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1.1 RAOTF7 Ry FI)—H 5%E28 (Friedman et

al., 1988)

BMEEREREESV =X, X, - X231 IRAM TRy k
T—71220WT, X, EBMER F={X, - X} EHATHE
EETH. LWEFDEX = {x, -, x,}ZHT-EE, UTOKSIC

X DETFECZFS.
¢ = argmax P(X, =c | F = x)
C={1,...’7~0}

P(X, =cF =Xx)
= drgiax
c={gl,---,r0} P(F = x)

= argmax P(X, = c¢,F =Xx).
C={1,---,7"0}

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classifiers,”
Machine Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997.



1.2 Friedman et al. (1997) (= & A it

FALETCEELERAOT oY FID—9 DRERED,
—ﬁ"WM‘ﬁ % & BNaive Bayes (Minsky, 1961) K UL B &M

ZRHH. Naive Bayes® 5l

Eﬁﬁﬂgégﬂ : Xl; )X4-

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classifiers,” Machine
Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997.

Marvin Minsky. Steps toward Artificial Intelligence. In Proceedings of the IRE, volume 49, pp.
8—30, 1961.



1.2 Friedman et al. (1997) (= & A it

FLAXE, MDL : RFFHERDZ P (Xo, Xy, Xn | G) 7T

ERC

LYy

"HETILEEE

15

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classifiers,”
Machine Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997.



1.2 Friedman et al. (1997) (= & A it

BDAE, WL Eisedastil (Ko, X, -, X, | G) & =B
.g—
o ESERET W B BmrE =P (X, | X,, -, X, ) ERIEBT

BFAETILZFEFERIT HANE

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classifiers,”
Machine Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997.
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1.2 Friedman et al. (1997) [ &k A HL¥

XL = 2 log P(x&,x%, ..., x2 | G,0)
d=1

N N

z log P(x§ | x{, ..., x4, G, ®)+210gP(x1 LxE 1 G,0)

A= e A=Y
FHEICHAET S SREICEAE L7

CLL(G,0 | D)
DEBEZEOHAHITIEMBAELL(D|G,0)TIXEL,
FEHfTEXEALE (Conditional Log Likelihood: CLL) D& %
FAWWARE.

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classﬁiers
Machine Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997.




F21.3 Conditional MDL (Grossman and
Domingos, 2004)

Conditional MDL (CMDL) A - TIELULTTEZR=ND.

CMDL(G,0 | D) = g Zqi(ri—l)—CLL(G,GID).

D. Grossman and P. Domingos, “Learning Bayesian Network classifiers by maximizing

conditional likeli- hood,” Proceedings, Twenty-First International Con- ference on Machine
Learning, ICML 2004, pp.361— 368, 2004.



1.4 CLLOBIE R

CLLRa 7 I 7 fER[gETIE A LN= 8D,
BEERICHRMLZTILI) X LHER
TZE9, HMEBEFREICEXRGERNAIL S
TLZES.



1.5 CLLOEELFi%

s BEERIZHLTWUEY EZZERL - EMFEE (Grossman et
al.,2004)

o CLLAYfERIEEE 72D K D I1Z3a L L f=approximated CLL (aCLL)
A7 (Carvalho et al., 2013)

e CLLRO7AFEMEBEBEZEEL TERLAZVWL>LENFE
7ZI)L31) XL (Mihal jevié et al., 2018)

DERE
CLLZAW=RLIFEZEZ > BAAXEZHVLV-EAFEE

D. Grossman and P. Domingos. Learning Bayesian Network classifiers by maximizing conditional likelihood. In Proceedings of
the International Conference on Machine Learning, pages 361-368, 2004.

A. M. Carvalho, P. Adao, and P. Mateus. Efficient Approximation of the Conditional Relative Entropy with Applications

to Discriminative Learning of Bayesian Network Classifiers. Entropy, 15:2716-2735, 2013.

B. Mihaljevi¢, C. Bielza, and P. Larranaga. Learning Bayesian network classifiers with completed partially directed acyclic
graphs. In Proceedings of the Interna tional Conference on Probabilistic Graphical Models, pages 272-283, 2018.
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1.8 MALEREFRE LCLLEMEE DS ERELR

LE BRI

- GBN (&%) . FdALEZARAVTEHREFZE L1=BN
- Naive Bayes (Minsky, 1961)
- BN-CMDL (Grossman and Domingos, 2004): CMDLZ A LNTa{E=EE L 7-BN
- BNC2P (Grossman and Domingos, 2004) : &Z#MHIAHEK 2 DEFTLHIEHZE
Bf-h\W\MgEZzizEE LT, CLLZAWTELI=E L7=BN

- TAN-aCLL (Carvalho et al., 2013): aCLLZAWL\TE&E=E L71=-TAN

- BN(WWE) . B IEEZ, L\’CIJ.I"&U&’CJ&M—TLELT_BN

- MC-DAGGES : CLLR O 7AW FMLTBEZEE L TERLLZVWL > LERFE
7IL3a) XL (Mihal jevié et al., 2018)

Marvin Minsky. Steps toward Artificial Intelligence. In Proceedings of the IRE, volume 49, pages 8-30, 1961.

D. Grossman and P. Domingos, “Learning Bayesian Network classifiers by maximizing conditional likeli- hood,” Proceedings, Twenty-First International Con-
ference on Machine Learning, ICML 2004, pp.361— 368, 2004.

A. M. Carvalho, P. Ado, and P. Mateus. Efficient Approximation of the Conditional Relative Entropy with Applications to Discriminative Learning of
Bayesian Network Classifiers. Entropy, 15(7): 2716-2735, 2013.
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FE ECLLE
BEOSMRELR

