIBOWTHEOERE
TN EHEE L2 WA I3EAw ) e Rfbic X 20
HBIIIFEICHEH T 5.

AT N=AT FH—FI2 & BHEEEE L, BHET
2 i1 D BB RFNS LIRE IS8+ 2 NP
HMBETH L [10]. LY EDEKRERD 720D )ik
ELTIFES %T@?f%mh‘f’ﬂzifﬁ“f%%éﬂfﬁ D,
60 ZHREE DB TH 5 [11]. 72, HETH
Bayes factor Z W7o EH FEAREFEINTED, &
Pefd R Wy DA I2 L - T, FEED
FDAR Y FT =7 OREEFEPEIH SN TWS [12]~
[14].

2.2 NAYTLry NT-U RS

NADPT A9 VI —=0DHL—>0D /) —F4iH
2R, TOMDEREFWEE LA YT >~
A MU — 7 4r¥A% (Bayesian Network Classifier:
BNC) &, HERAEKZR) pHEL LTHLRTY
5 (1. 4, BZE#HE Xo, #HEHE X1,..., Xy
ETHEEGDOBNC 2 %25, ZOLE, 5HEAT
) 7=k LCHMERIHIET 57— 5 4 > 7 VE
= {(T1,...,2N) DGIONBET L, HWERD
HeEft e TRTRDZ LN TE 2.
¢ = argmax p(c|z,G,0)

ce{l,....ro}
ple,z | G,0)
e liire) P@]G,0)

argmax p(c,z | G, 0)
ce{l,..., o}

i T

arg max ﬁHH i) 1%

ce{l,..., 7‘0}1 0j=1 k=1

arg max |:1_0[ ﬁ Oojk) Lije

ce{l,..., o} =1 k=1

< 10 ﬂﬂwuk)w] (7)

X, EC j=1k=1

ZIT, LijpErInvellBnT X, = k»o

I, = Thdblxrltll), ZOMTIZO % & LY
Thb. $£72, CIIHWER Xo DFERELGTH 5.
—HIZ, W) EE HWTHEE S b BNC &
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SEROFHELERETVE LTET ML
DTH1Y, General Bayesian Network (GBN) &I
b, LaLans, mlkossh) GBN OffksE
X NP WEERIECH % [10] 720, HEOKE WA v b
7= OFEBIZEWR AR E RS S, T, H4R
SHHEESHNEROH 2 BUIH D &) i d Bl
%Mk 2 E L7z BNC & LT Naive Bayes [15], [16]
PHSLNTWA, HIZ, Naive Bayes Dk Tl
BEEOMBEPEETE R VzD, INEEELL
Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN) [1] 258 % &1
Twh. TAN IE, EFELPHNERZHIZL D,
R CARREE R L A LA IRE L& TH D,
% R ] ORI E DT C & 5.

Friedman 53V RV MY - 7= & W7 FEBEE 47
W, GBN &I HiffiZe Naive Bayes X2 TAN O
139 DSBS WG EH B L iR L7z (1].
ZOMEE LT, BNC 05 7201213
W) FETIE %R, HALKREG & LIzBWERD
G EO)EERAMET 223 TEHVAERETH
LEFRLA, COAITELT, HIEKERG L
L7- BB O Zb4F &340 9 E (Conditional Log
Likelihood: CLL) Z#2E L TWw5a. 2O k)RR
TERKLTBETVEBINETVEIER. L2L,
CLL 3FtHEI A TH 5720, CLL 26T 5T
Ao PIRE SN TS, Bl LT Carvalho 513,
CLLAa7Z0bD%pENREE 25 X9 IZEML
72 aCLL (approximate Conditional Log Likelihood)
AT EREL, TAN OFFHIIHWTW5[17). =
AV o 2R T VIZO W T, Friedman 512X 5
BUEEBRIZB T, BAET VI ERETVTH D
GBN X ) &S WirEEDN S 5 L ST 5 [1).

oL, €528 0w ) B —3tke A LT
Wb 72, i S A R LW 1 12 E ORI
KT b, 20720, TP THFIIRKREVE EI2
GBN OG5 HRBESRWC L EHRTHD. 2D L)
%#EZEH 5 Sugahara 51X GBN & @€ 7V D44
WEOWBEEREL OV ET M) - F=5 2w
TIT> T 5 2. ZO#R, T—BP¥L VT —%
v M CIRERW ) BEx W TEE L7z GBN 253851
ETINW EHARGERBEDNE Rolz—HT, T—%#
BLhnT =5ty b TRSERBES RN 2D
7o 72, Sugahara HITHIZFEE 7= O F — ¥ s
Lt FEHT- S BANR-ATHY, HREL
T GBN O HMEED b OBELKN % hoTLE D
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ZETH(T) D Oojr DHEEDVANLEE LR DBT2D, 55
FRBEPLBILLTLE) G LTS, ZOGH
25, Sugahara 5 I HMWEBOBELIHEL v
&9 B EO S M %723 Augmented naive Bayes
Classifier (ANB) O&RE TV & L CTOREHFE =42
FLTWA[2.

