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muns Y = K4 DR N

B BYGHHEIC X ARA TP 2y P — 75RO

BE

ATV 2y b= BB EECTHBEZR>Z L, IhE
T4 RHIWTIBH SN TE 7.

A Cld, BBG LI X 258 E T 2 HINAEUS 7 X — 5 B (NCP)
Z /NS U CE O EMERICHDENIC — T A4 T v 2y b T =257
HROME P EH T2 RET 2.

BRGHAEE 2, RAHEBBORIRIC X b, ZHEEREZME 5 2 08T
L0, ERTFIEICBOTXEYVARICLDITHY S N2 MEEEH % i
BETITIZENTES. LL, INE TIREIN TV B BEETHH T
DEAMIZ NCP % /M2 U CTEO P HERICHHENIC T 24P T
YAy b= AR ORE AEIIEE S o,

Z TTOARFTIE, (1)NCP Z iR/ L CTE O3 HERICHHT IR 3 % 1%
WEPETLODOHNB L, (2) HWEEDBIEB 2 Rl w4 YT
YAy b= ET 200 EAL 7

RETFHEIZ, &g snz XV HHER D W, {EET
FIZBWTABYVARICK DI B N AEFEEZREE T 2 &8
TES. HBOXRVF2—7 2RO ERIC XD, FERTHTIE 30 BHR
EOREFETH U ) DEL 208, RETFIETIE 58 BHOMEEH % i
BECHEETEDL I LERT. i, FERTHECREEFIRS X £ VY AR
X D REEAE 2 BRI B Yo 72 30 25D Loz 0w T, IREFIEIC
KO EBE OGS E 2TV, sEBEEzNETE A I LR T.




1 RAHE

RAYT vy b7 — 7538 (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) (ZEW» PRI Z K> 2
EDG, TNETHRALHWTIGHINTE X (1, 2, 3.

BE, O TBERENE W BNC & LT, BES [4] &, HWEBDBIZER 27 2 ouilio T
T, BOFIHERZ RELATRE 2 MG D 9 &, HIWERICHKE T 237 X — %% (Number of Class
variable Parameters: NCP) % f/MZ$ % BNC FEEZIREL T0b. —FH, fERkOXRL P 7
¥ % v b7 —7 (Bayesian Network: BN) fig“## Tld, 2 TOMEOH T, MUK (Marginal
Likelihood: ML) Z KNI T A&z H#EL [5, 6, 7, 8,9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14], /7B L 20
ER GO FRERDMA2HEET 5. BES [4] OFEREBICHET 2 HIWEBICBEb 285
A= BDH %ML L TEHEROMED A2 L L) ETEHDT, HichzH 7L
ALZHBE LT, Z22C, Mo, MTFTDZODRT Yy 7o LT LY A LZREL
T3, FH—AT7 v 7Tk, HNERD> S 2 2 TOERIEFICO\WT, ML 2R KT 2 M
ZZNZENRD L. B—AT v TRRXROFIHTIrbN 5. FH (i) T, FEBLEZDEZ NS
TRCOBERECDANPSIKD %y v 7—2 D ML 2k 5. T (i) TIF, HINEED 5
¥ BB ITHE ) SED ML K E B 2 BEBEAGZRET S, CORAT v TIIEEEZ n
&9 5 LINHE R R, ZEEIRER E DI OQ2") TitR I, RARBIZEE 2 d IZHIR L 754, K

d
MIRtREE, 2EEREER S b I (’)(Z <n f 1)) WKL B2 ERTESL. FE_AT v 7T, A

i=0 ¢
T v 7RO NI AMEED T NCP oG Z2HR T 5. ZORT v 71k O(n2") OREEHE

B, O2") 0ZEMEIEETIEINS. FoA Ty TOBERIIER Y 7 7 Ok S AGRRINE &
LTEsfban, o7 a) XA BRELRRICE DREAZZHRTS. LeLl, #5007
NIV RLFE AT v TR GERE D002 2 &6 20 BERE ORI -H DR ©
Hotz.

Z 2T, MES [15] &, BB ATy FICB T 2WEBZEADICK DRIt 2 B B
JE 6 [4] DO T 2 IREERR BRI B RSS2 I CE S\l d, B ZHEH L T,
Z DR DHIRTH 5. 2 ZTIEES [15] 13, IREIPRR Tl 7 <, BRIVICAE 2 Mk 2 BT
THRSIERERICEAN ) ZBHT2H L WEREBT LY XL ZREL . S [15] OFikE
HR O OF 4] ERHEHER, B XOEMEIEROT — 5138 D 6 0D, IRELARER» SRS
BHRPRERICAET § 2 2 & T, BRERDMET IS DU TEN D DA U, $RZR 22 D Bl AN §
. S [15] OFEIFEROFE 4] X0 bEFRERMEZHIRL, FTEHIcXE)VEDOY VYV — A



DARLTHZNETORMEAMEZBR2 2 EDTE L. H51E, ABIEBEICHIRZ T T
60 ZHREOMEFEOFBZHE L T3, LirL, oD FETR, H—2A7 v 7OTIE (i)
ATy TORKREMNLZIAToTE Y, AN E . 70, 110 OFERIGR AR B HlR
LTw23DIcbBb 6, FEIZ 30 BHRAETAEVHIRICE D 2EEBT Y o T w3, %Y
P TH B Y S ety S L IO B EIME T § 2 WREED D 5 .

