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Learning Bayesian Network Classifiers to Minimize the Number of Class Variable Param-

eters by Depth-First Branch and Bound Algorithm
Koya KATO'®, Shouta SUGAHARA™, and Maomi UENO'®
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AT L. REFHEEUTOMNES D L. (1) HERFEL D bEHEREM L2 KIEICHINT 5. ) EITEPIIAE
JED) Y —ADPRELTHOENFE CORBAMEEZHRSL I EDPMETHS, LRI M) T—F 1y bEHW/
FEEIZEY, RET NV T) ALEHERTFETIEFEE TE LV S8 EHOMEEE 2 EJT 52 L 2RT.

F—T—RK ATT ARy T—r, R

1. £Z2» 2

R T 70— 2D AL, BERIZE D)
R ZHETWEETH L7217 TR L, BOEREZE D
DT EMLHAGHTISAENTEZ[1]1~[3]. Z
DL BRGHHDO—DE LT, "MV T Ry b T—
7 43#%% (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) 25515 41
TW5 [4]~[9].
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L [10]~[19] , 3 3EIC 502 L 20 WA HUR &3 72 [R] e
BOREWET L. ERES [9] OFF L5 E

B EMZEHICE D B85 X — 7 B Oz % /ML L3
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TOZODAT Y THhLRLFLVTIVITY) XL %
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oM DFMAE TR SN, BAT v 7Tk, #
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%0, 20 BEREOBEFEPRATH L. 2) HE
BT ETMELDMBELELZENTE RV,

BFFERBEFEFRFHIEE D Vol. JI07-D No.3 pp.111-122 © —tHEABFERERFEFS 2024 111



BT IEHEEF S5 SRR 2024/3 Vol. 1107-D No. 3

BIHIER 2 £ ARIC LY 2T CORFTEEI LD
N—DbHEEEL I ENTELRVIGAEND 5.
R ClE, DoMEEZENT 72010, #HilLw
TIVI) AL ERFET L. BESO)OT7VITY) XL
DEZAT v 713, AHEENE—AT v Tk &
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FIT, KHLTE, BoAT Y FIIBITAIERLK
MYPIZEYRRIbT 22 %2£2 5. HES[9] OH
W B IRESEER I BRI R g e T &
Twizn, A EEHLTH, FOMESHIERT
5. LTI, BEEERTIEZ L, BRITK
T A TS AR SEERIIBAI Y A #E T A
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LOFFEI] LEHEOF —FIIEDLL WS, IEE
JARE D SR SERBERIER T 52 LT, Rk
CIZONTHEA D ORIEAIEIM L, HRZEHOHIHE)S
IS %, A DR S AREIZBIT S — Fh
L% E TO NCP O TRRIEALIEII 25, AHIET
3, HWERO A% HMHZEH L 3 % Naive Bayes
DONCP B ZDOTIRMEAE 5252 E&2FEHTL. 20
EHICHED &, REFRANERICEFRT 2B K
Bayes factor 12 & 2B H#EIRTKRD, ZN5HDEHT
K3 % Naive Bayes @ NCP ##FIZBI1T 5 THRE L
T4, ZOTNITYALOFEE LT, LTF8ETFS
N5, (1) RSELETBREEIIBITDHA D 2179
LT, REEOF—FIIEDLS VWO TELY
AR OB T REZ 2 B, (2) EfFEFICATY
HEDN Y= ADPARRLTHEFNE CORE 2S5
A N = s 4
BEONYFv— 212 & B IBERT, REFEN
BERT: L RSEOREE 2 o7 F £, SRR % B+
LI lEIRT. Fi, BROBFTLZOREETO
Bl HEEDR O NG T E OEFMEE R, B, Lk
FHETIE 20 BEARE OB SRR CTH o 7225, 2
FFETIE SSEBOBEY B2 FEHT 5 LE2RT.

INFETICHEADY 2479 2 & T BN HEEEEEH)
BIYIZAT ) FESRE SN TV [14]~[17] 5, ML
BRIEDDIRESN DD TH Y, HRZEE L
HEYE §HESARREE 3R 5.

2. BMZTH /NS XA — 28Rz /IMEICEL S
BNC %

2.1 NAIF7ry NT—7
NA VT YAy MU= 8GR, BNC) i3, X
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AT Ay T—27 (LB, BN) O—>2Th), 1
RERE /) —FeL, /— FEOKEERETZY VT
FTIMEIRA M 7 T 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph: DAG)
G&, %/ —FOR /) — VEEETG & LIEMNN
EMEFINT X —F 45 @ TRIESNS [4]~[9]. BNC
T, GIZBWT—20/ — F& HIWEH, Zofio
J— FEHEMZRE LTy, BNEBITEERE D
A/ AR P

4 G IIHEIRE A BES V = (X0, X1, ... Xn} D
BERE /) —RFELTboET5h. T2, HEHX
r; MOIRFELE {1,.. ., riy MH—ODEERS L L
X; KRBk FWMD EE, X; =k &L HIZ, X
*HWEH, X,.... X, ZHPALHETE. Zokk
BNC T, [FRIFHESIM % St EMEEOREI 5 L
TUTDOLHIZEES.

PQ@MW”&|®=IIH&|%MMﬂG)
i=0
(D

ZIT, PaX;,G) X X; D GBI ABLEBESER
. F7o, HHEHEOT Y x = (x1,...,x,) BTz
X, HWEKOHEZEM ¢ 1Tk TREND.

¢ = argmax P(c|x,G,0). ?2)

ce{l,..., ro}

EEBDHIOIIL, FHHEHERNITA—FTEEO %
T DOHET BREDND L. 5, 0 & Pa(X;,G)
WjERHONY =% bolb & Pa(X;,G)=j & &
NI, X =k LD 5MNEHERAITA—5 LT
5. ZIT, FIMFEHERNTA-SEEO X6 &
mwf®=uiﬁggugmmgf%%§ﬂé.:
2T, ¢ ¥ PaX;,G) DY 5 L85 = ETHY,
qi = Ii:x, ePacx;,6) 11 CEFS LA, 0 DHEETEIC
X, ZOMfHETdH % Expected A Posteriori (EAP) 2%
HOBLHWONE, FU TV NEHLTF— 45
Bohie & 20 BAP 35T SR/ XT X -5 OF
BAAICT 4 ) 7 VaAieRET B LT TERIN
% [20].

