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Learning Huge Bayesian Network Classifier with Augmented Naive Bayes

Naruchika KIKUYA®, Shouta SUGAHARA ™, Kazuki NATORI®, and Maomi UENQT®

HoEL AT %y bT—245%E (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) 13fEZEE T IV L A5 H#ETH
%. BNC OREREFEIE I TRAIREED S BN E TV OFEE R I T AR L 7 H S 2 R 5 T
AHWSNTEZ, HE, HES (2020) ZRATT U4y NI =27 OFEBR A TIZE ) §ESE L7z BNC I3
SEREEPME D E IR S 2V EHE L TWD . FTICH S 1L, #5812 Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) % 15E L AL

E7 NV E LTBNC 2B FEH T2 FEEREL.

CHUC LD T= 8 B G b S HEREO RV BNC &4

BTE&HILERL Lo, BEFEIEROBMIN L CEHREE S BHICHENT 5720, HES (2020)
OFHFENTEHD ANB FERDPRAETH D, £ T, KL TIERBBELE L2 BNC 2B TE 5 F L
FT 5. RRETVONGESFE CIE, G SMudmE (CI7A ) Ly YOFEMTIC L 25RO
WIS BESIRESNTBY, HHRX—AT7 7 0—F LIS ZLESH 1L, CI 7 A M2 Bayes factor ¥ V5 2
& THOREENOWHE— %A LoD 1000 ZH L EoREAE 2 EH L, RESIEZOFEICHEREL A
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IZPORT 2 2 & 2oRd. FEBRIZE D, KB

EFBICBWREFENEHTH L 2 L 23T

F—TJ—K RATTUAY VT—7, R T 74 HVEFI, EWFEE, S8R HlR—27 70—+

1. £z2» &

NADT 3y NI =213, MEEERERE ) — F T
F L/ — FIE KGR % IEMBRAG1 25 7 (Directed
Acyclic Graph: DAG) TEB$ 2R 7T 7 4 H v
EFNTHDE. XAV T YAy bT—21F, HEREE
12 DAG ZIRET 5 Z L&Y, FEFERS M = S0
EFEORIZHMT DL, "M VTV Ay T —2 Ok
LRI T = I DOHETLLENDH Y, TheN
AT Ry NI =7 OWEFZH LIS XA DT v
A b= OfEEEEL LT, BEoE~OWi
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—HWEGTLERATTEHCC, LD S K
W 23T %S ORISR RET B REMRRRT 70—
FhERPSHVSENTWE, T, —f&ICFEE RO
7 e LTREEW ) ESHGLNTWS [1].

NAVT Ay NT=212BIF5—D2D /) — K% H
WEHE L, 200 — FE3lBAE e L1
7 ¥ Ay N7 — 27 4-%%s (Bayesain Network Classifier:
BNC) 1, #EBE#HEZH) sHHL LTHLRTY
% [2]. BNC TlitIEREZIS & L7 BWERO S
AT EMEREZ RBT 2BINET VDT ) A, 24K
DOFEERY FHT L ERET VLY L HEBED
BB EFE IR TN A [1],[3]1~[5]. L2 LiL4
Sugahara & [6] l&, T— ¥ THREVE X, AERE
FILVDIE) B EBESREN L2 RLE. — 5T
T =8 B3P L BIWEBOBEHD» L L L 5
B, NG A= F BRIV D F = HPAR— AR
FEPZELIMTLTLE) LIEHLA. ColiE%:
ffded 272002, WSIZHMERDHE 72T, &To

pp.65-81 © —fttHAANEFIFIAREES 2021 65



BT IE BRSPS SRR 2021/1 Vol. 1104-D No. 1

FURHZE R 112 b OH i % {E L 72 Augmented Naive
Bayes (ANB) [2] & %% E 5 FEERFE L. 2
WIL Y, F= PP VIGEETOEWIERE LS
LB EERL WIS, HHES [7] 13 ANB HiE %
BB AN TNV T) AL ERE L. Ly
L, HSIZEIMEIEZ VB, HHERokE
FHEPRIATH 2 72O KBBEBIILEHTE 2.
—7, ARETNVAETIE, BEOBE~NOWTI—EE
72w, L) ERRERO S OEEEEE ESRE
ENTVE, ZOFHRRHFR—A7 7a—F LIFE
n, Een sy S 712, ZEBMOSMA BT ER
%€ (Conditional Independence test: CI 7 A b) % i ]
LCHEBRINLIWAN TS 7L, FYILyF— 3
YIV=VBIICE BTy YONIMITEITH 2 L THE
WEERERT L. - AT 7o —F O TR, PC
7V AL [9], TPDA 7))V I X 4 [10], MMHC
TN T AL[11], RAI 7V T AL [12] DL S
Twh., ZWHIEHERD CL T A M25H 727\, AL
PR 2 WA —E % 3 % Bayes factor % RAL 7
VI ZALDCLT A MIAVEZ LT, 1000 2L
L ORBUEE S 2 FEH L T B [13]~[15]. EIZ,
AHSIZRAI TVITY) ZAIZRAT T hy T —
7 DR E ARG Z & T CL 7 A M & FHARRRY
ZHIK L, 3500 Z# o KB ESE 2 EB L T»
5% [16].
ZZTARBWAL T, RHS [16] ODFik% ANB ik
ZIRE L 72 BNC OFEBIIET L2 LT, ki D
L AHBIE R BNC # FH T2 FEAIRET . £/,
REFED ANB IOV T/8T A= 5 HER/IMILT
BLOE RS AICIHET 5 2 & 2GRS 5. HIZ,
T LAY M= VWY Ialb—Ya VE
BNy Fv—rF—%ty s A HEERC
L0, REFEDPMEBIRR T 70 —F L0 KHK
GAy PI—rERFHL, KHEAY FT—212BW
THERFHEL Y bEmwaEREL b2 L 2RT. £
72, BNC MWt spfids L REFHEE I TH 2L T
REFLORHEGH T 5.

20 NATTF7rxy bT—=7

NA VT Ay NI —=20%, BEREEHE ) - FE
L, /— FEOEERRE IEEERAM T 7 (Directed
Acyclic Graph: DAG) & 4/ — FOZMT & T%
B AMRW T T TAHNVEFVTHL, XA TT v
v T =7 OREEIIHEEE M ORREREEL T
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W70, EWCHBTEEEE Lo, BIZE, X1
BACHET AL VT Ay b T—2ThHD, M1 D
ik 6, ANERLEMIIMAAORKE 20, i
AEED LR REE Y FEE L7 ) X s CRE R
Rowd vy HRBFBEREL 5. 4, Bk
BERES X = {X0, X[,.... Xn} I2BWT, BEHKX;
o BOREESE {1, PS—2DEk 2L 5
(X; =k EEL) T3, ZOLE XMTYT YAV b
7 =7 OWEE GIZBWT, AKX OBEREEY
I; & L7 & 2 ORBESRS A P(Xo, X1, -.»Xn | G,0©)
BUTFOL)ICEBHTES.

n

H%X“”JMG@M4TH&|mﬁ) )

i=0
22T, Ok I 2N jHREONRY - R EDLEE
(I; = j L)X = k & 7% b5 &R P(X; =
kI =j,G) BR$/85 XA—=% &L, 8T A=FHEE
O={0ixh(=0,....nj=1...q5k=1...r)k
4. £72, ¢ =Ilix,en, 1 THA.

THX DPOSERY FTORBEL TWAEHOMEE
DECEHX, Y REAEESD. BET, Z£KA
B, CA—->C—-B, A—C—>B A—-C«B&kt
MaEdT oI erxznen, B8 C TRERME, 7
G, BTRETHLEE). MY T Ry b=
BRI TEREEREE 7Oy 752 & TEUT &
MR RBT S Tuy s 2T TERTA.
[EF2.1] ZAHX, Y 2ESEp AU ToOWTR
PO TEE, Bp IEBEESZ TTUY S
S5,

(1) EpH»EHKZeZ TERBEADPDEEA
5.

(2) BphEHZ¢Z CATRMEZL, D Z
DFFHHLNE S 72w,

THEEX, Y 2 RERETOENIERESZ TTO Y S
ENBEE AV NI —IHEGIIBWTX, YIZZ%

BT WiBADNATT Y hy v T—2

Fig.1 Lung cancer Bayesian network.
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LB RBENL DT vy b — 7 s

rGg-L LCEMIMF &M Th Y, Ig(X,Y|Z) LET. F
72, BOFRBERSAIZBNTX LY DL 2Fi5-& L
#H%ﬂif%%t%lﬂxﬂbt%<k¢b
W25t L, BEOREHESMHICBWTX LY D Z %
%ﬁatfﬁ ThbEE Dp(X,Y|Z)=-Ip(X,Y|Z)
L# LT 5,

NA VT YAy NI =7 I EEROFEEER A %
DAG #1 G £/8F A — ¥4 0 TRHET L. Lo
L. DAG (I [FIBFFEZR AT 12 BT 5 4T DL A7
HERHATEZ LI TIE RV, 2D, XATT
A v b7 — 213 DAG THEBIT & % &M &Mz tEo
HEPH) L L LT, LUFO I-map #EAT 5.
[E5%22] XA VT Ay b — 2 G HEH
T2 T O L VEAE O G4 & Ak
EENTVBLEE, GREAVTARVT VMY T
(independent map: I-map) & ).

VX,Y € V,ZC V\{X.Y}.I(X.Y|Z) = Ip(X.Y|Z).