ZIT, KT, SN OMEERENT 2827V AL %2RET 5. MES [15] OFik
FIRARBABB ORI X 57 O2") OEMFERPLETH ), KRVBIBETH 5. KiTld
BARBIEBEORIRIC X > TREGFHREEZ /NS { TE 2HEGHIEZHWZH L7 LY X4
ZRET .

A F TIT, Cussens & [14] IFBEHGHIEZ W7 BN fEAH 2179 FEZREL 05,
53, BEGHEREO HWESE LT ML 2/HwTEh, ZnzmAkbtLTw3. —J, KET
1%, HO KRR 2 RETATRE MG O T NCP S/ OEZ R 2 HIVBIE L L ¢, ML %6
NCP I2BHT 2 F VT 4 HEL I WARERET S, 2 LT, NCP BT % L7 4 B IHY)
BNANR=F X =% 2T, BB Z AT 5 2 LT, BEORIRERZ RIIATRE 2 o h
T NCP e/ oEZHRET 2. COHMBIEIC XD, MEES [15] O FETIEA L ICfT>Tw 3,
F—ATy Z7OFM (i), BLK, FLAT v 7OBRZFARHIIAT) TN TES. £7 Cussens
5 [14] &, BEGHERE ORI & LT, (1) BEBOBEBECDI212—D0TH %, (2) WG ICER
ZEERV, D2O0ZFEL TV 5. K Cld, BEGHREFTEDOHIK & LT, (1)(2) 12, (3) HWZE
BSEBERB R », ZMATHEET 5. )

%kﬁ%ﬁ#%dKﬁ@ka%y%%%%@%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@@@}j(nfv)kﬁ%.kki

i=0 L5

W, BRBIE RS R 3ICHIBR L 72 & &, IEES [15] oFiETlk, Z=2HEHEEIZ O(2") Th %23, #’
KFEOZEMEIERIZ O(nt) L7425, ZUC kD, REFRIIERTFIRITHART, X ) KB
EEEE AT VHIRIC K DBBPTHBY o N2 LR fTH) LDV TES.

KT, BEORY Fv— 2710 X 2 HIRERRZITO, IEES [15] TiF 30 Z2HIRE MG H
DRFTH > 7223, WETIETIE S8 B OGP E 2 HBTE 5 I L 2R Y. £/, MiEES [15]
DIAEYARRIC & ) FEEEE 2 EBP T b Y5 7% 30 2L EoREIC O LT, BEFIRICI DR
"E oG E 2T, TEREzWETEL I L 2R



2 HREZ/NZX-FHE/IMLIC LS BNC EE
21 RAVTYRY R T—IHER

RAYT v 3y b7 — 275388 (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) iZXA4 Y7 v 2y b7 —
7 (Bayesian Network:BN) ®—2>Tdh O, MERLERKz2 / —FE L, / — FHOKFRFRZ =y &
TRIIFEERE 7 7 (Dyrected Acyclic Graph: DAG)G &, &/ — PO, — FESZ TG
L LRI SRS A — S e © TEELENS [4, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20]. BNC T, G 125>
T—20D/ —FEHWER, 2o /) — F2FHEEE LTk, HWERUIBE B R0
£E9 5.

5, G IIBEIERERES V = {Xo, X1,..., X, } DEEEEZ /) —FELTR2LET . %
7o, BEB X o BORBES {1,...,r} S —DDEZM S L L, X; 2MRE kL 205 & &,
X, =k E#L. Xo0c, Xo # HINES, Xy, X, #3HEKET 5. 2oL %, BNC ik, [
IRFHER A0 % St ETER ORISR L TUT DO X ) IcRkE 5.

P(Xo, X1,..., X, | G) = || P(X: | Pa(X;,G), @) (1)
=0
22T, Pa(Xi,G) B GBI X; OBEREALT S, £, BHEHOT—F x =
(@1, wn) RSN &5 HEROHER ¢ WRATEENS.

¢ = arg max P(c | x,G,0) (2)
Ce{l ..... 7“0}

CRIGDTOITIE, FKIHER AT A =S EEO 2T — I o MET 20ENDH 5. 5, Pa(X;,G)
2 BRADAY =Y 2B LE Pa(X,,G) = j EHE, 0, % Pa(X,,G) = j EhBEXIC
Xi=k LB 2RI XA=2 LT 5. 2T, FMMNHER AT X —FEE O 13 0, 2RV
TO=U UiL Ui {0k} IC &k DiE®RES NS, 22T, ¢; 13 Pa(X;,G) DMLY 5 538 —v
BTHY, ¢ = leXlEPa(Xi’G) 1 CERIND. 0, ODHEEMICIE, ZDHIFHETH 5 Expected
A Posteriori(EAP) b RGNS, Y 7PV N lildH 27— 7 33517 R D EAP &
S SHER T A =S DRFTMICT 4 ) 7 L aizES 5 LTRSS [21).
B = aijk + Nijk
ij + Nij

I N 13 Xy = ko Pa(X,,G) = j ERBBIERET. £7, ayy T4 Y 7 LHE
MDNAIR=RFGRX=F2EL, Njj => 1 Niji, ?ij = >y Qiji TH 5.
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BNC D&M EMHHE AT A=Y 2 MET 201003, #E G 27— 0o #fET 208 H
2. ZORE% BNC offiEy#E v 9. BNC ofiyE cld, —#Ic, BN [ map o
TG 2 R T 5. Imap 2 EHERT S0, 7, doioE®zwE1TH. BNC I&, G Lk
THER DM DS S M2 d pHEIC X D ERBT 2. Gt I 28 p LO=XB XY, Z ¥
X5 Z«Y LB TLE, Z2p B 2AMKAENTSR. ZOLE, doHEHIRD &) ICER
INs.

