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Learning Huge Bayesian Network Classifier with Augmented Naive Bayes

Naruchika KIKUYA®, Shouta SUGAHARAT®, Kazuki NATORI® and Maomi UENOT®

Ho5FL XATYT Ay bT— 7 534EE (Bayesian Network Classifier: BNC) (3FEZRET VI L 2523 TH
%. BNC OfifEFE I I THEMMEED O EPMISGR T T VOEB A I THRKE % 2HiE Y ERT 5 F5E
BHVLNTE 2 £4E, BES (2020) BNATT U3y NI —2OFEFE A T7I2L ) ESE L7 BNC X
FERFEDE IR E 2V EHRE L TW5, BEIHSIE, 2 Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) # {iE L AR,
EFNELTBNC 3 EFETHFEZRELL. ZNCL Y F— 92305 0iEE L HEHEOE Y BNC %
BT&xpZLxmRL7z L L, BMEFEIEHROEIMI L CEHMERAEEMICHEMT 2720, EES (2020)
DFFEIHTEHD ANB EENBRTHS. €T, R L TIIRKBEEEK* H O BNC # FE T 5FHE2 R
45, ARETNVOMESH TIX, FMOFEMHIERE (CITALN) &y POHFEMITICL 2 EHEBROR
WHEEFBESREINTBY, fHR—A7 70 —F LIER. GESIE, CI 7 A NI Bayes factor % vy 5 2
L CHOMENOERE—FEEZE LoD 1000 ZH U EoHEFEE 2 EH L, KEHSIIZZOFTEIHEBMEZHA
At Z L T3500 EHOMEFEB *EH L2, ZFITERRLTIE, FHSOFEXAVTHESRL ) KBEEL ANB
REBECTEBFELREL, BEFEN ANB HE IO WTHHENIC/ST 2 — & ¥ 5 B/ LTI O FEFESR S
PRS2 2 E2RT. EBRICLD, KBEEMEFBICBVTREFEVNEATH L Z L FRT.
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1. £z2» 2

RATT Ry N T—271%, BEEREREK % /) — KT
£/ — FEOKFERE ERERAEN T 7 (Directed
Acyclic Graph: DAG) TEBT RN 77 7 1 )V
ETFNTHDE. NATVT Ay NI =21, FERHEE
IZDAG #RET A Z LI X 1), [FIREMESR G & b
EFERORUDIRT D, XA T U hRy T — 7 Ok
EE—RICT = D OWET HLENRH), InEN
AT Ay bT =0 OFEFER LIRS, XATT v
v b= 7 OfEFEREE LT, BEOMIENOWIE
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—EMEETAERRA AT R AT, EEEED> SR
B AT % b OMERIRRT L MERER T 71—
FHRERPOHNLNTWE, F72, —RICEEZ 2
TELTEBY ) EVRHEwLRTWA [1].

RATDPT 2y bT=21ZBTFH—D20D /) — K% H
WEHKE L, ToMo /) — Fe@HERE Lz Y
T v Ay 77— 455¥E%% (Bayesain Network Classifier:
BNC) &, BERE#H AR pERLLTHMLATY
% [2]. BNC TIZHBAE#HES & L7- BER DS
A SHEER L RBT 2R E TV DIT ) 05, &FH
OFEEEREY BB THERETIV LY & 5 EEED
B EDRE SN TWA [1),[3]1~[5]. L4 LT,
Sugahara & [6] &, T— ¥ 2T RKEVWEE, &ERE
TIVDIE) BFERENB NI EER L. —FT,
T =8 D% K BWERORER DL W HiEx & 55
G, T A= EFBIIANE T — ¥ D AN= AT,
FENELETLTLE) LERLL. ZoME
fERT B0, O IFENERIHE L2, &To
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SLEAZE R T2 b DR & IRGE L 72 Augmented Naive
Bayes (ANB) [2] # it EE T A FELRFEL. 2
LY, F= PP hnEETHEWTERE S
LA EERLA HEIZ, BED[7] 1% ANB fiE%
BB AR TNVT) AL FREL. L
L, S EEMEEEL HATBY, BHEBoOME
FEBEDPRFTH 5 72O KBUEEIILEHTE 2\,
—%, REEFNVHEH T, BEOMHENOBHT—FMHE
b 7oA, XD EHERERO B HEES B R E
ENTWAE, ZOFEEFHN—AT 7o —F LIFE
N, TLEWTT 712, ZEBRE OGS MR
%€ (Conditional Independence test: CI 7~ A ) % i i
LCHEBENLEA TS 7ML, VLY F— 3
YN=NV[BlICE BTy VOFEMNITEIT) & & T
EEREBT S, HHR—AT Tu—FOETIE, PC
T T AL [9], TPDA 7L I X A4 [10], MMHC
T T) XL[11], RAL 7NV T X4 ([12] DREE N
TWh, ZESIIRHERD CIL 7 A AL 2%, JRa7
PR3 % Wi —3 % 3 % Bayes factor % RAL 7
WY XLD CLT A MIHAWSZ ET, 1000 ZHL
L OXRBMEREEFE 2 EFL L T 5 [13]~[15]. EIZ,
AKESIERAI 7 VIT) XAIRA T hy hT—
7 DB MR ARG LT CLF A MM EH R
ZHIE L, 3500 Z#HOKRBREMESE 2 EHL Tw
% [16].
ZZTAFRILTIE, RHEDS[16] DFFE% ANB Mk
#AR5E L7z BNC OFBIIERT A2 & T, kLD
b KHMEZ BNC 2B CTELFETRET L. £72,
REFHED ANB IZDOWT/ST A — ¥ HAER/MILT
B R RFFERS AR S5 2 &L 2 FEHT 5. HIZ,
GSUF LGy T RBAVIEYIalL—Ya VvE
BNy F—0TF—5 1y bEBAOEEERIC
L0, REFENRERERT7 70—F L0 & RHME
Ay bI—2ERFEFHL, KBELY PT—27I1IZBW
THRFELYD bBAERELZ IO ER2RT. £
7z, BNC DN o pfass L REFEY BT 5 LT,
REFEOWFAE TN T %

2. NATTry NT=7

NATT Ay VT—=2F, EREHE/ —FE
L, /— FHOKFERERE IEREERAM 2 7 (Directed
Acyclic Graph: DAG) &%/ — RS &R TE
HIA2MERWN T T TAHNVETNTHEL. XLATT
v b7 — 7 ORERHEREREORRMERERLT
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Wh7eo, BOWSATTEELY Lo, FlxiX, X1 s
WANETERLTT Ay VN I—=0THEH. 1D
WrEn s, AERPLBEIMSAORRKE Y, fidt
AR IR EEES SE L) X MRETRED
Ropbew) REMBETERL WD, &, BEEdE
REREE X = {X0,X1,..., X} 1TBWT, BLE X
X EOREES {(1,....n} Po—2DfEk 2L 5
(X;=k £EL) T3, ZOLE, "ATYTUEY b
=7 O GICBWT, FEHX; OBERESE
I; & L7z & & OREES A P(Xo, X1, ... Xn | G,0)
WBUTO L) ICKHETE S,

n
P(X0, X1, X0 | G,0) = [ | P(X; | T1,6). (1)
i=0

ZIT, Gjp RN jEEBDNSY - REDHESE
(; = j EBL)ITX; =k & BT ETER P(X; =
k|T; = j,G) ZRT /ST A—F L, /89X —VHEE
0= {Qijk},(i =0,....,m;j=1,...,q;;k=1,...,rn) &
5. £72, qi =[ix,en,n TH5.
EEXPOLERY $TOBEL TWAEKDME,
NEZERX, Y 2ESEEE). BET =Z£EKA,
B, CHA—-C—B A—C—>B A->C<—Bk&
METAZILxETNEN, Bl C THRKREE, Sl
B BREETHESD). A TVT Ay FT—
HEITEREEREE T Oy 7T 52 & TEMT &M
VMERBETAS. Tuy s ERLUTCEHTS.
[#2.1] ZZE¥X Y 2EIEp PLUToOWTR
POFEMEWIZTEE, BEp IERESZ TTUY ¥
N5,

(1) EpWEHZ e Z THERESDPDIFES %
T5.

(2) EpIEHKZ¢Z TEHERMEEEL, D 2Z
DFFEZ /S 72\,
ZEHEX, Y 2 ESETCOEIEREEZ TTUY Y
SNBEE, 2y PT—IEGIIBWTX, YIZZ %

B WAL TT YRy b=
Fig.1 Lung cancer Bayesian network.



53 Augmented Naive Bayes 12

Fi5- & U CHRHRAEMITH Y, Ig(X,Y|Z) £ET. F
7z, BORBEESHBICBNTX LYV Z 2Fi5 &L
THEREMFEMILTHD L&, Ip(X,Y|Z) EELET S,
R L, EORIBHEESFIBNTX LY DB Z %
g LTEBETHS L&, Dp(X,Y|Z) = ~Ip(X,Y|Z)
L LT D,

NA DT vy NI = 2 3RO RBRERSA F
DAG & G /39 A -5 EEH O TEHT L. Ly
L. DAG \X[EIEFEZEDAG B B & TOLMT 557
WxBHTEDDITTER Y., FORD, 4T T
A T —271E DAG TEHETE B S &M En
BuERHZEELT, UTO l-map #EAT 5.
[5E5822] A T7yA vy bT— ok G HFEH
T HETOEMT EMIT MNP ED LM E M
EINTVDREE, GRAVYTARVT v T
(independent map: I-map) & 39 .