I-map 2SZBL3 2 [G]RERE =R 4340 (LT 9 12 B 4346 12
FERINE TS, T2, BONA I TRy hU—2k
Z® I-map & ORIZIZLUT OBELRASEL 1) 32D,

[EH 2.1] BHofks G* = (VEY) &8, HoHHE
%G = (VE) BUTO=Z00%&t%ii-4 £ &, Gid
I-map TdHb. 2T, Exy XYoLy Y%ET.

(1) VX,Y € VIZ2oWT, Exy € E* 2513
Exy € E.

(2) VXY, ZeVIZoWT, G IZBWTATRMEE
X—>Z«YT2%5E ExycEFEGIZBNT
BEEX > Z«Y T5.

(3) VX, Y,ZeVIIDoWVT, G 2BV TEBKES
X—>Z->Y R0 EHEEX —Z-Y 75585613,
Exy eE F720%, GIIBWTBREEX >Z>Y £
7ITIEEE X —Z > Y T 5.

FEBHIZ Chickering [17] 2 S L TIZ L\,

2.1 RATTLRy NT—TDINT X —2HE

NS A—F ORI HAE LTT 1) 7 LA P(O)
FRETH. BRESXIZHTENEAOF— 5 %
D={Dy,....Dy} £ ¥ 5 &, HEG5HA PO|D,G)
Bonhs,

F(Z a’[ ) Qiik—
P(@)—HH k=1 TR 9”.‘,1 o

i= 0] 1 r(a/ljk)
P(® | D,G) 3)

no F{Zk l(aljk+Nl]k)} @ik +Nijr— 1
ijk
i=0 j=1 Hk:l r(al]k +Nl]k) k=1 4

:l

ZIT, Nyjp X OBEBES I A FHOS
Y=V EWoZLEDX; =k LB AT OHEY
RL, Nij=20 Nijre &8RS, £72, @ ={ap), (i =
0,....m;j=1,....qik=1,...,r;) &7 4 7 LEH
GADNAIS=IRTX=FTHY, ajj = Z;"zl ajjk T
Hb. ~AVT Ry NT—=T TR, 8T A= S HEE
e LT, MIfFdskmdte (Expected a Posteriori:
EAP) e d L WSS, EAP N (3) (ATl
L HZETUT%R5.
- @jjk + Nijk

ijk = 4)

aij+Nij ’

2.2 NXATUT722y NT—=UDEEFEE

NRADVT Ay VT =7 DINTG XA =5 ZHiEST BTz
DI, RELEELZ T2 OHEETLHLEND
L, INERXAT TRy N =7 OREEEE LW
I, WEEFEEEL LT, BHEErORERAIT R
L O TR T DMBRIERT 70— F 2Nk H 5
AWbHnTng, —fRIZFEEAa 7T LTEEw ) &
PD | G) BHwOHND. FHAWw) EE, X Q3) 0Ffk
A HNT X —F MR BT 5 2 & THIERX
THRES.

@ij + Nij) ;_ [(a;jx)
5)

INAIS=IST A =8 % ai = | (FHIDAT D — R
fi) & L7-%845H1L, Bayesian Information Criterion
(BIC) [18], Minimum Description Length (MDL) [19]
WZHITIC—E T2 2 EHH SN TV 5 [20].
WA T, ik = @/(riq;) & L7z Bayesian Dirichlet
equivalent uniform(BDeu) 735 b H v 65 [1],[21].
Z 2T, a i Equivalent Sample Size (ESS) &It
L RO LA ZIRT EPH > TN T 5.
BDeu |2 & 2 BEHIRR T 70— FIZ LT TE
NZWE—3EE2HT 5.
[[£523] 7—FHN-> 0Dl X, HHHEEFY
FihcHiEE S NIAEEDV ST A — & Fid /N T-map 12
BEH S 272 61, COFFEEINATT 4y bT—
IHEEIZOWTOWE—FMEHET D).
722L, COFFEENPREETH Y, BEICH LCE

n_ 4gi .
P(DlG)=l_[1_[r( r(al]) 1—[ F(a'l]k-‘—Nl]k)'
i=0 j=1
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HaEABHIIIHINLCLE . BERLRENICE
T L7201, BRETHEE [22]~([26], A" TR [27],
BRETHL (28] 2 ERESN TS, LaL, wik
Uik (28] T& 2 60 BB E OMEFE SRR TH
D, KBEHELFEHTE LW

3. NMTUTLRy NT—U RS

NAVT Ay VT =SB —2D /) — % H
e L, 24 — FESHEHETLZ &
T, "ATT Ay NI RGERELTERHI L
WTEXDL., DHEHELTOXRNATIT Ay bT—7
ENA YT Ay b — 7 5354 (Bayesian Network
Classifier: BNC) & FER[2]. 4, Xo & HHIEHKE L,
Xi,.... Xn AL L L7ZBNC £ 2 5. GHZE
BOT—% (x1,....,xp) WG 20N/ & HHEH
OHEEM ¢ XD TD LI ITHLND.

¢ = argmax P(c|xy,...,xn,G,0) (6)

cef{l,....ro}

n 4qi ri

arg max H l_l l_[ (Gijk)lijk

ce{l,...no} j=0 j=1 k=1

q0 1o lojx
= arg max nn(@ojk)
ce{l,...ro} | j=1 k=1
qi  Ti Lijx
< [T T (o) ™ |
i:X; €Ch j=1 k=1

CIT, Ly BEEI (e, xp,. o xn) I2BWT, Xy =k
POM;=joL&EIZ1IxLY), TS OEEIT0 %
EBEHTHDH. 22T, ChiHWNEROTHEATH
5. H(6) £V, HEH Xy OBES, FHEE, Xo &
T2 dh LT EHESGOMBEE DA THEM é H°
KED. F, COEEE Xy DOINIATTT VY
b (Markov Blanket) & -5, BNC D& 248 1385,
NADT Ay b= EEBRCT— 5 05 %H T
b, =W BENRATT Ay T =2 % w7z BNC
% General Bayesian Network (GBN) & If-5 (X 2 (a)).
BDeu 7 & CHE 72 GBN 13 HIEES T A%
B72Y, PEHELLOMER LI EDHD. Z
D& G T, R (6) HNEBDOEMHT E/37
A—=% Bpjr DAMKIFS B, HIZ, HIERDOBILE
FEDEN D BMEDINY — 2 B gy BREL R, /3
T A= OHESEIZH BN D T — 5 H Noji /S <
b, LI2hio T, 6y D78T A — 8 OGFREEEAYL
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Xo

A’i\
W~ &) &) & &
() (b)
(%)
AN
e‘e )
(c) (d)
22 (a) GBN Ofl; (b) Naive Bayes D Fl; (c) TAN O Fl; (d)
ANB D)

Fig.2 (a) Example of GBN; (b) Example of Naive Bayes; (c)
Example of TAN; (d) Example of ANB.

T9567:0, #HRrE L THEBEIELIKRTT S
EDLV[29],[30]. ORI A BT S BNC & LT,
HWEHD & TOHRPAERL TI20 5, BBAEHE
BHAL T % LAET % Naive Bayes [31] (M2 (b)), H
WEBPETORPALEH L TICd b, HHEKMT
Afrs % & B & ASE L 72 Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes
(TAN) [2] (0 2(c)) PRESINTVE. ®)EEE
BE2a7E& L7 TAN OFBIZLHABMTFEETE
5T EFMEN TS [2],[32]. 72, Naive Bayes %
TAN = —ffb L7z, LW EHNTOBEBNETVE LT,
HWEHDS & TORMER LT TICb D22 LR INET 5
Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) [2] (X 2(d)) #3515
NTWD, —FEORLIT v hy b7 —27 LR,
ANB f## 7 & HE BB O KRR E FR T 2

JL® 5 ExiKIZT 5 GBN IE &2 o FE R
ERUUTBERETIVCH B0, HHEEZITS- L L
7o HWERO ST &R E LB L BNET VO
13925, WM S ERENE W EIRE SN T
W5 [4],[5]. L2 LTI CIE@ET Ve LT
GBN 2’ A V7 Ay 7T — 7 fEIZ DO W T O —
AR L OERET IV E LTO GBN &0 bR
DE L R HIRPUIHGEIOREN TV AW, F2, 5
SR O lLBEEBRIC B W T, BT TV E LT BNC
BBIRRER T Tu—F 2 W TEETE 2120 0
HLOFTHEUFEBZHVTWE, 22T, HES[6],[7]
IRELLW S B CHREFEE L GBN X, 77— 254
7 & ZRBIETIVO GBN L) b FRBENEWC &
BRIz L, TRl vl ZERETLVO
GBN T BWEHOBEBB; L L5606
D, COLESHEBENIELIETFLTLE) LR



7 .~ Augmented Naive Bayes (2 & 2 KEUMEANA 7 2 4w T — 7 5785 H

FEEBRTR L7, COMELZBRT L7290, HoEHW
BRBETOEBOPERI %5 ANB & ERET IV
ELTHESET AT REL. BRIE, RETF
BT =7 PP WA THRE L EBE 2155
CENTE, #IETFTIVOBNC L0 AEEICSERBE
WEWI EEZRLZ. LAL, BMEMERT 7u—F
BT EBROFENERTH Y, BEEDSL VA
HHT 5 LN TER, 2 TR ICTIERMAZ
¥x L OBNC 2 FH CTELTFEEIRET S

4. #Hx—277O0-F

KERE T NGE T, BHREZ RIEICHIR T & 2 )
KJR—=27 70 —F EIHIN B EE T ESIRE S
NTW5, AETEHHRX—ZAT 7o —FOMEL
Bayes factor % fl\272 RAI 7 )V 31 X L IZD W THASY
5.