(E#21DGIBVTX,Y eV, ZCV\{X,Y} ELT, Z2X LY 2fESMEEOM p oo
TUTOWTNDLDEL 2T EE, GILBVWT XY R ZICXoTdoBiEIns Ewny.
(G Dp 2B 2ATM T B VER Z € ZH p BLICHET 2.

(G2 ICBI AWM Z € Z ¥ p LICHEL, Z LZDTHRIZ Z ITES &\,

CORE I(X,)Y | Z)g &S, —77, BEORIMERIMICBWT X LY BZ 25 L LT
TSI THE I L2 (XY | Z)y EFH . XIZ, I'map ZPLTD X ) ITERT % [22].

(% 2.2) BN #5i& G XAz T L E, Gz2A v T4y T v b=y 7 (independent map:I-
map) &\,

VX,Y € V,VZ C V\{X, Y}, (4)

G 23 T-map % 513, Z OREEHDERBLT 2 [FIRFHESR 70 A0 13 W08 112 B o R HER AR 1T POR$ 5
23].

22 BHZEHINSA—5#EFR/NCT S BNC

HiEi TR/ L 72 BNC &, 2D FERERSMZHET 2 5D TH D, 57BICBIRD 2285
oW TR L TR D, DHMEROHEENRE . 22T, HES 4] 13, THERO A%z
WIFRINCHEE T %5 BNC & LT, RICEHET 5 HIWEE ST X — &8 (LK, NCP) 2R/ $ %
[-map D¥EEEZREL 7-.

NCP(G) = Zn: NCP;(Pa(X;,G)) (5)
1=0

S 2T, NOP(Pa(X;, () BRD X ) ISaHE N5,

(ri—1)¢; i=0V
NC’PZ(Pa(XZ,G)) = Xp € Pa(XZ,G)
0 otherwise



B S [4] OFEZHNT 2720, BEEFE X ORULEZE%£T 2. VORERELEHELT
ZR7 VoL, o ®i FHOEE X, iIcowTVie{l,...,n},Pa(X,,,G) C U;’;ll{xaj}
BRVT 2L E 0% GOERERFLERTS. £/, G OFIRE P(D | G) (MK, ML) 1%
PERTER RS A — 8 DERINAZ T4 ) 2 LA CTH D ERET D E, XD LD t,cfy'ﬁﬂ/f:ﬁ%ém
% [24].

- (o) - I'(cvijr + Nij)
P(D|G) j j j 6

| H H O[m + Nl] ]‘_‘E F(Oél‘j]{) ( )
AT, i = af(riqi) & L7z, Bayesian Dirichlet equivalent uniform (BDeu) 73—#¢HYIZ ]
W53 [21, 24]. 2 2T, a i Equivalent Sample Size(ESS) & W34 2 FRIAGROEAZ RS
B> VDY A X TH D, £z, logBDeu (&R DOME %723

log BDeu(G) = ZScorei(Pa(Xi,G)) (7)
i=0
Z 2T, Scorei(Pa(Xi, G)) lFue—ANVAxart ﬂﬂ"bi‘h, X, & Pa(Xi, G) D AIAET BT
Hb. u—hNVRAa7 Score;(Pa(X;,G)) FLATD LI IckIN 5 [24].

Score;(Pa(X;,G)) (8)
_ S [y ) “~ D(aviji + Niji)
N JZ:; <log F(Oéij + Nij) + I; F(aijk) )

WE S [4] BERES V 5554 32 TOEREFES% o(V) £ L b %, ROEH %N L

(EH 2.1)Vo € o(V) 1220 T, 0 25 & LT BDeu Zi AL 2HiElE, o 1IZHE9 T-map OH
T NCP 2R/ ORE&E ISHnE I —% 7 5.

COEMICHESE, S5 DTFHERIRD DDA Ty LIk BRI NS. F—A5 v 7T, H
ARSI E 5 TRTOERIERFIZOWT, BDeu 2 AT 2 G2 2h 2k 3. 55—
Ty TRHINT 27O E LRl S 2 LN CERT 5. HINAR X 256 % 2 Z28r DA%
oo(V), ZBIETF o ICBEWTER X 1T T 22 BDEE%Z Pre(X,0) £ 75, 7, 2 X,
EEBEAZ CV\{X;} IZowT, X; DEEBABESEZU N TERT 5.

9;(Z) = arg max Score;(W)
WCZ

H—AT v TREROFIMETITbN S, FIE (i) TiE, VX, € V,W C Z 1220V T, Score;(W) %K
5. FIE (i) TIE, VX; € Vo € 0o(V) IZ20T, gf (Pre(X;,0)) 2KD 5. ZORT v /i

6



R Z n LY 5L, INEEHRR, ZEERERLE I O02") THREINS (8. 2L T, mABIZRK
d
. . —1 ; e o =
ﬁ%dﬁﬁ@tt%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁi%%ﬁ%i&%t@@:(n.))Kﬁ&?%.%gXTV
i=0 ¢
TTRE-RAT v I TRONIAEED T T NCP /oG ZRET 2. TORAT v 7d O(n2™)

DIFHEIER, O2") OEMEFHERTIHEIND. AT v 7OWRIEEEKR T 7 7 DR SAR
K E L e ng. ERo [4] 1, RERERIC K D IRE SAZ R L .

