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For classification problems, Bayesian networks are often used to infer a class variable when given feature variables.
Earlier reports have described that classification accuracies of exact learning augmented naive Bayes (ANB) achieved
by maximizing the marginal likelihood (ML) were higher than the Bayesian network of the identification model
However, the method cannot learn structures that have more than several dozen variables. To resolve this difficulty,
this study proposed exact learning ANB using RAI algolithm. The experimental results show that the proposed

method outperforms the other methods.
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RNATT vy NI =20k, MERIERE % ) — N TRU
J — R O®FBGR % IEIEERAEF 2 F 7 (Directed Acyclic
Graph: DAG) TRET BN 574 ANVETIVTHS.
NA DT U Ay NI =21, HERMEIZ DAG 2RET LI L
2D, FIRERD R % S0 EMRORITHIRT 5. XAV
T3y N7 =7 OREEIE R T — XS HEET DTN H
D, TNERAYT Uy N7 =7 OBEFE NS, HEY
e UT, WnE 82 A5 FH AT 2HWT, Belid
TIPS MR A 2T R R OREE & RIS D IR 7 7o —
FRERPSHWONT WS, £/, —fICFEHAITELT
JE LI (Marginal Likelihood: ML) AHWSHNWT &7z,

RATT VIV NT=2128F%—D2D /) — N%HNEKE
U, ZOMD ) — REFHAERE Liz_RA VT 3y N T =2
43 ¥H4% (Bayesain Network Classifier: BNC) 1%, HEERZ K
WO BB/ UTHISNT WS [Friedman 97]. BNC It
WIZ R T G- & U= HINABDORMT /R E2 T VLT D%
AETLDIES W, WHEDORA VT vy N — 2 &gl
URERET VLD S AHEENEVWI B REI TS
[Carvalho 11]. UL, JE4E, Sugahara 5 [Sugahara 18] I3,
T—=RDBTRREVRSIE, ERETIVDIE D DSHREED
WZ eRRUZ. LL, T—2083ne SIZHNEROB
ML WKEEE & 2556, DMEMIENE LML RLTLES L8
FU7z. ZORMERRIT 272012, 55 IEEKERD B %R
729, & TOHPELEE FICRF DG % (KE L7 Augmented
Naive Bayes (ANB) [Friedman 97] % i ¥#& 9 2 FiEz i
EZULTWa. ZhUZ&Y, 723D 0GESE WS ERE
2ROND T L e RBIITR L.

UL, BEMEERT 7’0 —F 12 X B 583 NP [N
METHD. HaREZH 7L ZLAPREINTWED, R
I Z2BEEOMEFEPRATH D, Sugahara 5DF
HEIEZ < OB T E R0,

—7, WRETIVAE T, WL —BMi3Fz20n, &
D EFEZIEOE VTR — 2 ORGEEFENREINT VS,
St E L MEME (Conditional Independence test: CI 7
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ZR) &, AVTVTF—Yavib—l kBT y IO AT
%175 Z & T DAG ZRRIIZERT S, kDO CIF AT
L — B E2 R 72 W2 E DS TH 5 720, BIS I, &
ST TH D RAI 7L TV XA [Yehezkel 09] D CI 7 A b
IZ Bayes factor ZFH\% Z & Tk —2ME%2 4G L 22, 1000
A EDKREIGERIEEE 2 FE L Tn D [FHL 18], T 51T
AH S ITHERMEZAAD Z 2T, 2000 ZEFLRE O KRR
EEEAEEHL VD [AH 19)].

T TR TIE, AREHSOFEE ANB PHIHR X ¢,
fER L D HABI L BNC 272845228, 517,
FHESERRIZ & D, REFIEMERTIEL D KB SIH 2L
ERODHIIECHENEWI L 2R

RASTRY NT—D

RAVT vy b =213, HEBIHERLRE ) — &L, /—
R OHAFRIR%E HEERA% 2 Z 7 (Directed Acyclic Graph:
DAG) &%/ — FOLRMA EHERTRIT DHERN S T 7 1
ANETFNTHD. 5, X ={Xo,X1,..., Xn} ZHEEHERE
BEALL, BB X, Fr HOREES {1,... 1) 25—
DOk ZMD (X; =k &#ELS) &35, Z0OLE, MEG
IZBWT, &/ =N X, OB/ —NEEZ T, L UL EDMHE
REHER DA P(Xo, X1,..., X | G,0) EPAFD &L S ITRHLT
3.

2.