A ik + Ni;

Bk = ﬁ 3)
2T, Ny & Xi =k B2 Pa(X;,G) = j &7 BHE
BERT. T i 3T A0 7 VEHEISAR DN A 28—
NI XA—=FwFKL, Nij = ZZ:] Nijk’ ajj = ZZ:] Qjjk
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i, G 2T - 0 oEET HLENH D, ZOM
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—#%1Z, BN [k I-map O /Tyl 2 Hik 2 H238 9
Imap 2 EFRK T 57012, 7, dDBHOEREIT).
BNC 1%, G ECHERGA OLMEA &Mt % d 55k
WKEWERIT L. GBI 2HEp LO=EK XY, Z
M, XS Z<Y Li#FEBTAHLEE ZZpllBIILE
THEMER, oL X, dOHEHILUTOLHIZERS
s [21].
[ 2.1] GIZBWTX,Y e V,ZCV\{X,¥Y} &L
Tl X ZBX LY BESMEEOE p IZOWTLUF
DVTNLDOFEMZG-TEE, GIZBWTX,YIZZ
ko TdpBishs vy,

(1) pBIBLAMETIIRVER ZeZ» p £
\HTET 5.

(2) plIBUILERMZNp LICHAEL, Z L%
DOFFIT Z 12/ S 72w,

COMBRE I(X,Y | Z)g LEL. —Ji, BEORNFHESE
GACBNT XY A5 Z 215 L L CEMEAF &Mz
HorL&E IXY|Z)y £EL 22T, Imap 3L
TCTEFZINDS [21].

[E#F22] GHLUTZLTEE GEA VTR
7~ b= v 7 (Independent map: I-map) &\ .

VX,Y € V,VZ C V\{X,Y}, 4)
(XY | Z)g = I(X,Y | Z)y.

G773 T-map TH D & X, ZOMENFHT 2 [FIRFEER
ST LT 4\ 2 B D[R] A 28 43 AR LU 5 % [22].
2.2 BREFUST A — 28 ER/INIT 3 BNC
2.2.1 FEOME

Hi i CTHIA L7z BNC 1, &Z B0 REHERSA %
WET DT, FHICHROLZWERIZOWTHIK
BWALLTH Y, SHEEROHEERRIT N, 22T
EIH S [9] 1, SRR % EMICHEE T 5 BNC
ELT, UTTERSND HWEHUIT A =55 (UL
F%, NCP) % /M2 F % I-map OSFE LA IREL 72,

NCP«D==§:NCPmeXhG». (5)
i=0

ZZT,i = 0V Xy € PaXp,G) Ok %
NCP;(Pa(X;,G)) = (r; = 1)g; TH VY, £hio L

& NCP;(Pa(X;,G)) =0 TH 5.

HES 9] OFEEHHAT 2720, BT KLU
BOI)ERXLUTCERTS. VORERZEZET D
RZ Mo lZHL, cDiFHOEZEX ; 1220V T
Vi € {1,...,n}, Pa(X,:,G) C Uj.;ll (X,i} 2SHLD ST
LE R GOEREFEV). 72, GOREBY
F& P(D | G) 3541 WIS T 2 — & OFERI A &
TAN VG THDLERETHE, RO LHIZHE
AKTERENS [23].

n g T(a;)) [(aijk + Niji)
P(D|G)= )
(D16 1_[01—! F(aij+Nlj) 1_[ F(a'z]k)

6

WAETI, @k = @/(rig;) £ L7z, Bayesian Dirichlet
equivalent uniform (BDeu) 25— # M ICH W51 5%
[20],[23]. & 2T, a & Equivalent Sample Size(ESS)
EMHIN 2 FRIARR O EH 2R $ #UT > TV oH A
X CTHhb. F7z, logBDeu | FIROMHE %723,

log BDeu(G) = Z Score;(Pa(X;, G)). (7
i=0

2T, Scorei(Pa(X;,G)) 1Z X; & Pa(X;,G) DHIC
KETL2EBCTHY), U—A VAT LIS,
O —7 VA 37 Score;(Pa(X;,G)) LT D L) 125Fk4
% [23].

Score;(Pa(X;, G)) (8)
r(alj) <
= Z( ® Tlag + Ny) leo

EHHS [9] BEEES V25458 TOLBATE
xR o(V) L L& ROEMEIEHLZ.

[E#H 2.1] Vo € o(V)IZ2PWT, o A5 & LT
BDeu * i KAL 3 2HE:& 1%, o 1299 T-map DH T
NCP 28/ N O #HE I —3T 5.
COFHIZEIE, L5OTHEIUTOZ oD A
TV ITRLEREINS. F—AT v ITIE, HIEH
MoUEE 22 TOERBIFEFIZOWT, BDeu ¥ KAl
ToOEEENENRD L. EZAT v I TIE, B
AT TTHSL NSO H T NCP i/ O % 1
T 5.

2.2.2 FETNITY XL

EHES 9] 0BTV TY X LD BAR 23 0 72
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113



BT IEHEEF S5 SRR 2024/3 Vol. 1107-D No. 3

O, FAFEOERPLELLUTTED L. ZHIET o 12
BOTEHX ISR 2L BDOEE T Pref, TRT.
T/, BHX 00T, BEBRARES T Z; < V\{X;}
& L7zt EOREBAESES gf (Z;) Z LT TERT 2.

g1 (Z;) = arg max Score;(W). 9)
WcZ;

Xo € ZEBBERERTL C VICHTLZERER
oz €0 (Z) DL HWEHDPEEHII R 25D, 2D
&%:&k&%%®®%%%ommf§?.iﬁ
BRI oz € 0(Z) 129D BRES L 55 % HHEED
H1C BDeu Z W KIZY 2T Gy, (Z) TR, EM
2.1 &9 Gy, (Z) & o7 126E ) T-map O T NCP %%
INOWETEIZ 3T 5. T/, GHZ) #EBES L S
72 % I-map T NCP 25/t & §5. G*(Z) iF
Voo € 0g(Z) 12% LT, NCP(G?.(Z)) < NCP(G}, (Z))
L% ot e og(Z) IZOVTD GEL(Z) LEFREND.
T/, BEEBBTEREDL 2L &, ZOEEY
sink & IFF53.