HI S [4] BT 2 IRERIRR L, BolffiG 2 ZXMICHEHBTTE R\, B Y 2@ L
ThH, ZOMEDRENTH 5. 2 2 THEES [15] 1F, IEEIRHER T2 < BRI IR 72 ik
ZHEHT B SERRBICEN D 282 R L 7. MEES [15] OFIx, BE S [4] OFE L RRHEHRE
B, BLORMEERDO A — 534D 6 5003, IRERRED S IR SERRRICERE 2 2 LT,
PRERDIEL 1T DU TR ) DRI L, $RERZ2M D MR 2. JEE S [15] DT IEHE H
DT [4] & b bEFIFEZHIR L, FITETIC XA B VHED Y Y —2ABARR L TH 2N ETORE
BHEERGL ZLDITE D,

3 BHETEIRICK D BNC ZEEDRESE

MEES [15] DFETIE, AT v 7OFME (i) LF AT v TOERENLIAT>TED, 5
O, o, MO DTFIETIE, BEBDRESBD L, F— AT v 7OBRBEZNFENIIT) 72
DI, RBABBNHIB 23T 2 08B H 5. L L, 176 DFETIE, B RBIABENHIR % 3%
FTh, ATy TORRICE O TRET 28K 75 70 ) — FRIZELL AV ED, 02" ©
HEHEEHERVPNBETH 5. L7 > T, 156 OFEITmABEBENHIR 2 317 T 30 ZHIRE
TAEVA =N DEEBTBYIoNTL 9. EEPIBPTH U o g6, HE I N

EDOITRGEDME N § 2 gtk D 2. 2 20, KawCld, IRRBABEZ d ICHIPRIC L7 & &,
d

-1 . - - N N
O(nz (n . )) WCEMFTEEZRS T2 EDTE S, BHEGHIEZHWZH LT LY XL
i=0 L
ZRET 3.
DIF i3 EGHRMED EXMb2E 2 5. £7, HNBEIZ O W T OFMZ LR, 2D, i
i &2 IR B

3.1 BRI

BN, BEEGHIRTEO HWBI B 2 #E 2 5. Cussens 5 [14] (3, BHGEHAE 2 v T BN Mgy
Bzlro7. %613, BEGHHRMEOERMD 701, FE X € V, B LI OBZEEES W ITx



LT, %8 I(W — X) (family variable) ZXD Xk ) IZEFE L 7-.

I(W—>X){

BNC (%, family variable 12 X D, 01 IZff5{Ld 5 2 L3 TE 3. 1 BEBEAV =

1

0

BNC IZ&8WT

WX DOBTHs EE

otherwise

FX 1 TEINTWw S BNC @ family variable TOff 5z R L T3,

(=)
6‘@

1 3 2% D BNC O

#1 1 ® BNC @ family variable TOR51k

I{} = Xo)

I{X1} = Xo)

I({Xs} = Xo)

I({Xl, XQ} — Xo)

1

0

0

0

I({} — X1)

I({Xo} — Xi)

I({ X2} — Xy)

I({X(),XQ} — Xl)

0

1

0

0

I{} = Xo)

I({XO} — Xg)

I{X1} — X»)

[({Xo,Xl} — X2)

0

0

0

1

Cussens & [14] 1, C @ family variable 2 > T, BN & 2E O 7 & 12X O HINEEE %= fe 4

L7.

ZIT, Scorex(W) idu—An2a7z2E&d. X (9) ZTXRTOLEHDOR—A VA2 7 DT

bH5.

(&K1k) Z Scorex (W)I(W — X)

X, W




LaL, 2OHMBISIE, ML Z2&KI2T 2 BN OEFEE #2179 2OIRELEI N0 TH D,
NCP % /M L CEO T EERICHHLNIC 3T % BNC OFEFEICITEI Z2\v»., 22T, K
FclE, LT OHMBERZRET 5.

(&K1E) Z Scorex (W)I(W — X) (10)

—vx Y NCPx(W)I(W — X)
XW
£ (10) OH—FHIZTRTOEROT— AL 237 OMTH D, HIHIZ NCP DA E 3 % KT
BRFNVT4HTHS. 22T, B—HhN AT Scorex (W) 1213 BDeu Z H\ T3, HIVBIE
DRI LT 4 FDRREL 1Y) 2 8% E 0, HIBIETH 32 (10) ZRAMLT 2 2 LT, HIM
HOE—HTRINTWS BDeu Aa7 2 TELLEITRESLDD, RFPAVT4HELESTVS
IO NCP HZTE 2720/ E 7%, ZOHMWBEBICX D, NS [15] oFETlrAI% I
fioTw2, H—A7y 7OFMH (i), BLK, F#oAT v 7ORREZFRRIT) 2 LDTE 5.

3.2 Y

RN, BHGIHEREOHIAZE 2 5. Cussens 6 [14] 13, BEGHHFEOFIKI & LT, (1) H£
X eV OREBEAW B7—D2ThH 5, (2) MEERZE L kv, D2 22ERMUL 7-.
i 5 1%, family variable 2 T, il (1) 2k 0@ h EH{ L L 7.

VXY (W= X)=1 (11)
A%%

Bz, K1 D BNC %, SEROBEREAL 1 OTh5. 1205 E Hlf (1) 232 L T
W ERTDD.
KT, B S IR (2) 2 X0 XL L 7.