4.1 Bayes factor Z L 7= RAL 7)LJVU X L

L, BONATIT Ry NI =7 %R &) IARGE

5.
g 1] G =(VEY) 2BEONA T 7 4y T —
slEEE L, V, E* 22 hENh, G IEENDHEE
B4 ToTVHELSETE ZOLE, G IILT B
729

VX,VY e V,YZ C V\ {X,Y},
Ip(X,Y|Z) & Exy ¢ E".

WIZ, _ATT Ay bT— 7 ORI RIS
OWTOMWETH LIV TEMMEL2EFRZT 5.
[EFE4.1] GGy ZEHEEE V 2575520 DAG
£ 5. VX,VY € V,VZ C VIZxF L CRLTF 25K D 322
LE, G LGyl aTEMTH S,

Ig,(X.Y|Z) & IG,(X.Y|Z).

—ODTN A TEM LY T ARET ST TIZERT
PaHoTERESNLIONF—EHNTHY, FOLH%
5y 5 7 % £t DAG X PDAG (Partially DAG) &
IS, RN —27 70 —FCTIKE | &7z §
HONRA DT v dy NT— &P HIET DL &, £
ORE L~V a7 %li% 7 5 A PDAG %iEET 5 2
EEREMET S,

COT7TE—FOERN TN T) ALZUTOL
BYTH5.

(1) W7 7EERT .

2 () TEREINEEEN T T 715 L
i & FR37 A% (Conditional Independence test: CI 7
AR Iy DREIRT S,

3) @ TELNLER ST TICHLTEH) Y
F—3a )=V [8] EHWVTHEMNITET)

— I, HHNRN=AT T O —FOEFFHEL CL 7 A

M OREEIHAFE L, FEEEEIFEITTS CIT A ML
KT 5. filgN—2A7 Fa—F & LT, PCTIV
=) X4 [9], TPDA 7V =1) XA [10], MMHC 7 )V
) XA [11], RAL 7V TY XA [12] PR ENTE
7z, Lo L, SRLDOT7TVTY XATE 2 H5E, G
Mg, S EMEEHREZEEY CITAMNE LTH
WTED, UTTERSINLWNE—HE 7242w
[E5%42] FT—FHN > c0DEE, FEEOLEHMH
IZDWT, CL7 A POSHESRE | TEOSAM A E M
HETBHEE, 20 CLF A MIMAZEII T 2 T
—HMEETL L.

—hT, Steck Hi, ZEHHEPNEE - MLET VO
B S EDIZ & % Bayes factor # fiv:72 CI 7 A b
RRELDB3]. BlELT, XAV T Ay bT—2
DEEBRXYIZBWTX LY BIZonWTHEEHOIH
WEAEHEEZ Z L L2 EDMEEETVE Gy,
VETIVE Gy &L, ZNEFNX3 D (a), (b) II/RT.
Z® & X0 Bayes factor * BF(X,Y |Z) L35 &, &
$ Bayes factor XKD & ) 12FEE 5.
PD| Gy a@)

log BF(X,Y | Z) = log PD | Gpa)’

%

22T, P(D|Gpa), P(D|Gaa)lds (5 ® BDeu
%%, Bayes factor # {1\ 72 CI 7 A b Cld, X%k
Bayes factor 25 0 L EDB 0TI 3 D (a), (b)) DEDL
LEERT D045, LaL, Steck HldIhzx
WAV E 2 TRA DT v 2y b — 758
CHWTWZRW, —T, %HUS I Bayes factor & H
W7z CL 7 A NSO T 58— 5 kx> 2

L &R L7z [13]~[15].
@) (b)

K3 (a) fERET IV Gy; (b) HILETI G,y
Fig.3 (a) Dependent model; (b) independent model.
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DEFA41] T—FHNo>0oDL X,
(1) EOWENSZ 25 & LT X LY D&M
EMTHRVEE, WHFE 1 TlogBF(X,Y |Z) > 0.
(2) EOWENZ 25 L LT X &Y P54
EM oL %, MEFE 1 TlogBF(X,Y|Z)<0O.
FAERIZ IS [15] # BB L TIZ L. |2, Bayes fac-
tor Z V372 CI 7 A b % RAI 7 )V T X A IZHLAGA
ARTERREL, "ATVT7 Ay T —2hEEico
WTOMHE—FIEZH Lo 1000 8% B2 5 KH
BT 2 EH L7z, FAEIEAIS [15] #2B L T
[EQPAN
4.2 HBEEHEWAERAI 7O XL
AR & 912, FHR—2ADEEEEIX CL 7 A+
ORIBIAKIET B, — 2 C1 7 & b OEFUIZFB O
BIICTy VEHIBRT 2 IFEHETE S, 2072012
DT OHRMEE VL FEPIRESN TR D,
[5¥ 42] G=(V,E)%# DAG &L, X,YeVT, Y
X OFTFRETL. k& AeV\({XY}U
Pa(X,G)UW) L35 %, LUFASHY 7.

I6(X.,Y | Pa(X,G)) (8)
— I6(X,A | Pa(X,G)) or IG(A,Y | Pa(X,G)).

CZT, WEXDOFHTHY, X LY BEMEET S
BREZDTFHRIPO R DEREEGEEL, PaX,G) T
XD GIIBIFA2HERESEERT. EHITARHS [16]
EZBLTCIL. FHA42 XY, 5 EBOEN
fit SR & E D EEF & MBI L O ST &M
B bbb —2%FiETE%. ZhEfHTLZ

ET, ZEBOFKMMF EMELr LR EL—DD
ST EMAMEIE S NS MOy VRFIFETE S,
FIEEN/2Zy VD CLT A NEERLTIT) 2 LT,
LVEBRORMIcTy VEHIRTE S, REHSIELE
DRI & 2= v T OHIERE % Bayes factor % v
72RAI 70V T) XA ARAL T ETCI 7 A ol
BoaAH L, 3500 280 RBERESE 2B L7

K Tid, AHS [16] DFEEHA L LT, it
&b b KM BNC oS 0OFEHT 5.

5. BREF &

ANB I F#HET NV E LTRbN T8, HELHIE
BNC OZRZEMII BT, fEIZ ANB 2 REL, &
BET IV E LT BNC 2B E T 5 FhEEitE L7
B2, B L7 ANB i % V5 2 L TERWAERE
ERONDLZERRLZ6],[7]. =27 70—

70

FOREEFEBFZ BT OISR CL 7 A D%
ITEEPIC IR &2 3213 A 2 & T ANB M2 28 T & 5.
AKETIEET, KHOOFFIIE DS WT ANB fifE %
FRTHTNT) AL %HHAT S, HIZ, REFEN
DFCERSNLWE—FMAET LI L E2RT.
[£7%5.1] F—FHN > oDE X, HIMEFHF
HCHEE S N7 HEEDS T-map & 72 5 ANB (I-map ANB
EIER) OHTINT X — & B/ N OREE ICHRINER T 2
% 51E, ZOFHET ANB HEE IO W T OME—EE
FHTAHLEWV).

5.1 RAI 7T XLEHVWE ANB 18&FE

FEARHS OF4:[16] DR LEMEZ BT 5.
4L 757% G=(V,E) ££L, VERZFhZFN G
WCEINIERES, Ty VHEGERET. 22T, G
ATy VAT VEFELOET S, F2,
Gex = (Vex,Eex) % RAL 7 )V T XA K o THE &
nef s rs 7845,

(1) SEEmEA ST Gue £ET7—F D2 A5,

Q) BEEDCIT A MIBWTlogBFR(X,Y | Z) <
0&7%0) X, Y DFEMFEMLEHESND L E, XY
Moy VEHIBRT LS. 72, 1RUED CIF A M
L1y VoORIBEOER, HBEIZEDS Y TVOH]
BEEATS.

B Q@ TESNLTZITICHLTH) YT —
Ta vl V@R L CHaMNTE1T).

@) HTOREREDP ST 7T T Gex 1257 E
5.

(5) K57 77 THIEWIZ RAL Z IO
Z I, Bayes factor & V72 CI 7 A MIW#EAYICE
DGAMF EPSLEEHE L, KH O OFEITHHEIC
BOWEL T 5 [16].

U EORHS OFFE:% HWT ANB HiiEz 585 %
JiEEHWT A, ANB IFHWEEDPEHEZ L 2T, &
TOHPLEE L IO OMETH L. LLoT7 )Ty
ALIZBWTFIE () oMir o 7L, FIE Q) Cl
FAMIEREZMASLIETRAI 7T VTY X4 %H
W72 ANB FE 2 EHT 5

FFFE ) ICBNT, AT 20875 7% a%
PR A SR bR 7S5 7Tl h <, HNEHE
B AEEEN ST 7T A RIZTFIE Q) 128
W, ANB HESE CIEBAZBIILT BENEK L HICD
DDT, Cl 7 A b &FET5HEICHNER Xy 25
ET B EHICHIFEINZ A, Algorithml (2 RAI 7V
) XL BUT % Bayes factor & V272 CI 7 A F OFf
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Algorithm 1 CI test for ANB

Algorithm 2 Edge cutting with transitivity for ANB

1: function Cl-test(nz, Gs, Gex , Xg, D)
ng: Cl 7 A s DK
Gs =(Vs,Eg): A7 57
Gex: TEIENI2V T 7 DHE
Gan =(V,E: CI 7 A P EFAFFICE > TROND NN T T 7
Xo: HIZER
NCLTAMIEDI Y Y OHI
2 for Gex = (Vex,Eex) € Gex do
3 for X € Vs, Y € Vox do
4: for Z C Pap (X, Gs) UPa(X,Gex) \ {Y} do
5 if |Z| = ny — 1 222 log BE(X,Y | ZU {Xp}) < O then
6 Equ < Equ \ {Exy}
> Exy: XY oz Y
IEREIZ X B2y D ORIk