VXY € V,Z C V\{X.Y}.Ig(X.Y|Z) = Ip(X,Y|Z).

I-map D3FBL T 5 FEFER DA GBI E O 57510
FESRINE ¢ 5. $/2, BEORA I 7y P T—2 &
Z® I-map & OMIIZLL T OBRAE D 32D,
[FH21] BEoE? G = (VE) B, »oH
=(V,E) BSUTOZ0o0%&M4ids& G
I-map CHb. ZIT, Exy XY Blozy VegT.

(1) VX, Y € VIZ2oWT, Exy € E* &5
Exy € E.

(2) VX,Y.ZeVIZoWT, G IZBWTAHRES
X—2Z«YT5%0d Exye EETEGIZBWT
BEREEX - Z Y Th

(3) VX,Y,ZeVIIoWT, G 2BV TERES
X Z Y FrdisEEes X« Z Y T5%01F
Exy €E$7:1% GILBWIBREE X >Z>Y F
IS EE X —Z Y T5.

FEBR 1L Chickering [17] # 2 L TIE L.

2,1 RAVTLERy NT—TDIST 4 — S HETE

NG A—-FDERISAE LTT ) 7 LGAR PO)

FRETH. BRESX T L NEOF—5 %
D={Dy,....Dy} £ ¥ 5 &, B#HSH PO|D,G)
"Bohb.

nodi F(Zk 1 a'l]k) ;-1
P®) = 9 SR 2
© zr(l ﬂ L1 D) oy V" ()

P®]D,G) 3)

- ﬁ ﬁ T{Z @ik + Nt} [ 4N I

-
i0 -1 Ty Tleije + Nige) p V"

ZIT, N 1 Xy OBERES I A jEHOS

Y= EWo/bED X, =k ERBTF— 5 DHEES
=L, Njj = Zk:] ijk eRY. $2, a= {aijk}’(l =
O0,....m;j=1,..,qpk=1,...,0) &7 1 7 LER
BAFDNA /=35 X5 TH Y, Qi = Zl’;izl ;i T
hoh, RADT Uy FT—7 T, /89 2—5HEE
B& LT, MfrEmmEsiEFEM (BExpected a Posteriori:

EAP) 7" b L (B b, BAP R 3) Il
EBHIETUTERS.

- ijk + Nijk

ijk = @ +N” 4)

22 RNATTLRy bT—TDOEESEE
NAZT A3y M T—=T D85 A —7 %IEET H72
DITIE, BRELEEL T 0 LEETLLEND
H, INERLATVT Ay P =7 OREFETE LW
5. MEEBERELLT, EWMEErORELAITE
S OMEE LR T B MEBIRIER 7 70— F 0k, 5
HubhTwnsg, —ICEFERAa7ELTELw ) E
PO |G BHVLNS, BB EE, KX Q) 0Fk
DA B3 A — FHEEME BT 5 2 & CHER
THEED.

PG)!G)—~F1[J[r(F&ﬁﬂ TIITa”k*'ka)

i=0 @ + Ni]) r(azﬂc

&)

INAIS=INTG X — 5 % Qi = I (BRI A A — k5
Ai) & L7228 RESIE, Bayesian Information Criterion
(BIC) [18], Minimum Description Length (MDL) [19]
OFERITHEHEC T A5 2 LD MBS N T WA [20].
WE T, o = af(riqi) & L7z Bayesian Dirichlet
equivalent uniform(BDeu) 2% b v &5 [11,[21].
Z ZT, « i Equivalent Sample Size (ESS) & FEZh
HEFHMOEA LR TEEY TV Th B,

BDeu \Z L A BEHRRT 70— F AT CEHES
NAEHE—BEETETS.
(23] T—FHN >0 E& &HHHEEES
FECHESE S NTHHED/ YT A — 5 BR/NO T-map 12
BRICRT 2% 61, ZOFRENATT Ay b7 —
THEEIZDOWTOENE—FEEET L L),
7Z7EL, ZOFEE NP HEETH Y, BRI L CE
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HRAHEEANCHEM L C L E ). MER & 2RI
FI 572012, BEEHEE [22]~(26], A* R [27],
ERETEEE (28] 2 EAREEINTWE. L L, &
Wik (28] TE 2 60 ZHBREOMEFZE N RATH
D, KHBEY EETE RV

3. NXMAIT7 Ry NT—UH¥ER%

RATT VA VIT=212BFB—20D /) —FK%H
WEHE L, TSN — FEHBAERET L L
T, M IPT Ry b2 2REHRLLTHRICE
MHTED. FEBELTORL I TRy bT—2
ENRATT Ay NT— 7 554E2% (Bayesian Network
Classifier: BNC) &IER[2]. 4, Xo % HE9Z# - L,
X, Xy ZHWALEHE LZBNC #E2 5. 3HHAZL
BOT—5 (x1,...,xp) BHE2ONEE, BHEHK
DHEEME ¢ FUTO L) IIBELNS.

¢é = argmax P(c| xi,...,%n,G,0) (6)

cef{l,...,ro}

Il Il
I~
& &
5 L8
: s
—_—
D
8 I —
x o
i ~
— P
‘S’ Mgt
= Lo
=
_

CTC, Ly REEF (ex1: %) ICBWT, Xi=k
PO =jDEXIZ1REY, ZRUSNDEEIT0 %
EBEHKTHL. ZZT, ChiZEREHDTEETH
5. R(6) &b, BWEHK Xy DBES, THE X &
FAEE L T BEHESGONESOATHEME ¢ %
KED. T, TOEEE Xy DOXNIATTIVTY
I (Markov Blanket) & W5, BNC ORfESE 138,
NAVT7 Ay VI —=2 ERABRICT— 5 D HFEE T
B, —REHENA YT YAy T —2 & A7z BNC
% General Bayesian Network (GBN) XI55 (X2 (a)).
BDeu 7 & CH#H &7z GBN (& BMERSFE %
b727, BEBELLOWER LD ENHD. &
D& i TIE, X (6) VEBEROSEMT &S
A= Qojx DHAAFT 5. BiZ, BRWEBOBREHK
HBEDEN ) BEDINY — g DIKREL Y, X
T A= OEIIHONL T— 5 Nojk D/hE <
B, LI2hoT, Oy D787 A — 5 OSBRI

68

X2 (a) GBN DFl; (b) Naive Bayes DHl; (c) TAN Dl (d)
ANB D)
Fig.2 (a) Example of GBN; (b) Example of Naive Bayes; (c)
Example of TAN; (d) Example of ANB.

TT57:0, #BRELTHEREIELIETTSS
EWE[29],[30]. CORMBEEMEAT S BNC &£ LT,
EMEHDS & TORMAZEHZ TIcb b, HEEHM)
ML TH A EAKET 5 Naive Bayes [31] (K 2(0b)), H
HWERPETORBLELFICL L, HHEEKMT
AtiE % & % L ARE L7z Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes
(TAN) [2] (1 2(c)) PRESNTNE. W) EXE
BAa7E L7 TAN OFBIZLHARE TEE TS
5T EFMLNTWS [2],[32]. F72, Naive Bayes %°
TAN 2 —#fb L7z, LD RHATOBWET IV ELT,
EWEBPETOHBERE FICHOZ L2 KET 5
Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) [2] (X 2(d)) 24015
NTWVL, —ORL VT Ry b7 —7 ERIBRIC,
ANB &5 & FHAEHM O KRR E R TE 5.
JEBW ) % HRAKIZT S GBN (&2 Rl s
ERBPTHERETINVCTH LN, HBEEEZHS L L
T HBEEO MM SR RB L RN ET VO
2905, RS EEESEW I LRGSR T
W5 [4],[5]. L2 LETHMIERTITRIET VE L TO
GBN 254 U7 ¥ &y b — 7 HEIZ DWW T OiE—
BME D OEKETFTNVE LTO GBN L b 5EHgeE
D ARPIIERIICR SN TW AW, F72, 4
R O BRI BWWT, AKETIVE LT BNC
WEERERT 70— F 2 AW TEFE TE B0 00
bOETEMEBRZHNTWS. 22T, EES[6],[7]
WXEBY S ETRESEE L7 GBN ik, 7—7»+45
%k ST TIVO GBN L ) b SEBENB N &
ALz LAL, T80 hne EERETVD
GBN T BWERDOBEBBIEL Ik D HE60H
D, COLEFFERBEIELIETLTCLEI)C LR



#7C Augmented Naive Bayes (2 & 2 KB A T 7 ¥ % v b7 — 27 a5 E

EEBTRLZ. COMEYHRT S0, HEHIEEB
BB ETOEROBELRIC D ANB % ERBCE T IV
ELTHEBEEBTAFEEREL. FRIL, BREF
FEXTF— 7 D0 WA THRE LT ERES1B5
ZENTE, #HPETINVO BNC L) EEICHTEME
NEWZ &KL UL, MERER7? 7u—7F
WHTZEROFBVBERTH Y, BEEENFLHEIC
BATAHIENTERV, 2 CRBLTITRBIEE
% LD BNC # FE CELFELRET 5.

