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Learning Bayesian Network Classifiers to Minimize the Class Variable Parameters

Shouta SUGAHARA ™ and Maomi UENO™

H5FL AHmTE, DHEISRET L37 X FE RN L TEOSEERICHEIORS 2 XA V7 V4 v
N7 =0 HRROMEF B TEARET 5. REFHRAUTOZ 0BTy Th ol sns. E—AT v
TTIE, BWEED S E 2 EHHT e U LT, Al ) EemARIbd slEZHRES L. ATy

TR, B ATy TTRONIMEDOT T, SHISEET 537 A= Bef/MNI$oMEZHET L. I

TN A ZXHRFFICREVE &, BRETHRIED
KALT B — MR RA DT oy b T — o R

FEBZLY, RRFEOEMMEZ RS

AR OHE X RAET 5. IS, REFHEIIELO ) FE2 ik
FEE D BEEREHAE. VRI P)TF=S by PR

X—T7—K XA TTrhv NT—r, G EWEE, EENTT T4 AIVETIV

1. £Z2» 2

AT T ¥ % v b7 —7 (Bayesian network: BN) i,
BERIESRE R/ — FE L, / — FIEOSMEMN X R
2% IEIEBR A 171 75 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG)
TRIMRWT T 74 HNVETFTVTHS. BNIZBIT
=20/ — FxHZEKREL, €oftio/ — FxH
B L L72NA D7 vt T — 7 53582% (Bayesian
Network Classifier: BNC) 1, BERZEE k) H3Egs L
LCHbLNTWA L]

—#%1Z BN @ DAG fii#13 7 — & » S HEE T 5 WHE
MHY, ZoOMEL BN OREEFE LIS BiEsE
T, BRGSO RERFEE A7 2 b OME2 iR
RTDAATN=AT T —FPUERDPHTONTE
7. A TR (H# 2 3R S 3128 L 72 BNC
% General Bayesian Network (GBN) & -5, —fi%IZ A
I7R—=AT7 TU—FTlL, 787 A — ¥ HHx/ I-map
NOWTE—F M ET 5, HEOEEW ) BE (Marginal
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Likelihood: ML) Z##H 2 a7 & L THWA.

ML % iV 2% &, @ZEHOFE RS/ % €7V
THERETNVE LTBNC 8 T&5%. LH»L,
Friedman & [1] &, BNC OfEEEAa 7L LT, £
BETFTNVTIE R, HAEK RS & Lo BIAKD
ST RS ETIVET B3I ET VD00
AATERAVDEREZEFIRL:. 2089 RFEEA
a7E LT, HHAEKETS & L HWEHO ST
Z %W 9 B (Conditional Log Likelihood: CLL) 7%
Fa&Niz, UL, CLL #RKICT 587 2 — 5 5
KPR TEE L7z, EOBERIFIHRN 2T IV
TVRLERAND ZEHNTEY, FEEMIKIIR -
TLEH. ZhEMIT 5728, Carvalho 5 [2],[3] 1
HEERRORFEIZTE S L) CLL 2 HIa B L 72 ap-
proximated CLL (aCLL) #$2% L 7z. Grossman 5 [4]
IZ CLL # 227 & LT, A#PFO Hill-Climbing 7 )V
T AL [5] R VTSR RRT 2 FEAIRE L.
Mihaljevic & [6] |37 FHE R 255 Milf 2 B i % $R R 22 1
PHHIKT 5 2 & T, CLL % v 7z &k 0 R I R
RN L7, IS OEMFETEE L2 BNC OF
A%, ML CT%# L7 BNC & ) b 3B EIEH W &
PHE SN TWA.

L& L, ML&AIbL Y CLL e RILDH B

pp.679-690 © —MEHEIE AN BFIEMBEEFS 2022 679



BT 1B S 4 R RS 2022/11 Vol. J105-D No. 11

=
o

PEV)HHIZOWTIERZEHS IS TR,
ML (IR 12 LT85T 2 — & BuR/D T-map ~O
BB REE SN TB Y, Y T A X9k E
W EICML OGFEREA CLLIZ%S 5 DIFHETH
%. %72, BNC ® ML (IR T#EHE %5728 CLL &

DEMEREA R, ML % KIS R LT 2 k%
BRI LHMEFE EZIENATZ S, AT i
FERTIE, ML 2 BEICR KL T 24 HET S
EREFEE EToTnb 0, REBEOEIDHEL
72ond Litiwv, TEOIZETIE ML % AW 72k
BEBOBEH LT IVIT) ZLNRLLRESA T
% [7]1~[15].

HIE S [16]~[18] & ML 12 X B84 & CLL 12
LB EMWFTIC L - TH SN BNC o458k E % It
BL7z WRELT, U PN A XDPREVE &I,
ML |2 X % g% 53813 CLL 12 X 2808 X ) gv
SERBEART I EPRESNTVWD. Larl, Fv
TN A ZXDPNEL 2Bl MLIZ X AREFE O
AL 2 1), Ik b HA 2 HE % % & O Naive Bayes
IR GERHELRTHEbH o7 I, B
EROBERD S  FEED D e\ &9 Bk %58
TAGEITEREME o TWwa Z et s
TWwa., ZOMHIL, BWEBOBERE, LWL, /3
T A= FEDTREHNIEZ B 720D, —DDIT A—F
FBOIZDDF Y TN A ZHWNEL Y, HEERBE
PEL>TLEIDLTHA.

COMBEERMT 720, HES [16]~[18] 1, H
AR BEEE 723, SAAHS LT HNER
D& 7% % Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) 1% % il #
& L72 BNC O#EFBEERE L. ESOFETE
BLMEL, HORBMEARR 2RI 20
(independence map: I-map) D9 &, £/37 A — & Fhs
/O ANB IZHTT9IC—39 5. HIZ, 50 ANB
13 ML TS L 72 GBN & B I5E L v 434tk
HERHPT LI EIREINT VS, BEPEICEDL
Al Y 27 L ORFETIE, WIRRIE & HIRREZFHR S
12O EAEE AR RS ER SN L 20, RO
WEIZAERTH S [19]~[21]. L2L, EOET NN
BN [ZfE> T WG, ML A L5 HEICEE
%7857 X — & B /NI T BIRGED 2\,

COMERHRT 572010, KiFTiE, EoTFL
A BN IXHEs TV WETY, FHEICHET 5/
A—F B E RN T D T-map (25BN 0912
— BT L TERIRET L. BETETIIEWEL E

680

B x b L) LRSS (NPCDAG: no parents
class DAG) * HR3RZEM & 3%, BN PRI FEL 42T
DO FEMEHR L, NPCDAG DA CTHEITE 5 2 & )5E
BHENTWA[6]. F72, NPCDAG ® & 9 |2 HIWZEE
WBED 7 Wil ld, GBN L) b B WHHERE %
b DD B B [16]~[18].