7: TRANSITIVE_CUT(Gs, G411, X, Y, Z, X, D)
end if

9: end for

10: end for

11: end for

12: for X € Vg, Y € Vg do

13: for Z C Pap (X, Gs) UPa(X, Gex) \ {Y} do

14: if |Z| =nz — 1 72 logBF(X,Y | ZU {Xp}) < O then

15: Eqi —Eqi \ {Exy }.Es « Es \ {Exy}
IHERSTEZ X B Ty 2 ORI

16: TRANSITIVE_CUT(Gs, X, Y, Z, X)), D)

17: end if

18: end for

19: end for

20: return (G5, Ggqy)
21: end function

MERT. 22T, ANZ57% G = (Ve Ey) EET.
Adj(X,G) 1375 7 G 2B BE X OBHEEREL%
FL, Ch(X,G) 13757 GIZBIIDERX OTEKE
HEET. 0L E, PayX,G) lE Adj(X,G)\ Ch(X,G)
HEL, PaX,G) 13757 GIZHETAER X O
TEESGHET. 72, PaX,G) 1375 7E£E5 G 12
BWT UgegPa(X,G) £ 7. BI% Cltest I3 AT1 7
T 7 OBEFEE V ISR L, FREDCLT A MIB
WTlogBF(X,Y |Z) <0 7% 0) X, Y BS54 & har
CHEINLEE, XY MOy Y Exy ZHIBT 5.
ANB #E TIZHWE L HAERELTER SN T
Wh7z®H, CILTANOERT HEICEIER Xy &5
LT EDL. DFD, ZU{Xo} 25L& L7z CI
TAMNET S SITHE 144T7H). /2, CIT A
FO LBy VHIBROER (T17H & 164TH) 2B
TRANSITIVE_CUT #I-0N 9. & 2 CiddfEBiic &
5Ly Y OHIEEITS . Algorithm2 \ZFEiZ <7, B
% TRANSITIVE_CUT Ti& CI 7 A b CHfi5E L7250
i STV SHERB RIS X ) B S AR E A I
FMLTCITFANETHD, Z2THHMER X, #

1: function TRANSITIVE_CUT(Gy, G, X, Y, Z, X(, D)
Gy = (Vs, Eg): HEROIR
G =(V,E): &thkr 57
X,Y,Z: Ip(X1Y|Z) L 2 558 X, Y LB E 2
Xo: HWZ%
2: A« Adj(X, G) N Adj(Y, G)\
(Ch(X,G)NCh(Y,G)UZU {Xy})

3 for A € Ado

4 if logBF(X,A | ZU {Xp}) < O then

5 Es « Es \{Eay}L,E—E\{Eay}

6: else

7 E—E\{Exa} »Exa: XA oy
8 end if

9 if log BF(A,Y | ZU {X(}) < O then

10: if A€ Vg DY € Vg then

1 Es —Es \{EayLE—E\{Eay}
12: else

13: E—E\{Eay}

14: end if

15: end if

16: end for

17: return (G, G)
18: end function

SR TEDDL. CNOOEFENMZ L LTl
A LI S5 PDAG ST & s, &k
12, HWEHD L2 TOBHERA~Ty V2T 5
Z & T ANB fiir% &2 PDAG A1 &1 5.

5.2 INT X — 2 &/D I-map ANB

REITIE, IRETFHAT ANB HirE 12DV T OB —3K
HrboZe%2Rd. £9, DTO=Z20H#E %R
ZIT, V={Xp,X1,...Xpn} ZEBERE L, X% H
AR, Xi,..oXn 2L E TS, G = (VEY),
Gang = (V.EgAnNB) 2ZNZEN, BONLTT U4y
P — R RETILVIT) AL L o THEE L
ANB i & 35,
[(HES51] T—FHNoscoDEE VXY eVIID
W, Exy eE* 251X Exy € Egnp.
[FERA] Exy e E* DL &, VZ C V\{X,Y},Dp(X,Y|Z)
THbH. INLY, VZCV\{X,Y,Xy}, Dp(X,Y|ZU
{Xo}) 2SN 37D, EH41 LD, |ETINVTYALT
fThNd Cl 7 A ML XY MOMIEE R LRz
W, Ty Y Exy BHIBRENT, Exy € Eang. O
(B S52] T—FHN-oscoDEE VXY, ZeVIZ
ONTC, GIIBVWTARMEX > Z«Y LR d%
51F, Exy € Eanpg 7213 Ganpg OBV TATES
X s Z«Y b,
(FEFA]  Z 2"HIWEROYE L 2N DA OBEI251T
Y
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(1) Z=XyD&&:

G IZBWTEREEX > Xg <Y %5720,
VZ C V\ {X,Y,Xo}, Dp(X,Y|Z U {Xo}) TH 5. &
41 L0, WETNVITY) XL TITbILs CI T A b
X XY BoMEE BB LV, Ty Exy 8
HIBRE N ¥, Exy € Eana.

(2) Z#XyDk&:

X 7203 Y ENEBOWE L ENLAOBEITS)
FToNns.

(a) X=XpFoldy=Xx 0k %:

ANB O5E & ) HIEUEHE ICHHAZHOBTH
57290, Exy € Eanp.

(b) X#XgHh2Y#XgDk & :

UTOERGERTHENTT 5.

i. 3ZCV\{X,Y,Z, Xy}, Ip(X,Y|Z U {Xp})
DL E:

EBA1 LY, B—ETVIY)ALEICITANMNIES
THYEERI LTy YV Exy 25T 5. GF 128
WTATIHAE X > Z <Y Eeblz, Z %i5& 1L
LA X LY REETHEDOT, ZoLEHEL
MOTHEDSEMBIZ Z EENe v, Lo, 1)
IV T—=2ay—IZLoT Gang BV THEI
WEX>Z—Y ELTHITENS.

iil. VZCV\{X,Y,Z Xo}, Dp(X,Y|ZU{Xp}) (9)
DL E:

G"IZBWTEAmMWE X - Z « Y &b/
O, ZEFGELLEEX LY BEETHLD
T, VZ € V\{X,Y,Z, X}, Dp(X,Y|Z U {Z,Xp}) 7%
Yo, Thek Q) £V, VZ C V\{X,Y, X0},
Dp(X,Y|Z U {Xp}) 2SHL D 3io. M 41 L0, &
FTNTY XLTIH OIS Cl 7 A M XY o
UMHERELZWD, Ty Y Exy DHIBESNT,
Exy € EanB-

D), @ &Y, VX,Y,ZeVIZDOWT, G* IBWTEH
WEX > Z—Y bl Exy cEanpg T7213
GANB IIBWTANMMEE X > Z <Y L2 5. O
(53] T—FHN-oscoDEE VXY, ZeVIZ
DNT, G IIBWIEBKEE X > Z > Y 72135
A5 E X «— Z Y L% 5% 518, Exy e Eang %
720E GANB IZBWTERK G X > Z > Y $72135
WA X —Z Y &b,

(FEMI]  Z PEVERDSE & 2N UANOBEIZ5T
5N,

(1) Z=Xy L &:

72

G IZBVWTHRRMEE X - Xy — Y F 721350 Ik
EX — Xy oY bz, 3L C V\ {X,Y, X},
Ip(X,Y|ZU{Xp}) D iLD. EB 41 L0, LT
VIT)ZALIEN 5 0DEECITAMILDER]
THM BRI LTIy Y Exy 2HIlRT 5. ANB O
WELY, BERTEICHIAZEOB TS 57-0,
GANB KBWTHIHE X «— Xg oY &4 5.

(2) Z#+XynL&:

X £723 Y BPEHNEROWEE L EnDANOEEIS
FToNns.

(a) X=XpFoldy=X 0k %:

ANB OGE & ) HIWZRUZE ICHHER OB TH
57290, Exy € Eanp.

(b) X#XgD2Y Xy D& X :

UTOERGFEZTHETTT 5.

i. 3Z CV\{X.,Y,Z X0}, Ip(X,Y|ZU{Z, Xo}) D
L&

EH AL LY, —ETVITYZXLIEN » 0 D&
XCITFAMIIYMERD Tl MEREL Ty Y
Exy 2BIT5. G ICBWITEREE X > Z oY
FLREPEREEX —« Z Y ERbD, ZERG
ELBEWVEE X LY IIHETHLOT, ToOL &K
WU D&M Z B EENs. Lz - T,
FIVITYF—2ar =&Y, Ganpg TBKRREE
X—>Z->Y FRE0EREE X —Z-Y &L THA
fFrahns.

ii. VZ < V \ {X.Y,ZXp},
{Z, X)) (10) D& &

G IZBVTHERMEE X - Z - Y T 721350k
EX —Z Y Ehdiw, ZEH5E LA
EX LY IRIMBTHLDT, VZ C V\{X,Y,Z Xo},
Dp(X,Y|Z,u{Xp}). ZhEX (10) £V, VZ C V)
{X,Y,Xo}, Dp(X,Y|ZU{Xp}) 23V 3i>. EH 4.1 &
D, METNVITY XLTITbND CLT A M XY
O Z BRI L w720, Tv Y Exy PHIBES R
¥, Exy € Eans.

M), @ &Y, VX,Y,ZeVIZDWT, Exy € Eang
F721E Ganyg KBWTEKRFME X > Z > Y 7203
FIEEE X —«Z Y b b, ]
DEo=>0##En»r5, DTERT
[EHS51] N> &, RETNVI) ALDPEY
T 5 Ganp & T-map ANB (ZHEINH T 5.