4. HFgN—277A—F

REETFVAEHTIE, FHEE L KIBICHIRTE %
HR—27 7O —F LT L HEEEEESRES
NTW5, RETEHHRN-A7 70 —-FOMEL
Bayes factor & V272 RAI 7))V T X A IZDW TS
5.

4.1 Bayes factor £ L\ /= RAI 7LD U X L

L BEORLTIT Ry NT—=7ERD L) IRKE

5.
URE1] G*=(V,E") 2 EOXRL VTV F vy hT—
gL L, V, B* 2 ZNhZh, G IZEITNLIEH
#BE ToTVEESGELETHE ZDLE, G IZLT G
72

VX,VY € VVZ C V\ {X,Y},
Ip(X,Y|Z) & Exy ¢ E*.

WIZ, XA DT ARy T — 7 OFFETEI R TT REMEC
SVTOWETH LTIV 7EMErEET .

(¥ 4.1] G1,Gr 2 EBHEEV 225 7% 5220 DAG
L5, VX, VY € V,VZ C VIZxF L TUUTFASER ) i7D
LE, GG RYNVIATEMTHS.

IGI(X,Y|Z) o IGZ(X,Y|Z).

—ODINITEMR Y T ARET ST TIZERT Y
VEFoTERENLON—RITHY, TDLH%
45y 5 7 % &t DAG (& PDAG (Partially DAG) &
ENn 5, HlEgN—27 70 —F TIHRE 1 iz d
BEONRA T Ay VI —VHEEDNHFETHEE, £
DREEEL <)V a 7%li% 7 5 A0 PDAG ##ET A 2
EERHMET .

COT TH—FOERY LTV T) ZLIZLUTO L
BYTHA.

(1) ZEEEMTTTERERT 5.

2) (1) CTHEKSNEEEN T T 7120 LM
ff &SI HEMRZE  (Conditional Independence test: CI 7
APM) LTy VREIRT 5.

3) ) THLNIERST TICHLTEH) Y
F—a =)V [8] # FHWTHEMIT 24T .

— I, HIER—AT7 T —FOEEHFEILCL T A

FNOREIKRF L, FEREIIETTACTA M
WAKTET 5. flN—27 7u—F L LT, PC TV
1) X4 [9], TPDA 7J)VIV X4 [10], MMHC 7V
1) XA [11], RAL 7)) XA [12] PHRERENT X
7z. LAL, SRLEDT7NTY XATIE Y2 E, G2
E, S EHEERRERZEE CITAMELTH
WTBY, UFTTERINLIE—EFEL L%,
(% 42] T—FHN > c0oDEE, EEOEEHM
IZDWT, CI 7 A OSSR 1 TEOSEMM MM
HETHEE, 20 ClLTF A MISTHIH$ 5808
—EMHEETH L.

—HT, Steck Hix, ZEKMOEE - MZET VD
W 9 DIz X % Bayes factor & fiv:7z CI 7 A k
PRELZB3. FIELT, "AVTFURY FT—2
DZEH XY IZBWT X LY BICowTEEHDI;
BHEREE® Z LI LEORBETIVE G, M
SETIVE Gy £ L, TRZENHE3 D (a), (b) ITRT
Z D& & D Bayes factor & BR(X,Y | Z) & $5 &, &
# Bayes factor 13IRD & ) I2FKE 5.

PD| Gy a)

N

22T, PD| Gr,a), PD| Gy a) itz (5) ® BDeu
%%, Bayes factor & iV 72 CI 7 A b ClE, w4
Bayes factor 7° 0 PLEDER 2T 3 D (a), (b) DEH
HE BT L0HM3 5. LAL, Steck bidIh
BRIV D ST TRA DT Y h vy P T — 788
IZHWT W2, —H T, %HLS 1 Bayes factor %
W7z CL 7 A M AV IS 2 —EEd 022
L &R L7z [13]~[15].

(2) (®)

3 (@ WERETIV Gi: (b) MILET IV Gy
Fig.3 (a) Dependent model; (b) independent model.
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[FHA41] F—FHN -0 DEE,

(1) BOBENZ S ELTX &Y PEHA
EMTThHVWEE, FER 1 TlogBF(X,Y | Z) > 0.

2) EOWMENZ *FT5 L LTX &Y PEEMN
EMITOL X, FEE 1 TlogBF(X,Y | Z) < 0.
SEARIZALELS [15] #BHE L TIE L. HIZ, Bayes fac-
tor # W2 CL T A P& RAL 7V ) XA ICH AR
APREERREL, XA TUT Ay M- &L
WTOBERE—FM%E L 22 1000 EH 282 5 KR
TGS R B L/ SEEEAELS [15] 2 2R LT
IELw,

4.2 HBMERWEZ RAI 7D X4

iR &9, B NR—-20ZEEEILCI 7 A b
DEENARET S, — I CL 72 PORBIZEZED
By VREIRT AT EHIRTE S, FD20I
DT oML AL FEIRESNL TV,
(E#42] G=(VE)#DAG &L, X,YeV T, Y
X OFEFHRETE. ZOEE, AeV\({X,Y}U
Pa(X,G)UW) &35 &, LITAHLY L.

I(X.Y | Pa(X,G)) &)
— Ig(X,A | Pa(X,G))or Ig(A,Y | Pa(X,()).

ZZT, WIEXDFHTHY, X LY PEREETS
LTREFOFHRPORIEHEEGZRL, Pa(X,G) 1
X O GICBTHBERESLET. FEHITEREDS [16]
FEBLTILY., EH42 L0, H5°8HOEM
i SR B F OELELE & AMEEL L DGR & 4T
HOLHLb—2%fHETEL. INEHEHTSZ
LT, ZEBOFEHAEMUESr LS R EE—2D
ST EPSTMREE S N A O Ty VEFIETE B,
WEENTy VDO CITAMEEBELTIT) 2 & T,
LVEFEORMICzy VEHIBRTES. RAEHLIEDE
ORI LBy VOHIERE % Bayes factor & >
2 RAI 7V T X LIZHAALZ ETCLT A O
Bor i L, 3500 ZEORBEREFB L EHR L2

KT, RHS [16] OFEEFHV2Z LT, {E
X0 b RHME R BNC OREEFEOER TS,

5. REF &

ANB E#HET NV E LCibhuTwizds, BEELIE
BNC O#FRZEMICE VT, HEICANB 2 IEL, &
BETNVE LTBNC 2 EFETAFELREL
Wi, BB L7 ANBHRER VA 2 & THWHENE
2B ND I EERLI6),1TL FENR—-2A7 T~

70

FOWEFEBHEIIB O TO SR CI 7 A FDE
ITHEICHR 2RI A L TANB B S2E TE 5,
RETIHFEY, KELOFEICETVT ANB %
EBFTHTNVTY A LEHBET L, HiZ, REFED
UTCERSNDEE—BBELET LI LEERT.
[5£85.1] F—FBN-ocoD: & HoLHESEF
BCHEE S o HEREDT I-map & 72 5 ANB (I-map ANB
EIER) OFT/INT A — 5 B/ oSN T 5
7 biE, EOFEHEIL ANB #EIC DOV T O~
FEHETDHENT.

5.1 RAI 7LD X L&V ANBIBESE

FPARES OFE[16] DFERNLEELENT 5.
& T97% G=(V,E)LEL, VEREFNRENG
KETNLEHES, v VEE%ET. 22T, G
BERLy VEEmIy YRfEEb o s 5. T/
Gex = (Ve Eex) & RAI 7Y XA K o THEIE
NG ro 785,

(1) STEEHST Gue EF—5 DEANTS.

(2) BEKEOCLT A MIBWTlogBRX,Y | Z) <
0&ERY X, Y BEMMTEMTEHESNSLLEE, XY
Moxzy DrEiRTS. F72 1 RUBED CIFA MC
BTy PORIBEOER, #EBREICES Ty Yol
BEAT.

3) @ TELNLTI I LTEH) YT —
Ta v - VEEB L THET T,

@) FHETORREP ST T T Gey W5E]
T5.

(5) &Moo 77 THEBIIZ RAL T
Z 2T, Bayes factor AW 72 CL 7 A Mdlinaiyic &
DM EFUEAHEL, RESOFFEITHHENIC
BEOMEYFET 5 [16].

PEOARES OFEY VT ANB gz 32845
FiEw ST 5, ANBIREWZEEYVHEHAY -3, &
TORPLEBZFICLoMETH L. ROV
XD BWTHE () oW 7S 7 &, FIE Q) ® Cl
FAMIEEEZMAAIETRAL T NVTY X 4% H
W7o ANB #E 2 EHT 5.

