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The purpose of this study is improving classification accuracies of Bayesian network classifiers.
proposes exact learning augmented naive Bayes which is expected to provide stable and high accuracy.

This study
Our

experiments demonstrate that the proposed method outperforms the other methods to learn discriminative models.

1. FL®IC

RATT vy NT—21%, BEERERZ ) —Re L, /—
RO ST S REERIR % HEEA112Z 7 (Directed Acyclic
Graph: DAG) T&LU, HFRHRSMEZL/ —FOB/ —F
HLAHEIG L UM EHERNT A —RORIZHRT 5, T
RIS T TAHVETNTHDE. RAVTUI2Y "I =218
35 —20 /) —REHMERE L, ZOMD /) — KE2HHE
BEULlzRAYT v 3y b7 — 2438 (Bayesian Network
Classifier: BNC) &, BfSEBEES nfgE LTHSNT
W35 [Friedman 97].

—RIZRA VT Ry b T —2 D DAG &I T — 2 S HE
ETHBRENRDD, ZOMEERI YT 3y N7 —27 O
FHER. FEETE T, BENE» SRR TH AT %2
FOMERMRTAAATR=AT Ta—F PRk r 5470
NTEH, —RIZZO7 7a—F7TlE, inc—HMtz2E3 5,
WMED AL (Marginal Likelihood: ML) #%##E A3 7 &
ULTHWS.

ML 25 &, 2EBROFANHERSFE2ET VLT 54
KEFNE LT BNC 2%28T&%. L»L, Friedman 5
[Friedman 97] 1&, BNC Of&E¥EH2Aa7 & LT, ERET
VTR, BHEBE G- & U7z HINZER D SR & WeR 54
EETILT ZHANETIVDZOD AT ZHANDRE L FiR
U7z, TOEIBRFHEA a7 LT, HAEREFE & L-HK
DS E W BULE (Conditional Log Likelihood: CLL)
RIEEI N, UL, CLLIZAI 7 OWE E, ZHER AN
KIZH->TUES. TEERT 5728, CLL %M\ BNC
DIEBLFEED R I T E 72 [Carvalho 11, Carvalho 13,
Grossman 04]. T4 5 DEEITFIETERE L7z BNC DFH A,
ML T¥# U7 BNC & b b0 HRENE W L3RG I N T
W3,

LU, ML ikt & b CLL SeRAED /D7 R W e »
SHHIZDWTIERAZIH S 2N T WA, ML I ek
IR L THRE—BME ML E N THB Y, Y INT 1 Ak E
WRHZ =M ED 7\ CLL IZABEEN L 2 DIFEHRTH S.
7z, BNC ® ML 3R THEKE 27/ CLL X b Z5H%%R
&<, ML % KISHNZ IR LT 28 % R T 2 7 &
WIRINCAT R B, AT O HERSERR T IX, ML % R &
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AT 44

KILT DG E R T DM P EHE TR TV 5728, RSN
BEOEINPFEL 00 L\,

F I T, AFETIFE S ML I X B E#¥%E e CLL I &
LEMEFEI L - TE SNz BNC O MR 2 s 5. &
He LT, ML &AbIZ& % BNC RS ET5Z 8T, K
ELHENRH ETEZ e bhotz. R Y T 1 XH
RKEWVWE EI, mOOFHENPEVZ ERRINEZ. L,
BB FETIEY VTN Y A XAUNE L5 8 ML 2 ALY
% BNC O HREEMEL b, &b Bl fE % £ D Naive
Bayes & D H{KWHE D H o7z, KT, HNEHROBREH LS
AR & S 72 % F8 3 258120 R DMK <
RoTWBIZ e bholz. TOHMI, HWEROBZERD
ZNE, NT A= RPN Z 2728, —DDNT A—
RZBEDIDHDY V TINH A XHUNE LD, HEERENEL
BoTULEIDLSTHD. —H, HNEHO FEMOBNNT K
UTCNT A= ZEUIKIEREIN LU D2 Ui \ni=, EORIEIZKER
INs.