(FERA] #HRES.1, 5.2, 53 &Y, Ganp I N > 0 D
L EXMEER 1 TEM 21 O=00&M R FNENE T

Dp(X,Y|Z U
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LoT, METNT) XLDEET D7 Gavp 1
I-map ANB |Z#EUR 5 5. o

B2, LTOBEITRT LI, Ganp \EHRIAYIZ/ S
F A — & $ife/N O I-map ANB [ ZHEINH$ 5

[SEH 52] IRETNLITY X 21E ANB HEICOWTO
W —3EE b o,

[REFA] EHIS51 LD, N >0 DE X Gynp ld -map
ANB IZHEINH T 5. EH41 L), N>oo D& &2
RTNTYALD CLT A MIFER 1 TEOSEMN &
MRS 2720, Xy 25 & Lok RBEICE
PRy EPUAL & e BB O Ty VI3 & THIKR SN S,

L7255 T, Gang & N — 0o @& % I-map ANB O
MCTy VR RANERD. Thbh, Ganpg 13757
A — & /N T-map ANB [ZBENH$ 5. O
L7=ASo T, IETIN T X AITEEFE L7 ANB
[6], [7] DA HEREEE & FIRRE OREZ X 0V EHRE
THEOLNL LIIFTE S,

—7J T, ANB &% ET % &, HWEHD 5
BEA~O Ty T &EEINICT] < 728, GBN &b b3
FA—SEDIEMLCLES. ok EHEEHEIER
B9 2 FF R A O BAENOIURIE GBN & 0 3
WAL 2513 THL. LaL, 3Tl k)
IZ GBN (& HWEBOBREBE,» L e, BEY
DFEFIFAT/ST A — & DRI 2, HEEREE DA
GEIZTR B T EDHISNT WA [6],[7]. ANB #ik%
WET H I LTI A= FIIINEIZ R B, HIE
BoOBEHELIH S W CHAT A A TN MHEE
TE, DHEBEOWEIYHETE S,

6. FF M % &

RETIE, REFEOFEIUEERT 2O T OFF
fiFEEEZITH. T, YIalb—vavERICIVR
FFEDPRERERT 70 —F L) L RMEER A v b
T—rmFRTELILERT. RIS, ET—F5xH
WCHRETF L Ll BNC 528 FE 0 558k B % i
5.

RETIIDTOROOFik:% Mk 5.

* Naive Bayes

*  TAN: w9 % i#ift 3 % TAN % 5%

*  exact-GBN: BDeu A 27 C GBN % it %54

*  exact-ANB: BDeu A 17 T ANB % i %4478

*  RAI-GBN: AH b5 OFiE% Hv T GBN &5

* RAI-ANB: #2270V T X A% Fi\wC ANB %

1
oY

K ClE, RAIFANB 2 $¢%5FE: & 3%, TAN I3 Fried-
man 5 [2] D F3 % W TEE L7z, exact-GBN &
exact-ANB (3% 2 a7 % BDeu & L, Bh0FHE: [25]
TR IZ58 L7z, RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB (X
KHES [16] DFFEZHNTHE L7z, BDeu A7 &
Bayes factor DEEL > TV (NA/8—/8F X —%) D
fiil%, Ueno [20], [34] DILZEIHEVFE T E KIS
T51.0& L7z WIROFHEIIBWTY, fiEeEy
#D BNC D35 X — %34 TEAP CTHE L. &T
FOREREEL R 1IIRT

6.1 S L%y NT—7%BAVEFHAER
REITIE, REFEPHEFERT 70 —F L0 b
KHEA Y T =0 2FETELI L ERTIZOICT
VLA ERY NI =T RV I 2 — g VER
2119, Iy L%y M — 27 OHEKIZIE BNGenera-
tor [35],[36] %19 %. BNGenerator ¥~ )l I 7 i
HECTANVOEIL )-GO 4Ly PT—0 %
T YT NIAERT A, KEITIE, (S5 10, 20,
50, 100, 200, 500, 1000} &L, &4y N —2 Ok
K& xS EHEL TRy NI =2 2 ERT 5. E72,
ERENzAy VT =205 7 — 5510000 DT — ¥
BRI R, BFFEICOVWTEAY NT— 2 T
EFE T OEIER kD 5. 72720, 6 KEE ol
FREFH 2 30T, Ml 2 5a 3T 2T b - 72,
MERE A4 RT. AR (|), #EhATEHE
BRf () 2R L Cwah. M4 LY, sz s
L 7% \» Naive Bayes % & &, ZHEES T 51250
TRHMEERIZSHEIN L TWwWb 2 & 2%hH 5. Naive Bayes
DK TAN OFHERMAYE . Tt TAN (3% IH
A TEETEB720TH 5 [2],[32]. KIS, BHE

®1 RTHERE

Table I Computational environment.

Naive Bayes

CPU 2.10GHz 8-Cores Intel XEON
System Memory | 128GB
(N OS ubuntu 16.04.4 Its

V7 b7 =7 | Python
TAN, exact-GBN, exact-ANB

CPU 2.10GHz 8-Cores Intel XEON
System Memory | 128GB
oS OS ubuntu 16.04.4 Its

V7 87T | JAVA
RAI-GBN, RAI-ANB

CPU 2.10GHz 8-Cores Intel XEON
System Memory | 128GB

oS OS ubuntu 16.04.4 Its

V7 M7 x7 | MATLAB
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pal

500 =X-NB
=><TAN
~~exact-GBN
300 ~t-exact-ANB
~=RAI-GBN
=O-RAI-ANB

0 X- X—
5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1000

EHHK

4 BEH L ESRER ORISR
Fig.4 Relationship between the number of variables and compu-
tation time.

R 7 70 —F Tdh 5 exact-GBN & exact-ANB O
MHICBWTERIS0 LY K&wihy M7 — 7 13K
BIPICEEBIRT L ho e, —J5, flfg~N— 2 Fik
T& % RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB (% 1000 ZH D % v k
=7 YRR T L ENTE, RETETDHS
RAI-ANB (% RAI-GBN & V) & 0\ I CREESH %
SETLTWwWA, ZHd, RAI-GBN 2S&ZE £ o phisr
HEHET LD L, RAI-ANB (3312 5/ o sl
SHEOREFHETNE LWL TH S, U LEOREREL
D, MEFHRIMERBERTY 70 —F L0 KA
Fv NI = R ETELILERL, F2, B
FARAL-GBN & 0 ORIV & 2R L 72
6.2 ET—2EHVFHERER
RETTIE, REFEROFERELRT DI, ET—
T2 X BRI LEH R OB ITS . 9, it
FRFEEMERIER T 70— F % T 5 720/
2y MT =7 IZOWTHHERBEOIEZ1TS . KIZ,
B RA R KB A v b T — 2 120 W TN
FEORB%1T) . REKRTIE, UCIYRY MY [37]1
BHENTWAET—F by h2lwniz. &75—F 1y
MIZE& TN EGE T TS Pyl 25512 2 (I
BAb L7z, £FE K75 —ty Mo LT, 105
HIZCEBGE R W5 ERE R RD L. T2, 32
FRFEOHENZRT 72012 Hommel 12 & 5 4 H R
E[38] ATV pEE KD, £Fik £T7—F v M2
U, B0 B R AR 2 R T v b,
6.2.1 /BB Y b —212B A HEEE
RETTI, BBEBERT 70 —F 2 BHATEER 7 —
7y b EFWTEFETHEE L BNC O5ERE
BT S, EBRIIIERES 5 23 b0 43 fi
DF—=Fty brHW R2IZEF—5 Y MK
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TREFEOTEBELRL TS, £2 OTEHIC
IRENTW D “GHRE ICBWT S a7 -4
v MRS 28 FEOVHGER/ETH Y, “p il
BEEMEICLVEON pEEZRLTVS. &7 —
ZEy ML, FFECBWTRLEWAEREE L
KFETRLTWS, Tz, “FHEREHE 12BWT “Fy»
a7 — 5ty MO T 28T EOBEEF P9 S
FEFIREEHTH Y, BB (I TEOR AR
DR R LTS,

MR E LT, RETEIPHSEBEDLN 1 FEhro
72, F7z, $ETFHE, Naive Bayes, TAN, RAI-GBN
IR L CHEAE S% O b & THBEITEBENE
Ao 72. RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB |2/ L Cl3FEE%
RTZENTE Lol LaL, Io05HEE
MESo727 =51y b 313, 367, 38FIZBNT
REFEOGEREIB NI LD 5.

W2, ZFEZHET 22010 O0RE LA
T3, R3IFET—% 1y MHT 5K THED Max
parents D FIH %R L TW5A. “Max parents” I$ 10 53]
RAEMGEEZ BT % % FCEE L MEN oL
S DR KBEHE DOV %2R L CT\W5b. Max parents O
EAREIEREEDS L VBHETH D 2 L &2 FKT[39]
FA4RZET -5 Ly MO 2 TR0 BWERDHE
EILEHDLL Ty VPOFHERLTVL, HIKEW
WBEHNERO~Y NI T T 07y N MG %
FELTWS,

¥ 9, Naive Bayes & TAN IZFHHERO & 2 BEH
HaHIR L CT\wAh 728 Max Parents 12 1 & 2 THE%ES
NTWE, 20727 = HIPL L wETE /8T
A =5 OHEEREENLET B0, MRS % £BT
ERWIOGEEIESH $ 1 & < &2\, Naive Bayes
IEREEE % T 5 MEN VO TEHEREIL 0.0 TH
%. F7-, TAN BZHEAEH CHETE 272 0MM0F
L TR S 2], [32].

exact-ANB L W3 5 & FEELR/RTIENTER
Moo, REFHEIIREFE L7172 ANB L RIEEDS
FREEMSEONL Z EDbh o7z, 72721, exact-ANB
BREFELY SEREEMIE. 72, £4 10,
ETOT—5 1y MIBWTREFEO HWEKOH
EIWZEDH DTy DA exact-ANB £ D) d/hS w2 &p
5, WBETHIT exact-ANB X ) b A= 2 2 ffik % 22
By o@mdyds. 7=y 31 F 6% 38K
IZBWT, exact-ANB & V) QIREFHEOHEREEDLH
V., R2EDV NS0T s Edb R, K3, K4
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LB RBENL DT vy b — 7 s

F2 HBEAR Y MU= 2128 5K TR0 SR

Table 2 Accuracies of respective classifiers for small networks.