2.3 Augmented naive Bayes Classifier

A Tld Sugahara b DRREFF[2] 2N T 5.
ANB (3£ AEBFH AL B b oHlE b o
BNC T %. ANB I3k, @plE7VE LTEHS
T & 7275, Sugahara & 25E% L 72E%58 T,
WAET VL LTOEETIE AL, ERETVTH S
GBN D782 ANB & & fil#y & L CH 2 22FET
» 5 [2]. BARRYIZIE, Silander and Myllymaki O Hj
RYEIHE: % vi7z GBN OREFE 70 T X L (18]
Dttt & LT ANBEREDOAZH WS, 4, &T
D ANB WG DAL RS Ganvp OFRAIT %
RRIZT BHE G 2RI H. ZOLE, WG D
FHEHAAT % Score(G), HIHEHESE X, &5
&, RRDLEHICLTG 2k 5,

G = arg max Score(G)
Gegana

= argmax {Scoreo (Go(IIp))

GegGaNB

+ Z Scorei(Gi(Hi))}

X eX

= arg max Score; (G;(11;))

GEGANB j.x, ex

= arg max Scoreanp(G) (8)
GeGaNB

ZIT, Gi(IL) 1E Xy, I &/ — RS, T, OR%E
BHro X; Znh) Ty Ve Ty VESE LIZDAG T
Y, Score;(Gi(IL)) 1B —ANWA T LIFIENS.
Sugahara 5 (& ANB O FHIC Lo TROLNT
ANB 2 HWT, T= BB T—5 13 LTo
SHEREOYE L FERIZL > TRLTWA2. La
L, =3 DL vT— 71280 THERB IS
THEEIE, HBWw ) ERKII L o THiEE S5 4
BLE TV DR OFBMEEEMEC, BoORE LT E
CERBDLZENRETHAL., TOLIH)BgGE, —D—
DOEED HEMERIME NS 1T b MR 2 1 -
TEBLHEBOMEDETF VDB TH B Z LA
BNTW5 [3]. KEfFETlX, T B bhwT—%



WS TN TNFEBIIEBETVEYNRA DT Ry b7 — o G

DIEREE DL L, BNC O F 7NV % v
5 Z L THBERBEREEIT).

3. BNC OETFIFH

NADT vy T =2 I2BFAEFLVIEHTIE,
# 2 b NDETOBEMEREICOWTEY L TR ok
FiEAT) . AWfgE Tl I g BNC 2B 5 HIZE
DHFHICHW S, 4, ZoBEHiEEOKEEE G, 52
SNAERF—5% D YD, TEFVFEHER (T)
WEAT S L, TENENOEHME G € GIIxL,
p(G) W—HETHE IR ELT, kDL HIle %k
e v 5.

RN :10
ce{l,..., TO}GGQ ZGleg p(G, | D)

= argmax > p(D|G)p(c|x,G,D)  (9)
ce{l,..., T‘O}Geg

p(c|z, G, D)

LaL, X (9)cBiJs G ok, 87— 0
BERENIHT L CBIREI BN 5 7200, RHERER A
BENTIE A, Z OFHERERE L f#E 2 %6175t
ELT, FEAIT R NEIC K 8O R % 3R
L, Bohs K HoMEIZOWTEF VI EITH
k-best {EASHIH LT 5 4], [5].

3.1 k-bestZzHWEFE

Tian S5 12 & > TIRESIN TV S k-best #1E, T
WP B W CEHE T 2 MEO K ERET 572012,
AT & VTl 2 IFIC Kl O R 2 3 IR
LFHETH S [4]. k-best BT, XOTFIET K D
T 2 IR 5.

(1) Z26N5ETOG () PU—ANVAAT
Score;(G;(11;)) Z&IHHT 5.

(2) BEHX; IOV TH/ — FiEH C(C C
X\{X}) 5L Lz E&n, B K MoRkiEs
J = FEEEBIRT 5.