BE—AT v 7T, Yog € o9g(V) 122V T oy
(29E 9 T-map @ T NCP 2 /D& G5 (V) %
Kob. VOEEEEZn+1 LL72EZ, G5 (V)
BEERETOREBEEERNET S n+ 14D
?ﬂ%ﬁﬂ&yﬂmﬁwwqamﬁ@mg»f§§ﬂ
. L12h 5T, Giy (V) 215121 Yoy € 0p(V),Vi €
{L“JQKOWTﬁwm;U%*bﬂ@EW.L#L
R ZOOEHRIET o & o’ 12OV, Pregi = Pre%
DEE, gl (Pref ) =g (Pre ) L% 5. OEMHESR
R B 720X, Vie{l,...,n},VZ; € V\{X;} 2k}
T 5 gl(Z) DFFEOAZIT TRV 9] g/ (Z;) 1%,
K@), OICLVEEENSE, ZoATy 7%, EH
1bE17H 2 &T, OQ") DFHERTHE SN A [13].

EZAT Y T T, ATy TTHELNZ og(V)
DEAEREFIZHE D NCP fe/h O I-map D% 5 NCP
PO EARET 5. O, ERESV H
57 % I-map @™ T NCP 25/hOEE G*(V) 1I2—3K
T4, HES[9] 1, ZOEHRE Silander 5 [13] O

ORI % A THT - 72,
3. RSBENKREEICL S BNC EZEE
DIRE

KL TR, HE9 S5DOT VT XLDEZAT Y
TIBI 2 BEREZNRICT LH R TIVT) XL %]
FT5. BOOTFHEEE AT v FICBIFAERICS
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T 7EHVTWRWweD, B 2#HT 50T
Eh\Wv, FIT, KWL TIE, £82A7y TI2BITS
WEE 7T 7% AR AERBE L L et
35,

B Y X2 ORIEAHINT %132 SHEZ=R % L)l
W3 5. BAIY oEEE, el 2 R & BRI EH
T5HZEICKDREMHENT 5. 22T, KWLT
1, FEE O EHDSI RE 2 R S ERRIIEAN) &
W5, ESEIERE, BN o E L8
L7203 Th L, REEEIRRL A EVED Y v —ADPARE
L7zaTOENE CORMARMEEZHL I LATE
5. DTFTIR, 2O7NT) XA %R SEESHRE
HEMES, AETE, £7, BAT Y TIIBITHHE
RrRRESAEREEE LCERLL, ok, B
BoSHRELEOFM % RS

3.1 NPCUN—ZXF—44557

RETTIE, BAID ZEAT 570108 EHS [9] OFE
DEZAT v 7% NPC VN—AF =575 7%
TR S ABRRIE & U CERIL T 5. NPC ) /N— 2
F—=FT57, XgeULhbhEEOEHEGUCY
IZRIET 5 ) — NG L, ) — FEEDEZ/— FU DS
J = FU{X} 2By VEEP S BEN T 5
TTHDH. AL TAHNPCYN—AF =575 7
BIEKLIORT. 22T, /= FU»S/ — FU\{X;}
ANDIy VIIEHES U DS % HHED sink 28 X; T
DY, X; OBEBEST g (U\X;}) TH DT L2 RIR
T5. Fl2E, Tv Y (X0, X1, X2, X3} — {X0, X1, X2}
X {X0, X1, X2, X3} 75 72 435D sink 7% X3 TH D,
X3 DBEREED 95({X0, X1, X)) TH D T L &2 IR
2., #LTC, /—FUDL/— FU\{X;} ~OLv
IALDONCP &2 A k& LT NCPi(g;(U\{X;})) &
BT B, I, X OBEREED g7 (U\(X;}) T
HBHEEDNCP IZRIET S, NPC ) )N—AF —%

M1 4Z8DONPC )N—AF—8T57
Fig.1 A NPC reverse order graph of four variables.



o R S BERREEIC X B BRWERS T A= e m/MUT HRA VT 2 hy T — 7 HEGTE

75 T DUWEE NV D HE (X)) D — FOMAR ) T
& D8R oog(V) DEEFIFFIRIG L, ZHIER
o0 € oo(V) \HIET 5782 p #IRHD SR E~WS
ET, BB E n+1 Lk &, sink & FOBEHE
GO nHoOxt (Xl,g’l"(Preg?)),- = ,(X,,,g,”;(Prei‘:1 )N, 3
bbb Gy, (V) BEoNsb. /2, NADIA 2L
DINABRIGEN LR ETMlo 728 ED A b OFRA
12 Xg D NCPy THDrg—1 ZMATZLDLEERT D
&, BHIER o9 \ SRS A/5& p DT A F o(p) i

n
c(p) = > NCPi(g; (Pre)) +rg - 1
i=1

= NCP(Gly, (V) (10)

&Y, 0o IZHED T-map O H T NCP A3 /b O fik i
G*.(V) ® NCP, NCP(G*.(V)) \2—3) 7 5. &I/ R
pF REEDISZ p I3t L, c(p*) < c(p) B o8
ALGERL, RESA pt ITHINT 2 BB & o &
T2, RENSZDIZ T c(p*) 1F

n
c(p*) = Y. NCP(g}(Pre§ ) + 19— |
i=1

= NCP(G%..(V))
< NCP(G}5,,(V)) (11)

ERAEDL. RENZAOBERIE, F—AT v T TRDO
T3 D T NCP 23/ 73 % 15 O B RUEF % B3Rk
FTHIEEFELW, RIESA p* 2L, T-map DHFT
NCP 755/ Ok GH(V) 551 5.

3.2 RIBESHREEZERAVZRE/NNIER

HES 9] DA T v 7OFFIIHA D 12 & Hah5
ILETDLRVOTIER Y T 7 AT wh, NPC
VIN=AF =57 T T ORENSA L TRERFERTLF
BT 5. K21X4ZHDONPC ) N—AF—%
7T 7R BIRERREOBERNEEL T D. IF
BERBFERIINPC UN=AF =575 TOWEENV 5
ARG L, RELENIC — FORMELT.