VCCV:Y Y I(WoX)>1 (12)

XeCW:WnNC=0
22T, CBBEEEN2ULED V OB ELATHY, 7 TAYENR. 7F7AY C D/ —FH
EERZTEH L Twb ET 5L, LR 012D, HllFy (2) 1IERT 2. K2 1E, Wb EHES
V = {Xo, X1, Xo, X3} OFEHE 7 —FELTRb, HWEE%E Xy £ % BNC ol z#£7.
2 OEMIO BNC 13 EB % & %3, A0 BNC 1 X1, Xo, X3 THERZERL Tw3. C
2T, BNC I3&E I 2 & £ 200, Hli (2) 23T 3720, &Rz E&0H 2R L Tw»



5. %%, |C|>2THEEERD I 7AY—C 2o, F(C) %, C NOEKED S B, BIAEK
& C OIBEREAVREGTHIERDOBETS. Thbb,

=y > IW-=X) (13)

XeCW:WnC=0

TH2. LT, P121013 {Xo, X1} % XX, EWET. 2l BNC Tlid F(XoX1) =1, F(XoX5) = 1,
F(XoX3) =2, F(X1X3) =1, F(X1X3) =2, F(X2X3) =1, F(XoX1X5) =1, F(Xo X, X3) =
2, F(XoX2X3) =1, F(X1 X2X3) =1, F(Xo X1 X2X3) =1 &7 0 5 (2) 1S&EK L\, —F
T, £ifllo BNC Ti3, F(XoX1) =1, F(XoX5) =2, F(X0X3) =2, F(X1X5) =1, F(X,X3) =
1, F(XyX3) = 1, F(XoX1X5) = 1, F(X0X1X3) = 2, F(X0X2X3) = 2, F(X1X2X3) = 0,
F(XoX1X2X3)=1,%%. £l BNC T3 C = {X,X0, X3} DEF, F(X1X2X3) =0 &
%507, Hlf (2) 1SEKT 3.

2 fEBRZ& 7%\ BNC offl (/) LBz &8 BNC Ofl (£)

% 72, 1% 5 1% family variable I(W — X)) @ 01 #ill#y2X 0 ) £k L 7-.
VX, W : [(W — X) € {0,1} (14)

—C, REFE T, HINERDBIA R % Fil- 72\ BNC S 2179 o 0E b %2479
WEH 5. Z 2T, il (3) 1, family variable Z T, XD h EH LT 3.

Hil# (1)~(3), ¥ XU, family variable ® 01 #llfyiZ, &9 2M5E25, HINEBDBLB 2 Rt /s
WBNC TH 5 Z &zt d 5. REFEZHVE Z LITL D, {ERFIETIIRE £ OMIGEEE T
Z 7 VLHIED NCP /) I-map DY E 2 EHT 5 2 L3 TE 3.

10



RET 2 BEGHHEDOESMUIIL TD X )12k 5.

(mKX1k) Z Scorex (W)I(W — X) (16)
X, W
—vx Y NCPx(W)I(W — X)
X, W
(EH1VX: ) (W= X)=1 (17)
A%
(FHE2)vCCV: Y > I(W-X)>1 (18)
XeCW:WnC=0
(FHE3) I — Xo) =1 (19)
(X4 VX, W : (W = X) € {0,1} (20)

KEW X € V ORFBER % dIcHIBLZ L5 X OBERESE LT X U0 n— 118
—1
" > MErs. ko

DERD S 0~d FEIDT, X 287t L % 5 family variable & 327, ( _
i

o (n-1

T, 26 DiillfE XK NHNEIEUIX, n Z ( _ fHl @D family variable TEHI N 5. Z DK

i=0 ?

FHHIE IS B 1 2 Z22[HEHFL R X, family variable DBUZ BT 5 [25]. L 723> T, IREFIEDOZM

(3

FHECIREMEMERIZ 020) Th 528, BREFEORMEEEE On!) L4 23. LidoT, 1
KT AR FIR L 72 & %, IS [15] 0 FH1c T X D ABIB A HEXe 3 % 938
+3.

d
- -1 . - e
ARz Om Y (" )) ERB. 1ok A RBIZEENCE 3ICHIRL 72 & &, IS [15] ©

1=0

4 FHM5RER
CDFETRRERTEOMNNZ R D DEEZIT) .
41 INEET—5 Yy M EARAWCEHMEEE

9, M T =% 2y F 2 HTUT O 3 FEHO FIED BN 2 il § 5.

e Naive Bayes (Friedman o [16])

11



o MREEIRIR (EIH S [4]): WEEREREZ VT, NCP &/ I-map Z ¥ T % Fik

o EIBIIBIREE (NS [15]): Naive Bayes 12 & % FRRfEZ H\ T, S B EBRE
B2 X D NCP i/ I-map 2R T % Fik