(3) RAT7HEMKBONL YT v hy FT—
7 EHET 5.
ZOFFEEMCTEEF—% DI L K [HofEz
FRL, BoNEHOME I LR (9) THIEH
DHEEZATH. F72, Ffix a7 D DAG kW T,
K ok @R 5 £ ) B L7 k-best i [5] (ML
%, k-bestEC &IER) bH WA, k-bestEC L O
k-best &R T, R (9) @ p(D | G) 23 %HE G 12D
WCEM A ME S RN DS, LEHERD LN
HMOENTWAS,

L2 L, k-bestEC T& z bW L 7-fikrk %3N L
TLEWHYET, BoN7fETET V4T o C
bHERRABE DM LA RERN & 2> TL ) WD D
5. 2T, KWFFETIIER SN D HEEATHIHEDL L 72
WX T Uy TVER R R RET S,

3.2 FLHLTIEERWEFE

T 2y TIViEEE U R E < 720 OO
TCOWVTHFEAAT) HikTh L. #ODPOHEED
BECLVITbN L FINE, kb ENH—055HEE
WCEATMEYDELVI ENL WV ERBRIIZRS
NTW5(19]. 4, bLEDFET— 7 O5BHOFH
F=F RERL, FNERICOWTHERSEE 2479 2
EREZD. ARFETIE, bEOFEET— 55
T 24TV LS F— 7 28§ 5 2 & & 800
BOBEL, HEOFET— 5 2155 ke lvb. &
DfETHELN TROFEE T — % ZNZFNITH L,
Silander and Myllymaki OB)BYFHHEIEZ Fv 727 )V
1) A4 (18] #HWT GBN OfEZE %179, %8
F—=%% Dy,...,Dp &L, TRNENEZHEFE LT
BONLMREL Gr,...,Gr ETHIE, R (9) VK
KXTexEET 5.

T
¢= argmax Zp(Dt|Gt)p(c|x,Gt,Dt) (10)
ce{1,..., TO}t:l
COFEET =y 2HBERTHZ LT, —DDT—%
T 28 PR E, T BV FET— 412
BT 2R 0WHH5L. Lk, ZOFik% Ens(GBN)
EIER,

4. P X B

4.1 EEBEBRE

UCIYERY R - F=FN=2FV 5 1 1RT
31 HOFE T — 5 2T, #BIETILTHS BNC
EHEFEFNVTH A GBN, Sugahara b DREEFE T
@ [2) THEESE L7 ANB, R—ETFHE2 &L ET VP
YT EOBER 21772, B, WEFE ORI E
it 2 ANB Kk & AGE 33T 7OV Tk o5 E
HTEETH 5720, ANB & EFVPHTFEOMAED
FFRELIB R L LTz, EEEiro7z. 22T
T=F R=A G ENBHHEN T — ¥ 1& De Campos
5 LK, BHMERIT EOhIEZ XYY & LT
2QMEEEDHT T —F—FITERL, REEZ &

(#%1)  https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/index.php
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£1 EBRTHWAF—5+ v b
Table 1 The datasets for the experiment.

# FET—V4 T—5%

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

2 TIVIEHY B 7z (20 3 (9) 1IRT L) ICET
JVESIE AW ) FEIC X o> TR EIN DL, R TIE,
JHW ) EEE L TR £ {MBN TS BDeu & v
bH. B, BDeu lZBIFANAIN—FX—FThh
ESSaix1.0& L7 ZTNE, a=100EET—%
DB KA T A 720OIRETH B L) i1k
=< [8],19].

DUFIZ I T 2 Rk &R T,

o FRHIETIV

— NB: Naive Bayes

— TAN: TS IC TAN ZREL, 8 Aa7
& U CHM SMEE e 2 A7z [1].

— aCLL-TAN: fE#ifE 12 TAN & L, %3
Aa7 kL TaCLL & Hw/z[17].

e CGBN: #2237 & LT BDeu z#H\WT, By
FHEEZ F V72 70 T X 4 (18] THESSE L 72,

o ANB: ¥ 227 & LT BDeu #H\T, Sug-
ahara O O E Tk (2] THEESH L7z,

188

e AdaBoost(TAN): AdaBoost [21] % H \» 72
BNC %8 0 it L LT, &M & MEEHR=E
%W TC TAN OFF 2EM LT % b ODBEICRE
ENTW3[22]. ARFFETIR, TOFE[22 2T
TAN % 10 [ JAESE L 7=,

o AdaBoost(GBN): #2EFik & 2 iz 572
12 BDeu THjRYFIH % [18] = MV T AdaBoost &
#HHALCTGBN % 10 [ XHESFHE L7,

o ETFIVPIFEL

— kBest10(GBN): k-best #:[4] 12X 1, K =10
TR DOKEE %2 BN L CETF VI 2 7572,

— kBest100(GBN): k-best 4] I2& 1, K =
100 fH O 2 FRN L TET VP T 72

— kBestEC10(GBN): k-bestEC [5] 12& ), K =
10 fHOREE 2 BIL TET NV FH 4T - 72,

— kBestEC100(GBN): k-bestEC [5] 12 £ 1),
K =100 fd otk 2 #IR L TET VP 247 o 72

— Ens(GBN): #2857 — % ® 90% D 1 7% 5
O T =10OTF—%%7 ¥ LIZEKL, T
U3 L GBN iy L CET VP 2T o 72,

e ANB & EFNFEHOMAE DETIE

— kBestEC10(ANB): k-bestEC [5] Z 72 D
T, BEHiREEIC ANB g Rl 2Nz 7. K =10
THOMEE % RN CTETIVEHEIT- 72,