K Tlx, HL2EBEFODL & TML 2Kty 5
HEREDS, 2 DNEFRIIHE ) BERE DO T JEITE R T 58
T A= FHE/NO I-map ICHHEMIC—HT LT L%
HBHT 5. COFEHICESE, REFHEEIU TS
DAT Y TR INE. F—AT v 7 TlE, HW
BRI OIEE D ETOIFIZOWT, ML 2 A LT
LHE R ZNTICRD L. EAT v T T, £—A
T T THLNIED ) LRI ES 5/5T A —
IR RN EMECIRKRT S, fRELTHLN
Wi, EOET VA BN IZHED) DED I Hb 5
¥, IS ET AT A Y BRI L TEDY
R ISWHTINA T 5 NPCDAG & 72 5. 72, %
FHRITHWEROBEBEEG TR L %\ 729, GBN
DREFEE L0 QEHEREM . B, XUFv—
7 F—= 512 & B I ERT, REFEOSEBEHRE
RFELYIEREIIE N EERT

2. NXATTF7xy NT—7

NA T T VA v MTJ— 7 (Bayesian network: BN)
1, WEREHE /- FEL, /— FRIOLMEN E1EE
MR EEEREM S 7 7TEL, &/ — FOH/ —
FHEEEITG & L& SR cRI S N LS
WTTTANINVETIVCTH D, 4, BEMEREKE
BV ={Xo, X1, -, Xi- o, Xn} W2BWT, HEHX;
i MOREES {1, 1} OH—2DfEx &5 L
L, HEZBX, PMikzbbe& X =k &&EL.
Iz, WG ICBU LM X OBEHES % Paf
EERT. GEBET2EEBEERLET R MV
TNl a0 i FHOEEZ X,u TR LT DL,
ViPal  CUZ{Xy} MY TOLE, 1% GO%E
BORF L5, TS, 6 % Pa§ 2% j HH O/ — >
%aotté(hgzjt%<)u&=kt&é%#
i} &FEE P(X; = k | Pa)G(i =) RRIINTGA—F L L,
©ij = Ui  {6ijk}. ©; = U?Ll{(aij}. 0 = UL,{0;}
t?é,Z:f,ngh&gﬁﬂyféé.BNfd,
KRAD &9 \ZFFFHEER A P(Xp, X1, -+, Xn | G,B) &
EEBOGEM EMEINT A — 5 ORI L TF
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5.

n
P(Xo, X1, Xn | G,0) = [ | P(X; | Pag . ©).

i=0

BN m%iﬁciﬁﬁﬁé}%ﬁw%#ﬁ%ﬁﬁ'l'ét%ﬁﬁ“
WZEoTET. ARNBEOERDI-D, T
DT CTEHRTS.
[EF*2.1] HEG=(VE)IZxtL, #p EO=%ZH
XY, ZeVIZonT, XY HPHEEES, XLy h
LZIZZyIMEInNnTnbeE »oFnk Z|I2R
D Z% plZBIFAETSEITES,
A EHIZLUTOL ) ICEREIND.
[#£22] GIBVWTX,YeV 2REENHEp 12
DWTC, BEEAZCV\{XY} BPROVTNrDOS
HEHzTeE, X EYIZZIZX-oTHMGEESN
HEwv,

(1) plzBIFBEIH
\HTET 5.

(2) plZBIBEMEZN p LIHFEL, Z
DOFFHRIEZ B S 2w,
COMR% Dsepg(X,Y | Z) THKT.
BHOFBERGHICBNT X LY B Z 25 L LT
SN EMIITHALZ L% I(X,Y | Z) TET. F72,
I-map & LT CEFKT 5.
[ 23] A VT Ry bT— 7 G LT %
72y EE G A T4V T Y MY 7 (independent
map: I-map) &\,

MCERWER ZeZ b p I

VX,Y e V,VZ C V\ {X,Y},
Dsepg(X,Y | Z) = I[(X,Y | Z).

I-map 7FH 5 5 [FBFRE SR 53 1387502 B89 | 2 E o (7] g i
AP 5.

L, YTV NMEBY, KV T IV ML

T =0/ ET5. t FHOY V%
d = <X0,X],"',x£l>k§%1, EfijEjIT'_y%D =
@, ,d,---,dVy L ET. DHFELNIEEON

AVT Ay R =27 (G,0) DW I EXUT TES
n5.

N
P(D|G,0) =] | P xi,-+ . % | G,©)

t=1

n dgi 1 Niji
:1_”_[ leijk' M

i=0 j=1 k=

ZIT, Pl xy | GO) X P(Xp = xf Xy =
X, Xn = x| G,O) BRL, Ny & X; = k 0
mgzjt&éﬁﬁ%%ﬁ.ﬁa)w@iﬁ%%ku

T % 05 DR ) HEERIEUT CTEEND.
N Njjik
=N @)
tj
22T, Nijzz;;il ijk Thb. —fxiZiZ, BN D3

T A—FHEERE LT, 0 OMFFHTH % Expected
A Posteriori (EAP) 28H\V 5115, BN O#iE G 12xf