FFFE M IZBWT, ANT20 75 7% &%
BEANS h bR 7 TR, BPEHE
EPORLEEEN ST T ETA RICFEE Q) LB
W, ANB HEETITHBZEEIZL T ERERZHICH
DDT, ClL 7 A b%EHETBHEICENER X, 25
L35 L9 HfE A . Algorithml 1 RAI 7V
) A LI BVT B Bayes factor # v/ CLT Ak DEE
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Algorithm 1 CI test for ANB

Algorithm 2 Edge cutting with transitivity for ANB

: function Cl-test(nz , G, Gex, Xo. D)
nz: Ct 7 A+ DR
Gy = (Vg,Eg): AN 57
Gex: THENIT T 7 DY
Gapp = {(V,E)x CL 7 A P EFEFICE o TR BN 75 7
Xo: HIOZER
HCLFA M LBy Yol
2 for Gex = (Vex,Eex) € Gex do
3 for X € Vg, Y € Vex do
4: for Z € Pap (X, Gg) UPa(X, Gex) \ {Y} do
5 if |Z] = nz =172 logBF(X,Y | ZU {Xy}) < O then
6 Eqir < Equ \ {Exy}
> Exy: XY floxy v
IEREC X 2oy Y O

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

9: end for

10: end for

1L end for

12: for X € Vg Y € Vg do

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

14: if |Z] =nz ~ 122 logBF(X,Y | ZU {Xy}) < 0 then

1s: Eqp < By \ {Exy }Es — Eg\ {Exy}

IR & By ¥ Ok

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

17 end if

18: end for

19: end for

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

MERYT. 2T, AT T77% G=(V,Ey) EFET.
Adj(X,G) 1375 7 GIZBVT ALK X OB EERES %
#L, ChX,G) X757 GBI BEH X OTFEHE
EEET. 0L E, Pa,(X,6) 1 Adj(X,G)\ Ch(X,G)
EL, PaX,G) 3757 GICHFETAEH X 0
ERESZET. 7, PaX,G) 375 7HE G KK
BWT UgegPalX,G) £RT. B Cltest I AT
T T DEHEE Vo 2L, EREDOCLT A MIB
W logBE(X,Y | Z) <0 &% 0 X, Y DG &3Ra7
EHEENSL L&, XY MOTy Y Exy 2HIBRT 5.
ANB 2278 T3 H B & ST FEE s N T
Wh7z®H, CI7TADOERTAEICHENER Xy 25
HRICLTEDL. 2ED, ZU{Xy} 5L L7z Cl
FANEERTS GFEE 44TH). F2, CITA
MO X BTy VHIBROER (TTE L 164TH) 1ZHE
TRANSITIVE_CUT # MU $, & & CIEH#ERMEIC &
HLy YOBIBEEITS . Algorithm2 3% AT, B
# TRANSITIVE_CUT Ti& CI 7 A b THeE L - 4ett
A EPALIED SRR K DB S B S AL
FLTCITFAMNETIN, TITHHMNEHE X »

1: function TRANSITIVE_CUT(G, G, X, Y, Z, X, D)
Gy = {(Vs, By ) B
G=(V,Ey &tkro7

Xo: HO9%ELK
20 A= Adi(X, G) N Adj(Y, G)\
(Ch(X,G)NChY,G)UZU {Xo}
3 for A € Ado

4: itlog BE(X, A | ZU {Xp}) < O then

5: Es « Es\ {Eay LE < E\ {Eay}

6: else

7 E—E\{Exa} e Exa: XA oLy
8: end it

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

10: ifA €V DY €V, then

1 Es « Es \{Eay L, E—E\{Eay}
12: else

13: E«—E\{Eay}

14: end if

15: end if

16: end for

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

GBI TEDDL. INLOEERIMA S L TH
PHEREA P DML &S PDAG B &5, &
I, BREH,I OETORBAER~Zy V28R 5
Z & T ANB #3E% b 2 PDAG DS E N5,

5.2 YT X —SE&E/D I-map ANB

AETE, REFED ANB HEIZDWTOMTE—5%
HrEbOZEFRT. T, UTOZ00WEERT.
ZIT, V={Xp,X),..Xn} 2EREREEEL, X% H
AR, Xi,..X, Z#BAEHLTS. G = (V,EY),
Gang = (V,Eang) ZFNEN, BOXRLTT U4y
P ok, BRETNVITYALIIE o TEF L
ANB & 9 5.
[fES51] F—FHN->c0oDLE VX YeVIID
WT, Exy € B* 251X Exy € Egnp.
[fEBH] Exy e B* & &, VZ C V\{X.Y},Dp(X,Y|Z)
Thb. INLY, VZCV\{X,Y, Xy}, Dp(X,Y|Z U
{XoHh PR I>. EFHA4L LY, BEFNVITYXLT
ThNd CI 7 A M XY MOMILEAIRE LR/
W, Tv Y Exy BHIRENT, Exy € EBanp. U
[#ifE52] F—¥BN-o>coDELE VXY, ZeVIZ
ONTC, GHILBWIERBEE X 2 Z«Y &hbh
5, Exy € Eanp $7013 Gang BV TEREE
X sZeY ERD,
[REBR]  Z BEMEHROHE &L EnUHNOHE ST
5%,
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(1) Z=Xy Dk :

BWTEREE X > Xg <Y EBBH2D,
VZ C V\{X,Y,Xp), Dp(X,Y|Z U {Xp}) TH 5. E
41 Xy, BEFVITYXLTITbONS CIT A b
XY Mo e Eb L nicw, Ty Y Exy 8
BBk 219, Exy € Eang.

(2) Z#XgD&&:

X Fr Y BENEROBE L FNUNOBEIS
VY (0

(a) X=Xpdhldy=Xyn&&:

ANB OEE L ) BIEBITE ICHBEEROHATH
578, Exy € Egang.

(b) X#Xo?2Y#XyDEE:

UTOBERZERTHEMTT5.

i. 3ZCV\{X.Y,Z, Xy}, Ip(X.Y|Z U {Xp})
Dk &

EHA4L LY, BEFLVIYALICITFA ML -
THIMEBRE LTy ¥ Exy 28T 5. G* 128
WTEAREE X - Z Y bz, ZE2H5EL
LEEXEYEBHETCHAIOT, ToLERELL
BT DS Z BEF v, LS T, A
IrF—a = IlL 5T Gayg KBWTEH
HEX > Z—Y ELTHAMNITENS.

ii. VZCV\{X.,Y,Z, Xy}, Dp(X,Y|ZU{Xo}) (9)
0)&% :
IBWTEHEBRESE X —» Z « Y &b
53), A z:}”jﬁi?(‘: L7z & X LY ZRBTHALD
T, VZ C V\ {X,Y,Z, Xy}, Dp(X,Y|Z U {Z,Xp}) *
Bho, ZhER O LD, VZ C V{XY, X},
Dp(X.Y|Z U {Xp}) BBV Lo, EH 41 Ly, 7
FTFNTY XLTHTHONSE ClLT A ML XY HOM

STHEMB LR wizd, Ty Y Exy PHIBES LT,
Exy e Eanp.

(1) ) ED, VXY, ZeVIZoWT, G IZBWTAR
BEX>Z Y EBELIT, ExyéEANBif\_

GANB WBWTERBEE X 2 Z«Y &5, O
[ 53] F—FHBNo>coDEE, VXV, ZeV I
onTg, G ’;Bwfi@k%i‘/—\x — Z =Y s
s X — Z > Y &bz bid, ExyEEANBi
72 Gang KBWTBREE X - Z > Y /235
EE X —Z Y i b
[REER]  Z WEMEHOBE & TSN OBEI5T
Y (-0

(1) Z=XyD&&:

72

G ILBVWTHERES X - Xy — ¥V T 721304
AX(—-»XO——)Y& 2 5729, 37 C V\{XYXQ}
Ip(X,Y|ZU{Xp}) DSV 3LD. EF41 kb, BET
WTYZALEN - co®DEECLTAMIELD ISR
THITEERHBE LTy Y Exy 2HIBET 5. ANB O
RELYD, BMNERIIFICHAZHOBTHD 29,
Gang KBWTAEHE X — Xg Y L4 5.

(2) Z£XgD&E&:

X F7203 Y D EWEBORE &L F NN OEEIS
THhs.

(a) X=XpF/-ldYy=Xy0&&:

ANB DGE & ) BRERIZFEICHAZROHATH
5728, Exy € Eans.

(b) X2Xy»2Y2XyDk&:

DToOERBERCHETTT 5.

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

EH AL LD, BEFNVTYLLIEN » 0D
ECIFA ML ORI CHIEERHLTZ Yy Y
Exy RHIBRT 5. G IZBVWIBREEX - Z - 7Y
I3 EEE X — Z - Y kb0, Z S
ELBWVEE X Y WHEBTHLOT, Ok EH
WL 7SI DR Z 8 Ehb. Lizh-»> T,
FVILrF—Ta b= WXL Y, Gayp EBKES
X—Z—-Y F2E0EREEX —Z>Y & LTHN
fFirshs.

ii. VZ < V \ {X.Y,Z, X},
{Z,X0}) (10) D&

G ICBVWTHEERES X — Z —» Y Fid ok
EX —Z Y ERDw, ZEFHEELAVE
EX LY WEWHETHLIDT, VZ CV\{X,Y,Z Xy},
Dp(X,Y|Z,U{Xp}). & (10) LY, VZ C V\
{X,Y, X}, Dp(X,Y|ZU{Xo}) 2BV 32>, EH 4.1 &
D, |ETNVITYZALTITDIS CLT A ML XY M
O EEZE L RWwizo, v Y Exy PHIBR S
T, Exy € Eans.

(D, @) &Y, VXY, ZeVIIDWT, Exy € Egng
f721% Gang L:ﬁ\/‘f?_ﬁjk‘{%l‘\ X—>Z-—-Y Eik
FlEFES X —Z oY & I
DEOZ 00BN, Lﬂ%m*&

[FHS51] N—oooD& &, RETNT)XLDPEE
T 5iEE Ganyp (& I-map ANB (ZHEIUR 5.