— Ens(ANB): FHT— 5% D 90%DY A X125
VT =10HOT—%%F ¥ LIERL, £
ZMUIH L Sugahara 5 ANB OEEE T [2] T
ANB %558 L CE T IV 217 72,

B, k-best #EI2BI1T 5 K 1X, Chen and Tian @
FER[5]) 1hEWv K = 10,100 TEEE x>/, F 72,
REBETIIBNOZ UM RT 72912, % BNC O
TEFE LI LT 10 2 EISEMRGE 1T o 72, 10
SEERRETI, T8 % 1058 L2k, 0% T
ANT=%, Y IorFEHT— L LTHFHE LM
ZEFI0 MY KT, 7 A NTF— ¥ ORBMLIT —
UL, S NTZHWEROMEAIEL {5 Eh
TWLEIGEREL L, 10 FEIZEEMAEC BT 5 20
Y& BRGEE & LT,

4.2 BREEE

F 2 13% BNC OENREIDT—5 1y MBI
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Table 2 Accuracies of each BNCs.

e E TV (HEEE10) E TV (HEE:100)
TY¥ TN
ik E 7OV k-best % T Y TVE E TV £ ANB k-best i k-best
aCLL- AdaBoost AdaBoost|kBest10 kBestEC10| Ens kBestEC10 Ens [kBest100 kBestEC100 Ens-
#EHTF—5 5 NB TAN TAN | GBN ANB | (TAN) (GBN) |(GBN) (GBN) (GBN) (ANB) (ANB)| (GBN) (GBN) | kBestEC
1 lenses 0.6250 0.7083 0.7083|0.8125 0.8750| 0.6667 0.8125 |0.8750 0.8333 0.8333 0.6250 0.8750] 0.8333  0.8333 0.8333
2 mux6 0.5469 0.6094 0.5938|0.4531 0.3125| 0.5938  0.4531 | 0.3594  0.3594 0.6094 0.5781  0.4063| 0.3750  0.4219 | 0.6250
3 post 0.6552 0.6322 0.5977 |0.7126 0.7126| 0.6552 0.7126 |0.7126 0.7126 0.7126 0.6552 0.7126| 0.7126  0.7126 | 0.7126
4200 0.9901 0.9406 0.9505|0.9426 0.9604 | 0.9901 0.9406 | 0.9426  0.9505 0.9604 0.9703  0.9604| 0.9505  0.9505 0.9505
5 Hayes-Roth 0.8106 0.6439 0.6742|0.6136 0.8333| 0.6970 0.6136 | 0.6136 0.7652 0.6136 0.7955 0.8333| 0.7955 0.7803 0.7727
6 iris 0.7133 0.8267 0.8200|0.8267 0.8067| 0.8267 0.8200 [0.8267 0.8267 0.8267 0.8267 0.8267| 0.8267 0.8200 0.8267
7 wine 0.9270 0.9213 0.9157|0.9438 0.9270| 0.9326  0.9213 | 0.9494  0.9438 0.9551 0.9270  0.9213| 0.9438  0.9438 0.9438
8 glass 0.5421 0.5467 0.6215|0.5607 0.5280| 0.5981  0.5701 | 0.5607  0.5841 0.5701 0.5888  0.5234| 0.5794  0.5748 0.5748
9 Congressional Voting Records| 0.9095 0.9526 0.9224|0.9612 0.9526 | 0.9310  0.9655 | 0.9612  0.9612 0.9698 0.9569  0.9569| 0.9612  0.9655 0.9698
10 heart 0.8296 0.8333 0.8148|0.8296 0.8444| 0.8333  0.8074 | 0.8296  0.8333 0.8407 0.8222  0.8407| 0.8296  0.8333 0.8370
11 Breast Cancer 0.7365 0.7220 0.6968|0.7076 0.6751| 0.7148 0.7509 | 0.7076  0.7220 0.7004 0.7148  0.6787| 0.7184  0.7329 0.7220
12 cleve 0.8311 0.8243 0.8446/0.8074 0.8142| 0.8176  0.7939 | 0.8074  0.8074 0.8108 0.8209 0.8142| 0.8108  0.8176 0.8176
13 liver 0.6464 0.6609 0.6522|0.5768 0.6058| 0.6638 0.5971 | 0.5681 0.6087 0.6174 0.6783 0.6261| 0.6174 0.6261 0.6232
14 MONK’s Problems 0.7500 1.0000 1.0000|1.0000 1.0000| 1.0000 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 |0.8691 0.8672| 0.8789  0.9063 | 0.9375  0.9277 0.8906 0.8926  0.8789| 0.8809  0.9434 0.9023
/N7 =3 TF (1-15) OTH9H[0.7543 0.7794 0.7802|0.7745 0.7810] 0.7886  0.7777 | 0.7768 _ 0.7891 0.7941 07901 0.7903| 0.7890  0.7971 0.8074