Sample Naive- GBN- TAN- GBN MC-DAG GBN

No. Dataset Variables Classes size = Bayes CMDL BNC2P aCLL (L%) GES ()
1  Balance Scale 5 3 625 09152 0.3333 0.8560 0.8656 0.9152 0.7432  0.9152
2 banknote authentication 5 2 1372 0.8433 0.8819 0.8797 0.8761 0.8819 0.8768  0.8812
3  Hayes-Roth 5 3 132 0.8182 0.6136 0.6894 0.6742 0.7525 0.6970 0.6136
4  iris 5 3 150 0.7133 0.7800 0.8200 0.8200 0.8133 0.7800  0.8267
5 lenses 5 3 24 0.7500 0.8333 0.6667 0.7083 0.8333 0.8333  0.8333
6  Car Evaluation 7 4 1728 0.8571 0.9497 0.9416 0.9433 0.9416 09126 0.9416
7 liver 7 2 345 0.6319 0.6145 0.6290 0.6609 0.6029 0.6435 0.6087
8  MONK'’s Problems 7 2 432 0.7500 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.8449 1.0000 1.0000
9  mux6 7 2 64 05469 03750 0.5625 0.4688 0.4063 0.7656  0.4531
10 LED7 8 10 3200 0.7294 0.7366 0.7375 0.7350 0.7297 0.7331 0.7294
11 HTRU2 9 2 17898 0.7031 0.7096 0.7070 0.7018 0.7188 0.7214  0.7305
12 Nursery 9 5 12960 0.6782 0.7126 0.6092 0.5862 0.7126 0.6322  0.7126
13 pima 9 2 768  0.8966 0.9086 0.9118 0.9130 0.9092 0.9093 0.9112
14 post 9 3 87 09033 0.5823 0.9442 09177 09291 0.9046 0.9340
15 Breast Cancer 10 2 277 09751 0.8917 09473 0.9488 0.7058 0.6354  0.9751
16 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 2 683  0.7401 0.6209 0.6823 0.7184 0.7094 0.9780 0.7184
17  Contraceptive Method Choice 10 3 1473  0.4671 0.4501 0.4745 04705 0.4440 04576  0.4542
18 glass 10 6 214 05561 0.5654 0.5794 0.6308 0.4626 0.5888  0.5701
19 shuttle-small 10 6 5800 0.9384 0.9660 0.9703 0.9583 0.9683 0.9586 0.9693
20 threeOf9 10 2 512 0.8164 09434 0.8691 0.8828 0.8652 0.8750  0.8887
21  Tic-Tac-Toe 10 2 958  0.6921 0.8841 0.7338 0.7203 0.6754 0.7557  0.8340
22 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 11 2 19020 0.7482 0.7849 0.7806 0.7631 0.7844 0.7781 0.7873
23 Solar Flare 11 9 1389 0.7811 0.8265 0.8315 0.8229 0.8431 0.8013  0.8431
24 heart 14 2 270  0.8259 0.8185 0.8037 0.8148 0.8222  0.8333  0.8259
25 wine 14 3 178  0.9270 0.9438 0.9157 0.9326 0.9045 0.9438 0.9270
26 cleve 14 2 296  0.8412 0.8209 0.8007 0.8378 0.7973 0.8041 0.7973
27  Australian 15 2 690 0.8290 0.8312 0.8348 0.8464 0.8420 0.8406 0.8536
28  crx 15 2 653  0.8377 0.8346 0.8208 0.8560 0.8622 0.8576  0.8591
29 EEG 15 2 14980 0.5778 0.6787 0.6374 0.6125 0.6732 0.6182  0.6814
30 Congressional Voting Records 17 2 232 09095 0.9698 0.9612 0.9181 0.9741 0.9009 0.9655
31 zoo 17 5 101 09802 0.9109 0.9505 1.0000 0.9505 0.9802  0.9307
32 pendigits 17 10 10992 0.8032 0.9062 0.8719 0.8700 0.9253 0.8359  0.9290
33 letter 17 26 20000 0.4466 0.5796 0.5132 0.5093 0.5761 0.4664 0.5761
34 ClimateModel 19 2 540 09222 0.9407 09241 09333 0.9370 0.9296  0.9000
35 Image Segmentation 19 7 2310 0.7290 0.7918 0.7991 0.7407 0.8026  0.747 0.8156
36 lymphography 19 4 148  0.8446 0.7939 0.7973 0.8311 0.7905 0.8 0.7500
37 vehicle 19 4 846 04350 0.5910 0.5910 0.5816 0.5461 0.5414 0.5768
38 hepatitis 20 2 80 0.8500 0.7375 0.8875 0.8750 0.8500 0.8875  0.5875
39 German 21 2 1000 0.7430 0.6110 0.7340 0.7470 0.7140 0.7180 0.7210
40 bank 21 2 30488 0.8544 0.8618 0.8928 0.8618 0.8952 0.8708  0.8956
41 waveform-21 22 3 5000 0.7886 0.7862 0.7754 0.7896 0.7698  0.7926  0.7846
42 Mushroom 22 2 5644  0.9957 1.0000 1.0000 0.9995 1.0000 0.9986 0.9949
43 spect 23 2 263 07940 0.7940 0.7903 0.8090 0.7603 0.8052  0.7378

average 07764 0.7721 0.7936 0.7943 0.7867 0.7944  0.7963



1.9 BWSHEREZ R BALEBE

> —4+t > &+ Variables

HTRU2
Nursery
MAGIC
EEG

9
9
11
15

N N 1T DN

17898
12960
19020
14980

0.7031
0.6782
0.7482
0.5778

74 X Naive Bayes GBN-CMDL

0.7096
0.7126
0.7849
0.6787

7L XHPKENVE ZF .

g

FLAXEIC K D BEFE

BNC2P
0.707
0.6092
0.7806
0.6374

2

B8

TAN-aCLL GBN(&#&k) MC-DAGGES GBN(E%)

0.7018
0.5862
0.7631
0.6125

0.7188
0.7126
0.7844
0.6732

0.7214
0.6322
0.7781
0.6182

0.7305
0.7126
0.7873
0.6814

> CLLIZ & 33885



Sample Naive- GBN- TAN- GBN MC-DAG GBN
Variables Classes size = Bayes CMDL BNC2P aCLL (L&) GES (%)
3 625 09152 0.3333 0.8560 0.8656 0.9152 0.7432  0.9152

1.10 AAXEBRER

0.6136

0.6894

06742 07525

6970

0.6136

5
5 3
. VA 3 3 o . . . . .
% @ % L L \ ﬁﬁFF 1& 5  lenses 5 3 24 07500 08333 06667 07083 08333 08333  0.8333
H > 6  Car Evaluation 7 4 1728 08571 09497 09416 09433 09416 09126 09416
7 liver 7 2 345 06319 06145 06290 0.6609 06029 06435  0.6087
8 MONK’s Problems 7 2 432 07500 _1,0000__1,0000 10000 _0.8449 _ 1.0000 __1.0000
F 9 mux6 7 2 0.5469 03750 05625 04688 04063  0.7656  0.4531
11 HTRU2 9 2 17898 07031 0709 07070 07018 07188 07214  0.7305
o o 12 Nursery 9 5 12960 06782 07126 06092 05862 07126 06322 07126
_U_ 2N 7 )l/-lj- ,r x 0) IJ\ é L \ 13 pima 9 2 768  0.8966 09086 09118 09130 09092 09093 09112
S 14 post 9 3 87 09033 05823 09442 09177 09291 09046  0.9340
15  Breast Cancer 10 2 277 09751 08917 09473 09488 07058 0.6354  0.9751
—“ 16 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 2 683 07401 06209 06823 07184 07094 09780 0.7184
t h J I\ ( ‘j: 17 Contraceptive Method Choice 10 3 1473 04671 04501 04745 04705 04440 04576 04542
18 glass 10 6 214 05561 05654 05794 06308 04626 05888  0.5701
& 19 shuttle-small 10 6 5800 09384 09660 09703 09583 09683 09586  0.9693
GBN ( ) O) *EE 75\ 20  threeOf9 10 2 512 08164 09434 08691 0.8828 08652 0.8750  0.8887
)L A3z 21  Tic-Tac-Toe 10 2 958 06921 08841 07338 07203 06754 07557  0.8340
22 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 11 2 19020 07482 07849 07806 07631 07844 07781 07873
1&_ f J: L) :E) L < Solar Flare 1 9 1389 07811 08265 08315 08229 08431 08013 0.8431
FTERY . 24 heart 14 2 270 08259 08185 08037 08148 08222 0.8333  0.8259
wine 14 3 178 09270 09438 09157 09326 09045 09438 09270
26 cleve 14 2 296 08412 08209 08007 0.8378 07973 08041 07973
27  Australian 15 2 690 08290 08312 0.8348 08464 08420 0.8406  0.8536
28 crx 15 2 653 08377 08346 08208 08560 0.8622 0.8576 0.8591
29 EEG 15 2 14980 05778 06787 06374 06125 06732 06182  0.6814
a1 17 ») 227 N