o FEYGTINE: BEGHHNEIC X D NCP /b I-map 2858 ¥ % Fik

A Cl, BEGHEEZIREFILELE T2, 22T, BEFEORTF VT A HITEENA 8—8F
A—=F yIZDO0TE, RETFED ESS 2 1 TEIE L 72 [26, 27] & ZDET—F 2 v 73l 525k
2B\, {0.01,0.02,0.03,0.04,0.05,0.06,0.07,0.08,0.09,0.1} ZNLZIUDVT, KT —F & v
2R L T 10 DHEILZEMEEIC X 2 T A b T =% OV —BEEEZ RO, 2D VFHHEI RS E» -5 7
v =0.05 Z 7o TREEIRE, RS ERITBIREEICO VTR C++ CTHEEL, BEGHHEICD
VW TiE Cussens 5 [14] D Gobnilp Z 7. £72, 3.7TGHz ® 20 27 70t v ¥ & 132GB D X
Y ERBEL 72 PC CEBZITo7. UCI LAY Y FT—FRXR—2 28] IKEHRINT 2 24 1
DRy F2—0F—F ey FZ2MOTEREIT-72. HEHS (4] LK, £#F -2y MidE
N5 R T D hIMEZ B 2 IR L, REfEZ LY v T VET =Sy P 5ER
EL7 WTFNOTFEICEWTYH, BiEEEH% O BNC 087 X —% 134T EAP CHtE L 7. &
IR & RS BRBIREL D ESS 122w T, 10 #I58EMiEE % T {1, 10, 100, 1000}
POEDT. RETFHEDESSIZOWTIE, 3%, 4%, 6%, 8%, 135, 4%F, 20HBDT =%ty
M2 DWTIE 10 3B ZEMEEZ VT {1,10,100} 226 E D, 2NN D T =22 v FicDonT
13 10 23 #1524 el % F VT {1, 10,100, 1000} 2> 5 E & 7z,

FFE, FT—F 2y ML T, 10 7EEEAERGEIC X 27 A b7 — 8 O V82 KD, 77
BRI E LTR2ICR L. R2DT7—F 1y M, BEBDED ) 2HED Y =V ETH v TV
YA X%H -7 b D (sample per pattern: SPP) THRIEIZ L 6ilATWS. £z, R Tl I8
IR, T S B HRE T, BEGHAE IC & - TFE S NGO HINE RO 1255 % f55
HETRLTWA.
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*2 HTEOERE.

Sample Naive- RIBIE  BEGhHE

No. Dataset Variables  size SPP Bayes [RBEEHRER  ORREE v=0.05
1 Lymphography 19 148 1.63 x1077|0.8378 0.7635(6.8) 0.7838(7.0) 0.7905(6.8)
2 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 3.42 x1077[0.9751 0.9737(8.7) 0.9737(8.7) 0.9737(8.5)
3 Hepatitis 20 80  7.63 x107°[0.8500 0.8250(2.1) 0.8000(2.0) 0.8250(4.2)
4 Zoo 17 101 1.03 x1074|0.9802 0.9505(7.1) 0.9208(5.6) 0.9703(5.0)
5  Australian 15 690 2.97 x10~*|0.8290 0.8493(4.3) 0.8449(3.8) 0.8580(5.0)
6  Vehicle 19 846  8.07 x10~*|0.4314 0.6050(10.3) 0.5843(10.5) 0.5946(7.9)
7  Breast Cancer 10 277 833 x107%]0.7364 0.7076(3.0) 0.7365(2.9) 0.7184(2.0)
8  Image Segmentation 19 2310 1.26 x1073|0.7290 0.8264(14.9) 0.8320(15.0) 0.8264(13.0)
9  Congressional Voting Records 17 232 1.77 x1073|0.9095 0.9698(2.9) 0.9655(2.9) 0.9612(4.7)
10 Heart 14 270 244 x1073]0.8259 0.8222(5.3) 0.8333(5.8) 0.8222(6.5)
11 Solar Flare 11 1389 3.72 x1073 |0.7804 0.8431(0.0) 0.8409(0.4) 0.8398(2.2)
12 Wine 14 178 7.24 x107%[0.9270 0.9494(6.8) 0.9494(6.8) 0.9494(6.4)
13 Letter 17 20000 1.17 x1072|0.4466 0.6290(15.9) 0.6303(16.0) 0.6237(14.0)
14 Pendigits 17 10992 1.68 x1072|0.8032 0.9368(16.0) 0.9373(16.0) 0.9314(16.0)
15 Contraceptive Method Choice 10 1473 5.99 x1072|0.4671 0.4616(2.7) 0.4396(2.5) 0.4742(3.1)
16 Glass 10 214 6.97 x1072|0.5514 0.5794(6.4) 0.6036(7.2) 0.6122(6.3)
17 Hayes-Roth 5 132 2.29 x107!|0.8333 0.8333(3.0) 0.8333(3.0) 0.8333(3.0)
18 Balance Scale 5 625 3.33 x1071|0.9152 0.9152(4.0) 0.9152(4.0) 0.9152(4.0)
19 Lenses 5 24 3.33 x1071{0.7083 0.8750(2.0) 0.8750(2.0) 0.8750(2.0)
20 EEG 15 14980 4.57 x10~1|0.5778 0.7155(12.3) 0.7135(12.4) 0.7115(11.8)
21 LED7 8 3200 2.50 x100 |0.7204 0.7316(7.0) 0.7325(7.0) 0.7275(7.0)
22 Iris 5 150 3.13 x10° |0.7133 0.8200(3.1) 0.8200(3.1) 0.8133(3.4)
23 HTRU2 9 17898  3.50 x10! |0.8966 0.9140(7.6) 0.9140(7.5) 0.9141(7.2)
24 Banknote authentication 5 1372 4.29 x10' |0.8433 0.8819(2.0) 0.8819(2.0) 0.8812(2.0)
average 0.7624 0.8070(6.4) 0.8067(6.4) 0.8101(6.3)

2 X0, BEGHIE OB EIIRER 77 7 2 A S ARR 217 9 IREBERE
RSB HRE LD R L 1ZIEASETH 5 2 EDMHERTE L. ZOMTIE, RET 2%
BEHENE D RGBS ARRIC K D, B2 NCP £/ I-map 248 7 2 54 IR THH
EZET IRV EZRLTWS, 7272,9,10, 13, 20 HFD T —% & v b+ T, BEGHAED