16 Balance Scale 0.9168 0.8688 0.8624|0.9168 0.9168| 0.8784 0.9168 | 0.8896 _ 0.9040 0.9168 0.8704 0.9168| 0.9104  0.9152 0.9040
17 crx 0.8392 0.8515 0.8453|0.8392 0.8622| 0.8331 0.8591 | 0.8392 0.8392 0.8499 0.8392 0.8652| 0.8392 0.8484 0.8499
18 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 0.9766 0.9678 0.9473|0.9766 0.9766| 0.9795 0.9575 | 0.9766 0.9736 0.9766 0.9751 0.9751| 0.9766 0.9751 0.9736
19 Australian 0.8348 0.8290 0.8478|0.8565 0.8580| 0.8333 0.8638 | 0.8565 0.8565 0.8464 0.8362  0.8594| 0.8565  0.8478 0.8464
20 pima 0.7057 0.7188 0.7031|0.7253 0.7188| 0.7083  0.7240 | 0.7266  0.7292 0.7227 0.7201  0.7161| 0.7266  0.7331 0.7266
21 Tic-Tac-Toe 0.6889 0.7599 0.7192|0.8549 0.8445| 0.7505 0.9123 | 0.8539  0.8539 0.8466 0.8518  0.8445| 0.8549  0.8486 0.8518
22 banknote authentication | 0.8433 0.8819 0.8761|0.8812 0.8812| 0.8754 0.8776 | 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|0.84310.8431| 0.8143 0.8431 |0.8431 0.8431 0.8431 0.8236  0.8431| 0.8431 0.8431 | 0.8431
24 Contraceptive Method Choice| 0.4644 0.4725 0.4650|0.4549 0.4270| 0.4779 0.4399 | 0.4528 0.4487 0.4521 0.4623  0.4270| 0.4481 0.4616 0.4487
25 Car Evaluation 0.8623 0.9392 0.9427|0.9416 0.9416| 0.9444 0.9340 | 0.9306 0.9277 0.9172 0.9433  0.9172]| 0.9259 0.9294 0.9161
26 led7 0.7288 0.7309 0.7347|0.7288 0.7288| 0.7300 0.7288 | 0.7288 0.7294 0.7284 0.7281 0.7284 | 0.7281 0.7303 0.7309
27 shuttle-small 0.9383 0.9567 0.9538 |0.9693 0.9716| 0.9681  0.9662 | 0.9693  0.9693 0.9693 0.9714  0.9702| 0.9693  0.9693 0.9693
28 Nursery 0.9028 0.9249 0.9188|0.9345 0.9174| 0.9209 0.9509 | 0.9270  0.9269 0.9305 0.9152  0.9143| 0.9258  0.9239 0.9265
29 EEG 0.5774 0.6298 0.6138|0.6844 0.6895| 0.6031  0.6906 | 0.6862  0.6887 0.6881 0.6931 0.6955| 0.6893  0.6885 0.6899
30 HTRU2 0.8966 0.9141 0.9141|0.9141 0.9141| 0.9102  0.9073 |0.9141 0.9141 0.9141 0.9141 0.9141] 0.9141 0.9141 | 0.9141
31 MAGIC Gamma Telescope | 0.7447 0.7769 0.7656 |0.7859 0.7879| 0.7734  0.7849 | 0.7855  0.7861 0.7859 0.7877 0.7880| 0.7871  0.7871 0.7860
K7 — 58 (16~31) OFHE][0.7938 0.8137 0.8081[0.8317 0.8299| 0.8126 0.8348 | 0.8288  0.8295 0.8293 0.8258 0.8285| 0.8298  0.8310 0.8286
“FIf] 07747 0.7971 0.7946]0.8040 0.8062] 0.8000  0.8072 | 0.8036 _ 0.8099 0.8122 0.8085 0.8100] 0.8100  0.8146 | 0.8184
5B, £2PORFUREET — 5 TR IREN %3 AWEHOWRHOU
R N 3
ERSTbDEEL TV Table 3 The nur.nber of parents’ nodes of the objec
tive variable.
N e H ek NZ A > i Y =
j(T 4 ﬁf @ﬁ\iﬂ*ﬁﬁi@q:igﬁgf & pﬁk%” TN ’ AdaBoost|kBest10 kBestEC10 Ens
ANB, REFEEXEGEALZETFTNVIEYFE LT, _ __|GBN| (GBN) | (GBN) (GBN) (GBN)
U s — YOI 1.97]  3.45 1.87 1.85 1.97
AdaBoost(GBN), GBN OJETEWAHRE G2, 72 K7 =3OV 130 | 3.62 1.32 1.32 1.14
7L, AdaBoost(GBN) ¥ GBN DRI T SE¥fiE] 1.65 | 3.53 1.60 1.60 1.57