H 2244 Naive exact- exact- RAI- RAI-

TF=F+tv k T T4 OREEH  Bayes | TAN GBN  ANB GBN  ANB
1 | Balance 5 625 3 0.9168 0.8640 0.9168 0.9168 0.6352 0.9168
2 | banknote 5 1372 2 0.8433  0.8819 0.8812 0.8812 0.8776 0.8812
3 | Hayes-Roth 5 132 3 0.8484  0.6808 0.5610 0.8484 0.5132 0.8484
4 | iris 5 150 3 0.7133  0.8267 0.8267 0.8200 0.8133 0.8267
5 | lenses 5 24 3 0.6833  0.6833  0.8500 0.6833  0.8500 0.6833
6 | Car 7 1728 4 0.8583  0.9381 0.9415 0.9421 0.8137 0.9410
7 | liver 7 345 2 0.6461  0.6402  0.6200 0.6402  0.5830 0.6634
8 | monkl 7 432 2 0.7500  1.0000  1.0000  1.0000 0.7500  1.000
9 | mux6 7 64 2 0.5762  0.6357 0.5500 05762 03262 0.5333
10 | led7 8 3200 10 0.7294 07306  0.7294  0.7294  0.7056  0.7294
11 | HTRU2 9 17898 2 0.8966 0.9141 09112 09141 0.9027 0.9084
12 | Nursery 9 12960 3 0.9033 09250 0.9340 09181 0.8921 0.9356
13 | pima 9 768 9 0.7031 07175 07279 07175 0.7122  0.7032
14 | post 9 87 5 0.6764 0.5986 0.7125 0.6764 0.7125 0.6764
15 | Breast Cancer 10 277 2 0.7443 07187 07295 07119  0.6972 0.7192
16 | Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 2 0.9752 09649 09752 09752 0.9254 0.9752
17 | eme 10 1473 3 0.4657 04704 04548 04677 04358 0.4752
18 | glass 10 214 6 0.5524  0.5431 0.5656  0.6361  0.5890 0.6087
19 | shuttle-small 10 5800 6 0.9384  0.9566 09693 09716 0.9659 0.9707
20 | threeOf9 10 512 2 0.8144 0.8477 0.8865 0.8673 0.7071 0.8399
21 | TicTac 10 958 2 0.6919 0.7567 0.8319 0.8549  0.6992 0.7546
22 | magic 11 19020 2 0.7482  0.7768 0.7873  0.7874  0.7801  0.7700
23 | Flare 11 1389 9 0.7804 0.7948 0.8431 0.8229 0.8431 0.8236
24 | heart 14 270 2 0.8259 0.8259 0.8259 0.8185 0.7815 0.8370
25 | wine 14 178 3 09330  0.9275 09327 09216 0.8938 0.9330
26 | cleve 14 296 2 0.8410 0.8338 0.7900 0.8344 0.7798 0.8308
27 | australian 15 690 2 0.8290 0.8348 0.8536 0.8246  0.8551 0.8377
28 | crx 15 653 2 0.8393  0.8531 0.8592 0.8531 0.8639 0.8531
29 | EEG 15 14980 2 0.5778 0.6305 0.6814 0.6864 0.6411 0.6697
30 | Congressional 17 232 2 0.9092  0.9478 0.9652 09478  0.9652 0.9522
31 | zoo 17 101 5 0.9800  0.9600 0.9400 0.9600  0.9000  0.9800
32 | pendigits 17 10992 10 0.8032  0.8504 0.9289 09278  0.8790 0.9085
33 | letter 17 20000 26 0.4466  0.4868 0.5761  0.5935  0.5448 0.5609
34 | ClimateModel 19 540 2 09222 0.9315 09000 0.8426 0.8963 0.9222
35 | ImageSegmentation 19 2310 7 0.7290  0.7515 0.8156  0.8225  0.7758 0.8039
36 | lymphography 19 148 4 0.8386 0.7648 0.7586 0.8186 0.7033 0.8386
37 | vehicle 19 846 4 04339 05722 05732 0.6241  0.5543  0.5793
38 | hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8625 0.8375 0.5875 0.6250 0.7375 0.8625
39 | german 21 1000 2 0.7430 07310 0.7210  0.7380  0.6830  0.7390
40 | bank 21 30488 2 0.8544 0.8774 0.8956  0.8949  0.8939 0.8907
41 | waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7886  0.7896  0.7846  0.7966  0.7336 0.7826
42 | Mushroom 22 5644 2 0.9957  1.0000 0.9949  1.0000  1.0000 1.0000
43 | spect 23 263 2 0.8013 0.8128 0.7450 0.8164 0.7946 0.8051
YRR i 0.7770 07927 0.7985 0.8071  0.7583 0.8086

J 0.00004 0.00126 0.46812 0.46812 0.00004 -

BELHNO) F¥y 0.00 258 179093 50076 1194 157
HEAE R 0.00 0.16 89576 252.69  9.55 0.6.2

£ exact-ANB |23\ T Max parents & HHZEHOHE ns.

EWCEDL Ty PHIIRETHEI)AS . T=5 ¥
W, MRS EH L2, MERERT
TU—F T HNEROGEREENEr -7 E 2D

L= REFERIMERRERT 70 —F L) X
/\~7\f*1‘%k%%“3‘61@ﬁ By, F-vEI LR
CTHENBEGFRBEART S EZS

RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB % [Li59 % &, #1512 ANB
EMET 2 T L CREIREER 7 70 — T L FEERIC S
BB AU LT\ 5. RAI-GBN RILETFHO 2T
T b SRR, ST CL T A b OFERE ISR
3 %. Bayes factor % i\ 72 CI 7 A MME T — & EAHV
SWHAICEo Ty VEHIBRLTLE ) WSS
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3 HEEAR Y T — 271281 5% F:D Max parents
Table 3 The number of Max parents of respective classifiers for
small networks.

Naive exact- exact- RAI- RAI-
T—=%+tv b Bayes TAN GBN ANB GBN ANB
1 |Balance 1 2 1 1 1 1
2 |banknote 1 2 4 4 39 4
3 |Hayes-Roth 1 2 3 1 1.8 1
4 |iris 1 2 2 2 2.7 2
5 |lenses 1 2 1.3 1.1 2 1.1
6 |Car 1 2 2 2 3 2
7 |liver 1 2 2 2 1.5 2
8 | monkl 1 2 3 3 1 2
9 | mux6 1 2 5.8 1 0.7 1
10 |led7 1 2 1 1 1.8 1
11|HTRU2 1 2 3 4 5 4
12| Nursery 1 2 4 3 3 3
13 | pima 1 2 2 2 21 23
14 | post 1 2 0.2 1 0.3 1
15| Breast Cancer 1 2 1 2 1 2
16| Breast Cancer Wisconsin 1 2 1 1 1.1 1
17 |eme 1 2 2 2.5 2 2.1
18| glass 1 2 2.9 2 2.3
19| shuttle-small 1 2 5 5 5 3.7
20 | threeOf9 1 2 5 27 44 2
21| TicTac 1 2 3 3 1.7 2
22| magic 1 2 4 4 4 5
23| Flare 1 2 2 3 1.6 3
24 | heart 1 2 2 2 2 2
25 | wine 1 2 22 21 32 21
26| cleve 1 2 2 2 2 2
27| australian 1 2 24 29 2 23
28| crx 1 2 3 22 16 2
29 |EEG 1 2 5 5 49 53
30| Congressional 1 2 35 4 23 3
31|zoo 1 2 49 49 37 3
32| pendigits 1 2 55 5.6 8 59
33 |letter 1 2 6 5 76 53
34 | ClimateModel 1 2 14 141 3.1 1
35| ImageSegmentation 1 2 4.1 4 6 5
36 | lymphography 1 2 87 99 21 23
37| vehicle 1 2 42 41 35 36
38| hepatitis 1 2 104 114 24 29
39| german 1 2 2 3 2 3
40| bank 1 2 5 6 54 54
41| waveform-21 1 2 4 4 5 3.7
42| Mushroom 1 2 24 76 48 48
43| spect 1 2 2.7 3 26 32

L. 2K, BWEHO~NNVITTT 7y b
NSV VT =T BRI LI ENDH D, ERE, K4
EHDLEMOFTLY b HWEROHEICHbL T Y
CEHBLEL, 9T, 147, 15 HTIIEHMER L EH
BRMBITE A EMTHEZFE L TnDb I Edhbre
B, FRTK L, REFEIL ETORPERE 712
OOV T T Ty N OBUTEISHIE S
ERLCTHY, &@CoHENEREHWTH#HRmTLI L
THEREZNESETWE, T, REFEITHNA

1
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F4 PHEA Y P T — 21281 B ETFEO BVEROHE
EEbD Ty V]
Table 4 The number of edges used to estimate the class variable
of respective classifiers for small networks.