BlzIE, K2 T, F7 {Xo, X1, X2, X3} ZERL,
{ X0, X1, X2 1, { X0, X1, X3}, { X0, X2, X3} DNETHRT 5.
WIZ, {Xo, X1, X} R L, {Xo,X1},{X0, X2} DJE
THHET S, 72, {X0. X1, X2} DREBIRT T2 &,
{Xo, X1, X3} DREBDTON, DIKEFEEEZ, &TH /) —
FORMZITS . IREERERIIEEH T n+1 L L1
L&, O OFMERYLEL T 5. IRELERITE
BRI R 2 S ER AL EL L 2720,

P
P E——
q——————

M2 WREERROBIES
Fig.2 A running example of the breadth-first search.

B3 RS EEDBRUEEOBES]
Fig.3 A running example of the depth-first branch and bound
algorithm.

20 ZEIEEOREFEDPRFTH 5.

AL TIX, NPC IV N—AF—F7 5 7% [z
BREBADICL YT LI 2EZ 5. RESL
L, FoBifE 2 BRNICTET TE Wiz, Al
DEBEHLTH, ZOMEPRENTHS. KT
W, SRRSO TS RE R IR SERR ISR %
WHAT S, BAID I FU) 22 N 2FBLTIThb.
FU)IAME, NPCUN—AF—F T 5712815
WHEAS ) —FUEFTONRADIAL (g(U) TA D)
L, J—=FUDPLEEEFTONRADOITA O TFRME
(h(U) 2 A ) ORI LTEFENS. f(U) TA A
INETIER SN TV A REREED I A b2 L[
HEE, J—FUZHEDLVWTNONRALFBETIE W
Ebrbizd, /J—FUREA) S5,

3R SERGEREEOHEFN R L TV,
EEBELEDHIREFZIINPC VN—AF —F 757D
TRV 2 OIEREZG L, RSBEEMIZ — FORERH
479

IFAES 3T, F9 {X0, X1, X0, X3} TIERL,
{X0, X1, X0} BEFET 5. W, {Xo, X1, X0} TR L,
{Xo. X1} #HRT L. ZLT, {Xo, X1} ZEBRL, #
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HTHho (X} EFET A, ZORHET, EHET
(X0, X1, X2, X3) \2H€ 9 I-map @ T NCP A3 /b O
EEEOND, FLT, ZOWMEDONCP 22T
ORBHEDIANET D, ZOHEHIL, BROITHK
WS T T 5 R SEERRFAOTOLATH
D, TOIAMIERIECIZON TR S WEIZHEHT
END. ZOEGH, A ORKLENSES. F
72, {Xo, X1} DERDPHT 5 &, WIZ {Xo. X1, X2}
75 (X0, Xo} NOREELT). 22T, f({Xo,X2})
MINETORBHEEDIA M Lo TWBEHE,
{Xo, X1, X2} 25 {Xo, X} “DRERIIATHOIT, HAD
ENb. Z0%, {X0. X1, X2, X3} 25 {Xo, X1, X3} ™~
DREBRDATOI, DRI, BAI) 247022555
REATH . RSERDBERELR L, RELEREFH
DG — FIED SR AS, BN 12X ) B0 2 i
RreFEHT 5.

Z DR SBELEIREFZOFM A Algorithm 1 1278
9. Algorithm1 TiX, =% D %* A& LT, B
EXPAND % fHJRRIIZFEITS 5T £ T, NPC J/N— 2R
T =57 TOEEEITSH. £z, BEEXPAND A
D hexact(U) 1&, NPCYN=AF—=F75T70D ) —F
U EETONRADITAN%2EKL, optimal %, %
NETIHOLN TV ERELNADOIAMERT. B
$ EXPAND OBEREIZRD & B 1Y) THDH. NPC V) /N—
AF—=F7T712B5 /- KU ZASIE LTZITH
H, /—FU\{X;} OB#EZHGT 5 Q01TH2S 36
TH). (1) 7 — FU\{X;} 12B1F 5 g(U\{X;}) Dt
479 QUATHEZ2 S 251TH). (2) / — FU\{X;} IZ8
% h(U\{X;}) DFIE 1TV, (1) TRD72 g(U\{X;))
EOME LD ET, FU\X)) ZEMHET A (29 17
H). @) ZNETIIESN TV SRE R I X b optimal
Q) TERMHE L7 FOX;}) 2 TH 24, /—F
U\{X;} 2 BA2VWFTNONSZALFETIE R WEDND
728, BI% EXPAND (PN £, U\{X;} (ZEAI D
ENb. F72, optimal 75 fU\{X;}) % 1Al 5354,
7 — FU\{X;} # A2 LT, B% EXPAND % FJF
FUZIFOHY B0 fTH A5 32 4TH). (4) hexacr(U) @
T, optimal OFH %479 B31TH»S 4217H). (4)
D optimal DEIZHEZRAHEL IO T/H S WEIZHEHT
ENA. KEITIE, ) DEMAETEEIZL S W(U) D
EERRET 5.

3.3 Naive Bayes % A\ /= FER

RU) A FOFEICIE, ba—) AT 4 v 7 EE%E
Vg, Rigxecix, UTFoOER31 2L, #HiL
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Algorithm 1 The depth first branch and bound algorithm
1: function maiN(D)
D: 7—%
2 ATy TOBERLLTViel,. .., n},VZ; C V\{X;} IZK
T% gi(Z;) DRETT)
3 for U € 2V\Xo} do
4 hexact(UU {Xp}) « o
5 g(UU{Xp}) o0
6: end for
7
8

optimal « oo
Repair < (V,0)
9: while |Repair| > 0do

10: for (S, g) € Repair do

11: if g(S) > g then

12: gS) —g

13: Repair’ «— EXPAND(S, Repair)
14: end if

15: end for

16: Repair « Repair’

17: end while
18: end function

19: function exeann(U, Repair)
20: for X; € U\{Xy} do

21: g < g(U) + NCP;(g; (U\{X; }))

22: duplicate « exists(g(U\{X; }))
23: if g < g(U\{X; }) then

24: g(U\{X;}) < g

25: end if

26: if duplicate and g < g(U\{X; }) then
27: Repair <« Repair U (U, g)

28: end if

29: f < h(U\{X; D) +g(U\{X; })

30: if !duplicate and f < optimal then
31: EXPAND(U\{X; }, Repair)

32: end if

33: if hexact(U) > NCP; (.(/T(U\ {Xi D) + hexact (U\{X; }) then
34: hexact(U) « NCPi(‘J;(U\ {Xi D)+ hexact (U\{X; })
35: end if

36: end for

37: if U== {X(} then

38: hexact(U) <0

39: end if

40: if optimal > hexact(U) + g(U) then
41: optimal « hexact(U) + g(U)

42: end if

43: return Repair

44: end function

Wba—Y AT 1y 7R IRET 5.