Xa | G,0) =[] P(Xi |0, G, 0).

i=0

P(Xo,X1,... (1)

FOW X =k LRBEMNEHER P(X; =k | 1L = 5,G)
ERTNITIA—REL, NTA—REH O = {01}, =
0,....,m7=1,...,q3k=1,...,m) £ T 5.

RAVT Ay NI —=0TlE, NI A-&H#fEwEEe LT, ¥
R R e (Expected a Posteriori: EAP) 2V ® &
CHWweNG, BRES X IINTE NHOF—2%2 D =

{D1,...,Dn} £ 5L, EAP IZHMHMIIT ) 7 Lo
BINET B ETIRANTKRES.
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ZIT, Ny ld, X OBESEATL 3 FHOAZ— 2 21
7”:5%@ Xi =k t@:é?“ﬁ@gﬁgéﬁb, N4j = Z;;l Nijk
ZRY. 72, a={ayr}, (i =0,...,n5 = 1,...,q;;k =
Lo..,r) 374 V2 VHIEGMHDNA R=RNFT A=K THY,
Qjj = Z;;l ik THhs.

NATT Y Fy b7 =2 3R EES T — 2 o HEE S
SRBENRHD. INERIITUay NT—27 OWEEFE L
W, Mg EEE UT, RliEdEy sl A a7 25>
Wi % YRR T DA MR T Tu —F W Ek»r o s T
W5, iz P2 a7 & LTEEAE P(D | G) (Marginal
Likelihood: ML) WS 5. ML /857 A — X O Hi5
T4V 2 VG ENET S Z L TIRO &S ICHEATE
5.

no L NG
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i=0 j=1 k=1
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EETIE, aijr = a/(riq;) & L7z Bayesian Dirichlet equiva-
lent uniform (BDeu) 2Aix®HWVWSNS. T T, alf Equiv-
alent Sample Size (ESS) & FEIXN 2 FHATHIFRO B A% R T 5k
B> TN THD. BDeu & N7 A2 LWL — B0 % R
DIENS, FET—XBTHREVESIXEOME T
LZENHISNT NS,

UL, EERMERT 70 —F X NP WEch D, ZHE
2t U CRMEIRE I AN@ERRN TN L C U £ 5. BB R 2 2h =R
ICHEERT 57201, BINEIHTE, AR, BEGHEER &0
REINTVWEY, HHEROMEEFZEBERTH D, KE#
WG 2 P T2 LN TER.

RATST Ry NT—U 3%
NATT vy b =2 5%d& (BNC) 1, XAY7T v
3y hNT—=2IZBFB D0/ — RE WA, Tho
J— REBAZBE LAEDHEBRTH D, S0IHEMEZRD
[Friedman 97]. 4, Xo ZHWZKE L, X1,. .., X, ZFHHL
L UZBNC 252 5. SiHEBOT—X e = (11,...,75)
BEZ SN, HINAROHEM e IZU FDO LS 1I2B 505,

(4)
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¢ = arg max P(c|z1,..
ce{1,..., o}

noq; g

arg max H H H (eijk)lijk

ce{l,..., 0} 20 j=1 k1

[H H (Boji) 0"

j=1k=1

x H H H (0¢jk)1ijk1

i:X;€C j=1k=1

Tn, Q)

arg max
ce{l,..., 0}

DOF1 %L, ThYADEEIZ0 2L 2EHTHD. X5
12, CIEHWEROFELETHD. R¢4) kv, HRER X,
DEES, THEE, Xo L T2HAL TV AIEHEADNES
DHRTHETEME ¢ 2 RDBZENTED. £/, ZOELAE X,
DO~NaA77Z v b (Markov Blanket: MB) & X,
BNC ORGEFRILEE, X1 I7 3y b7 —2 LRI
T=ZMo¥ET S, MHEICHRE 27\ BNC % General
Bayesian Network (GBN) ZIEXR. LA L, BDeu 72 & T

BIN7- GBN ZBWERN T2 727, Hz2L oMt %
LB HD. TOEDRMETIIRMEAE AT A -5
%D, NIA—ROIEIZHNSND T — X HP A=
2725, TORE, NI A—ROHEEHENEL 2D, HE
EREL R R2EALH 5. ZOR#E% [T E % BNC
L UT, HNEBP 2 TOHHER 2 TI2RH, SiHAKM
NI TH B LIE T % Naive Bayes, HWZARAH 4T DA
B E IR D, BHAR CAME R & 5 2 RE U 72 Tree-
Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN) [Friedman 97] 7 &A%
IhTWs. 7z, Zhoz—fbLzETLELT, HWE
B2 TOFALEE FITRFDOZ L OAEET 5 Augmented
Naive Bayes (ANB) [Friedman 97] 85T\ 5.