31 zoo 17 5 101 09802 09109 09505 1.0000 09505  0.9802 0.9307'

pendigits 17 10 10997 08032 09062 U8/19 U8/00 09253 0. :
33 letter 17 26 20000 04466 05796 05132 05093 05761 04664 05761
34 ClimateModel 19 2 540 09222 09407 09241 09333 09370 09296  0.9000
35 Image Segmentation 19 7 2310 07290 07918 07991 07407 08026 07476  0.8156
36 lymphography 19 4 148 08446 07939 07973 08311 07905 08041 07500
37 vehicle 19 4 846 04350 05910 05910 05816 05461 05414  0.5768
38 hepatitis 20 2 80 08500 07375 0.8875 08750 08500 0.8875 0.5875
39  German 21 2 1000 07430 06110 07340 07470 07140 07180  0.7210
40 bank 21 2 30488 08544 08618 08928 08618 08952 0.8708  0.8956
41 waveform-21 2 3 5000 07886 07862 07754 07896 07698 07926 07846
42 Mushroom 2 2 5644 09957 1.0000 1.0000 09995 1.0000 g[gss 0.9949
43 spect 23 2 263 07940 07940 07903 0.8090 07603 0.8052  0.7378
average 07764 07721 07936 0.7943 07867 07944  0.7963



1.10 RAAEBEFEFEDNDELLSER

EET
BN (% 2%) 0D 73 %845
BTN BN- GBN

£ NB CMDL BNC2P TAN-aCLL

Kt

B4 X (%)
5 132 0.8182 0.8333 0.6364  0.6742 0.7879
7 64 0.5469 0.3906 0.5625  0.4688 0.3750
17 101 0.9802 0.8416 0.9505  1.0000 0.9406

GBN
(&)

0.6136
0.4531
0.9307
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XoDEBAFSHERINSG A —4

00 DEAPHE 72 2
Nojr + Nojk

R DRE A

—> HRZHOBREBESDIRE D/ — AN IE R I ZIE 0
—> TIMNRBNT B/ — A IEM
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.11 FAXLEREZEFEOSAREETD

REw - guzmonsssrB2aBETEL
F— A SRS B A — A LT LN

T—2Ey b | EHE | VL7 | HRNEHD | T—2HRET 3
B4R | REHE INR—V
Hayes-Roth 5 132 3.0 17.2

mux6 7 64 5.8 5.2

Z00 17 101 4.3 20.3
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2.1 Augmented Naive Bayes Glassifiers
(ANBY gas iy 1= B 0TS D S BIBAEMAT v S%8(<.

A




2.1 Augmented Naive Bayes CGlassifiers
(ANBR 3-zs iipy 1= BT MA 5 L HBATHAT v SE3I<.

A

BHWZEHHLI LDy ZFREE LT
SHRAZHMOBEEZ BEBFY.



2.1 Augmented Naive Bayes CGlassifiers

(ANBY =5 & 2 SHERZ M= T v SHEIDR T DD HEE,
Augmented Natve Bayes (ANB) (Friedman et al., 1997) & FEAR.

ENZEBDHEZHNH0T, ETOHAZEREFEHNET 570,
Feik L7 ABEEBETOREDLRE LG,

N. Friedman, D. Geiger, and M. Goldszmidt, “Bayesian Network Classifiers,”
Machine Learning, vol.29, no.2, pp.131-163, 1997. 2!




2.2 ANBOEZEFE7ILT) X L

ANBTI&

ETOAMBEEDEEMN L, BIOLEZHZEKIZT HEETH

MEMIBEZFLZGTWEH, UTORaT7 %

hjﬁbeuANB%(ftlg) = BDeu(G,D) — LocalBDeuy(®, D).

Silander and Myl lymaki (2006) A g LT’EJJEI’J'JrE/f

[Z K 58

BEDARA T IOLRXY FI—0D=6HDE

E27I)L3dY) X LEx, ANBEEIZIEL.

T. Silander and P. Myllyma'ki. A Simple Approach for finding the Globally Optimal Bayesian
Network Structure. In Proceedings of Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, pages 445—452,

2006.

H)LIJ-I%



2.3 Notation

E#&3.3 %9 (Pearl, 1988)

FERZFH-TTVWERZT U EEA

3.4 RESELTHES (Silander and Myl lymaki, 2006)

EHERL Xy EL)DREZFEEDPFTX, ZECEDDEESF(Z)

ET5HE, XDLTHT AEREHESITILLTTEREIND.
g; (Z) = argmax LocalBDeu;(W, D).

WEI(Z)
- THEERZ Xy EZL)THEAMSNSANBEEDH TRIIL,
BEZGC(Z)TKRY.
GC'(DIZBTHEHAH YV ZTX(L)TERY.

T. Silander and P. Myllyma'ki. A Simple Approach for finding the Globally Optimal Bayesian
Network Structure. In Proceedings of Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, pages 445—452, 2006.

|

A D
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2.4 ANBOBEEBEFEDATVT
1. BREBAZEHX, e FEERESZCV\ X)L X, eD)DEA BN

AETODHAEHEIZTDONT,
ZETET S,

—AILA

7 LocalBDeu;(Z, D)

2. MEAEHX, eFEEHERZICV\ X)L X eZD)DEZ NS
ETHDHAEDHLEIZDONT, MERERES (D ZTETHET 5.

3. IRTHOEHEBRZLCV, (X, €D)IZDWNT, U9 X:(D%

HHET 5.

4. ATy T2LEI3ZRAVWTCV)ZFEET 5.



2.5 AT v FIDEE A
G(DEXIOX:(D)EHD.

G'(DITENWTX;(D)IFg"Z\{X;s DN EREHEEELT
H-oTLA.

CDIZBTBX (DN DERIIC (Z\{XI(DDH %
BT 5.

L=Hm>T,

X:(Z) = )?I;gzr\r;% {LocalBDeu;(g; (Z\ {X;}),D) + BDeu,yp(G*(Z\ {X;}),D)}.



2.6 X7 v TADEE H %

X:(Z) = argi'r\r%ax}{LocalBDeui(g{k (Z\ {X;}),D) + BDeuyyg(G*(Z \ {X;}), DY)
X;€Z\{X,

&Y, ¢@DIECE\NX:DPDE, gE\{X:D)Ph o
Xs(DIZmMM DI TV OREEX;(DIZHETES.

GV BIRMICHEZITO LT, BRI VIEF
DERBHREBMESDORT7nflIZfETE 5.