ZOMEEFHLT, KX T, HEEDHER %R
T, EBELEP BT HNEO T 7% 5 Augmented Naive
Bayes (ANB) fi&iz & U7z BNC OiE PR 218K T 5.
S HITABRDPKRENGE AT ABBERERDVHET S
ZE R BZDIC, HBEEHIZLY HRNEKROY VI T T
Fury NEMEL, TO%, ANB WGEZBESE T 5 Tk
ERZELZ. ANBIZINFEFTHMNET VE LTHRONTE
72, ML 2 Kb LU TEE T2 Z & idhhr o7, KinDigE
i, #BlETFLOEE TR, ERETNLELTO GBN O
FEIT, HNEBOBARDE Z 720 & 512 ANB RE 2§l
THIETHD. RVFIX—IT—RIZLBHIERT, E
FIEMERDOSHEE L D B ERITKEEN R L, NN Y TLT
EE WA HERE 2 R 7.

2. RAITFVvRYNT—Y

21 RADTFURY NT—7

RAIVT Vv xy NI —21%, WERERE/—FelL, /—
R DL E e BB E ISR EGINS T 7 TRL, &/ —
ROB ) — REAZITIG L USRS HETERE I NS
RN TS 74 HIVETLTH D, &, MEREBES
{Xo, X1, , X4, , X} TBWVWT, &L X; 13 r; O
REBEEA {1, ) o —DDfEZ LB E L, KL X,
fikZ2eB2E X, =k &&EL, £/, RAYT U2y b
T— 7 OREER G LU, GIIBIFAEH X, OBREBREL %
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IL 235, 512, Q2RI IT Ry NI =2 D&M E
MRNTA—RELGLTE. RAIVT U ry NT—2TIE, &
RO &S IZFAMNHERD G P(Xo, X1, , X | G,0) {2
DS ETERINT A — R DI DR L TERES.

P(Xo, X1, X | G,0) = [ P(X: | 11, G, ©)

=0

2.1.1 RAITURY NT—0DEEEE

RATVT U3y NI =7 DOEEIET — X5 HET 2 B5H
NHy, ZoOMER#EEFEH PR, BEFEE TR, g
WS R FEA T 2R OMEEZBERT 22T X=X
T 7a—=FRRERNr SN TEL., ~RIZEHAaTEL
TEARE (Marginal Likelihood: ML) #HW5. 5,
LRIEDE D LT oONETF Y TUR NEDY, t ZHHOY
VINE A = (zhah, - 2h) ERLU, FRT—-X%E D =
(d*,---,dt - dY) KT AT A—ROHEMOHEAT 1Y
IURGEERET B, MLIZIRD LS B TEREI NS,

n.o q; / T3 / D
T'(NY5) T(Nij, + Nijk)
P D — J J J
w1e = 5w =6

!
i=0j=1 igk

(1)

ZIZT, Njjp EDIZBWTIL A jHFEHONANR -V R E ST
& (=5 &) 1T Xy =k ERDBEZRL, N, 1&
TAV I VEHMDHEDNA N—=RTA—=RERT. £72, N;jj =
>y Nijr, Nijj =31" | Ni;, T %. Buntine[Buntine 91]
BA (1) ONANR=NRIRA=Z% N/;j = N'/(ri-q;) & LTk
M Z 72 AT 2 REELTH D, Z0OA37 X Bayesian
Dirichlet equivalent uniform (BDeu) &IEXH, b L <H
WHNDAAT THD.

—H, WAITREND, ML DERTH 5 HNilid R (Min-
imum Description Length: MDL) [Rissanen 89] I&, ~+1 ¥
Ty b= LEET -2 D OFRGTREERT.

__log N

MDL(D | G,0) = =

|©| —log P(D | G,0) (2)
MDL % W /=23 Tk, MDL % 8/IM 3 5 2 s &
35, X (2) OF-THIIHEODEMZ ITHT BRI LT 1 H
Thd. A (2) OEZHIFHED T —XADYTIFED 2K
MI 271y 574 JHERTABEETHS.

BDeu & MDL 3R EM X; & ZOHRERES L h 6% b
JEFFEIED A T TIZDOWT O (MDL DA X)) A3
ERARDAITIZ—HT B0 AGERAITTHY, KA
FEMNTES.