7\, AdaBoost

bbb, TYHEHBRENY

SNBZENHENTND
ﬁtfwz)GBN 7= ENRE LD EHOMREE

\ZEDK 72, T

ELTW2 I Epbhs.
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AR B b 12
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—EE

— ZHVR & WIS TR LA

¥Fi:TdH % KBestEC100(GBN),
T, SHRBEIEVRER L ol FRHCT -5 2,6, 7,
15fyuﬂ%®%TW¥b$ﬁﬁ%ﬁ$ﬁ&m«“ﬁ
FEDSHLELTBY, EFVEYFELT — 5 B
BWTF—FIZBWT, A% BNC ThsLeEzHN
5. LL, INSDOETFIVFEETHIIH LT, K7 —
5 BECIX NS AR b B> 72 AdaBoost(GBN) 2%

AT 5 BRI S > T D

¥ o702, %31

Z OFERIE, Sugahara 5D
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SrFEREREL
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2B W TED
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D % RS I E L e\ I3 25, BRSNS
W, RO OREREPLIMLTEZONDL I LI,
FEREEEDYT 0l o 72 R B R O T L Tk
BOBEPEED S <, BTV ORI H 2 T4 12 %H#H T
ETCWRWITEED D 5. k-best FIEFMEE % 841
L3 <, ANB fii&ld HWERIC & TOBMERE A
DIy THGIHhN 5%, GBN I[ZHE L TEM O
TAEE 2355 <&ofti7 ZHZ L, BNC OE
TSI BNT, k-best T ¥ 7VPETHS
% M ] D FEIEE 2373 JERE BE 1528 L T B Wl g

DIREENS,
4.3 BNC OEFIVFHIZE T 2EEDFELUE &
SIBREEICRET 254

ARETIE, BIEOBRBIZHE, TTVFHTHY

5N % MG O FEBLEE & 43 BRE L O B IZ DO W T o
GMEAT). XA TT Ay b — 7 Olgi& O
xR HFHAET 572912, Structural Hamming Distance
(SHD) [24] # H\v»%. SHD (IHE&E M O 2 /R 3 b
DT, TITIHRETHEICL o TER LB OMHE
WZxFLZEnEno SHD #HH L, #h b 0FH %
MEOFPEDIEL LTHW 2

F 413K 2077 I12x$ 5 ETIVIFEYE BNC O
T SHD 25 L72bDTh B, b, £4 D
K, 77— T oETFVEEFETRS SHD O
EARENDDEERL TWDE

%4ib,¢r—yf%5?—74,19®;5u
Ens(GBN) @ SHD Dfilid* k-best i & le_XTH S 2
KELLoTWELDONHEH. TDEE, Ens(GBN) &

# 4 ETIVTE BNC OfrE R SHD
Table 4 Average SHD of model averaging BNCs.

%10 M5 %:100
k-best 7 7o TVE | EFVEY + ANB k-best 1%
kBest10 kBestEC10 Ens kBestEC10 Ens kBest100 kBestEC100

BT84 (GBN) (GBN) (GBN) (ANB)  (ANB)| (GBN) (GBN)