Naive exact- exact- RAI- RAI-
T—=%+tv b Bayes TAN GBN ANB GBN ANB
1 |Balance 4 7 4 4 1 4
2 |banknote 4 7 7 10 6.8 98
3 |Hayes-Roth 4 7 3 4 1.7 4
4 |iris 4 7 4.1 7 31 52
5 |lenses 4 7 2.1 4.1 4
6 | Car 6 11 7 9 3 6
7 |liver 6 11 38 106 1.1 9
8 | monkl 6 11 3 8 1 6
9 | mux6 6 11 58 6 0.4 6
10 |led7 7 13 7 7 5.1 7
11|HTRU2 8 15 125 20 5 18
12| Nursery 8 15 8 13 3 8
13 | pima 8 15 42 15 22 124
14| post 8 15 0 8 0 8
15| Breast Cancer 9 17 1 13 0.1 11.1
16| Breast Cancer Wisconsin 9 17 8.9 9 1 9
17 |cme 9 17 1.7 16.1 1 13.2
18 | glass 9 17 43 155 3.1 13
19| shuttle-small 9 17 15 238 44 22
20 | threeOf9 9 17 97 134 45 9
21| TicTac 9 17 74 189 1 12.3
22 | magic 10 19 204 30 13 268
23 |Flare 10 19 1 189 09 174
24 | heart 13 25 66 184 2 171
25| wine 13 25 95 19 32 16
26| cleve 13 25 75 183 2 163
27 | australian 14 27 62 241 36 202
28| crx 14 29 53 239 25 212
29 |EEG 14 27 342 575 11.8 486
30| Congressional 16 31 7.1 371 34 277
31|zoo 16 31 94 369 39 249
32| pendigits 16 31 634 665 92 605
33 |letter 16 31 414 579 17.7 511
34 | ClimateModel 18 35 321 697 3 18
35| ImageSegmentation 18 35 315 48 58 385
36 | lymphography 18 35 166 367 18 236
37 | vehicle 18 35 143 508 63 4l1.1
38 | hepatitis 19 37 316 781 14 282
39| german 20 39 41 333 1 288
40 | bank 20 39 131 639 58 476
41| waveform-21 21 41 398 603 59 429
42| Mushroom 21 41 6.7 83 17.1 613
43| spect 22 43 93 492 21 448

BHMD CLT A NDREIT) 728, EEHE O CL T
A N %479 RAI-GBN & ) b EIEIEH AL 7 5.
6.2.2 KHEA Y N7 =228 50 HEE
RETTIE, BERIER T 70 —F TR Z e W RHS
BT —=8ty MEHWIZFHIFERICOWTHRRS, &
¥¥536~1300 TH S 15 HOT—F -ty bz T
PERFETHE L7z BNC LIREFHTHEH L7 BNC
DFERE R WY 2. BHTE WO CRBFRER
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Table 5 Accuracies of respective classifiers for huge networks.

HEVZEL Naive RAL-  RAL

F—=Ftv k TR T8 OWREEH Bayes TAN GBN  ANB
1 | kr-vskp 37 3196 2 0.8774 0.9240 0.9402 0.9524
2 | Connect-4 43 67557 3 0.7213  0.7643 0.7467 0.7938
3 | Flowmeters D 44 180 4 0.8389 0.8389 0.8389 0.8500
4 | movement libras 91 360 15 0.5028 0.5389 0.2278 0.5333
5 | dota2 117 102944 2 0.5981 0.5810 0.5564 0.5957
6 | Muskl 167 478 2 0.6517 0.7566 0.5756 0.7986
7 | Musk2 167 6598 2 0.7445 0.8406 0.9047 0.9615
8 | Epileptic Seizure 179 11500 5 0.2344 03650 0.1187 0.3808
9 | mfeat-fac 219 2000 10 0.3520 0.4590 0.3310 0.4650
10 | semeion 257 1600 10 0.8550 0.8719 0.3521 0.8776
11 | madelon 501 2000 2 0.5905 0.5270 0.5740 0.5905
12 | HART 563 10929 12 0.7967 0.8685 0.8456 0.8805
13 | HAR 563 10929 6 0.7633  0.8797 0.8657 0.8987
14 | Parkinson’s Disease 755 756 2 0.7182 0.7898 0.7419 0.7964
15 | MNIST 785 70000 10 0.8258 0.8911 0.9482 0.9493
16 | MicroMass 1301 360 10 0.9472 0.9472 0.8756 0.9556
SRR Ty 0.6886 0.7402 0.6527 0.7675

p i 0.0080 0.0060 0.0022 -

FHERER (s) T 0.0 5457 36472 565.7
TR 0.0 4346 1966.1 2209

T7A—FIIREBES RSB L . 6.2 & FIBRIC
RS5ET =5ty MIBUI2&THET L o5k
FED L pfll, FHEKRH OV L FEREZIRL
TWwa., $72, HEOSHFEIZEK 6 LR T 1 “Max
parents” & HIVAEOHEEI ML Ly VHERLT
W5,

£510), REFEOGERESRKbE»o72. %
72, $ZETFEI1E, Naive Bayes, TAN, RAI-GNB (25 L
THEKILESYH Ob L THBIZDERE S -7z,
B, REFRREEEECL > TEERT LI LD
TERWRHEA Y N7 —2 %32 BNC 28T 5
ENTER F, Ay b =210 B E
SRR OFRIARRIZ, FERETHEORHEFMH L RAI-GBN
OFMEIEM & Y 345 <, Naive Bayes & TAN D&l I
&Ry, COBBEHE TR B) TH2.

WIZE T L OB %479 . Naive Bayes & TAN (X
FEAEDT =51y Mgt L CRETFEOSERE
L Doz TS, E6 5D S K2 Naive
Bayes & TAN (& Max parents 25#IJES LT 5 726T
BB, EEEIEZ HIIERELE ) TRENS 54
BsHE 2 472, Max parents AV E W 2 & S5 EERG
DERTEHCENST DS, LrL, T—F kv b4
13 Naive Bayes |2 817 2 7R EF RO E <, SHFIE
TAN (2351 A 0 HHEE i b & v, Shud, 28I
OHAINE V2O THDLEEZ NS, KT 2 HhD

F6 KHEA v b7 — 27128155 &F D Max parents
Table 6 The number of Max parents of respective classifiers for
huge networks.

Naive RAI- RAI-
FT—=%tv b Bayes TAN GBN ANB
1 | kr-vs-kp 1 2 6 6.2
2 | Connect-4 1 2 5.1 55
3 | Flowmeters D 1 2 3.6 4
4 | movement libras 1 2 2.5 3.1
5 | dota2 1 2 34 4
6 | Muskl 1 2 4.7 5
7 | Musk2 1 2 9.3 10.3
8 | Epileptic Seizure 1 2 3 3
9 | mfeat-fac 1 2 5.1 5.1
10 | semeion 1 2 5 4
11 | madelon 1 2 35 4.4
12 | HAPT 1 2 5.8 5
13 | HAR 1 2 6.5 6.8
14 | Parkinson’s Disease 1 2 5 6
15 | mnist 1 2 8.6 8.5
16 | MicroMass 1 2 6.8 4.4

& RAI-GBN O F—%t v s 4, 5FEIZOWT, HWE
BoOHEICHEDL Ty VHNT2.4 L 143 TH Y IEFIC
INEWZ EDbrL, iUk, HWEHO~Va T T
Gy AN EWT EERL, 1T ACOFRBEE
MHBZEHOHEEICE b > T\, $72, RAI-ANB
B2 HWEBOHEEICED L Ty V% A5 &,
4F BT TAN LWz L o THBD, S5HFICBW
T TAN & D /& < Naiva Bayes IZIEWVMiEZR & > T
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Table 7 The number of edges used to estimate the class variable
of respective classifiers for huge networks.

Naive RAI- RAI-

T—=%+tv b Bayes TAN GBN ANB

1 | kr-vs-kp 36 71 46.1 116.2

2 | Connect-4 42 83 43.1 115

3 | Flowmeters D 43 85 13.1 83.2
4 | movement libras 90 179 24 187.4
5 | dota2 116 231 14.3 209.9
6 | Muskl 166 331 1.1 513.1
7 | Musk2 166 331 61.6 1026.9

8 | Epileptic Seizure 178 355 0 387
9 | mfeat-fac 216 431 19.5 561.3
10 | semeion 256 511 15.3 753.3
11 | madelon 500 999 3 533.5
12 | HAPT 561 1121 1647 1524.6
13 | HAR 561 1121 2049 1625.8
14 | Parkinson’s Disease 753 1505 2.5 1973.2
15 | mnist 784 1567 2218.0 3253.2
16 | MicroMass 1300 2599 169.8 19404

%. ZHx, RAI-ANB %° Naive Bayes % TAN |23\
AN—AMEFEELTCVWDLEVRD. LT, 2
NLOF—% €y M ANB EHZER 1238\ T Naive
Bayes ®° TAN [ZTWHEEDPEOMETH o 72720
NoDOGHERENE o2 EZHND.

RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB # I3 % L &THT—%
v MIBWTREFLEOSEHBEDIT) 25, £7
HhbHET—5tv b4, 6 8 11, 14FIZDONT,
RAI-GBN O HIZABOHEEIZH D B T v VI
A%<, CL7 A ML D @BAFEE LT 5 REED
HbH. —F, REFHIIANBEEZEELTWAET
DETOHMLEE % HWEHMOEEIIHSZ & ThH
HERBE2UAELTVWLEEZLNSD.

7. DD EEEE & DB

METE, REFEPAFEA Y FT—=2712BWT
fli> BNC & ) b WA EREEZ b DI L E2/R L.
RETIE, BNC DAL L RBEO B 2TV RS
FEEGNT A, EBICHVWAF -ty MIFiEE
FLLDEHNS.