2.2 RNAIFTURY NT—0H5ER

RAIT VY NT=21ZB1F5—D2D /) — K& HNEHE
U, ZTNLSND 7 — REFIALEE U720 HH8RE TIVIERA Y
T VA b =25 E (BNC) &IFEN, mWiolEkEE 2
RO Z EMHISNT WS [Friedman 97).
221 RATVTFTURY NIT—IDEHRDETI

—%iZ, BNC OREFE CHEZRT 2 fildld e 0 5 58T
DREETH Y, D& S 2 MEAliRGE 12N LT BD X MDL 74 &
Z i b U CT¥E &5 BNC IE General Bayesian Network
(GBN) &IEENS. KEWERY b7 —2Tld GBN O¥EIC
R DD o T U X 570, BafitgE sz AN T
BT 22 en%\Ww. flziE, GBN O Fhifge LT, &g
B ENER DA Z BT D L{E T 5 Naive Bayes X, &

PR H AR 2 B R S, BIALBETAMGEZ & 5 &1k
% U 7z Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN) [Friedman 97]
REPHSNTWS. 7z, Naive Bayes ¥ TAN % —fi%1k
U7z, ORFIHOEVWET IV E LT, KitlHZEN HA
BaBIZR DI L DAZIET S Augmented Naive Bayes
(ANB) [Friedman 97]. 215N TW\W5.
222 RATIFURY NT—UEBRDOEE

BDeu * MDL T## L7z BNC I%, 228 DFIRHERD
fizETNWLTHEKETFTLVTHS. LHL, Friedman &
[Friedman 97] 1%, BNC OH§&EFE 121, BAZEZE &
U7z BN D S SRR % T T IALT 2300 T LD
TODAAT ZHWBEIRELZLEFER L. ZTDLSRAAT L
LT, UFNTRIND, SHEREEFG & U HIEB D&M
{3 &5 B (Conditional Log Likelihood: CLL) A% X
niz.

N

> log P(af | af,- -+ 1, G, ©) (3)
t=1

UL, CLL A ARETIde\W7zs, siRkiiafhE Ry
NI ZALZHANDZENTER\N. £ I T, Grossman &
[Grossman 04] BN SHEEHRIEL LT, BEIcdL Ty
VE—OBM, HE, KEOWITNLOEEEIT- RS
AATNRRL BB LRIy VBT ZTOEEETIE VWS T
O A %0 R U THEE 2T % Hill-Climbing 7L 3V X
2\ [Heckerman 95] % fi\ 7z, Hill-Climbing 7 )V T') X LT
i, ROy VOB, HE, KEDEDHEEZT>THA
AT VWEI N VRHICEG 2K T L, TOROMEEEME
5. —Ji, Carvalho 5 [Carvalho 13] I%, {EMMEGEEEIC
ANB ZRKE L, HfEalfEe 725 &5 CLL ZiEMLL 7z aCLL
(approximate Conditional Log Likelihood) %#2% L 7=.

NS DOELFETHEE L7 BNC O 575, ML (BDeu ¥
MDL 7 &) 12 & > TREBIIZZEE U7 BNC & b & 8k
PEWZ ERREINTE .

UL, ML EAR(EED CLL ek b0 iniagRumr e »
SHEIZOWTIHINFE THLMZE N T VARV, MLIEHEE
REE T U CinE — BRI N TE Y, o T d a4 XH
KEVHHZ—ZMED 72\ CLL I JEREEN S 5 DI3& R TH
5. £7z, BNC ® ML ¥ f#vJ§ETH 57-8, ML IZ X D
P ENE CLL I X 2T H 13820, BENRFMETY
HTE 5., SATMROHESERTIE, MLIZK5EMZEE 21T
o TS, BBEHBEDEINHEL 0L L.

ZZT, RETIE ML Z>THEIZFE L7 BNC & CLL
12 & > TEEIFIZEE U7 BNC OS8R E 2 LR d 5.