L, RQB)DLISTA—F DFRI AT 4 1) 2
VoA R RES 5 &, 3 (4) OFES T p(©;; | D, G)
PESN, ZOHEEGA P, SR (5) DL 9 IZ EAP %3k
OLIENTXD.
(X N I N
®~(;=——L—ﬂ— 0. 7k 3
p(©4; | G) A F(le)l—[ i 3)
p(©;; | D,G) 4
_ D (N + Nik)) 0 Ny N1
Hl?:lr(Nijk +Nijk) i1 wk
bijic = /eijk - p(@;; | D, G)dO;; &)
_ l]k+Nl]k
- Ni'+Nij
Z 2T, Nl.’j 7407 l/%ﬁu TV AR A TAL

x~9%%L,N’ p f@%
BN@N?ﬂ~9%%ETét UE, IRl e
%?~&#%%%¢6Z£#%é.gmﬁ H% BN O
B L IPR, REEEE T, RS2 O feliZe
FHAAT 2 b OMETRETHAIATN=AT S
O—FAGERDSTbN T &L —fRICFFRAaT L
L CRAW S E P(D | G) (Marginal Likelihood: ML)
AHWHN, ML #RKICT SR 2 IREFE 5.
ML % i K129 SIS HNE 28T A — F Hihsix

ND T-map (12— T 5. ZOWEE /YT X —F Fuw/h
I-map ~O W —3ME LW, /8T X — 5 OHEFIHA

B4 7 LM ERET AL, MLIZKRD L9 IZH
A TREINS.

(N’ ri I“(N.’. + Nijr)
P(D|G)= ﬂ]_l TN/ +Nij) ¢ _ rl T(N/)

i=0 j=
(0)

681
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K (6) ® ML | Bayesian Dirichlet (BD) & -1 % .
Heckerman & [5] i, [A— O [FEEESR i & F2 5 Hiak
X, TN5O ML OEDR—T2IFNET RS RwEN
YW FEEMEEA L. ZLTC, @) ESMICTE
LaWwT4 ) 7 LaRmogEtfEe LT, DTFoN /38—
INTRA=FERFLTND.

N/ = N'P(X; = k,Pa§ = j | G")
Z 2T, N’ i Equivalent Sample Size (ESS) & I
BRI OEAERTI|UY >~ TV Th Db, G ik
I-HORFBETHY, ZOWEEZTG L LTN
% Ni/jk 2B 5. ZOA 3T, Bayesian Dirichlet
equivalent (BDe) &IFFiE 5. TIZ, N /85 X2 —%
BThL, Ni/jk =N'[(r;-q;) EL7ZATTRBELT
W5, ZORATIEBDe DIFHIE L AT I ENT
X, Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent uniform (BDeu) & I
1M %. Heckerman & [5] % Ueno [22]~[24] (&, #E1%
R0 & H 72 BDeu 25k b HEHCTH D L HRE L
TWh.

—7%, —logML O CTdH % f/hitili & (Minimum
Description Length: MDL) [25] (X, BN &8 57— %
D OFFFELR Ex &£ T

MDL(D | G,®) (7

log N
2

n
> qitri = 1)~ log P(D | G, ©)
i=0

MDL % H\W 72528 T, X (7) /MM T A% i
L35, X (7)) OFE—HIIWEOBEMES 12T 5
RFNVTFAHETH L. N (7)) OEZHIIWEDT—5
NOBTRFYVERT LT 4 v T4 v THERTH
BwwIHETH5.

logBDeu & MDL X, 227 & L CROME % i
727

n
Score(G) = Z Score,-(Pa)G('_). ®)
i=0
Z T, Score;(Pa ) WA X; & T OBAEKES Pag
DHRNAKTET HEETH Y, T—H VA7 LA,
Bl 213 logBDeu D% X; & BEBEES Pag 122w
TOU—=7)VAAT Score;(Pa§ ) IFELTD X9 125k
5.
gi I(N’.)
(Pa% ) = Y
Scorel(PaXl_) JZ:; log F(N,"j )

682

+ log”—, 9)
1; F(Nijk)
F70 ) BT AT AR EETH B & S,
SPIRNTHE T A 3T & VB & NG | M R R T
5 [9],[14].

3. NXATT7xy VT—UREER

31 XA T72 3y NI—=IRFEHRICLDZ0E

BN IZBIJ2—20/ — Fe HWEHE L, 2ol
D= FEHBEEHE LIRA VT Ay NI =25
#H%% (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) i%, BERZ%
IR E L THBENTWAL]. 4, X, X
TR E L, Xo x BIWEHE L72BNC %%z 5.
HBEBDOT =% (x1,-,xp) BHG2HNEE H
MR OHEEM ¢ ZUTO L) 1B 6N 5.

¢ = argmax P(c|xp,- - ,xn G, 0) (10)

CE{I,H‘,rO}
= arg max Ple,xy, -, 20 | G,©)
cel{lyry POt xn | G, O)

argmax P(c,x1, -, xn | G,0©)
ce{l,,rn}

n 4gi ri

arg max 1_[ (ez'jk) "

ce{l,-r0} =0 j=1 k=1

q0 1o Tojk
arg max I—[ n (HOjk)

ce{l,-ro} |21 k=1

x 1] Fﬁﬁ@wyw]

i:X;€Ch j=1 k=1

ZIT, i FEBI (e, xp,0 ) 1BV T X =k
momg:jwkéul%&b,%huﬂGaéu
0% L2 THAH. T/, ChiTHWERDOTEY
DEAETH L. N (10) DRAGLPSH5H &) ICHE
BRI B 2 AT THAEEE, BWEKOH
BREFEY, RUBWERLFEEETEERDA
THbdb, INLOEREGEINVATTI Vv b
- 33,

3.2 NATOT7 3y NT—=IRFEHRANDHIF

— #2112, BN ORESE CHERT 2 HEMMEEIE LD
BAHAETORETHY, DL LERMREICHLT
BDeu %> MDL 7 & % fieiE{b L T8 S b BNC 13
General Bayesian Network (GBN) & I:(Eh 2 (M 1 @
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1 (a) GBN Ofl; (b) Naive Bayes; (c) TAN Ofl; (d) ANB Ol
Fig.1 (a) Example of GBN; (b) Example of Naive Bayes; (c) Example of TAN; (d) Example of ANB.