RE T2 0 ERE LTUTO 3 EO T
WA,

* RE:FY%AL7+L A}

* SVM: HR— IRy ¥ =<

* MLP:ERB=—z2—F )4y vT—2 (%R S$—
t7ruay)
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INLOFFEIFVI NG, scikit-learn (https://scikit-
learn.org/stable/) % i/ L CH#E 4%, MLP 3kEIE
oz {10, 100, 1000}, FHEOEH % {0.0001,
0.001, 001} LTZ Yy FH—F2H\TFa—=
YT RITYH . RETHETH D RAI-ANB 13 HEEST &
IEFERE OHEE 2BV T ESS DR {1,5,10,20} &
LTy Fy—F2HWCTF 22—V 7 %179, %
Fh HT7—5 1y M LT, 10 I3 EMGEE
WP EBE 2RO L. 712721, HBTFHEIER
BEEZEOLANT—FITHIETE R V2D, ZhbHiE
T=Fty bHASMY BTG, Fiz, REFED
FEM%RT 72912 Hommel %12 & 5 2 EHGE [38] &
P plliz ks, £ ICETHEOSHREL p %
Ry Fh BTy M LETEICBW TR
LW EZ KFETRLTW S,

£ LV, REFEOHEREIIRF & SVM L0 &
<, MLP 05 R L Wik, F7-, EFEEILET
DB FEIH L CHESEERT LN TEhd o7
REFHIIFRHERSA L RBT A2ERETVTH S
DIZxF L, MLP i345#m % A& L HWEROfE%
LT 2BHREIOBIET IV TH L. JATHIZE [40]
TlE, PEBETIIERETNVTHINL I T V4
FT—=2 X0 QBRI OBHIETVTHDL =2 — TN
Ay M =203 BRIV E L, BEIEWI L
FHEEIN TS, FBRELT, RELALNSI VTV
v T =7 BRSO L ) RETERLTY
LIz hholz, LaL, REFEVERET IV
ThHHAMLH L. REFFIMRET N TH ) FEE
WRGHEDLDEWETE 2HEDDH L. Hl2IL,
MLP (I AT 7 — & ORBAEDTADEE L VIR L
FRFEF NI RIAE R DAL U 7R A & 5 123K
oML, 0o, REMEEECATIT—I P50
BT 2846, MLP X ) &S 2 R4 2 W REME DTS
Vo7, REFHIENEBOME L LIRS
BHIENTEL0, HEATEMETHFAE ()
BBEESIEIETE, BEREY AT A OBENIE
BCHLH. B, REFHITHHELEFELORER R
RRTZEDNTELOT, SHAMEEICERL TS,
BNC (ZEFIWV 4T T LI & o THEBEAK
ELUETHZEPHSNTWVAS[10]. TETIE, T
VY TNER ARG DY B L TR
THZEPHE SN TS [41]. TRH5OFFEE PN
52 8T, REFEOHERREOYUENYIFTE S,
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Table 8 Accuracies of respective classifiers.

H 2% RAL

F—=4F+tv h TR T OWREH  RF SVM MLP  ANB

1 | Balance 5 625 3 0.8289  0.9008 0.8565 0.9167
2 | banknote 5 1372 2 0.8812  0.8819  0.9665 0.8812
3 | Hayes-Roth 5 132 3 0.8022  0.8560  0.8970 0.8110
4 | iris 5 150 3 0.8267 0.8133  0.8819 0.8267
5 | lenses 5 24 3 0.7333  0.6500 0.7180 0.6333
6 | Car 7 1728 4 0.9641  0.9688 0.9707 0.9398
7 | liver 7 345 2 0.6146  0.6403  0.9919 0.6811
8 | monkl 7 432 2 0.9560 0.9166 0.8106 1.0000
9 | mux6 7 64 2 0.7976  0.5786  0.9241 0.8714
10 | led7 8 3200 10 0.7288  0.7369  0.4922 0.7319
11 | HTRU2 9 17898 2 09141 09112  0.9482 0.9084
12 | Nursery 9 12960 3 0.9891 0.9860 0.8621 0.9398
13 | pima 9 768 9 0.6875 0.6967 0.7302 0.7292
14 | post 9 87 5 05736 0.7125 0.8394 0.6681
15 | Breast Cancer 10 277 2 0.6534 07299  0.7510 0.7251
16 | Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 2 0.9664 0.9650 0.6325 0.9766
17 | eme 10 1473 3 0.4508  0.4895 0.7571 0.4807
18 | glass 10 214 6 0.6214  0.5983  0.8074 0.6173
19 | shuttle-small 10 5800 6 09721 09662 0.8500 0.9722
20 | threeOf9 10 512 2 0.9824  0.8925 09115 0.9337
21 | TicTac 10 958 2 0.9133  0.8831  0.8299 0.7798
22 | magic 11 19020 2 0.7809  0.7807  0.8267 0.7803
23 | Flare 11 1389 9 0.8179  0.8431 0.7313 0.8222
24 | heart 14 270 2 0.7926  0.8407 0.7167 0.8222
25 | wine 14 178 3 0.8935 09105 0.6561 0.9265
26 | cleve 14 296 2 0.8339  0.8238  0.6518 0.8307
27 | australian 15 690 2 0.8449  0.8609 0.8457 0.8464
28 | crx 15 653 2 0.8638  0.8653 0.7877 0.8514
29 | EEG 15 14980 2 0.7275  0.6955 1.0000 0.6834
30 | Congressional 17 232 2 0.9524  0.9696  1.0000 0.9440
31 | zoo 17 101 5 0.9700  0.9300 0.7881  0.9700
32 | pendigits 17 10992 10 0.9406  0.9285 0.9998 0.9176
33 | letter 17 20000 26 0.6471  0.5877  0.9408 0.5723
34 | ClimateModel 19 540 2 0.9204 09148 0.7253 0.9241
35 | ImageSegmentation 19 2310 7 0.8229 0.8134 0.6764 0.8139
36 | lymphography 19 148 4 0.7910  0.7767  0.9705 0.8719
37 | vehicle 19 846 4 0.6289  0.6348  0.8170 0.6015
38 | hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8000  0.8375  1.0000 0.8750
39 | german 21 1000 2 07330 0.7390  1.0000 0.7460
40 | bank 21 30488 2 0.8803  0.8918  0.6205 0.8940
41 | waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7790 0.8132  0.8168 0.7922
42 | Mushroom 22 5644 2 1.0000  1.0000  0.9203  1.0000
43 | spect 23 263 2 0.8128  0.8021  0.9709 0.8207
44 | kr-vs-kp 37 3196 2 0.9831  0.9384  0.9950 0.9524
45 | Connect-4 43 67557 3 0.7901  0.7393  0.8097 0.7938
46 | Flowmeters D 44 180 4 0.8778 0.8722  0.8833  0.8500
47 | movement libras 91 360 15 0.6750  0.5361  0.7306 0.5333
48 | dota2 117 102944 2 0.5314  0.5508 0.5425 0.5957
49 | Musk1 167 476 2 0.7921  0.7604  0.8380 0.7986
50 | Musk2 167 6598 2 0.9548  0.9406 0.9767 0.9615
51 | Epileptic Seizure 179 11500 5 0.4207 04618  0.4692 0.3808
52 | mfeat-fac 219 2000 10 0.4630  0.4245  0.4675 0.4650
53 | semeion 257 1600 10 0.8789  0.9360 0.9272 0.8776
54 | madelon 501 2000 2 0.5585 0.5860  0.5605 0.5905
55 | HAPT 563 10929 12 0.8756  0.8866  0.9222 0.8805
56 | HAR 563 10299 6 0.8880  0.9068 0.9316 0.8987
57 | Parkinson’s Disease 755 756 2 0.8389  0.4061  0.9316 0.7964
58 | MNIST 785 70000 10 0.9695  0.9731  0.9731 0.9493
59 | MicroMass 1300 360 10 0.9333 09222 09722 0.9556
SR RBE] 0.8054 0.7945  0.8275 0.8069

p 18 0.17619 0.17619 0.17619 -
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RIWLTIE, AHSOFEE ANB FH ISR S &
5 ET, ERL D REMEEL BNC 2583 5 Fik%
WRRL T, REFEDANB IOV THHE—K
WEETLIERRL. NUFv—rF =%+t b
W72 FEBROKE, RAI-GBN (X, 7— % BE»b%wn
LECIT A FNOBEPRL, BWEBO~Y VI T T
Sy MAVNEL b, SHEREDMERNZ LA
bhotz, —F, REFETIEIANB #FH 752 L
THERMENLEL, BERERT 70— 6%
WK EEAE SNz E 70, RETEIRERER
TTA—F TR THIEDNTELVHTEHOKR
B Y b= RERT L EPMEETH Y, o
BNC FEICH L THREICHWAEBESRONL 2 L

R L7z T, —iy4 0 L —RET RO
FEORBEbITo72. #RE LT, REFEOTHHHE

WEOHBT VT AT F VAN, FR-IRTF—<
YYOVPHGEREL ) Ero72b 00, FEZa—
FWAy b= OPIGERE L VKo7, L
L. REFEIEREFVTH ), TFIVOFHTHE
Bal@E=a—I A4y bT—7 XD ENELS
W B2, BEFERIETNVEE R EOFETHAN
EENHEEE R LR T & 5.

FRDAMOBREE LT, DTPBIToN5E, KB
BEEE TR T — WA= R b T0/8F X —F
DRGSR CL 7 A N OFHEEAKT § 5 WA D
5. ZOREIT L, #IF 513 Minimum Free Energy
(MFE) 1280 T A—=FHfEEdil CI 7 A b 2R
LTWw3 [42]~[44]. 2D MFE |20 /87 X2 —%
gl Cl 7 A P &RMAAL T & TREABHEEIZE
WTCEEEAEEL & MRS EE D B A .
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