[3FB] MifE S0, 52, 53 40, Ganp i E N =00 D
L EMEE | TEH 2.1 O=E004&M% FRENE T

Dp(X,Y|Z U
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Lo, METNIT) XLWEBTHHE Gayp 1
I-map ANB (ZHEE 5. O

BT, UTOEEAGTRT LI, Ganp EHERERIZS
T A — & e Fe/N D I-map ANB W ZHRIE 5.

[fEH 52] WEFNT) XLE ANBEEIZDWTO
R —EEE b o,

(REBH] EHS1 LD, N oo D& & Gyyp & I-map
ANB BRI 5. EH41 LD, N> oDk xR
BFNT) LD CLF A MIMER | TEOLMGTE
M EERHET A, Xy L LLEEICE
AT EMI &R BEBM Oy VIdETHIBRENS.

L7255 T, Gang &N — co D& & [-map ANB O
Ty VEMERANETR D, Thbb, Gang 3785
A — 5 BN -map ANB ICHENR T 5 |
L7=ho T, BE7NITY X LITHESET L7 ANB
[6],17] DAIEREE & MARBEORE % L ) Fv st ErE
TELNE LFHTE S,

—FT, ANB#EERGET 5 &, HIGEHEH, oA
BEAOTy TEBHEIGICE]I {720, GBN L1 o3
FA=FEHHEMLCLE D . oL SEEHENEK
B 5 FIEERS A OBEBEA~OILHEIZ GBN £ 1 $ I
BB R BT CHAL. LAL, 3Tl ED
|2 GBN & B WEHOBRERED S VWi5E, BNEHK
DEFAA/NT A — 5 PRI 2, HEEREIR
TN B EDHMSNT WS [6],[7]. ANB &%
RIET AT &ETRT A~ BIITRIZR 2%, HWE
ORI S L CER O A TN A M HEE
TE&, DEREOWENRFCE S,

6. FF 1M X B

KRBT, REFEOEMEELTRT O TOHF
MHEBEITS. £3°, 32l —3Ta yERIZL DR
FFREPMEMRERT 70— F L0 KRR A > b
J— s REBTELIERRY. KL, EF-5EA
WTIREFRE & o BNC 58 F 30 5 48R R % i
5.

KETEUTORODOFE LT 5.

* Naive Bayes

* TAN: {9 ) B H#E{LT 5 TAN %48

*  exact-GBN: BDeu A I 7 T GBN #» iES5E

*  exact-ANB: BDeu A 21 7 T ANB #% 58

*  RAI-GBN: KH 5 OFE4 BT GBN % %%

* RALANB: BZ7 NI XA A% BT ANB %

FETIE, RAIFANB #38ZFE & 95, TAN i Fried-
man 5 [2] DFFEE BHWTEE L. exact-GBN &
exact-ANB (358 A 27 % BDeu & L, BIRYEHE I [25]
EHOCTRBICEYE L7:. RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB &
AHES[16] DFHEFFHNTEZ L7z BDeu 227 &
Bayes factor DEANY > TN (A 283=8F5 A —5) D
fEiZ, Ueno [201,[34] DIRFICHENEHSHE RIS
T35 1.0 &L WTFhoFRICBLTYH, HEEs
#O BNC /35 A — 71348 T BAP THE L. &F
FBOFEBRER R LIIRT

6.1 S>HLxy NT—7%BVEFHMIER
RETTIE, REFEIMERER? 7u—F L0 b
KHEEA Y P — 0 2B CELIEEZRTOIZS
CHE NGy FT— T EEWEY I —3 g VER
2119 . T ¥ Aty N7 — 27 OERICIE BNGenera-
tor {351,[36] {3 %. BNGenerator &<V 2 7 #
BEYFAMUECL) RSP L Ry bU—-2 %
T MERT S, RETTIE, BEEE (5 10, 20,
50, 100, 200, 500, 1000}& L, &%y b 7— 7 Ok
K% S EIRELTAY FY—2 RERT S, $7,
ERENA Ay P T =7 H 5T — 510000 DF— ¥
PRESE, BFREIIOWTE Ry FT—2 DLk 0HE
EEBATOEERME RO L. 2720, 6 B oH
FRESRI A 50T, BT 28T b - /.
ERER 4IRS, SR (|, b slE
HE () 2BLCwh R4 Ly, HEEEELEL
L 22w Naive Bayes & B &, ZEEEMT 51200
TEEBHMIHEML CW5 2 &A% 5. Naive Bayes
DWIZ TAN OFFEEEMAE V. T hid TAN (24 H
KM THETE L0 TH A (2),[32]. KIZ, KkE

g1 A A
Table I  Computational environment.

Naive Bayes

CPU 2.10GHz 8-Cores Intel XEON
System Memory | 128GB
0S OS ubuntu 16.04.4 Its

V7 77| Python
TAN, exact-GBN, exact-ANB

CPU 2.10GHz 8-Cores Intel XEON
System Memory | 128GB
0os OS ubuntu 16.04.4 1ts

VA T\ 7.\
RAI-GBN, RAI-ANB

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

oS OS ubuntu 16.04.4 1ts

V7 b7 | MATLAB

73



BT EEES A5 CEE 2021/1 Vol. J104-D No. 1

~x=NB
=TAN
~O-exact-GBN
~r-exact-ANB
~o~RAI-GBN
~O~RAI-ANB

EHOEsR)
8 8 8 8 8 8 8

°

X X
5 10 20 50 100 200 500 1000

s

24 ZHEE IR O MR
Fig.4 Relationship between the number of variables and compu-
tation time.

fREFR 7 71— F Tdh 5 exact-GBN & exact-ANB @
WHIZBWTERES0 LY KEWAR Y b7 — 713K
PN BT Lie o7z, —F, Hlf#~_— A FEk
T % RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB (& 1000 Z £ 4 v b
T— 7 bHEEET A ENTE. REFETHS
RAI-ANB % RAI-GBN X V) & G\ B Tl 58 %
ETLTWwA, T, RAI-GBN 23&% £ o7
Y2 HET SHDITA L, RAI-ANB &35 B 25 £ o
THOAEHET T L WAL THS. U EOKEEL
D, WREFERIMEBER7 7u—F L0 b KL
A I — U RFBRTELILERLE. F, RBE
FHEARALI-GBN X 0 b EHHRME N L 2R L7
6.2 EF—2ERAVHMERER

RETIX, REFEOFEMLRT 0L, £7—
FI X DM LR OB 1T . £, 7
KTk L MERRERT 70— F % e+ % 720 /N R
Iy M=oV THEMEO B AT . WKIC,
W B AT e KB AR v b7 — 2 12D W5kl
FEOREEITH . AREBRTIE, UCIYEY MY [37]1
BEHEINTWETFT—5ty b2V &T7—5%ty
MCEENBEHR T TS Pl 2 851 2 (128
b7z, &FEE H75—FLy MIHLT, 105
B EWGE A TP EMEL RO L. T2, 1
FFEOFEM. AR T72912 Hommel #1252 E
E [38] 24T\ p & K®, FFk £7—5 v MC
o LT, HErEEB I H 5 FIEHHERM %2 KD T 5,
6.2.1 /NEMEAR Y bT— 2128V B 5HERE
RETTIE, MERERT 70— F 2 BHATEER 7 —
Z¥y b EFHWTEFETEE L7z BNC O3
T A, EBRIIIEHES 5 23 %D 43 @
DF—Fty bERHWA R2I1IZE&7—% 1y Mxt
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THLEFHROFTERMELRL TS, £2 OTFHIC
RENTWV DS “GHEMEE 12BWT “FI 3e7—¥
v MIHT52EFEOFEFTERETHY, p il
BEEREICLIVEONZ pEARL TS, F7—
v ML, EFEICBVTR B ERES
KETRLTWAS, F/z, “FHEREM” [CBWT “Fiy»
BT -5ty Mot A EFEOMEEB IS
FHEARETH ), “BHHERE B F RO R
DREHEZRER IR LT W5,

MRELT, BEFETFYEME 1 FEdro
7z, F7z, ¥EEFEEL, Naive Bayes, TAN, RAI-GBN
W26 L CHBEAKRE S% Ob & THERICHEHEN S
Ao 7z. RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB | L Cld B EE%
R ENTELRMPo7. LAL, IhEDHENE
WEPo7z7—%ty b 313, 367, 38FICHNT
REFEOGERENH N L2505,

KIZ, ZBFEZHET57:0I12M2ODHEE 43 A
T3, F3BETFT—5ty M T 5 E£FEO Max
parents DFH AR LT 5. “Max parents” i 10 55-#]
EHERRREE BV B BEFETEY LMoz s
b OMAKBEHEDOTFH %R L Twb. Max parents O
AR E VT EENS L WV BHETH S 2 L 2 FT(39].
FAIET— 5ty MIRHT 2 EFEO HERDH#E
EILMDLZ Ty VHOFHEEL TS, firskEwn
FEEWEBONT T Ty SN E
FELTWS,

F§°, Naive Bayes & TAN EBHZEHD & 5 BEH
BaHIR L T 728 Max Parents (2 1 & 2 TREES
NTW3. Z0ROTF— I HMELHRVEETH NS
A= OEFERBENLET 505, WL A% R T
ERWVIOFEMEIXSH T Y < &\, Naive Bayes
IS 2 T A LEN R WO TEEEMNIZ 0.0 TH
%. F7:, TAN ZZHAKRM CHHTE - 0MthDF
& TR R M A 2], [32].

exact-ANB & H#id 5% &, FEEARTIENTE L
Mol RFEFFIIEESFE L7: ANB & FEREEDS
FHESEONLZ Lol 72751, exact-ANB
BREFE LD SEHEMSRY. 72, £4 XD
ETOF— ¥ty MIBWTREFED BWE RO
EWBEbD DTy VA exact-ANB L ) H/hE VW Ep
5, $REFHEIL exact-ANB L V) & 28— A etk % 4
By s2@msds. 7—+ty b 31%F, 367%F, 8%
IZBWT, exact-ANB X 1) IREFEO G ERED T
W, E2L)Ihoo7—sHISb R, K3, F£4
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Table 2 Accuracies of respective classifiers for small networks.