BRHMOINSWVINLIBIZC(Z)EX (D EFEL TN Z &
T, REIZGCG(WMMIBONS.



c. | ANbER ¥ Fa /' /v ') ALDF)HF
12

CDT7ILNTN)ALTHEINAO—HILROT, HBEHREHK
£8, DUDHRTIENEN(n—-1)2" 2, (n—1)2"2, 2nd
Thb.

ANB#I#9ZR XL 7 JLT 1) XL (Silander and Myl lymaki,
2006) 2B THENZTNDEEBEEIIn2" L, n2"t, 2"TH
5.

ANBEEZ 2R 7))L X LIZANBHIFgFRE XA LVvZ)I)La Y X A
L UHMEENEEZONS.

T. Silander and P. Myllyma'ki. A Simple Approach for finding the Globally Optimal Bayesian
Network Structure. In Proceedings of Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, pages 445—452, 2006.




2.8 ANBEREZEZFE DIHEMMEED
EIH2. 8

N-oo®DeEZE, BEEFE LEANBIF/ND A —2%E

[-map ANBIZ#EUNER T 5.

X

IND



2.9 ANBEZFEDIHEMEEQ
EH2. 9
LUTORE1~3DHLET, BHEFELEZABIX, EOHEEGIC
DT, UTOBEFRZM=T &S5 GTBECIZHINERT 5.

EEDHRT—2EY FDIZDUVT,

P(X, | F,G,D’) = P(X, | F,G*,D").

COBRZEGCECHDEFMmTH D LS.
RE1 N=Tx7 v THEFET D

RE2 TARTOHRAZHD, DHICEEZRITTERES (EDBEEIC
BITHAEHNERDOTIILIT IS VY R ITEEND.

RE3 EDEEIZARVWTBMZH#HO<ILOD ISV Y MIEENS
TRHIIBEBNEREBERET 5.



EE2.10 275245y k (Pearl, 1988)
EHESVIZEITHX,DO<IILaT7 TSy k&I,
UTZml-9d K 2T EHMEEMTHS.

vX ¢ M, I1(X, X, | M).
(12, EQBEGCICEITAEHMERMDOFLER, HEH, HET
BFEHEZELODEHOERIITINATITSUFY FTHS.

Hl. BEDEEDES, HBTRS

AN

NE=EBHODEENX,DTILOT T ‘
Sy FTHS.

Pearl, J. (1988). Probabilistic Reasoning
in Intelligent Systems: Networks of
Plausible Inference. Morgan Kanfmann,

San Mateo, CA.




2. 11 FRBFMICK DT R

ANBDHIFIE—RRIC/INT A — R Z2EMSETLE S
TAV Y FBHBD, REL~3DHLET, N> b
T, BEFEIN-ANBIRIEDEELELRLPAE
EREZFFOBEICHEIINRT 3.



2.12 BT DEIEEER
RE2 L 3Z2H[CHEIHEVLWRY FT7—7ASIAL, HISHEET Xy b7 —2Cancer
ZHW3.
HEDBELANBEREBESEE ZNFThooiEmE=R%#5t8 L, Kullback-Leibler divergence
(KLD) % BI%E L 7=.
INT X =R/ DANBE, ANBEZEZFE OHEEEEDstructural Hamming
distance (SHD) Z8IE L 7-.
SHDIZ1E:ERDERtD L S BH D% RT.
&%y b7—2H%100, 500, 1,000, 10,000, 50,000, 100,000H > 7 ILHE
ZNEFNICHOWTKLDESHD%ZBIE L 7=.

s,

Cancer

RE2 & 32HICHESHWERY FT7—7ASIA RE 2 & 32T %y b 7—2%Cancer




Sample PHD-(Proposal J KLD-(Proposal,

2_ 1 3 / { 5 } e g Network Variables size | I-map ANB) | True structure)

ﬁ:ﬁ%/]\a) I_map 100 3 2.31 % 102
aar T 3 RE2 & 3 % 500 2 1.24 x 107}
ANBZZE TE 5 ML 1000 2 7.63 x 1072
— —_— = vy b7—=2

— & DESE ASIA 8 5000 1 3.67 x 1073
10000 0 0.26 x 10~
50000 0 6.28 x 10~
100000 0 3.59 x 107
100 1 8.79 x 1072
RE2 3% 500 1 2.43 x 1073

N ‘ﬁff_ » 1000 0 0.00

CANCER 5 5000 0 0.00

10000 0 0.00

50000 0 0.00
100000 0 0.00




s Sample SHD-(Proposal, KLD-(Proposal,
2 1 4 ) o)*ﬁlﬁ & ﬁ Network Variables Sire [-map ANB)

s1ze True structure)

#E%ﬁ 7:**% o A 100

3 2.31 x 102
—636 — &0) EIE RE2 & 3% 500 2 1.24 x 107!
JBRE 1000 2 7.63 x 102
ASIA 8 5000 1 3.67 x 1073
10000 0 9.26 x 10~
50000 0 6.28 x 10~
100000 0 3.50 x 107
100 1
RE2 3% 500 1
2o bo—2 1000 0
CANCER 5 5000 0
10000 0
50000 0
100000 0




> Sample SHD-(Proposal JKLD-(Proposa
2 1 4 =] o)*ﬁlﬁ & ﬁ Network Variables sz I-map ANB)

S1ze True structure

#E%ﬁ 7:**% o A 100

3 2.31 x 1072

—636 — &0) EIE RE2 & 3% 500 2 1.24 x 107!

JBRE 1000 2 7.63 x 102

ASTA 8 5000 1 3.67 x 1073

10000 0 9.26 x 10~

50000 0 6.28 x 1074

100000 0 3.59 x 1075

100 1 8.79 x 102

RE2 & 3% 500 1 2.43 x 1073
N ‘ﬁff_ » 1000 0 0.00
CANCER 5 5000 0 0.00
10000 0 0.00
50000 0 0.00

100000 0 0.00 .




2.15 ANBEZFENEREZRE

Naive- GBN- TAN-
Bayes CMDL BNC2P aCLL

= MC-DAG Bn@  ANB
BN (L&) GES @)ﬁ& (BE%)

average 0.7764 0.7721 0.7936 0.7943 0.7867  0.7944  0.7963 10.8061

p-value (ANB-BDeu vs. the other methods)

BN (£4%) TERIZ#MANHFRE#HZZ < H > TLV=
FFDT—32 1y FOXDFEREE

I Yo7 A4 X BN@E®) | ANB(EE)
5 132 0.6136 0.8333
1 64 0.4531 0.5469
17 101 0.9307 0.9505
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2.16 ZEHFER

DHEEFEMOTEETIE, I RXTOHRAZHMNEDIEEIZHITSIHHNEHD
RINATITSrY MIEENBZIEZRELTULNSD, Fhlx—H8IC

(TR Y ILT=75 L.
CDEIREZHERT HIZI,

=

ZEHERT LIDLENH S.
IRESMNEYIIDEE, HHZHOTILaT7TSU Y MEIBMZEHD
EHEEEFLEH (Parents and Children : PC) MESIZ—HT B71-68

INZRRT .