(). 2F 0, HHEEHLLTHLNS, HDzV»—
7% BN % GBN LIS, K&Ewihy M7 —27 Tl
GBN OFE |G R FEM B 2o TLE D 7280, f#
iR IR 2 ANTHET L2 L0838 w0w. flzid
GBN O Thiffi&E & LC, @HHER»HWERD A
ZHIZ LD L KET % Naive Bayes [26] (X 1 @ (b))
R, AR ENERERICL S, SRR T
Kfrs % & B L ASE L 72 Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes
(TAN)[1] (01 @ (c)) & EPHAMSN TV 2. Naive
Bayes ORI —BICE T 5720, HEFEHOLER
V. W) EEHEE AT L L TAN O8I 1341H
RIFMTHETE, MDL IZ & o TEMMIZFEE L7
GBN & [FEOGHRE L 2 2 L ABUEFEERIC L )R
SNTW5[1],[27]. %72, Naive Bayes X TAN % —
ALz, L EBDOESVHEKE LT, SHEHK
MHHMEROTEE L 3 2880 A CHAZLHH DM
FRICIZHIR % B4 7> Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB)
(1 o@)[1]2FmesnTn5.

3.3 X427 xy NI—IREHEOFEE

BDeu %> MDL T%2% L 72 BNC X, @& ¥ o[k
WRGA % EF VLT BERETF LV THS. LiL,
Friedman 5 [1] (X, BNC Of§&E5H 1213, S H %
Frh-& L7z BIWERO S SRS 2 7 LS
AEMUEFILDEDODATIT #FAVLENEZETEL
2. ZO ko RAaTE LT, UTo, SBEHET
H.& L7 HWEE O S+ & 355w 5 & (Conditional
Log Likelihood: CLL) 252 & & 117

N
ZlogP(x(t) | x], -, x}h. G, ©)
t=1

L2 L, CLL X RETIE Rz, =M%
HEEERT NV IT) AL HNL I EDRTER . 72
C, Grossman 5 [4] (0 e & iER L LT,
IS Ly TVe—28lI, HE, REEowgdhro
BERAT o7 L EIIRO AT TR LD L) Ly

VEBRVZFOBEERIT)E V) TOEAEEYIELT
7% % W4 % Hill-Climbing 7V 31 X 4 [5] %l
7z. Hill-Climbing 7V T XA TIE, FEOLY VD
B, HE, KO EOBIELToTH A3 T HE
SENBVEXIIHEFERTL, Z20LXOMETHLE
$%. Mihaljeciv & [6] i3 BN H»"EH T & % 5 kR
EECREAVELRBEEDR/NOESE L LT, minimal
class-focused DAGs (MC-DAG) % 2% L 72. MC-DAG
BETOLY VOMEPENERE > TWE L) %
HEOEEGTHL. BT, 851X MC-DAG % B ZERH
& LTCLL # A 37 % w7z &85 3 MCDAGGES
AR LT

LA L, ML#K{bL Y) CLL Sk b D% B
PEVIHIHHIZOVWTIEINE THLMIEN TV
V. MLAGHEERE I L T/8 T A — 7 Hife/h I-map
NOHFE—FEPHRIE SN TBY, YT A X
BREVE X ML O FEFERES CLL 1245 5 DIEa
BCTHAH. F72, BNC O ML IZFRUTEETH 57280,
ML 12 & B E%58 13 CLL IS X BB 3/
D, BENRELCHEE T 5. BITHE R FER
Tk, ML IZX 2EMUFEB EITo T D700, R
FEOEIPEE L0 LNk,

HE 5 [16]~[18] {X BDeu |2 & % k% %% & CLL
12X BEWEFIC L > THES L BNC O3 5EME Y
HB L7z, #ERELT, o7 f AkEVE &
1%, BDeu |2 X AREHSFE L CLLICE 2 EMEE XY
BOWSHEREEERTIEHE S NRTWS. Ll
YU TN A XDNE L % B & BDeu 12 & B EHEE
DFEREEDIMEL 2 Y, I b A% % b O Naive
Bayes & ) IRV EIE L RITHELH o7 FRIZ,
HWEROBELD S  FEBD D v L) el %
EBT GG EREIMKC o Tnd 2 ik
ENTWL, ZOEEE, BWEHOBERN S L
INT A= FHDPTRBIICHE R D720, —DDI8T A —

683
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YEBRDIZDDT Y TN A XDNE L), HEENE
ENEL Lo TLEIDNLTH S,
COMEERANT L7208, FIES [16]~[18] 1, H
HIZEBPBER 2 b 729, AL HIE#HO
¥ & 72 % Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) fi& % fill# &
L7z BNC OEFEFEZRE L. S 0Fikidess
T A — & BKHH/NO I-map ANB % #1258 T X
L. HIZ, EES 181 IXUTOMRE 3.1 £ 3.2 DF T,
T AIIC ANB O RERZE DSEOREE & - ESM T B
LI EEIRLT.
[5£5%3.1]  [28]
ZOOHE G, G, EFERIIT A EEDA VA
Ty Ad=(x, 0, x0) IZPWT P(Xp | d.G) = P(Xo |
d,G) bl E G &G IPHESEME NS
Mise 3.11  BUF & 7= 303 G* 75 FAES %

VX,Y € V,VYZ C V\ {X.Y},
Dsepg+(X.Y | Z) & (XY | Z).

52 32] VX eVIZDWT, X & Xp X GF IzBw
THHT 5.

[EH 3.1] K5E 3.1 &£ 32 DT T, BDeu % Tl
TEE S N7z ANB IE G* LTI ST H 5.

4. DREICHETI/INT A —2HEIMEICE
% BNC &

Sugahara 5 [16]~[18] DIETFLIZ L > TEH SN
% T-map (&, 1K€ 3.1 29D L7z wWie, $%b5
HOETIA BN IZHE> TV wifs, DIT CER
ENDB I ES 5755 A — % D% (the number of
the class variable parameters: NCP) % /ML % fR7E
B,

n
NcmG)=§:Ncmaa§)
i=0

ZIT,i=0VX e Pagl_ DR NCPi(Pagi) =
(ri=Dgi THY, ThBHOL & NCPi(Paf) =0T
»5.

KT, BEOETFT VA BN IZH> TWRWHET
b, FEEHEDY NCP fie/h @ T-map (BT —ET
HFEERET L. RETFETIIHMEEIBAY
b 72w &9 RS (NPCDAG: no parents class
DAG) # R ZEM L 5. BN BERWEELZETOS
JEMESR L, NPCDAG DA CTHHTE S Z LAEHE

684

NTW5[6]. 72, NPCDAG O X ) 12 HHZEHIZH
B2 WX, GBN L) bEWEBEELY b
A A5 % [16],[18].