HIVZE  Naive exact- exact- RAI- RAI-

F—%t v b B Ty OWEHE Bayes | TAN GBN ANB GBN  ANB
1 | Balance 5 625 3 09168 0.8640 09168 0.9168 0.6352 09168
2 | banknote 5 1372 2 0.8433  0.8819 08812 0.8812 0.8776 0.8812
3 | Hayes-Roth 5 132 3 0.8484 0.6808 05610 0.8484 0.5132 0.8484
4 | iris 5 150 3 07133 0.8267 0.8267 0.8200 08133  0.8267
5 | lenses 5 24 3 0.6833  0.6833  0.8500 0.6833  0.8500 0.6833
6 | Car 7 1728 4 0.8583  0.9381 09415 09421 08137 09410
7 | liver 7 345 2 0.6461  0.6402  0.6200  0.6402 05830 0.6634
8 | monkl 7 432 2 0.7500  1.0000  1.0000 1.0000 0.7500 1.000
9 | mux6 7 64 2 0.5762  0.6357 05500 0.5762 03262 0.5333
10 | led7 8 3200 10 0.7294 07306 07294 0.7294 07056  0.7294
11 | HTRU2 9 17898 2 0.8966 09141 09112 09141 09027 0.9084
12 | Nursery 9 12960 3 0.9033  0.9250 09340 0.9181 0.8921 09356
13 | pima 9 768 9 0.7031  0.7175 07279 07175 07122 0.7032
14 | post 9 87 5 0.6764  0.5986 07125 0.6764 07125 0.6764
15 | Breast Cancer 10 277 2 0.7443  0.7187  0.7295 07119 0.6972  0.7192
16 | Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 2 09752 09649 09752 09752  0.9254 09752
17 | eme 10 1473 3 0.4657 04704 04548 04677 04358 04752
18 | glass 10 214 6 0.5524  0.5431 05656  0.6361  0.5890  0.6087
19 | shuttle-small 10 5800 6 0.9384 09566 09693 09716 09659 0.9707
20 | threeOf9 10 512 2 0.8144  0.8477 0.8865 0.8673 0.7071 0.8399
21 | TicTac 10 958 2 0.6919  0.7567  0.8319  0.8549  0.6992 0.7546
22 | magic 11 19020 2 0.7482  0.7768 07873 0.7874  0.7801  0.7700
23 | Flare 11 1389 9 0.7804  0.7948  0.8431  0.8229  0.8431 0.8236
24 | heart 14 270 2 0.8259  0.8259 0.8259 08185 0.7815 0.8370
25 | wine 14 178 3 09330 09275 09327 09216 0.8938 0.9330
26 | cleve 14 296 2 0.8410  0.8338 07900 0.8344  0.7798  0.8308
27 | australian 15 690 2 0.8290  0.8348 0.8536 0.8246 0.8551 0.8377
28 | erx 15 653 2 0.8393  0.8531 0.8592 0.8531 0.8639 0.853]
29 | EEG 15 14980 2 05778  0.6305  0.6814  0.6864 0.6411 0.6697
30 | Congressional 17 232 2 0.9092 09478 09652 09478 09652 09522
31 | zo00 17 101 5 0.9800  0.9600  0.9400  0.9600  0.9000 0.9800
32 | pendigits 17 10992 10 0.8032  0.8504 09289 09278 0.8790 0.9085
33 | letter 17 20000 26 0.4466 04868 05761  0.5935 0.5448  0.5609
34 | ClimateModel 19 540 2 09222 09315 09000 0.8426  0.8963 09222
35 | ImageSegmentation 19 2310 7 0.7290  0.7515  0.8156  0.8225 0.7758  0.8039
36 | lymphography 19 148 4 0.8386 0.7648  0.7586  0.8186  0.7033  0.8386
37 | vehicle 19 846 4 0.4339 05722 05732 0.6241  0.5543  0.5793
38 | hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8625 0.8375 05875  0.6250  0.7375 0.8625
39 | german 21 1000 2 0.7430  0.7310 07210 0.7380  0.6830 0.7390
40 | bank 21 30488 2 0.8544  0.8774 0.8956  0.8949  0.8939 0.8907
41 | waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7886  0.7896  0.7846  0.7966  0.7336  0.7826
42 | Mushroom 22 5644 2 0.9957  1.0000 09949  1.0000 10000 1.0000
43 | spect 23 263 2 0.8013  0.8128  0.7450  0.8164 0.7946 0.8051
STHTRTIE : 07770 07927 07985  0.8071  0.7583  0.8086

0.00004 0.00126 0.46812 0.46812 0.00004 -
SFERT Gs) 0.00 2.58 1790.93  500.76 11.94 1.57
0.00 0.16 895.76  252.69 9.55 0.6.2
X9 exact-ANB (28T Max parents & HI9ZEHOH ns.

EWEDE Ty VEEREFEL ) NS, T
B, BMERHEE R EB L7220, RERERT
T —F TIE BWERDEEEFRP o1 EZ D
b, —F, REFEIRERFEE? 70-F L0 2
W= AREE B ALY, T B L R
CCHENBEFERELRT S E P oL EERD

RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB % W95 &, #&IC ANB
REET A Z & CRERER T 70— F L RIR IS
HEAHEL Tw5, RAI-GBN IZEBEFED L, T
Tb SEBESEY. 2 CLT A P OFFEEICRE
¥ %. Bayes factor & v 72 CIL 7 A ME 7 ¥ £h3/h
BWHAICE 2Ty DREIBRLTLE ) WEREN D
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#3 ANEER Y BT — 21081 B TFEO Max parents
Table 3 The number of Max parents of respective classifiers for
small networks.

34| ClimateModel

35| ImageSegmentation
36 | lymphography

37| vehicle

38| hepatitis

39 | german

40 | bank

41 | waveform-21

42 | Mushroom

43 | spect

N

87 99 21 23
42 41 35 36
104 114 24 29

~J

5 6 54 54
4 4 5 3.7
24 76 48 48
2.7 3 2.6 32

Naive exact- exact- RAI- RAI-
F—4tv b Bayes TAN GBN ANB GBN ANB
I |Balance 1 2 1 1 1
2 | banknote 1 2 4 4 3.9 4
3 |Hayes-Roth 1 2 3 1 1.8 1
4 |iris 1 2 2 2 2.7 2
5 |lenses 1 2 1.3 1.1 2 1.1
6 |Car 1 2 2 2 3 2
7 |liver 1 2 2 2 1.5 2
8 | monkl 1 2 3 3 1 2
9 |mux6 1 2 5.8 1 0.7 1
10{led7 1 2 1 1 1.8 1
11|HTRU2 1 2 3 4 5 4
12| Nursery 1 2 4 3 3
13| pima 1 2 2 221 23
14| post 1 202 1 0.3 1
15| Breast Cancer 1 2 1 2 1 2
16| Breast Cancer Wisconsin 1 2 1 1 1.1 1
17jcme 1 2 2 25 2 2.1
18| glass 1 2 2.9 3 2 2.3
19| shuttle-small 1 2 5 5 5 3.7
20 threeOf9 1 2 5 27 44 2
21| TicTac 1 2 3 3 1.7 2
22 magic 1 2 4 4 4 5
23| Flare 1 2 2 3 1.6 3
24| heart 1 2 2 2 2 2
25| wine 1 2 22 21 32 21
26|cleve 1 2 2 2 2 2
27| australian 1 2 24 29 2 23
28 crx 1 2 3 22 16 2
29|EEG 1 2 5 5 49 53
30| Congressional 1 2 3.5 4 2.3 3
31| z00 1 2 49 49 37 3
32| pendigits 1 2 55 56 8 5.9
33 |letter 1 2 6 5 76 53
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2
1 2

L. ZhiCky, BWEBOSVITTT y iy b S
MNevty bT— T ERFEBTLIENDD. EE, F4
FHDEMOFELIY L BHEHOEEICHELL Ty
DEHPRL, 9%, 147, ISECIHENEREGHA
BRI EAEWILIEELFE L TCL T L b
B FRUCKH L, BREFER, £ToOHPEH T
LOOTNATTT Ay N OBITE RIS
LRILTHY, @TOFHERLHAVCERTALAZ L
THERER LI ETWE, 7 BEFERIHT

76

FE a4 BB b7 =208 3 E5FE0 HEROIHE
EICMb BTy S
Table 4 The number of edges used to estimate the class variable
of respective classifiers for small networks.