DERE 3.1] EEOZEEES VIS LT, I-map OHT
NCP %##/M2F % BNC % G*(V) £ L, G*(V) I23B1F
5 HWEROTERES Ve #3HEKE 5 Naive
Bayes # GVB(V.) £ 45 &

NCP(GNB(V,.)) < NCP(G*(V)) (12)

WELY LD, 72721, Naive Bayes (%, @iilHZ#AH
WAL O HZBUZH D EET S BNC Th 5.
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FERRIE A ERICEE L 72

EH31 LY, G(V) OHWERDOTEBES V.
EB{AHEZET, G(V) DNCPOTIRERHETE 5.
L7255 7T, RwLTid, NPCYN—=AF+ =275 7
BT/ —FUPLREETOTREZEE T 5720
12, WRTERSINLF L= AT 1 v 7%
RET 5.

ACEIEDY

X; €(UNV,)

NCP;(Xp). (13)

BETIL2—) AT 1 v 7B, HOEBEOTE
MEAS V. DEAON-EE BPEREVI ML
Lo, EFEE L O —) AT 1 v VKL, &
FNA DRI & RFET 5 [24].

[E#*3.1] BRIFT7OMLED/ —FU L UDS
Iy IDF PN THRBEED / — FRIZDWT, La—
) AT 14 7 BE hU) BT OARER 2oL &,
hU) FETETHD L)

h(U) < h(R) + ¢(U,R). (14)

22T, ¢c(UR)IZFZYyU—SRDOIAMNTHB.
[EH32] W* IIEFETH S,

FERIEAHRICRE L 72,

L2L, #ETDea—-)R71 v 7B
Ve BHFIICHMD I LIETER V. 22T, REFE
Tld, Bayes factor |2 & 2 EH#EIRIC LY V, 2 iEE
5.

Sugahara & [7] I3, Bayes factor |2 & ) HIEE DT
LERR HIRT 5 FHE A IR L 72, Bayes factor 1, HIY
T Xy EHRALER X FIZoOWTIEERET IV g &
M7 ET IV go @ BDeu DILx KD D Z L THH %
ETIVEIREAT) FHETH 5. 2D L X0 Bayes factor
BF(Xo, X;) 14,

BDeu(g1)

BF(Xo,X;) = BDeu(gy)

(15)
T#F EN 5. Sugahara 5 [7] O FFETIE, A5 @
%t %5 Bayes factor 2L & WH L D /NS WHEIZ, X
& X I TH B EHET A, BDeu 125D < Bayes
factor [ZHIVTAYIZE O HWEB O FEBEG = HE T
X % [7],[25],[26].

REFETIE, ESIELRSHRELZITH)ANCEN
B Xg & VX; € V\{Xp} 122\ T Sugahara 5 [7] T
-7 S 72 Bayes factor % W2 AHGER 1T . £

LT, BRENZEHESE Ve ELTHVS

T SBARREROMZEL, TRIEEOBROFH
HIKEL, TOREEIKESVEE, BN 21Th
HWEBALVRENAT LI ENH L, BEFEIIBW
T, ba—)R741 v 7BEBBEHORRIIEEEKE
n+l1&L7EE O TiIrbhd., T/, -EFE
(3R S EESE T RRE ORI Bayes factor & v 72%8
BoBPRIC L 2 Ve OETLEET L. REFHLV,
% O(n) CHEEMRETH V), THREZOBOFEREIIRK
N ARBIZDLE R FIEE I AT s v, Dk
Mo, REFET, BEEERTETO/ —FLIy
DERBERT HHAEITHAEBA DY 12 L B EHHER OYEE
PHItES NS,

INFETIZ, BAIDICL Y BN ffESE 2 5hE(d
BTIVITY XAPEEINTWS [14]~[17]. Zh b
DTNTY) ZRTRETVTY LB KE LA v AN
AT ENTVDH, REEEITEEREMN L O Hh R
U N =5 ARVAY AR/ AR

4. FF MM = B

COBETIREFEONEERT 720DFEREIT) .

4.1 ETF -2 ERAWEHERELE

Y, EF— 5 EHCCUTO 6 EOFHOSHE
FEREZ I 5.

* Naive Bayes (Friedman & [4])

*  GBN-BDeu: & TOfiEDH T BDeu 7%k &
7% BNC

*  ANB-BDeu (58 5 [5]~[7]): BDeu 58K & %
% Augmented Naive Bayes

o WREESERFE EES [9)): WEEHEERE W TE
# L7z, NCP /b I-map & 7% % BNC

o IREESBIRE D © Naive Bayes (2 & % T FRIE
W 7ZIRE e BRE RIS L Y 5238 L7z, NCP /b
I-map & 7% BNC

o RSEIEHRED: FREF) : Naive Bayes 12
LB TRRMER 7R S BEGERETICL D FE L
7z, NCP #z/)s I-map & 72 % BNC

Naive Bayes, GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu (22T,
Java THEE L, WEEERE, WELESHREDE, &
SERSBIREEIZOWTIE C++ TEELL. F72,
32GHz ® 16 37 7ut v ¥ & 128GB D A€ &
WL7 PC TEBEHIT-/. ZOEBTIE, UCT LR
VM) T R=ZARIIZEEFEEI N TV S 21 fHON
YFR=s T8y FEBw BHES (9] LRk
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Table 1 Classification accuracies of the respective methods.
Sample Naive GBN- ANB- TRHESE RS HEE