ERIZBIZT SOOI T TSy ROHM

PCEESNEEZZEELE LT, SSLNiinimaki and Parviainen, 2012) 45
SZTMB (Gao and Ji, 201 ) A B H, 73 &;ﬂb\iﬁébﬂﬁ‘%tﬁﬁﬁ%mﬁh\?ﬁéﬂ
MLEMTétm,%WﬂEa#%EGEE.

Teppo Niinimiki and Pekka Parviainen. Local Structure Discovery in Bayesian Networks. In Proceedings of the
Twenty-Eighth Conference on Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, UAI’12, pages 634—643. AUAI Press, 2012.

ISBN 9780974903989.

Tian Gao and Qiang Ji. Efficient score-based Markov Blanket discovery. International Journal of Approximate Reasoning,
80:277-293, 2017. ISSN 0888-613X. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/;.1jar.2016.09.009.



2. 17 PCBERF%
PCOBEBFEFELYNRMWLGFEE L TEEMMEHILIE®RE CITX )
ARWVEUTOK D BEHERFENMboNTILNS.
- MMPC (Tsamardinos et al. 2006)
- HITON-PC (Aliferis et al. 2003)
- PCMB (Pena 2007)
NLDFETIE, BHEREGRAZHDORETCITX FZ&1TLY,
W ENRE SN-FHAZTRIIPCEEN I Y FRL.

LM™L, EREDF
BREZRWLTEY,

EFTARTCITRA M & LTEHSHEFHRE PHRETHY
AR ICEDMIIMEZHRE T SRIEN G

I. Tsamardinos, L.E. Brown, and C.F. Aliferis. The max-min hill-climbing Bayesian
network structure learning algorithm. Machine Learning, 65(1):31-78, 2006.

C.F. Aliferis, I. Tsamardinos, and A. Statnikov. HITON: A Novel Markov Blanket Algorithm for
Optimal Variable Selection. AMIA Annual Symposium proceedings, pages 21-25, 2003.

J.M. Pena, R. Nilsson, J. Bjorkegren, J. Tegnér. Towards scalable and data efficient learning of
Markov boundaries International Journal of Approximate Reasoning, 45 (2) (2007), pp. 211-232



2. 18 Bayes factor

BER ICE DML Z IR E

19 BCITFRXRbE LT, Steck and

Jaakkola (2002) A’ BB E %=\ f-Bayes factorzigE = L T\ 3,

3. 12 &

WAL,

(- & BABayes factor ( Steck and Jaakkola (2002) )

“EHBXYEERERZICONT, EIAE
factor logBF,(X,Y | DITLL T TEEINSD.

log BF,(X,Y | Z) = LocalBDeuy (Z,D) — LocalBDeuy (Z U {Y}, D).
BF,(X,YIZ)=1D&EZTIX,Y | D) EHITEL,

BF,(X,Y |2) < 1D EZEIX,Y I EHIET S.

£ %

] LVvF= %t ZBayes

Harald Steck and Tommui S. Jaakkola. On the Dirichlet Prior and Bayesian Regularization. In
Proceedings of the 15th International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems,
NIPS’02, pages 713—720. MIT Press, 2002b.



2.19 Bayes factorZHU\f=ZTHRINZEFH L 7-
ANBEZFEE IIEREDEBEEXTRT

Naive- GBN- TAN- en  MC-DAG BN  AnB  ANB

Bayes CMDL BNC2P aCLL (u®  GES (@ &) G Z
average 0.7764 0.7721 0.7936 0.7943 0.7867 0.7944  0.7963 0.8061| 0.8184 ‘
p-value (fsANB-BDeu vs. the other methods) I 0.00001 0.00014 0.00013 0.00280 0.00015 0.00212 0.00064 0.01101

ﬁﬁ*ﬁfg :
ANB (%, EHERERH) > HEFE (HE/KE 0.05)
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3.1 AA7AR—R7 70 —FDEER

AOAT7R—=RAT770—FIL, BEDEZRMIN/ — FH#IZ
Xt LIgsSpaIcEmMLTLES.




3.2 BMEFEFE (FEMRLEEHE
s BIMIETIELE : 29 &

» T. Silander and P. Myllymaki, “A simple approach for finding the globally
optimal Bayesian network structure,” in Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence
(UAI), 445452, AUAI Press, 2006

* R 29

> Yuan, C., and Malone, B., Learning optimal Bayesian networks: A shortest
path perspective. Journal of Artificial Intelligence Research, 48, 23—65, 2013.

= VAN 3t . - K
s IRIBEDRIRTEE : 33K
» Malone, B., Yuan, C., Hansen, E., and Bridges, Improving the scalability of
optimal Bayesian network learning with external-memory frontier breadth-

first branch and bound search. in Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, 479—
488, 2011

BHETEE - 60K

» J. Cussens, “Bayesian network learning with cutting planes,” in Uncertainty in
Artificial Intelligence (UAI), 153—-160, AUAI Press, 2011.



3.2 BMEFEFE (FEMRLEHE
« BIMIGTIELE : 298K

» T. Silander and P. Myllymaki, “A simple approach for finding the globally
optimal Bayesian network structure,” in Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence

BREFEFEOBER
Tt A7 AL THE0ZZIZE N R

first branch and bound search. in Uncertainty in Artificial Intelligence, 479—
488, 2011

b= N . I
EHETEIE : 60% 3K
» J. Cussens, “Bayesian network learning with cutting planes,” in Uncertainty in
Artificial Intelligence (UAI), 153—160, AUAI Press, 2011. o0



3.3 HIHYR—RF7TO—F

. WHEMICEOEE ERET HERIEFE O
SR B 1

R ERIMRE Cl FRE) CEBZT VSO
BIBR & T SO IFIC & DEELE %

,% ﬁ 2N @@@

qy@ CIFR N (] @:uﬁz@’@

=L MmN S ST mis5o PONT e




3.4 HIWR—RT7TO—FDREER

FHR—X 7 J7AO—FORFEFE

- PC7J)L31) XL (Spirtess, 2000)

« MMHC7Z )L 3 ') X L. (Tsamardinos, 2006)
-RAI7Z)L31) XL (Yehezkel and Lerner, 2009)

WEEFEZDNRAWNWACI TR MMIENEMNIZEDHILE %
BRI HREEMTELY.

P. Spirtes, C. Glymour, and R. Scheines, Causation, Prediction, and Search, MIT press, 2000.
I. Tsamardinos, L.E. Brown, and C.F. Aliferis, “The max-min hill-climbing Bayesian network
structure learning algorithm,” Machine Learning, vol.65, no.1, pp.31-78, 2006.

R. Yehezkel and B. Lerner, “Bayesian network structure learning by recursive autonomy
identification,” Journal of Machine Learning Research, vol.10, pp.1527-1570, 2009.