Naive exact- exact- RAI- RAI-
F—=Fty b Bayes TAN GBN ANB GBN ANB
1 |Balance 4 7 4 4 1 4
2 | banknote 4 7 7 10 68 938
3 |Hayes-Roth 4 7 3 4 1.7 4
4 |iris 4 7 41 7 31 52
5 |lenses 4 7 2.1 4l 2 4
6 |Car 6 11 7 9 3 6
7 |liver 6 11 38 106 1.1 9
8 |monkl 6 11 3 8 1 6
9 | mux6 6 1 58 6 0.4 6
10{led7 7 13 7 7 5.1 7
11{HTRU2 8 15 125 20 5 18
12| Nursery 8 15 8 13 3 8
13|pima 8 15 42 15 22 124
14| post 8 15 0 8 0 8
15| Breast Cancer 9 17 1 13 0.1 111
16| Breast Cancer Wisconsin 9 17 89 9 1 9
17}cme 9 17 1.7 16.1 1 13.2
18] glass 9 17 43 155 3.1 13
19| shuttle-small 9 17 15 238 44 22
20 { threeOf9 9 17 97 134 45 9
21| TicTac 9 17 74 189 1 12.3
22 {magic 1019 204 30 13 268
23 | Flare 10 19 1 189 09 174
24 heart 13 25 66 184 2 17.1
25| wine 13 25 95 19 32 16
26]cleve 13 25 7.5 183 2 16.3
27 | australian 4 27 62 241 36 202
28| crx 14 29 53 239 25 212
291 EEG 14 27 342 575 118 486
30| Congressional 16 31 7.1 371 34 277
31|zo0 16 31 94 369 39 249
32| pendigits 16 31 634 665 92 605
33| letter 16 31 414 579 17.7 5Ll
34| ClimateModel 18 35 321 69.7 3 18
35 | ImageSegmentation 18 35 315 48 58 385
36| lymphography 18 35 166 367 18 236
37| vehicle 18 35 143 508 63 411
38 | hepatitis 19 37 316 781 14 282
39| german 200 39 41 333 1 288
40| bank 200 39 131 639 58 476
41 | waveform-21 21 41 398 603 59 429
42| Mushroom 21 41 6.7 83 17.1 613
43 | spect 22 43 93 492 21 448

BEMO CLT A NDOREIT) /28, £EKMO CL 7
A M%1T9H RAI-GBN X V) b EHERFEEL 25,
6.2.2 KR v b7 7B B0 ERE
ARETI, MBMHER T 70— F TR RO R
BT 8ty P EABOWRFEEERICOWTHNS, %
B 36~1300 THB IS HOT—5 Ly M & HANT
PEdeFiETEE Lz BNC S REFETEY L7z BNC
OFERER BT 5. HATE RO THBIRIER



BC./ Augmented Naive Bayes |2 & 5 KBNS U7 ¥ 4y b7 — 7 pfEERSE

F5 KBELR v b7 — 210 BV B BT SRR

Table 5 Accuracies of respective classifiers for huge networks.

HIVZEC Najve RAL  RAL

F-F Ay b EHE 7Ty OIKER Bayes TAN  GBN  ANB
1 | ke-vs-kp 37 3196 2 0.8774 09240 09402 0.9524
2 | Connect-4 43 67557 3 07213 0.7643 0.7467 0.7938
3 | Flowmeters D 44 180 4 0.8389  0.8389 0.8389 0.8500
4 | movement libras 91 360 15 0.5028 0.5389 0.2278 0.5333
5 | dota2 117 102944 2 0.5981 0.5810 0.5564 0.5957
6 | Muskl 167 478 2 06517 0.7566 0.5756 0.7986
7 | Musk2 167 6598 2 0.7445 0.8406 0.9047 0.9615
8 | Epileptic Seizure 179 11500 5 0.2344  0.3650 0.1187 0.3808
9 | mfeat-fac 219 2000 10 03520 0.4590 0.3310 0.4650
10 | semeion 257 1600 10 0.8550 0.8719 03521 0.8776
11 | madelon 501 2000 2 0.5905 0.5270 0.5740 0.5905
12 | HART 563 10929 12 0.7967 0.8685 0.8456 0.8805
13 | HAR 563 10929 6 0.7633  0.8797 0.8657 0.8987
14 | Parkinson’s Disease 755 756 2 0.7182 0.7898 0.7419 0.7964
15 | MNIST 785 70000 10 0.8258 0.8911 0.9482 0.9493
16 | MicroMass 1301 360 10 0.9472  0.9472 0.8756 0.9556
GrHHRERE R 0.6886 0.7402 0.6527 0.7675

p fil 0.0080  0.0060 0.0022 -

IR (s) ey 0.0 5457 36472 5657
[ 0.0 4346 1966.1 2209

77— F IR Eo R S RS L 72 621 & RIS
ESIET— Sy MBI AEFET L OSEN
FEoO¥HE pl, FHERMOTYEERZELRL
TWwh, F7z, BIEOSIEERICE 6 L3 713 “Max
parents” & BHHZEHOHEIIBEbLZ v VHERLT
Wb,

#5580, REFEROSERESRO &P £
7z, WRZETFRiE, Naive Bayes, TAN, RAI-GNB (2% L
THENE 5% Ob & THBRICTEBEN S 7.
B, REFREBHHEECL > TERT LI LD
TELRWKEBER Y P72 %L DBNC 2 FEHT S
ZENTER. F, MEESA Y T2 55
BREHE ORRERIC, REFEOFHEFHRIL RAI-GBN
DEFEREM X D 145 <, Naive Bayes & TAN D ETH
ML hEY. ZOEBEHETRCEB) THAL.

WICEFFEE OWE%4T ). Naive Bayes & TAN I
FEAalor—yty Mo L CREFEOSEBE
I o, T, E6hHLADB LI Naive
Bayes & TAN i Max parents 25flfREN TV 5720 T
HEH, EREI WL AEIEEELE) TRErHH%E
s 2 B 726, Max parents AV 8 W T & DS SEIEE
DETEBLENDSH L. LhL, F—Fty b4F
I Naive Bayes (2B} 5 5 HBEI R L &, 5 FIE
TAN 2BV 2 5EREI RO &, I, E#HM
OISR ENDTHLEEZLND. BT EHD

Fe KR v bY— 21081 % &FED Max parents
Table 6 The number of Max parents of respective classifiers for
huge networks.

Naive RAL- RAI-
F—F v b Bayes TAN GBN ANB
1 | kr-vs-kp 1 2 6 6.2
2 | Connect-4 1 2 5.1 55
3 | Flowmeters D 1 2 3.6 4
4 | movement libras 1 2 25 3.1
5 | dota2 1 2 34 4
6 | Muskl 1 2 4.7 5
7 | Musk2 1 2 9.3 10.3
8 | Epileptic Seizure 1 2 3 3
9 | mfeat-fac 1 2 5.1 5.1
10 | semeion 1 2 5 4
11 | madelon 1 2 35 4.4
12 | HAPT 1 2 5.8 5
13 | HAR 1 2 6.5 6.8
14 | Parkinson’s Disease 1 2 5 6
15 | mnist 1 2 8.6 8.5
16 | MicroMass 1 2 6.8 4.4

E RAI-GBN OF— 41y k4, SFEIZDVWT, HWE
BOWEICEbLL Ly VEN 24 L 143 TH N IEFIC
INEWT EDSh A, ZiuE, BRERO<Va T T
FUdy AN ENTEERRL, ZEAEOHBAEE
PEHBEHEDOHEEICE b > T v, F72, RAI-ANB
BT 2 BENEROEEICEDL Ty VEEADL L,
4FIZBVTTAN LEWER &£ 5 TEBY, 5HFICBWY
T TAN X ¥ /& { Naiva Bayes {Z#VWVEE &> T
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Table 7 The number of edges used to estimate the class variable
of respective classifiers for huge networks.

Naive RAI-  RAI-

F—&+tv b Bayes TAN GBN ANB

1 | ke-vs-kp 36 71 46.1 116.2

2 | Connect-4 42 83 43.1 115

3 | Flowmeters D 43 85 13.1 83.2
4 | movement libras 90 179 2.4 187.4
5 | dota2 116 231 143 2099
6 | Muskl 166 331 1.1 513.1
7 | Musk2 166 331 61.6 10269

8 | Epileptic Seizure 178 355 0 387
9 | mfeat-fac 216 431 19.5 5613
10 | semeion 256 511 153 7533
11 | madelon 500 999 3 533.5
12 | HAPT 561 1121 1647 1524.6
13 | HAR 561 1121 2049 16258
14 | Parkinson’s Disease 753 1505 2.5 1973.2
15 | mnist 784 1567 2218.0 32532
16 | MicroMass 1300 2599 169.8 19404

4. Ziud, RAI-ANB 7%° Naive Bayes %> TAN (Z3frvs
AN— ALEERHEEL TWBEEWVZA, LoT, 2
nesOF—4 € v Mix ANB EHZEM 2BV T Naive
Bayes X TAN ISR WEENEOEETH o270 2
NS ONEBENE P/ EEZOLND.