SRS DR R R B X O S B HIREE O HREEE Thl>Tws,. 209 b, 13,20 &
IZDWT, %i&ﬁ@&d@@%%%%% SERRRIHARTHWEB O FAEZ /M EH LT
LTEDRTDLH. INHDT—F Xy bTIE, BEGHENEICE TS NCP 1T 52X IL7 4 HD
TREL @iﬁf» B Z2MEE D KE LS, NCP ICBTA3RFATABREL BN TELLEEZOSNS.
ZORER, P EEBELAEEDHIRI NG Z LT, gEBEMEN L EZoND. 72,9, 10
TS DT BRI | S IR SRR R S BRI R TH 5’927%%310)?27%%&%@7(0: FELT
WBRIZEDRTPDL. IN6DT—F Xy FTIE, BEGHHTEICE TS NCP 1T 57V T 4 1H

13



DIREL y DIEDEY) 2EL D /NS K, NCP ICBHT A RFATADNSK D TELLEEZLNS.
Z DFER, PEICBIR S WEEDSEIN S 1, SFREME N LB 5N B,

RN, BEHGEHEE D NCP L IRERRERE L O SBRETEIRELED NCP 2K T 57201,
BT—=%%y MIZWLTNCP 2H#E L7, ZOfREE 3 ITRT.

£ 3 BTFEICE > TEEH I NIAED T NCP.

Sample RSB G

No. Variables size SPP IREeRE DERERE = 0.05
1 19 148  1.63 x10~7 104 120 123
2 10 683 3.42 x1077 159 158 152
3 20 80 7.63 x107° 10 9 27
4 17 101 1.03 x10~¢ 508 131 110
5 15 690 2.97 x10~* 64 60 84
6 19 846  8.07 x10~*| 1377 1380 123
7 10 277  8.33 x107* 62 37 12
8 19 2310 1.26 x1073| 4324 5551 749
9 17 232 1.77 x1073 10 9 45
10 14 270 244 x1073 18 22 28
11 11 1389 3.72 x1073 8 12 417
12 14 178 7.24 x1073 28 28 28
13 17 20000 1.17 x1072| 12336 12339 7045
14 17 10992 1.68 x1072| 9175 9886 3327
15 10 1473 5.99 x1072 37 28 52
16 10 214  6.97 x1072 483 655 266
17 132 2.29 x107! 29 29 29
18 5 625 3.33 x10~! 50 50 50
19 5 24  3.33 x107! 8 8 8
20 15 14980 4.57 x10~! 1849 1849 881
21 8 3200 2.50 x10° 94 98 206
22 5 150  3.13 x10° 19 19 25
23 9 17898  3.50 x10* 198 176 93
24 5 1372 4.29 x10* 15 15 25

9, 10 FEDT =%ty b T, BEGHIEIZPEEATIEL D P NCP BB KRESH-oTws 2
EDRIFD B, ZORENPS, TN6DT =82y FTIE, NCPIZBT 2P T 4 DI Dl
ETCVBRIERSDSL. 72,13, 20 FOT—F 1y b olE, BEFEFE L i LTS NCP 8
INEL %o TRB 2 05, ZORE»S, TNonT—%+%y FTlE, NCP IZBIT %<1
TADPKELBRDBETHDL L5305,
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42 KEBET—5tv b ZRAWCEHERER

COFETIE, BEGHHEZ w2 2 & CIERTFIE L ) KRB &2 B BIC AR5 2 %
N

AHfiTl%, Naive Bayes, IREJRIRR, K S B BRE S, BEGHETED S BREE 2 ik 5.
HIffi O FEERCH T —% & v MR KEE R 31~58 Z2H D 5 llORYy Fv—07FT—% &y
FEHCTHEBEZfT> 7. ZOFEERTIE, ESS Offiz 1 ICHE L [26, 27], I AKBIZE % 3 IZHIR
L7, £7, #iE¥HE 13, Malone 5 [9] D[RR & FIARD 24 KT bW > 7. Z DD 5t
VT & FRRTH .

# 4 BTLEOTEREEL

Sample [ Naive- RSB BRIk
No. Dataset Variables size | Bayes MREEIRIR R EE ~=0.05
25 Phishing 31 11055 |0.9276 TO 0.9337* 0.9433
26  Postures 31 23906 |0.8290 TO 0.8727* 0.8760
27 connect-4 43 67557 |0.7058 TO 0.6751% 0.7138
28 PAMAP2 53 174915 | 0.6862 TO 0.8266* 0.8430
29 spam 58 4601 |0.8794 TO 0.9063* 0.9107

BFHROPEREZ2E 41077, £412BF27TO” IZHIREFENICEE TE R o Z L2 FK
T. £, RADOEIBROBREEDFERICE LT, XEY A =N Lo THHE D 3%
L, ZNE TGRS NCP /NS wigigiz v & 20BN 3N Tw 5.