1 lenses 1.39 2.61 1.07 2.30 0.33 3.09 4.11
2 mux6 2.92 3.24 0.61 1.96 0.89 4.33 4.56
3 post 0.98 2.33 0.42 1.92 0.42 2.31 3.32
4 zoo 1.71 7.03 32.56 7.41 12.98 5.43 10.51
5 Hayes-Roth 1.44 2.35 0.00 2.39 0.07 2.87 3.78
6 iris 2.25 5.09 1.87 2.86 1.54 4.23 6.12
7 wine 1.53 7.57 11.85 2.56 5.50 4.04 9.40
8 glass 0.55 3.71 4.76 4.33 5.31 3.33 5.36
9 Congressional Voting Records 0.00 6.37 23.27 6.60 24.25 3.03 8.91
10 heart 0.11 4.48 7.19 2.09 6.42 3.61 7.64
11 Breast Cancer 0.00 2.36 1.02 2.20 1.02 0.76 4.67
12 cleve 0.00 3.74 5.95 2.16 5.07 2.50 7.34
13 liver 2.56 4.98 4.27 2.08 4.17 4.45 6.63
14 MONK’s Problems 1.18 1.80 0.00 2.99 2.43 2.78 3.61
15 threeOf9 2.39 3.16 4.33 3.44 3.36 2.59 3.79
T —FHE (1~15) OFBfE | 1.27 4.05 6.61 3.15 4.92 3.29 5.98

16 Balance Scale 0.43 2.00 0.00 2.21 0.00 2.57 3.70
17 crx 5.17 9.36 8.68 3.70 6.29 7.18 10.63
18 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 0.00 5.73 0.32 1.80 0.00 1.26 6.98
19 Australian 4.59 6.25 10.79 3.97 9.39 5.60 9.82
20 pima 0.71 5.05 3.30 3.15 1.97 4.63 7.10
21 Tic-Tac-Toe 0.89 7.86 8.06 7.18 5.85 7.19 10.54
22 banknote authentication 2.60 5.54 0.00 3.74 0.00 3.77 6.88
23 Solar Flare 0.48 5.20 3.24 4.38 2.58 4.10 7.19
24 Contraceptive Method Choice 0.83 5.57 4.64 2.79 3.60 3.63 6.67
25 Car Evaluation 0.86 4.04 0.32 1.98 0.38 4.98 5.75
26 led7 0.02 3.58 0.00 1.80 0.00 1.21 5.49
27 shuttle-small 4.56 6.23 1.80 5.83 5.05 5.56 6.87
28 Nursery 1.36 2.15 0.70 2.30 0.28 2.90 3.67
29 EEG 2.51 9.04 7.99 12.07 15.40 6.92 10.26
30 HTRU2 0.00 6.03 0.32 5.01 0.32 0.80 9.56
31 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 2.92 9.02 3.82 7.14 1.36 4.28 12.47
KT —5HE (16~31) OFKH | 1.75 5.79 3.37 4.32 3.28 4.16 7.72
FYE | 1.47 4.82 4.98 3.64 4.16 3.72 6.70
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ANB B\ DRSEIZ & > T, & 7V P OREE R FREED
KESHTREMIZZ>TLFV, GBN OETILFY
ERNRTHEEEDIN LKL RoTwhb eEZ BN
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WCBEErmESEL 00 Lk, 22T, Kif3ET
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TR RET 5.

5. 7>Y¥>TJI k-best FiE

5.1 7> %27 k-best FHEDHE

KRETIE 3.1 T/ k-best & 3.2 TREL 2
Ty TNVEERMAGDET VY TV k-best
FHERRET L. 7% v T k-best FETIE, JE
BERMBFBEIC LT EOEEFT— 506 THOHE
Br—s&ERL, TNOOT—% ZNENIIDONT
k-best £ TR ZNEIC K HOM&EZ #INT 5. 20
FHEZEY, T x K HOMEIFEEN, TNbEeT
DREIEIZ DOV TE T IV FE %247 THMAB O %
ETB. FEF—8% Dy,...,Dr £ L, FNELD
T = F 12DV k-best 4T K OWEZ2%8H T % &
&, F—% Dy FHWVT k-best i THLN EFH
OiEEE Gf L3hd, KN CTHMWERZHEET 2.

T K
¢ = argmax Zzp(Dt | Gf)p(c | m’Gf’Dt)
c€{1l,....;r0} =1 p—1
(1)

T 2TV k-best LTI, D k-best i [4] &
HARGEREEDE D o 72 k-bestEC [5] & JH\ 2 5.