RAI-GBN & RAI-ANB # lL#§ 5 L £THTF— %
£y MIBWTREFEOFERENIT ) e, E£7
BARDHET—FEy b4, 6, 8 11, 14FIZDNT,
RAI-GBN @ B A OIEEIZH D B 2y VEMIFE
A%, CLTA MIEDBLFEE LT LD
HhH. —), BEFETANBHEEZREL TWAHT
HETORBAEH L BNEBOHEIZH NS Z & T
HBELUEL WL EEILND,

7. fOHEER DR

BETE, REFESKHEEA Y FT—712B0T
> BNC &L ) b BV EHBELZ b DI LERLL.
AETIE, BNC DA O5HERE EMEO B A TWIER
FERSNT S, ERICHVWLF -ty MIFTEL
FILdD%HNS.

RETIE— 258 LTUT O 3 EEOFE
HWS,

* RE:SV¥LT7+VAL

* SVM:HE— IRy F—TT

* MLP:ER—a2—S W4y NT—2 (£Rg/ 35—
7y
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INLDFFEEZVTND, scikit-learn (https:/scikit-
learn.org/stable/) =/ L CHEE 4 5. MLP IZENE
oM % {10, 100, 1000}, FEEOMERZ {0.0001,
0.001, 001} & LTZ Yy Fy—F2HAVTTF a—=
VIERFTH. REFETH DL RAIANB l3HESE L
SEEBEOEREIZB VT ESS O {1,5,10,20) &
LTy Fy—F2HW{Fa—or 7%17H. &
FHE EF—FEy MR LT, 10 5ERERT Y
AWTEFSSEEEL RS, 72770, HEFEIIR
BELEOCAN T SIS TER VD, TRbIE
F=Fky FPLBOBRNTWS,. /4, BEFED
BHEMEART 202 Hommel 12 & 52 ERE [38]) &
T p xRk RS WEFEOSIEEBE L pEE
AT, Fh, BTy MO LEFEIIBW TR
LEWHEREY KETRLTWVS

FQ LY, REFEOHIEEEILRF &L SVM LD E
{, MLP OO L Ik, F 72, BEFEIZLT
DOWEFEIST L TEEERRTIENTEL P72
REFEIFMEESI A BT 2EREFTVTH S
DOWHT L, MLP IZH#E+ AN L LB EHOEY
W e 4§ 2BERORNTT IV TH L. FBITHE[40]
T, DHEMETIIEREFTVTHEINA T T vy
FT—=2 LD SEEBHOMNETNVCHE Za—TF
Ay b7 DIE ) BERNIVE L, BEVSEWI &
PHREENTWS, FRELT, BRELENSAYT Y
Aoy BT SERSMO SR L D BETELTY
BHEFWZ ol LHL, REFEPERTT NV
THHHES &5, REFIEITHERET IV TH ) [
FERGHEDLDTWETELMNEANH 5. FIz
MLP [Z A7 — & OFIBEOW A HHE L wolost L,
PRFEFFITIBEEL B0 L U7 =R 5A0 % B 5 123K
DENL. FOlD, KEBMEEZELADT 50645
I A4, MLP X U B WIEE R RE A WEMELSS
Vo F 7, BEFRITENEROMERY INENICRD
BT ENTELLD, BERREMECHEYH (8%
PAS 2 BB E TE, BEREY AT LA DOEENE
5TH5H. B, BREFEIHWULHRA+LORERHR
ERTIENTELOT, HPETMREICERL TS
BNC X E 7V FEEITH Z 1L o THEREIK
ELWETHIEPMONT VS [10). TETE, 7
T NVEBREAE DY D I & TS ETE
THIEPFRESINTWS [41]. INHOFERHN
52T, REFEOHEBEOUENPFTE S,
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Table 8 Accuracies of respective classifiers.

FY 25

RAIL-

Tty h B Ty OIKE RF SVM  MLP ANB
1 | Balance 5 625 3 0.8289  0.9008 0.8565 0.9167
2 | banknote 5 1372 2 0.8812  0.8819  0.9665 0.8812
3 | Hayes-Roth 5 132 3 0.8022  0.8560  0.8970 0.8110
4 | iris 5 150 3 0.8267 0.8133  0.8819 0.8267
5 | lenses 5 24 3 07333 0.6500 07180 0.6333
6 | Car 7 1728 4 0.9641 09688 09707 0.9398
7 | liver 7 345 2 0.6146  0.6403 09919 0.6811
8 | monkl 7 432 2 0.9560 0.9166 0.8106 1.0000
9 | mux6 7 64 2 0.7976  0.5786  0.9241 0.8714
10 | led7 8 3200 10 0.7288  0.7369  0.4922  0.7319
11 | HTRU2 9 17898 2 09141 09112 09482 0.9084
12 | Nursery 9 12960 3 09891 09860 0.8621 0.9398
13 | pima 9 768 9 0.6875  0.6967 07302  0.7292
14 | post 9 87 5 0.5736  0.7125  0.8394 0.6681
15 | Breast Cancer 10 277 2 0.6534¢  0.7299 07510  0.7251
16 | Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 2 0.9664  0.9650  0.6325 0.9766
17 | eme 10 1473 3 0.4508  0.4895 07571 0.4807
18 | glass 10 214 6 0.6214  0.5983  0.8074 0.6173
19 | shuttle-small 10 5800 6 0.9721 09662  0.8500 0.9722
20 | threeOf9 10 512 2 0.9824  0.8925 09115 0.9337
21 | TicTac 10 958 2 09133 0.8831  0.8299 0.7798
22 | magic 11 19020 2 0.7809  0.7807  0.8267 0.7803
23 | Flare 11 1389 9 0.8179 0.8431 07313  0.8222
24 | heart 14 270 2 07926  0.8407 07167 0.8222
25 | wine 14 178 3 0.8935 09105 0.6561 0.9265
26 | cleve 14 296 2 0.8339 08238 0.6518 0.8307
27 | australian 15 690 2 0.8449  0.8609  0.8457 0.8464
28 | crx 15 653 2 0.8638  0.8653 0.7877 0.8514
29 | EEG 15 14980 2 0.7275  0.6955 1.0000 0.6834
30 | Congressional 17 232 2 09524  0.9696  1.0000 0.9440
31 | zoo 17 101 5 0.9700  0.9300 0.7881  0.9700
32 | pendigits 17 10992 10 0.9406  0.9285  0.9998 0.9176
33 | letter 17 20000 26 0.6471  0.5877 09408 0.5723
34 | ClimateModel 19 540 2 0.9204 09148  0.7253  0.9241
35 | ImageSegmentation 19 2310 7 0.8229 08134  0.6764 0.8139
36 | lymphography 19 148 4 07910 0.7767  0.9705 0.8719
37 | vehicle 19 846 4 0.6289  0.6348  0.8170 0.6015
38 | hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8000  0.8375  1.0000 0.8750
39 | german 21 1000 2 0.7330 07390 10000  0.7460
40 | bank 21 30488 2 0.8803  0.8918  0.6205 0.8940
41 | waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7790  0.8132  0.8168 0.7922
42 | Mushroom 22 5644 2 1.0000 10000 0.9203  1.0000
43 | spect 23 263 2 0.8128  0.8021  0.9709 0.8207
44 | ke-vs-kp 37 3196 2 0.9831  0.9384 09950 0.9524
45 | Connect-4 43 67557 3 0.7901 07393 0.8097 0.7938
46 | Flowmeters D 44 180 4 0.8778  0.8722  0.8833  0.8500
47 | movement libras 91 360 15 0.6750  0.5361 07306 (.5333
48 | dota2 117 102944 2 0.5314  0.5508 0.5425 0.5957
49 | Muskl 167 476 2 0.7921  0.7604  0.8380 0.7986
50 | Musk2 167 6598 2 0.9548  0.9406 0.9767 0.9615
51 | Epileptic Seizure 179 11500 5 0.4207 04618  0.4692 0.3808
52 | mfeat-fac 219 2000 10 0.4630 04245  0.4675 0.4650
53 | semeion 257 1600 10 0.8789 09360 09272 0.8776
54 | madelon 501 2000 2 0.5585  0.5860  0.5605 0.5905
55 | HAPT 563 10929 12 0.8756  0.8866  0.9222 0.8805
56 | HAR 563 10299 6 0.8880  0.9068 09316 0.8987
57 | Parkinson’s Disease 755 756 2 0.8389  0.4061 09316 0.7964
58 | MNIST 785 70000 10 09695 0.9731 09731 0.9493
59 | MicroMass 1300 360 10 09333 09222 09722 0.9556
] Ty 0.8054 0.7945 0.8275 0.8069

p fii 0.17619  0.17619  0.17619 -
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Abstract A Bayesian network classifier (BNC) is known as a probabilistic classifier for discrete variables. Previous
research indicates the exact learning of BNC with the Augmented Naive Bayes (ANB) structure constraint outperforms
the approximation methods. However, the exact learning cannot learn the huge BNC. On the other hand, there is a
constraint-based algorithm that can learn 3500 nodes Bayesian networks by the RATI algorithm with the transitivity. This
paper proposes a method that extends this algorithm for the ANB learning, and proves that the proposed method has an
asymptotic consistency for ANB structures. The experimental results show that the proposed method outperforms the
other methods for the huge BNC learning.

Key words Bayesian networks, probabilistic graphical models, machine learnings, classifiers, constraint-based ap-
proach '