ML % & K29 % BNC MR EZ €T WAL U ERET
NTH BN, HERES E U-HNEBOSLMA & LEE
ETIALT ZFINE TV DIZS D, WL SR E D BN T
AR TN T Wiz [Carvalho 13]. L2 L, #AlETLE L
TOBNC BAEBETIVE LTO BNC &b EWSIHEEES
BoNDMMPWHBERINITRINTWVWARW, £ 2T, Sugahara
5 [Sugahara 18] I& ML TH{# % L7 BNC I, #H€T
@D BNC & 0 B ERE TIVORIREE DM LTS 22
EERUEZ. UL, Bl U7z& 5 1IcERET VO BNC IXH
WEBDB N L MG ZF2E U856, DBHRENEL LT
LTULED. ZORMEEZMEIRT 5720, Holk ANB 2 4E/KE
T E UTHBZET 2 TFEE2RELZ. ERIE, REFED
T =R VBETHRE LU DERERBR I LN TE,
HAMETFLOD BNC & W HEIZAFRENS N 2R U
U2, BEEERIIBAZBOZEENRATH D, BHELS
WF—=ZIZH UTHWS Z 2R TERY. £ I TRIMTIE,
BNC O KM GEFEHEEZRET 5.

4. HHN—ABBEEFE

4.1 Bayes factor Z W HIHR— A EHEE

FlfI R =27 70— FIFEH R R KIFIHIR T & 2 a7
BETHDL. ZOT7 Ta—FOHEAKRWLRTILIY ZLIFIRD &
BOThH5.

(1) 5227 7 % EkT 5.

(2) (1) TEKINEZEREN T T 71T U SR & Mg
7 (Conditional Independence test: CI 7 A ~) {ZXD
Ty VaHIRYT 5.

(2) CHRLNEENZ T 7T LTAH Y TV TF—Ya Y
V=)V % T HA T %217 5.

— iz, HHRR=—A7 70 —FOEBREEIL CITA D
KR, PEEEIEYEICET S CI 7 A bouEu
HF$ 5. HIHR—A7To—-—F& LT, PCTNITYRA,
MMHC 7V 3V X2, RAI 7V TV XL [Yehezkel 09] A4
RINTE/, LAL, 26070 T) ZLTHE ¥ RAE,
G? MU, A EMERBRER Y% CIF A MIAWS 20,
WE— 8 & Rz e

— /T, ZABHPRE - BLETIVORBREDIIZ LS
Bayes factor Z W 72lE—HMEE2ET 5 Cl 7 A b ORES
NTVWE, RIVTUFY MT—=2D /) —F XY IZBWVWT X
Y BIZOWTE ) — FOEH/ — NG Z 2z Lz &
OWIERETIVE G, WMILETIVE G & L7 & ED Bayes
factor # BF(X,Y | Z) 95 &, ¥ Bayes factor I3,

P(D ‘ Gl,a)
P(D ‘ Gz,a)

(3)

logBF(X,Y | Z) = log (5)
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Y£XNh3. 22T, P(D|Gi,a), P(D|Gsa)iEk (3)
@ BDeu %M\ 5. Bayes factor Z FH\ 7z CI 7 A M T, X
# Bayes factor 7 0 DA ERE D THEE, N2 HIWrd 5. ZEL
5 [#HL 18] 1 Bayes factor & i\ 7z C1 7 A b ASHDEIYIZ B
DM EMMEZHETED I &R UK. 51T, Bayes
factor ZfH\W/z CI 7 A M % RAL 7V 3V X LITHIAAA T
FHEEZREL, WnE—2E24E6 L 22 1000 250 % 2 5 Kl
PR E T 2 L L 7.

4.2 HWBMAERWEEBET7ILIY XA

RO & 512, HIFIN— 2D EEIZC I 72 DR
IZHKAFT 5. —fRIZC T T A MDOEBIIFEZDOTE R b Fiff
2Ty VEHIRT ZIZEHIRTE S, TDOIZA T OHERME
ERAVDFENREINTNS.