REFELERT 5720, KiHZLUT T NCP &/
LIS 2 EHZAT L. 4, BREAEVHIORD
ETCOEBEFEEE a(V) £ T 5 &, ROEHEIE
URvAeR
[F# 4.1] Vren(V)IZoWT, 7 %15 &£ LT BDeu
R AT AR, 7 129E 9 T-map O H1C NCP 28
BN ORI HNEC—5 T 5.
SEHEAHRICRE L. CoOERICHETOE, RETFER
UTOZO0ATy Tl ENns. F—AT v
TTIE, HWEE» S 2 & TOEREFIZOW
T, BDeu 2l KILT BifiEE TNk b, 22
T, BEFEF PTG & LTES Mo NCP ik
RpoTBY, TORTEOMEER/NE T DHEEHK
W% NPCDAG & 7% 5. Lo T, £ZAT Y 7T
i, E—AT v TTEHLNIZREED ) 5 NCP H#/h D
HELRET .

BRETFFEOFETNTY) ZALOBWDT0, HED
ERPELZUTCED L. BEIET 7 1B WTE
BX AT AEBOEEE Prel, TR, HlzIF
HQﬂ:UﬁH&ﬁT%%.E?M?nK%5%ﬁ
DOHIT BDeu I ANICT HHfiEL Gy TEY. L X;
EEHEL L CV\{X) I2oWT, X; DREBEH
FEEUTCERT .

g (Z) = arg max Score;(W).
WcZ

F7:, COETIIHE G 2 ELBORLEHEEDI L%
é&ﬁbnwmgﬂag,nJ%%)fiﬁ.%ﬁ%%
ZI\ZHTBEENETFDI S X0 =Xo bbb D05
E% mo(Z) TEYT. EREEZ THEEN, ny(Z) 12
B 5 ZEHET ZHE D & T oM T BDeu K
b3 2HE% GHZ) TET. HLEHDTERE LT
HWEE, ZOERERT VI LIER
WREFEOE AT v 7iE, Vog € my(V)
oW T Gy 2KDBZLTHD. Gy =
(0, gT(Pre;(i R ,gZ(Preg,on)) LREDIO, Gy E1R
6hﬁinEIdV)We{annHCOWTgﬂPmQ
ERONIT I, LarL, B2 o0Z AR
& iZowT, Pref = Pref(' DEE, 1 DF
TO X ORBHALERESI L OTTO X Oi#E
BERESG LS LW, COEEERL T 2121,



WL THEINTG A= S MU A NA VT Ay T — 7 S HRREE

Vie {l,--- .} ,VZ C V\{X;} \ZKF % g} (Z) DR
DAITZIT LV, REFETIE, IS OREHREE
FEEDOYEHRT VT X2 & LT Silander 5 [9] 12X -
TRESNI-BETELEE V5.

EATy TTIE, E—ATF v TTHELNHEED
HC NCP ZR/MIT51E, T4bb GH(V) 2HE
T 5. ZOEFED Silander 5 [9] OBYRYFHEE % v
. GZ)IZBWT, YN X DL EZFOHRE
£ER gIZ\{X}) THAD. gHZ\{X;}) 25 X; 125]
Py YV EER X B GH(Z) »OHLY) Bz
LD G\ (X)) &b, LA ->T, G@Z) B
3220 7% XHZ) TERTE, DT D,

X{(Z) = arg min{NCP;(g; (Z \ {X;}))

X;€Z

+NCP(GH(Z\{X;})}. (1D

GV) X/ L TZOFMHERFNICAT) &, Rk
WIZy v 7 EZ20BEREEEZNET L n+ 1M
(X0.0). (X1.g}). -+ . (Xnagpy) WRED. LI 5T,
G*(V) = (0,9}, ,gp) Db ND. REFEHTIXH
WEBOBEREE 2R L2z, REFEOF
HEH L GBN OREFE OFHEREM X 1) v
KD EEHIIL T TH 5.

[EH 4.2] REFEOFEMEIL4TO NPCDAG O
H1C NCP /@ TI-map (ZH#E I —3T 5.
FEMEATERICRE L7z, BDeu ik b & 132 b, ]BFE
FHRIIEDETIVD BN 1o TR REPICL 5T
NCP % #/Mb$ 5 Z &2 RFET 5. L72ho T, 1%
T3 BDeu & W 72BeB 28 & 0 b Ekg I 7 43 4E T
HOWENFTE L.

5. FF M@ = B

COBETIHREFEON R 2RI 72ODFERZIT).

51 EF—42zRVI-HEEELR

9, EF—F 2 HVWTUTO 10 FEOFE L
EFEOERE 2 LB 5.

*  GBN-BDeu: BDeu % i\ Tt %% L7z GBN

*  Naive Bayes

*  GBN-CMDL (Grossman 5 [4]) : MDL ® 7 «
v 74 ¥ 7% CLL |21 &% 2 72 Conditional MDL
(CMDL) % FH\WCilsE L7 GBN

* BNC2P (Grossman 5 [4]) : £EEI R D
FTLAEE b2 hviER e LT, CLL 2 Hw
THEWEE L7z BNC

*  TAN-aCLL (Carvalho 5 [3]) : aCLL % F\»Ch%
B L7 TAN

*  gGBN-BDeu: BDeu % F\» Tl L 72 GBN

*  MC-DAGGES (Mihaljevic 5 [6]) : MC-DAG %
WRZel L L7z CLL A 27 & Hw A skik

* ANB-BDeu (Sugahara 5 [16]~[18]) : BDeu %
AT L7 ANB

*  fSANB-BDeu (Sugahara & [18]) : XA X7 7 7
7 —\2 & BERGRIRGZ BDeu & W TRESE L7
ANB