No. Dataset Variables  size SPP Bayes BDeu BDeu MREEJCHEZR  BURIEDE s BREE
1 Lenses 5 24 3.33x 1071 0.7500 0.8333 0.7500 0.8750 (2.0)  0.8750 (2.0)  0.8750 (2.0)
2 Hayes-Roth 132 220x107" | 0.8182 0.6212 0.7879 0.8333(3.0) 0.8333(3.0)  0.8333 (3.0)
3 Iris 5 150 3.13x10° | 0.7133 0.8267 0.8156 0.8200 (3.1)  0.8200 (3.9)  0.8200 (3.1)
4 Balance Scale 5 625 3.33x107! | 09152 09152 09152 09152 (4.0) 09152 (4.0) 09152 (4.0)
5 Banknote authentication 5 1372 4.29x10" | 0.8433 0.8812 0.8812 0.8819(2.0) 0.8819(2.0) 0.8819(2.0)
6 LED7 8 3200 2.50x10° | 0.7294 0.7303 0.7303 0.7316 (7.0)  0.7309 (7.0)  0.7325 (7.0)
7 HTRU2 9 17898 3.50x10" | 0.8966 0.9141 0.9141 09140 (7.6) 09141 (7.7)  0.9140 (7.5)
8 Breast Cancer 10 277 8.33x10™* | 0.7401 0.7256 0.6968 0.7401 3.0)  0.7509 (2.2)  0.7401 (2.6)
9 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 3.42x1077 [ 0.9751 09751 09751 0.9751(8.7) 0.9751(8.7) 0.9751 (8.7)
10 Solar Flare 11 1389 3.72x1073 | 0.7811 0.8431 0.8215 0.8431(0.0) 0.8431 (0.0)  0.8431(0.0)
11 Wine 14 178 7.24x1073 1 0.9270 0.9270 0.9270 0.9494 (6.8) 0.9438 (10.8)  0.9494 (6.8)
12 Heart 14 270 2.44x1073 | 0.8259 0.8370 0.8037 0.8407 (5.3)  0.8074 (7.9)  0.8407 (5.4)
13 Australian 15 690 2.97x107* | 0.8290 0.8507 0.8203 0.8493 (4.3)  0.8507 (4.3)  0.8464 (4.0)
14 EEG 15 14980  4.57x107! | 0.5778 0.7246 0.7212 0.7155(12.3) 0.7155(12.3) 0.7135 (12.4)
15 Zoo 17 101 1.03x107* | 0.9802 0.9228 0.9406 0.9505 (7.1)  0.9505 (6.9)  0.9406 (6.3)
16  Congressional Voting Records 17 232 1.77x1073 | 0.9095 0.9655 0.9483 0.9655(2.9) 0.9569 (3.6)  0.9698 (2.9)
17 Pendigits 17 10992 1.68x1072 | 0.8032 0.9342 0.9332 0.9349 (16.0) 0.9349 (16.0) 0.9344 (16.0)
18  Letter 17 20000 1.17x1072 | 0.4466 0.6434 0.6434 0.6309 (15.9) 0.6309 (15.9) 0.6297 (15.9)
19 Lymphography 19 148 1.63x1077 | 0.8446 0.7500 0.8108 0.8041 (6.8) 0.8108 (7.5)  0.7905 (7.0)
20  Image Segmentation 19 2310 1.26x1073 | 0.7290 0.8255 0.8273 0.8208 (14.9) 0.8212 (14.9) 0.8277 (15.0)
21  Hepatitis 20 80 7.63x107° | 0.8500 0.6125 0.5750 0.7875(2.1)  0.8000 (2.5)  0.8000 (2.6)

average 0.8041 0.8219 0.8209 0.8466 (6.4) 0.8458 (6.8)  0.8463 (6.4)

2, 7=ty MIEFNLERERIIVTRE R
fli %5512 2 fEICEERUE L, KIEfZ &SV 2 7V
F=rty bhSBEELEZ. WTROTHEIIBVTY
REEFE %D BNC O STER/ST X — 5132 T
EAP THfs€ L72. GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu, T&E G4
R, IRERBIRED LR SBESHBR D ESS (12
DWW, 10 G EI5AEMGEE % F VT {1, 10,100, 1000}
MOEDIz. Fio, IRELGHBRE & RS BESH
FREH:IZ BT 5 EHGRIRO B DX £ Bayes factor ® L
SWHIZO & L7

ZFE, KET—5Ly M LT, 10 5EIKER
HICL BT ANTF— Y OFE—FRE KD, SERE
ELTEIIIRLZ., £ 112815 % SPP(Sample Per
Pattern: SPP) 3 &AL V) ) BED/8% — VT
CTINHA X rE s b0ERFY. T, ERTIE,
MBS, BB ARRRE:, RSB HRE
12 & o THFH SN0 HIWE RO T2 55% il
FETRLTWS.

F1 LD, RSB BIRE LD 540 B 3
A Y %2470 % WIREE SRR O I 8R b 3 012
EH05, FTFASTHDL I EPRERTED. ZORE
X, RSB BIRELEORAN Y 25 ENE Vv
FIZHANTHEBEZ 2T R T S0 & 2R
LTW5.
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F1 LY, BSEBETHEELOFY 5 ERKE L
Naive Bayes D P35 48R % Lol o T 5 2 & A0
2 C& 5. Naive Bayes (3 &FHE A HAEE D A
EHIZL D0, RIIFEN[28]. 7272, 21 FOD
T =8ty MTIE, SRS BIRELO SR ED
Naive Bayes D HEIEE A TH > TWw5b, 60T —
Zy FTIE, SPPAVhE W=, R SELESHIRE
B ENEBOFERZENMIFEE L TWD, 208
R, VRSB BBREEAEE Lo L E
BERDSHIBRENTLE 2 E2 0N 5.

B2, R1 XD, BEIELSEBREE OV 4Ek
J¥1% GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu O 353484 % L [A] -
TWwbZ & LR T&%. GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu i,
NCP Of/MbEHFEL 2\ [9]. L72A%-C, RSB
53 ¥E IR %€ 7 1% GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu 12 [t~ T NCP
DINESREERFR L, HRELTEHWIERKE LR
L7ceEzZoNb.

W, () BA Y BSENZE W12 R T
NCP # KREL EHBWT &, (2) B SEBILDHIREE
7% GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu (2R T/NE W NCP %
DI ERMERT LD, HEF—F Y MIRLT
NCP ZiEsE L7z, ZOREETR2ITIRT.