5.2 7Y% T k-best FiEDFHEER

4.1 L UGEMHT, MficTRELLET 7N
k-best FiEzBINL, SHEEOREEIT 72, BN
LT LT IR,

e Ens-kBestEC(GBN): GBN (2 2 W T k-

bestEC [5] &7 ¥ ¥ TV EFIVFHE A EDHET:
7 v 2 7 k-best T2 L 5 BNC.
%GB, Ty TN k-best FETIE, b LoFET—
D IN%DF ARSI HICT =10MOTFT—% %
AR L, ZNENIIDWT k-bestEC T K = 10 o
ik & IR 72,

F20 [7H 27 k-best ] %, AHiTHE
MU TEOSHEBETH L. HELLTE, 7o
¥ 7 k-best FikAS, L7z BNC O W Co3EHE 1
DI RO E L oz, THIZOWT, |RELE
7 2TV k-best FE L BEAFORRE TV, GBN,
ANB & D BREEDFIME T 21T >72 b DA 5
Thb. B, FOpHIIRETHREMTEIHLT
T4 NA Y DR FNEMBE T, BEDSEME
%2 LT hommel FHIZXVHHIEL2bDEF L7z,
CORERIY, T TN k-best FL, HiEAKHE
5% BV CEAOFBIE TV, GBN & O3 HIEED
HRELZENRD LN,

k-bestEC D3R TH o727 =% 5, 1L ICHEHT
L&, 7% TN k-best Fih0S, k-bestEC &7 »
P TVEL)ECSEREEZRLTWA, ZICX
D, REFE k-best % 272 BNC € 7L
THEREL T L3 254612, BBk E T B
HIEPER SN, EXY, BELLETVH T
WV k-best Tk, 77— ¥ BUEIC Db & 3T HEAF T
&G EREEE O EAHERR S 7.

—HT, TrH TN, REFEOMERE LT
AR AT 2 ST 6N A, K 6 OFHER
55C, ETVPHFEOMETE O EREH 2R L7z
bOWRT ThhH. REFEZ, ERLIT—5+1y

# 5 BAFTE & ORI
Table 5 Comparison of accuracies between the exist-
ing methods and the proposed method.

aCLL- Ens-kBestEC
NB TAN TAN GBN ANB (GBN)
HHFEE 10,7747 0.7971 0.7946 0.8040 0.8062| 0.8184
p fif 0.0016 0.0050 0.0087 0.0434 0.1703 -
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EN
Table 6 Computational environment.

CPU Intel(R) Xeon(R) E5-2630 v4
10 Cores, 2.20 GHz

System Memory | 128 GB

VI k2T Java 1.8

KT ETFVPHTEOR IR
Table 7 Computation time of model averaging
BNCs.

WEE:10

kBest1l0  kBestEC10 Ens
(GBN) (GBN) (GBN)
RISl | 3277 ms 4051ms 25084 ms

%100
kBest100 kBestEC100 Ens-
(GBN) (GBN) kBestEC
FIERE O | 25345 ms 27657ms 40609 ms

b ENEIUIH LRSS 2179 72O ER M 2 25
L. INBICHL, #HarEa—F1 ¥ rETogt
HIEEOHE S HOBETH 5.

6. &t T U

AKWFZeTld, BNCIZEFIV P ZEA L, —ik
1213 2 5 N B LBEMREE IOV TRE D L 247
I A, FHEABENICRETH 5. ARFETIEZ O
BN % IR 2720127 v Tk E vz F
BERELL. VRD M) - Ty R=2 & ik
BRICK T, 7%y 7k GBN THOBEEDS
LL TV T = S B D BT — 5 120w THH
WEON SR CTE ., /2, SNETITRLAN
SHERE 2R L T/ ANB B OR# 8 Tk e i
BLTY, SEBEOR LR SN, BISHRED
G ERAT- 728 25, B F VYT TIIREE R o %
WA AT AR E D L 5 2 b o 7z,
ANB O E FVFEEREER2EBM LT L $ v, 54
WEEM EDIREN & o7z, RELLET V¥ TNk
&, GERTH:TH D k-best i & 5 [ O FEUE
PR 2D, Tk ZGERED T 52 LA
aNz. —HT, Ty y 7V TSR AEILT
LA TH>Th, k-best FIIMEE R OFEBUEE A <
0, SHEEEFNETLZE DT ZOMED,
5, ABFFETIZEIZT ¥ ¥ TIViEE k-best % #
IEDEIZT Y T k-best FHEFIREL. A
RETEDPEAO#BIE TV, GBN 2 L7 — 53
B b o THBICHERBENES kol 2 L 2%
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BRC/RL7z. 7 ¥4 7 k-best Fkid k-best A
B THol7— 2120 LT, BIZHHREL N E3
5 Z kbR SN,

SHROMEE LT, 25 CHBL % W iiE 2 #R

3% M-Modes 7 )V TV X L [25] DE AR, FIZLAE
LehiE e BIRT 2ERT IV T) XL EELL, BNC
DET VI ZAT) S L TRFEOFEMEL AT
B, E7, TV TNDONA T AREET H720I2,
EIC (Extended Information Criterion) [26] O &
HAATEFBO)EEHCTEATLIELER
AN
X ik
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