*  NPCDAG-MNCP: tEZFFDOE_AT v 7B
WTNCP 2k RIL T 22 R T L) ITEEL
7o Fik
INHETOFRET java THEFEL, 22GHz ® 10 =
770t (XEON) & 128GB D A E ) ##E#W L /2
PC THEER#%{To72. UCI LAY b)) F—FX— 2 [29]
D2UEORYyFI =0T =5ty bWz HE
5[16]~[18] LMRIZ, £T—F kv MIEHEEh L
Bramldvg b oA 551 2 EICHb L, K38
iz &ty INEF—Fty b SBRELLZ. F
NOFEIIBNTH, HEFEHEZD BNC D/87 A —
#134:C EAP CHE%E L72. GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu,
fSANB-BDeu L 3EFTF-1:0 ESS 12D\ T, 10 5EI%
FERGEE VT {1,10,100, 1000} %5 E 72,

ZFE, KTy M LT, 10 5EIER
AL BT AT = OFY—HEERD, 5EE
FEELTEILIRLE F1oF—%+y Mg, &
BHEHNEVEBLMEDONY — T IV A X%
#5724 @ (sample per pattern: SPP) THJEIZ LA 5
FBATWD, WETFELEZOMOTHEE OB R
70, FEREOLERETFLE L COREENIZH
51 % Hommel % EHGE [30], [31] 24T o 72 WE
O p iz 1 O FHIZIRL7. 2 X GBN-BDeu,
ANB-BDeu, fsANB-BDeu L R%FETEHE L /oM
DF¥NCP # ENFNRLTWAE, HIZ, £3
GBN-BDeu, fsANB-BDeu & $&%F: 0TI FEATHH
ZRLTWA,

F1 LY, RETFHEIL SANB-BDeu % i &THOF
PR LT, A EAEE 10% O b & TH BB
MED o7z, SPPOREVI9HFER 20 HFENT—5 1y
kTl Naive Bayes, TAN-aCLL, BNC2P \3#RZET#: &
D O HEREEME, SIS OTFHIHE BRI HIR
FRITTBY, BWEBHO ERA/NS W EFH A
TLTLE ) [32]. SPPOKRKEV20HR 23 HFDT—
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Table 1 Classification accuracies of the respective methods.

Sample Naive- GBN- TAN- gGBN- MC-DAG GBN- ANB- fsANB- NPCDAG Proposed
No. Dataset Variables  size SPP Bayes CMDL BNC2P aCLL BDeu GES BDeu BDeu BDeu -MNCP  method
1 Lymphography 19 148 1.63x1077 0.8446 0.7939 0.7973 0.8311 0.7905 0.8041 0.7500 0.8108 0.7905 0.6014  0.8108
2 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 3.42x1077 09751 0.8917 0.9473 0.9488 0.7094 0.9780 09751 09751 09751 0.8389  0.9751
3 Hepatitis 20 80  7.63x107 0.8500 0.7375 0.8875 0.8750 0.8500 0.8875 0.6125 0.5750 0.8500  0.7875  0.7875
4 Zoo 17 101 1.03x10™* 09802 0.9109 0.9505 1.0000 0.9505 0.9802 0.9228 0.9406 0.9406 09802  0.9307
5 Australian 15 690 2.97x107* 0.8290 0.8312 0.8348 0.8464 0.8420 0.8406 0.8507 0.8203 0.8594  0.8594  0.8493
6 Vehicle 19 846  8.07x107* 0.4350 0.5910 0.5910 0.5816 0.5461 05414 0.5898 0.6217 0.6135 0.6123  0.6241
7 Breast Cancer 10 277 833x107* 07401 0.6209 0.6823 0.7184 0.7058 0.6354 0.7256 0.6968 0.7437  0.6390  0.7473
8  Image Segmentation 19 2310 1.26x1073 07290 0.7918 0.7991 0.7407 0.8026 0.7476 0.8255 0.8273 0.8290 0.8338  0.8294
9 Congressional Voting Records 17 232 1.77x1073 09095 0.9698 0.9612 0.9181 0.9741 0.9009 0.9655 0.9483 09353  0.8491 0.9655
10 Heart 14 270 2.44x1073 0.8259 0.8185 0.8037 0.8148 0.8222 0.8333 0.8370 0.8037 0.8185 07222  0.8333
11 Solar Flare 11 1389 3721073 0.7811 0.8265 0.8315 0.8229 0.8431 0.8013 0.8431 0.8215 0.8387 0.8195  0.8431
12 Wine 14 178 7.24x1073 09270 0.9438 09157 09326 0.9045 0.9438 09270 09270 09101 09326  0.9438
13 Letter 17 20000 1.17x1072 04466 0.5796 05132 05093 0.5761 0.4664 0.6434 0.6434 0.6434 06418  0.6434
14 Pendigits 17 10992 1.68x1072 0.8032 0.9062 0.8719 0.8700 0.9253 0.8359 09342 09332 09317 09326 09343
15 Contraceptive Method Choice 10 1473 5.99x1072 04671 04501 0.4745 04705 0.4440 04576 04792 0.4481 04610 04498 04413
16  Glass 10 214 697x1072 05561 0.5654 0.5794 0.6308 0.4626  0.5888 0.5888 0.6355 0.5911  0.6493  0.5888
17 Hayes—Roth 5 132 229x10°" 0.8182 0.6136 0.6894 0.6742 0.7525 0.6970 0.6212 0.7879 0.7652  0.8333  0.8333
18 Balance Scale 5 625 3.33x107' 09152 03333 0.8560 0.8656 09152 07432 09152 09152 09152 09152 09152
19  Lenses 5 24 333x107' 07500 0.8333 0.6667 0.7083 0.8333 0.8333 0.8333 0.7500 0.8750  0.8750  0.8750
20 EEG 15 14980 4.57x10”" 05778 0.6787 0.6374 0.6125 0.6732 0.6182 07246 0.7212 07212 07178  0.7165
21 LED7 8 3200 2.50x10° 07294 0.7366 0.7375 0.7350 0.7297  0.7331  0.7303 0.7303 0.7288 07294  0.7316
22 Iris 5 150 3.13x10° 07133 0.7800 0.8200 0.8200 0.8133 0.7800 0.8267 0.8156 0.8156 0.8200  0.8267
23 HTRU2 9 17898  3.50x10' 0.8966 0.9086 0.9118 09130 09092 09093 09141 09141 09141 09133 09140
24 Banknote authentication 5 1372 4.29x10'  0.8433 0.8819 0.8797 0.8761 0.8819 0.8768 0.8812 0.8812 0.8812 0.8812  0.8819

average . -3 B . . . . . . 5 R . R
p-val§c 0.0080 0.0001 0.0047 0.0300 0.0037  0.0071 0.0466 0.0188 0.1802  0.0800 -
#2 GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu, fsANB-BDeu, NPCDAG-MNCP Zibhb,