3. GBN OEBEEE & #BITTILDLLEEER

AFETIE, BDeu \Z &k o THEHIZFH L7z BNC & CLL IZ
o TREBIIZFEE U7z BNC OB % e 5. Z0FER
THET % T, BDeu 2 WSS L7z GBN (GBN-
BDeu) , Naive Bayes, MDL ® 7 v 5«1 > Z % CLL IZ
& Z 1 % 72 Conditional MDL % W TELIZE L 72 GBN
(GBN-CMDL) , &ZHIEK 2 DETUNEZ 20
WA EfE LT, CLL ZH\WTIEF#E L7z BNC (BNC-2P),
aCLL % W TS L7z TAN (TAN-aCLL), BDeu %
HAWTEMEE U7z GBN (gGBN-BDeu) TH 5. EplFH
DOREEZEFRIE & LTI Hill-Climbing % I\, B OREE
BT L U TIEEIMEFETE [Silander 06] % W7z, UCI
ARY MY [Lichman 13] ® 43 D7 — X+ v b &AWz,
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3 1: GBN-BDeu & REEFIEDSIENREE (KFIXHKN D 5 HHERE)

Sample Naive-  GBN- TAN-  gGBN- GBN-

No. Dataset Variables size Classes  Bayes ~CMDL BNC2P  aCLL BDeu BDeu
1 Balance Scale 5 625 3 0.9152  0.3333 0.8560 0.8656  0.9152 0.9152
2 banknote authentication 5 1372 2 0.8433  0.8819  0.8797 0.8761 0.8819  0.8812
3 Hayes-Roth 5 132 3 0.8182 0.6136  0.6894  0.6742  0.7525  0.6136
4 iris 5 150 3 0.7133 0.7800 0.8200 0.8200 0.8133  0.8267
5 lenses 5 24 3 0.7500  0.8333  0.6667  0.7083 0.8333 0.8333
6 Car Evaluation 7 1728 4 0.8571  0.9497 09416  0.9433  0.9416  0.9416
7 liver 7 345 2 0.6319 0.6145 0.6290 0.6609  0.6029 0.6087
8 MONK " s Problems 7 432 2 0.7500  1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.8449  1.0000
9 mux6 7 64 2 0.5469 0.3750 0.5625 0.4688 0.4063 0.4531
10 led7 8 3200 10 0.7294  0.7366  0.7375  0.7350  0.7297  0.7294
11 HTRU2 9 17898 2 0.7031 0.7096  0.7070  0.7018  0.7188  0.7305
12 Nursery 9 12960 3 0.6782  0.7126 0.6092 0.5862 0.7126 0.7126
13 pima 9 768 9 0.8966 ~ 0.9086  0.9118  0.9130 0.9092  0.9112
14 post 9 87 5 0.9033  0.5823  0.9442  0.9177  0.9291  0.9340
15 Breast Cancer 10 277 2 0.9751  0.8917 0.9473 0.9488 0.7058  0.9751
16 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 2 0.7401  0.6209  0.6823  0.7184  0.7094  0.7184
17 Contraceptive Method Choice 10 1473 3 0.4671 0.4501 0.4745 0.4705 0.4440 0.4542
18 glass 10 214 6 0.5561  0.5654  0.5794  0.6308 0.4626  0.5701
19 shuttle-small 10 5800 6 0.9384  0.9660 0.9703  0.9583  0.9683  0.9693
20 threeOf9 10 512 2 0.8164 0.9434 0.8691 0.8828 0.8652 0.8887
21 Tic-Tac-Toe 10 958 2 0.6921  0.8841  0.7338  0.7203  0.6754  0.8340
22 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 11 19020 2 0.7482  0.7849  0.7806  0.7631  0.7844  0.7873
23 Solar Flare 11 1389 9 0.7811 0.8265 0.8315 0.8229  0.8431 0.8431
24 heart 14 270 2 0.8259 0.8185  0.8037  0.8148  0.8222  0.8259
25 wine 14 178 3 0.9270  0.9438 0.9157 0.9326 0.9045 0.9270
26 cleve 14 296 2 0.8412  0.8209  0.8007  0.8378  0.7973  0.7973
27 australian 15 690 2 0.8290  0.8312  0.8348  0.8464  0.8420 0.8536
28 crx 15 653 2 0.8377 0.8346 0.8208 0.8560  0.8622  0.8591
29 EEG 15 14980 2 0.5778  0.6787  0.6374  0.6125  0.6732 0.6814
30 Congressional Voting Records 17 232 2 0.9095 0.9698 0.9612 0.9181  0.9741  0.9655
31 700 17 101 5 0.9802  0.9109  0.9505 1.0000 0.9505  0.9307
32 pendigits 17 10992 10 0.8032  0.9062  0.8719  0.8700  0.9253  0.9290
33 letter 17 20000 26 0.4466  0.5796 0.5132 0.5093 0.5761 0.5761
34 ClimateModel 19 540 2 0.9222  0.9407  0.9241 0.9333  0.9370  0.9000
35 Image Segmentation 19 2310 7 0.7290  0.7918 0.7991 0.7407  0.8026 0.8156
36 lymphography 19 148 4 0.8446  0.7939 0.7973 0.8311 0.7905 0.7500
37 vehicle 19 846 4 0.4350  0.5910 0.5910 0.5816  0.5461  0.5768
38 hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8500 0.7375 0.8875 0.8750 0.8500 0.5875
39 german 21 1000 2 0.7430 0.6110 0.7340 0.7470  0.7140 0.7210
40 bank 21 30488 2 0.8544  0.8618  0.8928  0.8618  0.8952  0.8956
41 waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7886 0.7862 0.7754 0.7896  0.7698 0.7846
42 Mushroom 22 5644 2 0.9957  1.0000 1.0000 0.9995 1.0000  0.9949
43 spect 23 263 2 0.7940  0.7940  0.7903  0.8090 0.7603  0.7378
average 0.7764  0.7721 0.7936  0.7943  0.7867  0.7963