2 L0, FESEESEIREDTOFE NCP (ZEN]
D% FHW 2 WIBEEIEROFEY NCP L) P LAEW
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F£2 AT L o TER SNMED NCP,
Table2 NCPs of the learned structures of the respective methods.

#£3 BTEOWMERERIIBT 2 PIgat G,

Table 3 Average runtimes of the respective methods.

Sample GBN- ANB- TaBE  REBE Sample TEBEoE EEBER

No. Variables _size SPP BDeu BDeu WEEESEIRE SHBUED: SHRER No. Variables size SPP TEESERER  RBUER: SRBGE R
1 5 24 3.33x 1071 8 18 8 8 8 1 5 24 3.33 % 1071 0.0131 0.0191 0.0100
2 5 132 2.29x% 1()_l 176 40 29 29 29 2 5 132 2.29x l[)_1 0.0170 0.0293 0.0149
3 5 150 3.13x100 | 18 28 19 25 19 3 5 150 3.13x 100 00181 0.0285 0.0134
4 5 625 3.33x1071| 48 50 50 50 50 4 5 625  3.33x107! 00134 0.0274 0.0170
5 5 1372 4.29x 10] 25 31 15 15 15 5 5 1372 4.29 x 10I 0.0188 0.0376 0.0268
6 8 3200 2.50 x 100 186 187 94 93 98 6 8 3200 2.50 x 100 0.1214 0.1903 0.1371
7 9 17898 3.50 x 101 69 77 198 118 176 7 9 17898 3.50 x 10l 0.2785 0.4766 0.3636
8 10 277 8.33x 1()_4 20 105 35 22 30 8 10 277 8.33 x I()_4 0.3236 0.2839 0.1719
9 10 683 3.42x 1()_7 150 179 161 161 161 9 10 683 3.42x l()_7 03175 0.3481 0.1221
011 1389 3.72x1073| 19 1570 8 8 8 10 11 1389 3.72x 1073 | 08851 06323 04564
nooo4 178 7.24x1073| 36 59 28 49 28 1 14 178 7.24x1073 | 160481 167150 46310
12 14 270 2.44 x 1073 32 58 19 36 19 12 14 270 2.44 x 1073 9.9224 9.9403 3.8845
13 15 690 2.97 x 1074 65 447 64 69 60 13 15 690 2.97 x 1074 18.3376 17.4498 8.1574
14 15 14980 4.57 x 1()_1 2850 2703 1849 1849 1849 14 15 14980 4.57 x l[)_1 166.2700 171.7628 24.3754
15 17 101 1.03 x 10_4 4455 816 508 497 290 15 17 101 1.03 x 10_4 459.3530 467.0208 21.2139
16 17 232 1.77x1073| 24 121 10 20 9 16 17 22 1L77x1073 | 4270858 4217075 34.8079
17 17 10992 1.68 x 1072 11042 11215 9175 9175 9887 17 17 10992 1.68 x 1072 744.8170 769.2896 145.3891
18 17 20000 1.17 x 1072 18360 18386 12354 12354 12354 18 17 20000 1.17 x 1072 530.7353 535.9485 99.6420
19 19 148 1.63x 1077 216535 219126 104 133 146 19 19 148 1.63 x 1077 555.6909 537.8737 97.3051
20 19 2310 1.26 % 1073 3840 2464 4324 4324 5551 20 19 2310 1.26 x 1073 5588.0012 5655.7484 261.5876
2120 80 7.63x1075] 2011 5880 10 11 13 21 20 80 7.63x1075 | 10044.8238  6946.1992  250.7541

average 12379 12550 1384 1383 1467 geometric mean 55101 63813 17354

A, RIFAETHD I EPRERTE D, 7272, 19FD
T—Fy bTIE, B SERSBIREED NCP 3%
Y % V2 WIRESERE D NCP Ofy 1.4 #5127k -
TWh, ZOF—%+ty FTiE, FIERDBREE
1 Bayes factor (23517 2 ZEERIZB VT, HWEEK
DFEPEEZBRIHEEL, R/ SZBENY L7z
THEMED D 5.

F£2 LD, ESEESEBE LD NCP i& GBN-
BDeu, ANB-BDeu ®*F-34 NCP % KigIZ F - Tw 5
L LMRRTE

WIS, BALY St BRI 2 BT 2 O 0% fER S %
7o\, TR, WREELBIRED, #SEES
RSB OFIYETH A HE L, HERERIITRL
7o, WREESEAIREL, RS BESHBRE O %
TEERIZ DWW T, Bayes factor 12 & % ZEHGER AT
B b7, ZORAKMHEEZATYS.

F3 LD, IEELHEE L GRS ERSEREE O
B Z T2 &, 4567 Fx%HE{&ToOT—5 Y
MZB VTR SELRDHBR R IIREERER L) b5
B2 ER L7z, 45,67 FICBWT, RSERSH
PR OFHR R AMREIRR O ERM L h K& w
DIF, TNHEDF—F+ty MIY ¥ Ty A XHhKRE
<, Bayes factor | & 2 Z¥GEIR 0 FHEER A3EA )
WX DHERR L 725 EEEEZ2 ER > TWnWb 720 Th b L
EZoND. 727 14,17, 18 FEHDO L H I2H v T
YA RFKECY, BHEEBESL T —F 1y FTH,
R S BRI L O R 0 J7 AR E SRR O F

HEFE LD DE. S, EHBOBEINIIEWEA]
D OEEAEIML, HIMTEZFHHEREMIKE %S
O THLEEZLND,

2, RI LY, WEBDEOTF—% 1y MZBWw
T, WS EISHBRE S ORI R X IR R 2
FOFEREEEZ KIBICTEH> TWh, Jiuk, ESE
Fe Ak BRSE R OB Y E 0 R B 5 5 Ak BR S i D BRI
D EEUZHRTRIBIZZ WO THDHEEZZSND.

WU, RSB R SRR L o3 A B 2
NTHAM Y ORI F BN S G722 & 2 FERT 572012,
ZNENOEN Y M2 REL, #REERL IR

F4 10, FESERSBIRELOTFIHHA Y mE L
MRS BREF O FIGHA ) M5 L Y £ 2 & A%k
MTED. HIZ, WEED EOETOT—5 41y T
R S EFE AR I OB 1) [0 LR B 5T 53 B 5 i
ORAY AL YV S Ehbh b, ORI, IE
BRBERNPLIFESERFERIEET LI LT, 2K
A2 B EHAY) ORIFDIEINT 22 2R LTV,

4.2 ARETF-2ty hERVEPERERE

AETIE, EES[9 O7IVIT) ALATIIFETE
7\ 20 Ll E o BNC 28 % 5Eli 4 4.