ERBEFHI & o THEE S MO NCP

H N Jky — - . °) > 3
Table2 The number of the class variable parameters (NCP) of the NPCDAG-MNCP 1% :‘FE $$d§ 2 %_‘ AT TIZB

learned structures by GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu, fSANB- T NCP %%ﬁ{t#é*ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%’jﬁ?ﬁ% f:b, %\Z 2 75’ roﬁ}
BDeu, NPCDAG-MNCP and the proposced method. 2D LS 312, NPCDAG-MNCP | FETHT— %ty Mo
NCP
 Sample ANB-  GBN- fsANB- NPCDAG Proposed B “C?%%%‘HEJ: D NCP 25K &, HFi2 1%, 27,
No. Variables  size SPP BDeu BDeu BDeu -MNCP  method
1 19 148" T.63x1077 219126 216535 44388 800975 319 9%, 10FDTF—%t vy MIBWT NPCDAG-MNCP
2 10 683 342x10771 179 150 179 12799 159 .,
3 20 80  7.63x107° | 5880 2011 469 21953 5 ==t N -
4 17 101 1.03§10*: 816 4455 449 28479 1385 D NCP 3R FEONCP 2 K& C EFl-THY, &
5 15 690 2.97x107*| 447 65 95 4551 133 = “ < ) M
6 19 846 8.07§10’: 556 987 700 13931 1404 NHOT =%ty bTld NPCDAG-MNCP (355 F+ik
7 10 277 833x107* | 105 20 41 2517 31 s ey — - N
8 19 2310 1.26§10:i 2464 3840 2464 20159 4156 FFELSCEGERBEZRL TS, ZORROH
WO B AR R W SN B e LT NPCDAG-MNCP b bk 3 NCP 5B
389 3.72x10 0 9 305 9719 8 s - ; . " <
Do s Tadod| 6 s BEGIZEI L, SHEEEROMEERMEIET L2k %
13 17 20000 1.17x1072 | 18386 18360 18386 30783 12287 N
14 17 10992 1.68x1072 | 11215 11042 11215 21759 8487 Zbhb.
15 10 1473 5.99x1072 | 196 40 147 1247 33
16 10 24 69Tx102| 444 34 430 1535 610 SPP D/NE R 3FDOTFT—F -ty hTlE, |ETHE
17 5 132 229x1071 | 40 176 45 191 29 .
18 5 625 333x107'| 50 48 50 50 50 X GBN-BDeu & ANB-BDeu &£ V) b L < H\WOrEES
19 5 24 333x107'| 18 8 9 11 9
20 15 14980 457x107'| 2703 2850 2703 3839 1856 ErRLTWS, ZOF—4%+ty Tl BEFEIT
21 8 3200 2.5><10”0 187 186 85 959 167 ’
22 5 150 3.13x10/ 28 18 28 242 19 a _ N hat N
23 9 17898 3.5xX10‘l 77 69 103 511 201 GBN BI:)eu & ANB-BDeu %9 N(?P AVNE D EHER
2 Avesrage PR i e e 2E09HD. Z0O, REFHELSPP VIV
JICHEFE L X, FHRELTCIFOT—F Ly IS
%3 %IJ?];I-BDeu, JSANB-BDeu & $ERT-H O35S HERY BWIEWHEREEZRLI-EEZONS.
7 — S >
Table 3  Average runtime (s) of GBN-BDeu, fsANB-BDeu, and the SPP DR & %7 =44 v FTIL, GBN-BDeu, ANB-
proposed method. BDeu, fsSANB-BDeu \3$¢FHFiEL 3L A EF UKk
GBN-BDeu JSANB-BDeu Proposed method E % i LTW5. #TJ‘ TE%%‘(% (E fSANB _BDeu @ AN
e 4975 L8 SR A S 0 5 R TR, SHUD oM

LT, £10%LDF—%ty PTIRESL £ 32 %
Zty b TR gGBN-BDeu ¢ GBN-CMDL 33 ZEF1: W72l CTwAIEeENEZLNL. KETIE, KE 3.1
&0 S GERER Y, BERFEOFFEUFEE LD & 32D AL & XTI ETF DY GBN-BDeu,
b WS TR %%zf%é EHNZOHHBE LT
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4 ANB-BDeu, GBN-BDeu, fsANB-BDeu & IRFETHEI L - THFH &

N7HEED NCP &,

4 FEEAHEE L 7250 JEIEER & BLo 53 4RI =R 739 KLD
Table 4 The NCPs of structures learned by ANB-BDeu, GBN-BDeu, fSANB-BDeu, and the proposed
method, and the average KLDs between the true posteriors of the class variable and those of

the four methods.

ANB-BDeu GBN-BDeu fsANB-BDeu Proposed method
Sample

Network size aveKLD NCP Imin(NP) MB aveKLD NCP Imin(GBN) MB aveKLD NCP Imin(NP) MB aveKLD NCP Imin(NP) MB
100 [5.11x107%2 9 X 4 [2.70x1072 5 x 2 [5.87x107% 7 X 3 [270x107%2 5 X 2
Cancer 1,000 |4.11x1072 9 x 4 2.67x1072 x 2 |397x1072 7 x 3 12.67x1072 5 x 2
(Structure (1)) 10,000 | 1.27 x 1073 11 @) 4 [1.27x1073 8 O 4 11.27x1073 11 @) 4 11.27x1073 11 @) 4
100,000 | 8.46 x 107 11 @) 4 18.46x107° 8 O 4 18.46x107 11 @) 4 |8.46x1075 11 @) 4
100 [8.81x1072 21 X 7 [521x1072 5 x 2 [1.04x10T 13 X 5 [440x1072 3 X 1
Asia 1,000 |3.70x 1072 21 X 7 13.40%x1072 9 X 3 14.89x1072 7 x 3 16.38x1072 7 X 2
(Structure (2)) 10,000 |2.58 x 1072 21 X 7 13.60x1073 10 X 5 12.88x 1072 15 x 5 |246x1072 11 X 4
100,000 | 1.94 x 1073 25 X 7 12.72%107% 10 O 5 11.32x102 17 X 5 12.72x107% 13 @) 5
100 [2.20x 10T 29 X 3 |2.08x10°T 3 X 1 [220x10° T 29 x 3 [8.18x107%2 5 X 1
Markov net 1,000 |6.47x 1072 29 X 3 |1.38x1072 17 x 2 16.47x107% 29 x 3 16.63x107% 5 X 1
(Structure (3)) 10,000 |2.96x 1073 29 x 3 1296x107° 27 x 3 12.96x1073 29 X 3 |443x107* 17 @) 2
100,000 | 1.20x 1073 29 X 3 |1.20x1073 29 X 3 11.20x1073 29 X 3 17.94x107° 17 @) 2