K4 XD, BEGHHIEIZR2TOT =82y P TREE THMEAEZIT) 2 EWTE LI LY
5. —H, RELERERIEIETOT—% 2y b CHIRKREINIC A E 2425 2 LB TERd o 7.
o, BIEBEOEBREEZETDT =2y FTAERYA =L D FEEBII U o, 36
W, BEHGHATE O B EIE 2 TD T — %+ v T Naive Bayes & & NE I B IREE D5
HRE % LR TW3 2 EDMERTE S,

15



— REF%
120 1 RS BEDRIREE
100
g 80 -
i)
i3
& 60
in]
RS
40
20
o —
0 10 20 30 40
HBEF B ORRBFE (min)
3 25 HoftErE o X € ) R
— REF&
120 4 REBEIGRE S
100
@ 80 A
i)
i3
£ 60-
|.|J
RS
40 A
20
0 4
0 10 20 30 40 50 60

IS B ORRIBEFRE (min)

4 26 FoOMGFEE DO X €Y iR

16




— REF%
120 4 REBEIGRE S
100 -
)
O 80 -
i)
i3
_% 60
in]
RS
40
20
f—
0 4
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35
HBEF B ORRBFE (min)
5 27 HOMGEYEEP O X € Y) R
— REF&
120 4 RS BEDRIREE
100
@ 80 A
i)
i3
£ 60-
|.|J
RS
v /f
20 - f
J
0 4

0 100 200 300 400 500 600
HIEFE DRZBEFRE(min)

6 28 FoMEFEE PO X €Y iR

17



— BRFH
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HBEF B ORRBFE (min)

X7 29 FoOMEAE PO XY HHE

RN, FERGHITE DR S RERIC R T ENZ T XA 2 VHEHEZHIRT 2 D2 % MR T
5702, % T =%y MR LT BEGHHE & S BRRIREED 2 £ ) RO K2
ZHE L7z ZOREREZK 3~TITRT. MI3~7T kD, & TOT—% &y b TREGHENE E% S #
Fe i BRE R & i L ¢, MG EE P o X2 VHHERD RO EB0h 5. £, 28FDT—%
v FEBROIETOT =%ty b CEEGHEE L, RS EBASHREE CHEEAERT b o n
550D RAEEAEZKZ L EBTER.

DL EDFERE D, IREFIRIIMERDIGEILIRBE TIIHBELTE 2h o BB OG- E % HBL T
%, Naive Bayes LI BAIHIREETHFE LG L D b E O EKEL b oGz A8 ©F
52 EDIREINT.

5 LIV

ARG ClE, BEGEHHEEIC X 2 2B E T 2 HINEH U X — %8 (NCP) Zi/MI L THD
DHEMERIHNINOR T 2 R4 P T7 v 2y b7 — 7 G OGS E P2 RE L 2. BARWIZI,
(1)NCP Z /M L TEO P HMERICHREDOR T 2 &2 28 T 2 7200 HINBEEK &, (2) HIWZ
BDSBER 2Rl RA T v 2y V)= 3Hea = 28T 57001 Z2EAL 7.
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TERFETH 2 S [15] DFHETIE, RANBZBBOHIRIC X 59, O(2") OZ2REHFEED L
WChote. ), RETFIERZ, RABABEOHRIC LD, ZHEHEZIMLE 5 L8 TES. A

d —1 3 3
PRIIC I, JRE TS, RORBARCE d ICHBL 8 &, O Y (” | )) DA LR TR
. 7

HTE5. %%%&ugﬁ%ﬁ%¢m@%§ﬂ%%%U@miﬁ;ﬁmk@;%%%&m3mfx
BEYA—NCEDITEYI o N2 MEFE 2R TT) S L TES.

BBORYF2— 7 ZHOIERICE D, NEES [15] OFHETIE 30 BERREOMIEEE TH D
10 DL U 73, RETIETIE 58 BHOME B2 R THEETE S I L 2mli. £/, I
5 [15] DFETAEYARIC L VEEER 2@ TH B U5 72 30 28, EOREICOWT, #2725
FRICE VIR F oG E 2T, 2FRBEZUGETE2 2 L2 R LT

SHOFEE LT, X ) RBBAREHEE bORNvFe—7 2o TEREZTO, REFIEOH
Mtz RT I EDBIT o NS,
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Abstract Sugahara and Ueno(2022) proposed a Bayesian Network Classifier(BNC) with
the minimum number of the class variable parameters (NCP) and reported that it had higher
classification accuracy than any other BNCs did. However, their method using a breadth-first
search cannot learn BNCs with more than 20 variables.

Kato, Sugahara, and Ueno(2023) proposed a new algorithm using a depth-first search with
a pruning. Although the computational complexity of their method is the same as Sugahara
and Ueno(2022), the search space is pruned and reduced. They showed that their method
reduced the runtime of Sugahara and Ueno(2022) and found the best solution so far even the
search stopped early due to lack of memory. They reported that their method could learn
a BNC with about 60 variables which Sugahara and Ueno(2022) could not learn. However,
even though their method limits the maximum number of parent variables of each variable,
learning of BNCs with about 30 variables stops early due to lack of memory. Therefore, the
classification accuracy that the structure has may be reduced.

Kato, Sugahara, and Ueno(2023) has space computational complexity of O(2"). In this paper,
we propose a new algorithm that can reduce space computational complexity using integer
programming by limiting the maximum number of parent variables of each variable. We
consider the formulation of the integer programming problem that searchs for the structures
with the smallest NCP among structures that can express true joint probability distribution.
When the number of parent variables of jaCh variable is less than d, the number of variables of
this integer programming problem is n Z (n a 1) . Since space computational complexity of

i=0 U
the integer programming problem depends on the number of variables, space computational

d
n—1
complexity of the proposed method is O(nz ( ' )) Therefore, the proposed method
i=0 t
can learn BNCs, that Kato, Sugahara, and Ueno(2023) stops early due to lack of memory,

until the end.

In this paper, we conduct comparative experiments using multiple benchmarks and show
that the proposed method can improve the classification accuracy by learning the large-scale
structures, which Kato, Sugahara, and Ueno(2023) stopped early due to lack of memory, until
the end.
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