Bbayes TactorzAHUL \T=RAL 7 )L 1) X L (Nator b,
)
,Eﬁiﬁ HEZEBE LD DORLREAERGEEZFE CETHF

-Bayes factor

-
"E (logBFp,(X,Y1Z)=0)

CIX,Y|Z) = 1@3 (logBF,(X,Y | Z) <0 )

1) X Ly

j> @'@ j> @g@ CIEEI\

Cl—r;<|~ @ AR T & @ @ :> @ \®

/\_:|=_
=L |AT ST w5y e e OITAR e

K. Natori, and M. Ueno, “Consistent learning Bayesian networks with thousands of variables,” Advanced

Methodologies for Bayesian Networks (Proceedings of Machine Learning Research), vol.73, pp.57-68,
272017




3.6 Bayes factorZFA U f=RAI7ZJLT1) X L

- TE|
AR T—4, EEEQIUF7, CITXMDR#N, =0
H *EIEé’haT"777
%T H .5/ —Fbn, + 1ERGEDH/ — FZ=HFHD
. ZIXwzxt LTBayes factorz AL =CITX &I v IDHIKR
2. HET vy EAMETIHT
3. VS 7%&8MnT 371273
4. n,«n, +1ELTRTERZHI-I FTHIRMIZEIE




3.7 RAIANBZ LT ) X LICK HFE

=LEEY S JIZ4EMNAZ. CITR FOETERZFIRT S
_ & TCMBEEZERET 5.
— & F|E

AN T—8, BHEHHLHIRRERNT T T,
CITR FDOREn, = 1 (EHELX, EBHTED), WH  #ESIIT 5T

1. REATHEOLZ T Y oIz%t L TBayes factor#AALNV-CITR FEIT Y O DHEIR
2. BTy oFEARSIT

3. BRI S T7EENT T 7I2HE|
4. n,+ EAXRFBDEZE D/ — W FET SHIHEE, n, < n, +1& L THIRHIIZENME

5. BHEEN L ETDHRPZEBAMITTI v U #5I<.
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3.8 RAIANBQ) &I

BRERZEFTLEI2EHRICH L TCITR FZEITLVTI YD
Z HIIER
BHZEHNETOHRBAERARITTT Yy OZHFRAMFIT

i
!‘?.‘é Xo ’@%’) Iﬁi—- 'a;&l\b 1= @ @
SR MMN L ARET T T

HEE SN T-ANB

56
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3.9 RAIANB7 /LT X LDEhEMKE

RAIMNBZ L3 XALITLLTOERIZEYBREORAIZ)La) X L
FUYULERIZEETES.

 RAIMB7 )L XLTIEEMIERH EFHAZHBEDCI TR b &
T D WEMZLN.

- EDBENMBEETHHIEE, RN BMERZRELL
1=ClT7 R +Z1T DRAIANBD A AVEFE DRAL & VY B JR37 1% 7 &
3510, BEIICTIYOZREITHIENTES. InlckY,
7L ALPDBEEDHENIRYT 5.




3. 10 RAIANBZ )L 1) A LD ENITE
=]

TEER4. 10

N —>oo®D&ZE, RAIMB7)LIY XLTEELT:
wiElE, NTA—FHFm/ID1-map ANBIZHEIRR
ER)



3. 11 RAIANB & X FED 53 FAFFELLER

 Naive Bayes
s ETDHBAEHMIAENEHROAZHIZED
 Tree Augmented Native Bayes (TAN)
-é;wﬁ%§§ﬁ5%§§§ﬁtﬁé~ﬁ%%ﬁﬁf*%
R
s BEFEFE BTEHHESR)
« GBN (E&%)
- FIMEHEETEREFEE L 1-GBN
« ANB (E&%8)
- FHIMETEETEHREFE L1-ANB

« FIRIN—RAFIX

« RAI-GBN
e CI5 X FIZBayes factorZFHLNT#EFE L 1-GBN

- RAI-ANB
« RAIANB7 /LT XL TEHEE LT-ANB




Naive GBN- TAN- GBN ANB RAI-
3 . 1 2 I ] \ *I E T = | dataset variable number of data classes Bayes TAN CMDL BNC2P aCLL (%) (#&%) GBN
9 ' &\ ( 6 F 1 | magic 11 19020 2 0.7447 0.7767 0.7849 0.7806 0.7631 0.7865 0.7863 0.7793
= 1- A D& 2 | Flare 11 1389 9 0.7804 0.7976 0.8265 0.8315 0.8229 0.8430 0.8265 0.8423
3 | heart 14 270 2 0.8296 0.8407 0.8185 0.8037 0.8148 0.8444 0.8148 0.7666
4 | wine 14 178 3 0.9205 09212 0.9438 0.9157 09326 0.9424 0.9490 0.9212
5 | Cleve 14 296 2 0.8309 0.8175 0.8209 0.8007 0.8378 0.8144 0.8309 0.7771
6 | Australian 15 690 2 0.8362 0.8304 0.8312 0.8348 0.8464 0.8492 0.8449 0.8405
7 | erx 15 653 2 0.8391 0.8483 0.8346 0.8208 0.8560 0.8481 0.8482 0.8544
8 | EEG 15 14980 2 0.5774 0.6298 0.6787 0.6374 0.6125 0.6843 0.6937 0.6421
9 | Congressional 17 232 2 09137 09398 0.9698 0.9612 09181 0.9699 0.9699 0.9655
10 | zoo 17 101 5 0.9709 0.9427 0.9109 0.9505 1.0000 0.9900 0.9700 0.8809
11 | pendigits 17 10992 10 0.7998 0.8477 0.9062 0.8719 0.8700 0.9329 0.9326 0.8757
12 | letter 17 20000 26  0.4456 0.4866 0.5796 0.5132 0.5093 0.5777 0.5950 0.5560
13 | ClimateModel 19 540 2 0.9203 09314 0.9407 09241 0.9333 0.9259 0.9055 0.9074
14 | ImageSegmentation 19 2310 7 0.7324 0.7510 0.7918 0.7991 0.7407 0.8233 0.8290 0.7839
15 | lymphography 19 148 4 0.8523 0.8109 0.7939 0.7973 0.8311 0.8647 0.7909 0.6842
16 | vehicle 19 846 4 0.4266 0.5472 0.5910 0.5910 0.5816 0.5910 0.6417 0.4893
17 | hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8750 0.8750 0.7375 0.8875 0.8750 0.9250 0.9000 0.8125
18 | German 21 5000 2 0.7440 0.7340 0.6110 0.7340 0.7470 0.7320 0.7420  0.7000
19 | bank 21 30488 2 0.8542 0.8774 0.8618 0.8928 0.8618 0.8954 0.8956 0.8959
20 | waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7894 0.7914 0.7862 0.7754 0.7896 0.7938 0.8048 (.7328
21 | Mushroom 22 5644 2 0.9962 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.9995 0.9946 1.0000 1.0000
22 | spect 23 263 2 0.7868 0.8101 0.7940 0.7903 0.8090 0.7759 0.8207 0.7937
Classification accuracy Arithmetic average 0.7939 0.8094 0.8097 0.8143 0.8160 0.8366 0.8360 0.7955
p-value 0.0024 0.0117 0.0324 0.0099 0.0574 >0.1 >0.1 0.0013
Runtime (s) Arithmetic average 0.00 2.58 30.53  21.11 10.05 1790.93 500.76  26.06
Geometric average 0.00 0.798 9.50 6.87 3.27 201.76  110.69 7@6)