Structure(1) Structure(2) Structure(3)
BJ2 M © (1) Cancer & MU=, (2) Asia v T —
7, Q) HBEb oY VI TRy FT—2

Fig.2 Structures: (1) the Cancer network, (2) the Asia network,
and (3) a Markov network with a cycle.

ANB-BDeu, fsSANB-BDeu & V) b SfEE 4R 2 4
ETXLI LR Ial—Ya VERTRT.

#£3 L), REFEOFANMIL GBN-BDeu D7l
B & D v, S, REFETIRENEEOBLE
HEAFER L2V THL. T, RETHEOME
H#FEJ I fSANB-BDeu OFIEEFHE & Y 4>, fSANB-BDeu

M}fi éf)i'%(f B DNAIN—=F X —F Ol
1t®f: . EEBSE A BN IAT L 2 U e 5 2%
Wiz, %0) SIETEEREPES ZoTwnb EE 2
YO

52 Y3al—YarF-gERVifEERE

TEFERE O th#k

Z OEERTIX, GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu, fsANB-BDeu
ERRETFHN X o THEE S N7 0k L o5 ik
@ Kullback—Leibler divergence (KLD) % Z L€t
B9 5. K% 3.1 & 3.2 %723 Cancer % v F7T—
71331 (K 2-(1)), 1K5E 3.1 7z LIKE 3.2 &7z
7%\ Asia v M7 —7[33] (KM 2-2), KE3.1 &
32 FWMAM-E v a Tty hT—2 (2-(3)

BFENFNEDETIVE LFEREITS .
H20=Z20%y NI =254 Y T A XH
H, T, —H tHoF—%ty bEEFRENSEAES
, £7 =%ty MIx LT, GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu,
fSANB-BDeu & IRETHEONM DO T Tk % 48 3
b, F4IFE LMD NCP &, B L 05
BETDINY — 2D\, HESIEMR L BN
MEHEE O KLD O % & 57 bDERLTWES, £
412817 % "Imin(GBN)" & "Imin(NP)"i%, &N
GBN OH'C NCP % #/MI3 % I-map T 2 0 ED,
NPCDAG DT NCP = #&/MIT % I-map TH 5 0
NEENZFIURL TS, $72, £4I12B175"MB"
BEFEBECBITLHNEROINITITTIT VY
POREEERLTWVS
F4 XY, Cancer 2 v N7 —2TiE, N > 10000 D
EEIZATHEOKLD IZIZEALRILMEER E>Tw5
Cancer £ v M7 —Z3RE 3.1 &£ 32 %iili/29 720
4 FH: &b NCP /N0 I-map # #BH T&ECTWw 5
[—Jﬁ 12, Asia vy N —=2712BWT, N> 10000 D
X |ZHEFE T L GBN-BDeu |3 NCP $i/hO I-map %
ﬁmf XTBY, TNEFNOKLD FIZEALHUES
&Eo5Twb. L22L, ANB-BDeu & fsSANB-BDeu 1%, 12
FF: & GBN-BDeu £ V) K E 7% NCP &£ K& 7% KLD
ZRL TS, Asiahy NT—=27D X IKE32 %
572 &% \VWETIVTIE, ANB-BDeu & fSANB-BDeu O
FEMEE L NCP /D T-map ([Z#HTIZ—3KT 5 2
ERBEEL 22\,
H2d @)DV TRy NT—2Tid, N> 10000
D& ZIREFTFEDOF S GBN-BDeu £ 1) b NCP %3/
B, ZOLE, REFEL NCP /MO I-map %578
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f%fwé%ﬁ GBN-BDeu 1358 TE T\, 20D
L9142, IR5E 3.1 %72 E 2 \VWET IV TIE, GBN-BDeu
7Y NCP %W/J%Hé%sﬁﬁitcw. — /T, |EFHEE
EH 41 TRLULAL DI, BE 31 DY L
ATH NCP of/MEERFET 5. HIZ, 4 O"MB"
MO A LI, N > 10000 O L X ICIREFHEI
GBN-BDeu &) b BWWEROS VI T T T 27y b8
INE W,

WRELT, ZOETEUTORETFEONLEE
BRICX DR L7z, (1) fSANB-BDeu % I { & TDOFEIC
LT, HEKE10% O b & THEIZOHERBED S

Q) IRE 3.1 & 32 &ifi/z S8\ &9 BRET VK

L’C b DY NCP #/® I-map NPCDAG |2 i/t

N s RSNl o o RSB ) WA N AV 9 A O R =
ﬁ??f? %k <. (4) GBN-BDeu & fsANB-BDeu &£ 1) %
ERC U AR

6. €t ¢ U

ARFX I, FE A NCP /N I-map NPCDAG
WHIERII—% T 32 TR IR_RELE. BEOTT LN
IZfEb vy & & BDeu fieKfLTid NCP O f/Mb

ERAETE roie. — AT, REFHREIEOET IV
ASBN IZHE) EPICE 5T, NCP 2H/MELL THD
DERERICENIICR S 5. 2072, 14T BDeu
VIR L) SR IO R EET &
5. HI, REFRITHWEROPLHESTHERL

2728, GBN ORHEE L) FHER-AE . 4%
DOFEL LT, BEFEIE TNV F([34]~[42]
ZEMT 5.
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