EH 4.1 G=(V,E)%# DAGtL, X, YE VT, Y IIX
DIETHRETS. 2D E, Ac V\{X,Y}IUPa(X,G)UW)
L35L, BAFDED D,

X1Y | Pa(X,G)
— X1A|Pa(X,G@)or ALY | Pa(X,G)

(6)

ZIZT, WX DFHTHY, X &Y VREFRMET S/ —
REZDTHENSRE /- NEGERL, Pa(X,G) IF X O
GIZBI 28— FESGZERT. X [AH 19] 22 LT
FELW. EM A1 LD, D EEOSM SN S F
DELEEAMERE OFMA EPIMEDO DR & —D %R
AETEL. INEAHETEIET, “BBOSEMA &N
507 eH —DDOLRMF EMIIPHIES N D MOy YD
CITANEHETES, FEINZCITFANEERLL T
S5ZETEVFEEHDOREYIzTy VEHIBRTE 5. AHS IR
Mz & 5Ty U DHIBRIEZE Bayes factor Z FH\W 7z RAI 7V I
D ALIZHART Z & T CL 7 A bOEEZEEKL, 2000 £
BOREHE O KBUHGE %2 FEHL L 7=

AT, AHSOFIE [RH 19] 2H\\W5 Z & T, {3k
&0 H KB BNC ORGEFE OFEE % HIgd.

5. REFE

KETI, AHSDOFHE%E ANB B IZHR X B 5 kz 5=
. £9, RAIL 7LV ZLDHEARNZEHELZENT S, 5,
7'57% G=(V,E) £EL, V,EZZThZTNh GIZEEN5
J—REE, TyVELEERT. IIT, GRAERATY VL
Ty VRO E TS, 72, Gu = (Ver, Ee) % RAI
TIVTV AL L > THEIINZEBR T T 72T 5.

(1) BT TT7 Gue T —X D ZANT 5.

(2) BIRBD CI TAMIBWT logBF(X,Y |Z) <0 &7
DX, Y PR EHIEHESNS L E, XY oLy
T HlRT 5.

(3) 1IXBAED CI 7 A M X BTy VOHIBROER, HBEM
IZEOK Ty YOHIBREFS. 22T, (2)DCITA
b THERE U 72 2605 S JRAZVE D S HERS RIS & 0 i &
WS D Lol ) — FHRA A 2T 5. 20k
XEA AY (AcA) ITHLTENEN CI T A
FETW, RN EHEHEINE E ET Y VEHIR
T5.

(4) Bonzr 7 7/ LTH) TV TF—Yay)b—) Vi
MU THIAMTZITS.

(5) FFAHT DFERDSEHD T T T Gew WCHEIT S
(6) &Hh 2 T 7 THIFIIZ RAI ZIFOHIT.

T TY XL DML, [&E 18] ® [AH 19] 2L T
L.

ANB (2 HZEB B 2 Fi- 3, 2@TORWERE 712D
W&ETH b, EEHo7LI) XL THEI W SH5EIZ ANB %
RES D702, FIE (1) OFIHZ 5 7 &, FE (2), FIE (3)
D CIL 7 A b OEMEHPHIZHIIZMA S Z 2T, RAIT)LVTY
A L&AV ABN H#EFEEFEET 5. 22T, BAKOD
=K% Xo ZNnUHND ) — KEHNEAHD ) — K29 5.

FTFIH () BT, ¥IIT T 7 2%E2EAT T T Gue
TIER L, Gue 1T UT, BWEE Xo 752 TORBIHZEIC
Ty YOAMMITZITS. DF0, HINERD S HEE
B HETY VL, HIAZKE ORI Ty 2 0fERD
FRTIITENNT T T LTS,

RIZFIE (2) 12BWT, BREREHHES 2 i o Ty
VN CIF A MTHBRES NARWE 512, CLF A b O3
R EMAS. 2% b, BWER X 2R< 28 XY €
V\{Xo} 2 UT CI F A b &FEHT 5.

FIE (3) 2B WTHFEKRIZ CL T A ~ O HdFE i il % N
Z%. ZIZTI, HEBMCXoBBINEBEGg ) — NEA A
o HMZER Xo 207z A € A\ {Xo} 23 LT CT 7 A
b & ET 5.

INSDEFEMASILTRAI 7VIY XLIFH IS
712 ANB 23K

6. FT{MEER

6.1 ERFIR

UCIVRY M) F—=EZR=A 5, ZBEENPKEZ 13 HD
F=REy FERAVTHRFIETEE L BNC L 2ETIET
ZE U7 BNC OQ¥RE 2R LUZ. £T7—X12y MIKE
EEEET, ToRICEETNIEGEITVT NS Rl 2 5
12 2 fEIZEERE U 72, LIRFIEIE, Naive Bayes, XHULE %
B b L7z TAN (TAN), RAI 703V XL ZPNTHEE L
72 GBN (RAI-GBN), RAI 7V TV XLZHWTEE L
ANB (RAI-ANB) TH»%. WIhDO RAI 7V TV X246 CI
7 A MZ Bayes factor (ESS=1.0) Z#/H L T\5. 2 & Tk
Rz &S ITHBREER T 70 —F 138/ — FOEEBRAT
BB DHBST SN SR L. KifisrTld, RAI-ANB %2
EFiEET 5.