3.13 K& T

RIZEITHHE

iZh

-4

Naive RAI- RAI-

dataset variables num of data classes Bayes  TAN GBN  ANB
1 | kr-vs-kp 37 3196 2 0.8773 0.9239 0.9405 0.9518
2 | Connect-4 43 67557 3 0.7212 0.7643 0.7467 0.7973
3 | Flowmeters D 44 180 4 0.8388 0.8388 0.8055 0.8277
4 | movement libras 91 360 15 0.5027 0.5388 0.1611 0.5666
5 | dota2 117 102944 2 0.5980 0.5810 0.5435 0.5957
6 | Muskl 167 478 2 0.6538 0.7565 0.6658 0.8219
7 | Musk2 167 6598 2 0.7443 0.8408 0.8808 0.9639
8 | Epileptic Seizure 179 11500 5 0.2344 0.3650 0.1886 0.3820
9 | mfeat-fac 219 2000 10 0.3520 0.4590 0.3030 0.4730
10 | semeion 257 1600 10 0.8556  0.8719 0.4106 0.8794
11 | madelon 501 2000 2 0.5905 0.5270 0.6280 0.5830
12 | pd speech features 755 756 2 0.7182 0.7897 0.7657 0.8228
13 | pure-spectra-matrix 071 20 0.9088 0.8984 0.4833 0.9159
Classification accuracy Arithmetic average 0.6612 0.7042 0.5787 0.7370

p-value 0.0044 0.0012 0.0015 -

Runtime (s) Arithmetic average 0.0 945.7  2002.1 1665.9

Geometric average 0.0 52.6 227.4

375.3
61




3.13 XHET—
RIZBITHEE

Naive RAI- | RAI-

dataset variables num of data classes Bayes TAN GBN ANB
1 | kr-vs-kp 37 3196 2 0.8773 0.9239 0.9405 §0.9518
2 | Connect-4 43 67557 3 0.7212 0.7643 0.7467 §0.7973
3 | Flowmeters D 44 180 4 0.8388 0.8388 0.8055 § 0.8277
4 | movement libras 91 360 15 0.5027 0.5388 0.1611 §0.5666
5 | dota2 117 102944 2 0.5980 0.5810 0.5435 § 0.5957
6 | Muskl 167 478 2 0.6538 0.7565 0.6658 §0.8219
7 | Musk2 167 6598 2 0.7443 0.8408 0.8808 §0.9639
8 | Epileptic Seizure 179 11500 5 0.2344 0.3650 0.1886 §0.3820
9 | mfeat-fac 219 2000 10 0.3520 0.4590 0.3030 §0.4730
10 | semeion 257 1600 10 0.8556  0.8719 0.4106 §0.8794
11 | madelon 501 2000 2 0.5905 0.5270 0.6280 j§ 0.5830
12 | pd speech features 755 756 2 0.7182 0.7897 0.7657 §0.8228
13 | pure-spectra-matrix 1301 571 20 0.9088 0.8984 0.4833 §0.9159
Classification accuracy Arithmetic average 0.6612 0.7042 0.5787 §0.7370

p-value 0.0044 0.0012 0.0015 -

Runtime (s) Arithmetic average 0.0 545.7  2002.1 | 1665.9

Geometric average 0.0 52.6 227.4

375.3
62




4. DEEREBIRTA—2BB/IMEIZEL B
RADTIORY FI)—0 S EBFEE

Shouta Sugahara, Koya Kato and Maomi Ueno: Learning Bayesian Network Classifiers to Minimize
the Class Variable Parameters. Proceedings of the AAAI Conference on Artificial Intelligence, 38(18),
20540-20549. (2024) https://doi.org/10.1609/aaai.v38i18.30039.



4. 1 NCPE/IN@ I-map

BN/ #8538 TlX, DIEEEDHETEICETDEHRDINT A —3 %
AWADITTIEGL, DEEROHETEICDELRZERHD/IND A —4
DHZERALSD.
EEXFEIFNT A —F2#&=/NPDI-map ANBAFoNS Z &(F
RiET 5D, DFEERDHTEICETOERD/INTA—3H
(Number of Class variable Parameters: NCP) Z&/IMEL 7=
AN ERELDERNMERTZLHEZZbNS.
(r; —1)q; (i =0 VX, € Pa§,)
0 (Z DL DHE

n
NCP(G) = ZNCPi(Pagi), NCP;(Pag,) =
=0




4.2 ZRIRFF

EHIRF: BECOTEREEZERLET DY MnlsxL,
nDIBEBEDEREX, TRY &, ViPa§ < UjZi{Xy} 'R
IOk, nERHEFLENS.

C T, Pag [IEHBX,DHREHES.

B EHIERF (X, X1, X2, X3) ITHE D HEE

ZHIER (Xo, X1, X5, X3) IZHE D IS DB
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4.5 FEFIEDOE
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4.6 JENABRRBEANDEINIL

MER/RTA—FHETR NE LEBHGET T T
(NPCUN=RAF—=F T2 7)DRFE/NARRFREE LT
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4.7 MEEEREK
NPCUN—RA—F TS5 7% REFXERET S



4.7 MEEEREK
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4.7 MEEEREK
NPCUN—RA—F TS5 7% REFXERET S



4.8 MRELERFROME
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4.9 RSEBASERREE
BEEFROEELMBRT DNRNLEE R RSBEDRBEA
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4.10 NPCUYINN—RA—HF—=T55T7LENY
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BRE/NNADOIX K

X NPCYIN—RA—HT 57




4.10 NPCUYINN—RA—HF—=T55T7LENY
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teEMhsHd/ — KUETOD
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X O TRRIE
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4.10 NPCUYINN—RA—HF—=T5T7 LMY
EEBESBBEEEDHERMIIEMYIZE>THLET S

teEMhsHd/ — KUETOD
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4.11 aX FOTIR(E

— FIE4 11

Naive Bayes® BRAZEH/NT A —F
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1. Naive Bayes

2. ANBEZZEFE (ZHLEREMA)

3. TF_ EABERIZEYNCPER/NDIEEZFE

4, FETIEBESHIRTEE: Naive BayesZ &K A TREZXA W EIEBESKIEEX

/\7;( BIET RTHIFERHETE= (expected a posterior: EAP) THEE L 1-.
+RT 4

c ICILARD R T—E3R=—R[ZEFEINTWNWBRUFI—IT—32tv k
« EERFIE:
« BFi%K BT—42t J Mt LT, 10R0BRIREREEICKDSTAMT—2D

EH—HEZRD, nERELL, GTERREIZAEL:
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In age Seg
Pendigits
Letter
Lym pho
EEG