B OFEBTHW T =% £ v MIIKHE LR 31
~ 58 BEHO 5 HEHONY Fr—r F—Fty b EHV
TEBRTITo 7. TOEBKRTIE, ESS Ofiz 1 IZ[EE
L [29],[30], S ARBAHE 4 \CHIBR L7z, F/2, fifE
B, 6 W OBIBRE £ 32, Bl 256135
BadTbl¥lo72. ZOMOEMIIHIFH & FAFETH Y,
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Naive Bayes, GBN-BDeu, ANB-BDeu, IFE/CIER, IE
BRI & R S BB R i o s JERE I & 1L
L7
ZFEOSERELZES ITORT. 512815 “TO”
EHIREFR NI CE oo L 2 RT. T2
5 DR SBERAERELEOHRIZBNT i, x
BV =N EoTHITBY Y PFEL, ThETIHE
7o b NCP /NS Wil x v 72 & & 05 EREEIC
ft58NTnwg, ZLTC, BRETIE, ESELDHERE
EFI & o THEBE SN MEEO HWERO T AR %
HlEE TRLTWVAD,

5L, FESEETHREZIETOT—F 1y
b CEEME R 55 2 EHTE 2. —J, GBN-BDeu

K4 WREEIBREE &R S BRSO ETRR
2B B IR Y [
Table4 The number of the pruning of the breadth-first branch and
bound algorithm and the depth-first branch and bound al-

ANB-BDeu, IREEEHER, WELSERETITETD
T—=F v PTEERMTLYON, HELEDL LN
T&holz Fiz, RSERSBIRELOFFERGE
X, 3F B ETHOT—F v T Naive Bayes D45
HREY ER->TWab 2 EDHRTESL. 3FDT—
¥y T, SPP SIEH IS Wz, RSEBES
BBRER L B AR O T A A B/NMIFE LT,
ZORER, HHEEEECERREIBELCLE 2 EHE
Zbhb.

5. 8§ U

KL TIE, R SBERSHRELIC L 5 NCP % /)
2L CEOGHEMRICENENR S 24T % v b
7 — 7 G ORMESELEAIRE Lz BARmIE,
(1) Naive Bayes ® NCP 25 Z DT RIETH 5 Z & %3k
L, () RSBELREGHEEELRDZDD NPC 1) /N— A
T T7RRBELTC, (1) TRLATRMEZ A
T RREE B L 72,

gorithm.
— _ — H. . N ke o =1 E e
Sample TG ESBE REFEEDTOFREEZ LD, (1) TERDIRESE
No. Variables size SPP | SPRERRGED:  SRERRGED: T LD SRR 2 RIEICHIRET 2. Q)
1 5 24 3.33x107! 8.2 3.9 S S A T - « A=
) s 133 299%10-! 73 3 ESBELEOHIREREZ W5 Z & C, EfT@PIcxE
3 5 150 3.13x10° 6.6 32 VEED) Y —=ADPRRELTHENE TORBE LML
4 5 625  3.33x107! 12.0 4.0 4E 2 - CETAb
=l T 8E
5 5 1372 4.29%10! 2.9 40 o2 TH“?% A
6 8 3200 2.50x10° 100.0 276 NYF—=27 4%y NI =212 BFEBRIZELY, BE
1 s 'S — o N —
oo TSI ) TS 7 FHEAFEROWEIARE & 727 0 T X4 L%
8 10 277 8.33x10 130.9 176.1 - . e, o o
9 10 683  3.42x1077| 3103 98.0 OREE R FRHERBZEIH X522 L 2/RL
10 11 1389 3.72x1073 1525 3262 o 7 PERTEETIE 20 ZEALEE DR SEE SR
11 14 178 7.24x1073 3045.8 5945.4 I . - b n 5 e
12 14 270 244x107% | 3917.8 6275.3 RTH o7, RETHEL 58 BROMEFE 2 5=
13 15 690  2.97x107* |  5438.1 22030.4 L7
14 15 14980  4.57x107! 46.4 42485.8 -
At S N 8
15 17 101 1.03x10* | 36738 29600.5 GROBEL LT, L) RBBEL ) — Mk oN
16 17 232 1.77x1073 | 175546 22001.9 VFv— 7 W TEREITV, REFEOEMME
17 17 10992 1.68x1072 0.0 189638.4 o
18 17 20000 1.17x1072 0.0 154339.2 R
19 19 148 1.63x1077 | 63569.0 189638.4 ot & KW g8 3 JSPS EF BF # JP19H05663 &
20 19 2310 1.26x1073 68.4 154339.2 o b
21 20 80  7.63x107° | 146121 386621.3 TP22K19825 DB E 1} 72,
average 5365.0 44368.1
F5 KHBETFT— by MIBT B ETHEOSHEE
Table 5 Classification accuracies of the respective methods for large datasets.
Sample Naive GBN- ANB- e R SBEL
No. Dataset Variables size SPP Bayes BDeu BDeu WREFEHEZR SHBREDL  ABBEDR
1 wdbc 31 569 2.65x1077 [09139 TO  TO TO TO 0.9350 (5.8)
2 krvskp 37 3196 1.55x 1078 | 0.6640 TO  TO TO TO 0.9061* (4.4)
3 biodeg 2 1055 4.94%x1074 07877 TO  TO TO TO 0.7735 (3.2)
4 Flowmeters_D 44 180 5.12x10712 /08333 TO TO TO TO 0.8444 (7.3)
5  spam 58 4601  1.60x107'* (08794 TO  TO TO TO 0.9109* (16.5)
average 0.8156 - - - 0.8740 (7.4)
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DWTD NCP;, NCP;({Xp}) &, G*(V) IZBIF 5 X; 12
DWT D NCP;, NCP;(Pa(X;,G*(V))) ICBIL T,
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NCP;(Pa(X;,G*(V))) = (r; = )q; (A3)
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