F7z, RITOZYMEEZRT 20, % BNC O3 & 28
WRLT 10 EIRARGEE T 72, R1TIZET—XEw MZ
KT B EFEONEREE 2 Y. BETEOFEE2 R
O, BETEOSEREIZN LU Hommel 2 AWTELERTE %
7\, plizE 1 OF FcHdEr-.

6.2 WEREER

F£1 &0, BEFERIIMFEL D EERAKEE0.05 DL & TH
BICDBRELN & 572, £77, RAI-GBN 1308k E DY
PEEEN -7, £21EET—XkEY MMIHBIF5 RAI-GBN T
FEUMEO Ty VB, HNAROBR L 0o, v~ vav 7
Zv7 v b (MB) DFEHERLTWA., £2 &b, RAI-GBN
%, BEAEDT—Xty MZHLUTENEZ L, R0
WEEELTWS, £72, MB OBALIIPLEIN LTI
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# 1 REFIREPECET RO FREE (KT RKD D FHEE)

HINZE Naive RAI- RAI-
T—Xtv b BPIAH OIREEH T—X¥  Bayes  TAN GBN ANB
1 | Connect-4 42 3 67557 0.7213  0.7643 0.7337  0.7928
2 | dota2 116 2 102944  0.5981 0.5810 0.5442  0.5957
3 Epileptic Seizure 178 5 11500 0.2344  0.3650  0.1887  0.4044
4 | Flowmeters D 43 4 180 0.8389 0.8389 0.6778  0.8278
5 kr-vs-kp 36 2 3196 0.8774  0.9240 0.9406 0.9468
6 | madelon 500 2 2000 0.5905  0.5270 0.6215 0.5820
7 | mfeat-fac 218 10 2000 0.3520 0.4590 0.2630 0.4610
8 | MicroMass 1300 10 360 0.9472  0.9472 0.7361  0.9500
9 | movement libras 90 15 360 0.5028  0.5389  0.2278  0.5583
10 | Muskl 166 2 478 0.6517 0.7566  0.6744  0.7965
11 | Musk2 166 2 6598 0.7445 0.8406 0.8821 0.9627
12 | Parkinson’s Disease 754 2 756 0.7182 0.7898 0.7672 0.8108
13 | semeion 256 10 1600 0.8550  0.8719  0.4557 0.8745
N2 0.6640  0.7080 0.6064 0.7356
p 0.0026  0.0012  0.0009 -
% \
% 2: RALGBN Ot PR
Fe Rty R TR AN BEAH MB [Carvalho 11] Carvalho, A. M., Roos, T., Oliveira, A. L.,
1 Connoct4 92.6 ]S4 1.7 17.7 and Myllymaéki, P.: Discriminative Learning of Bayesian
2 dota2 151.6 0 3.0 3.0 Networks via Factorized Conditional Log-Likelihood,
3 Epileptic Seizure 325.1 0 0 0.0 Journal of Machine Learning Research, Vol. 12, pp. 2181—
4 Flowmeters D 63.6 0 3.7 3.7 2210 (2011)
5 kr-vs-kp 249.4 0 5.1 5.1
(; i?e‘il(gc ;ggi 0(')1 gg gg [Carvalho 13] Carvalho, A. M., Adao, P., and Mateus, P.:
8 MicroMass 2892.. 4 0 7:0 7:0 Efficient Approximation of the Conditional Relative En-
9  movement libras 109.7 0 2.4 2.4 tropy with Applications to Discriminative Learning of
10 Muskl 413.2 0 2.0 2.0 Bayesian Network Classifiers, Entropy, Vol. 15, No. 7,
11 Musk2 946.9 0 6.1 6.1 pp- 27162735 (2013)
12 Parkinson’s Disease 1475.6 0 2.4 2.4
13 semeion 820.1 0 4.0 4.0 [Friedman 97] Friedman, N., Geiger, D., and Gold-

WZEn5, 1T ACDOHIAEBD BNEROHEIZEE LT
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5. ZOZENS, TREBA+TRNTHDGE, BKEMER
77— FI K BB FEHOG G & AR ERENE L <
(G232 Db b. TR UIRERERR, BWESHEL 4
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A= ZEBZR SN, T—ZAREEMEI NS, 5 DHEH
Mo, WETFEEZHVE I THEEENEWIENPEE T
FmeFEIOLND.
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