WCW

Zoo
Hepatitis
W ine
Australian
Vehicle

19
17
17
19
15
10
17
20
14
15
19

2310
10992
20000

148
14980
683
101
80
178
690
846

0.9286
0.8805
0.7384
0.8446
0.6874
0.9751
0.9406
0.8500
0.9831
0.8464
0.4350

0.9468
0.9636
0.8454
0.7770
0.7644
0.9751
0.9505
0.5750
0.9663
0.8420
0.6253

0.9550
0.9601
0.8608
0.8041
0.7304
0.9751
0.9505
0.7875
09775
0.8551
0.6019

RSB

0.9558
0.9609
0.8616
0.7905
0.7285
0.9751
0.9307
0.8000
09775
0.8507
0.5827

IBEIEIRSR S IR PR i

BreastCancer
Heart
HTRU2

CVR

SolarF lare

G lass

CMC
Hayes—Roth
Balance Scale
Lenses

Iris

LED 7
Banknote

T

10
14
9
17
11
10

Gl o1 ol 1 o

271
270
17898
232
1389
214
1473
132
625
24
150
3200
1372

0.7401
0.8444
0.9689
0.9095
0.7811
0.5561
0.4671
0.8182
0.9152
0.7500
0.9400
0.7294
0.9249
0.8106

0.7040
0.8407
0.9779
0.9483
0.8229
0.6449
0.4481
0.7879
0.9152
0.7500
0.9400
0.7294
0.9410
0.8201

0.7401
0.8074
0.9783
0.9655
0.8431
0.6262
0.4623
0.8333
0.9152
0.8750
0.9467
0.7316
0.9410
0.8385

0.7401
0.8074
0.9784
0.9698
0.8431
0.6075
0.4467
0.8333
0.9152
0.8750
0.9467
0.7325
0.9410
0.8354
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AT R EFE & BN Y [

RE B
No. Dataset Variables | TRESTHER DREBREE | £XID B
1 Lenses o 0.0131 0.0100 | 3.9 12 Heart 14 9.9224 3.8845 | 6275.3
2 Hayes-Roth 5 0.0170 0.0149 | 3.3 13 Australian 15 18.3376 8.1574 | 22030.4
3 Iris 5 0.0181 0.0134 | 3.2 14 EEG 15 166.2700  24.3754 | 42485.8
4 Balance Scale 5 0.0134 0.0170 4.0 15 700 17 459.3530 21.2139 | 29600.5
5 Banknote 5 0.0188 0.0268 | 4.0 16 Congressional 17 427.0858  34.8079 | 42485.8
6 LED7 8 0.1214 0.1371 1 27.6 17 Pendigits 17 744.8170  145.3891 | 29600.5
7 HTRU2 9 0.2785 0.3636 | 58.7 18 Letter 17 530.7353  99.6420 | 22001.9
8 BC 10 0.3236 0.1719 | 176.1 19  Lymphography 19 555.6909  97.3051 | 189638.4
9 BCW 10 0.3175 0.1221 | 98.0 20 Image Segmentation 19 5588.0012 261.5876 | 154339.2
10 Solar Flare 11 0.8851  0.4564 | 326.2 21 Hepatitis 20 | 10044.8238 250.7541 | 386621.3
11 Wine 14 16.0481  4.6310 | 5945.4 average 883.9567  45.3848 | 44368.1
TR VA ZRF "
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4.1 SEFRE

No. Dataset Variables | Naive Bayes ANB R e R éj:\z;ﬁ}éﬁé‘::ﬁ
1  wdbc 31 0.9139 TO TO 0.9350
2  turkiye 33 0.3442 TO TO 0.4897
3  ionosphere 35 0.7550 TO TO 0.8832
4  kr-vs-kp 37 0.6640 TO TO 0.9252
5  Flowmeters_ D 44 0.8333 TO TO 0.8833
6  Parkinson 48 0.7625 TO TO 0.7708
7 PAMAP2 53 0.6864 TO TO 0.8634
8  spam 58 0.8794 TO TO 0.9331
9  molecular 61 0.9433 TO TO 0.9464

10  Nuclear 75 0.9303 TO TO 0.9914
11  MI 116 0.9154 TO TO 0.9375
average 0.7843 - - 0.8690

TO: 6IFFEILURNICIEEZ /TS T LA TELD T T & 2R
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+ RSBASMRBEETEE LIEBEICOVWTILLZRKRIET 5L 5/8
TA—REHTETAET, SLLELIBEDRLENEFTES.

» LML, CLLZHRXRILT /T A =2 (XEEMTHIICHE T Z V=8, BEC
ATCHUBRIKRDDDBEDBD AN, FEAEDGERATHEICHE- T
LE>HEENHS.

°1‘%iﬁ7ﬁ“3—9“)b7“57'§%%f§-é, CLL75“E‘1HI%'I‘_¢L€’ET%7‘:&), INT
A—2DPEEIZ L 59 AEE T REMNFZEEEN T LN S Z &EDVE
5P TLvS (Roos et.al, 2005).

 FEREEICHLO—FIITTT7EHBES>ITYyIFEML, CLLEXK

WMEETN\NSTA—FHETFTITS_ET, BIMEDOEIREZERTES.

T. Roos, H. Wetting, P. Grunwald, P. Myllymaki, H. Tirri, “On Discriminative Bayesian Network
Classifiers and Logistic Regression,” Machine Learning, vol.59, pp.267-296, 2005.
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1. DEEICEETLHIENEHNTA—2H(NCP) ZH/MIL TEDHFEHERIZEITINE
JTEHEEEFET D.

2. #Fon-EBE*EII/IIEL, TOBRI—FILILT S.

3. 2 TCHBLNE-I—FITSITCETILATRY RT—HDiEELE LTIRL, <J)L3
22y b I—0DOLLEZRZRKILT EEINTA—2Z#HTFTSH. ET—2%
D=Ug_1(x§,xf, .. xP) T BE, INTA =R P:(x) (Xo€C) IZDVTOCLLOIR
BRAMIILLITTHS.

N
)
CLL(®) =N —zp xXo | x@ .. x%),

EEL, NEIET—2hOxDEETHY, xOIxIZHIF3X,DIETHD.
CNEXRERN-AEREICLE S T/INTA—25HET S,

FIILATRY N IT—ODBEENI—FILTSTDEES, CLLIZFBEIEEZET 5.
ATV ITETSET, GAEEICE>TOLLEXRIEHEED KIBENAELNS.




4.20 53EFREFEmRER

 tt 5*25.' g
1. RIEBEDPEBRTEZE EAP) RS EBEDPBBEETCEE LEBEDNSA—3%
EAP’C HE L=
2. RF: Random forest
DL' Deep learning

4, FIEBIEDPBERTEECLL :: FIEBAEPBEEEZTCEFE L-EBEIZDOWNWTO—
9»777&&6&:91//’&_an7‘—1§: CLLZwmKRIET DL H/\T A—4
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4.21 SEFRE

RSB RSBE
SRREE SRREE

T—Ht >k BEE TR (EAP) RF D eep (CLL)
Hayes-Roth 5 132 0.8333 0.8088 0.7725 0.8032
Balance Scale 5 625 0.9152 0.8287 0.9840 0.9856
Banknote authentication 5 1372 0.9410 0.9432 0.9403 0.9428
Hepatitis 20 80 0.8000 0.8625 0.8750 0.8375
00 17 101 0.9307 0.9500 0.9300 0.9604
Pendigits 17 10992 0.9609 0.9914 0.9899 0.9743
2 0.8968 0.8974 0.9153 0.9173
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