BFE, BT —XEy MR LT, 10 DEIZAEMEEIZ & 2
TFTARNT = RO B RERD, DEBELLTELIR
U7z, &7 =Xty ML, EFIEOTTRE @V SEE
ERFTRLTWVWS.

#£1%H%%, GBN-BDeu 3V > 7LH 1 XDKENT—
Xty M11%F, 12%, 227, 32%F, 40 {BIZOVWT, HRFE
%6 DO THRERELIRD EWV. ZOFE2S, MLIZk->
T¥E U7 BNC BT LD CLLIZX > T¥EHE LA BNC &
DAFUEEIENE IFRS W e2%hh 5. L, Y7
VYA ZDNENTF =Xty v ThHs 3%, 9%, 31 FTI
GBN-BDeu O HHREENE L LBV, ThH5DF—XE v b
Tl¥, GBN-BDeu D HWERD TEBDAD72L, BERNS
Motz TDEIITHWAERDBARNZ Ve, NT A =2
DI INT R B 728D, —DDNRNTRXA—REED DD v
TNHA ZDUNE LT b, HEERENEL L-oTLES. — 4
T. HMZEBOFZEBOBIMI L TR5 X — X Idkpsiin L
NLRWEYD, EoOMERENEINS.

ZOMEEEET L, HNEROBEEBDFHEL W&
5 72 Hil#9 D R T BDeu &AL T B HE % BRI NIE, 58
WENESLE L BNC 2%8 35 L IffcEs. ZhiH
BT E D HMMATIER, BWNERNETOBALEE TI2RkD
ANB %Z{Efiifg e 52 ThHb. LaL, ANB T, H
P2 e SERHEE A S DI BT E 2 52 T LE S M H
n, TOYE, —MRCOFEREZEIITR->TLES. T I TRHM
Tl¥, GBN-BDeu @ HMNABUTHEE RITTEBESTH D

SNVATTI Uy hERODHL, T 2HAKE L
BDeu & A{LT 5 ANB O FEERIRET 5.

4. FHMMZEER

AETIE, ETEE CLL 2 R_X— 2% Ui o Tk
DNFEREE % IS 5728, VRY M) F—&X % W7 2415
BRE1TS. IREFILEE TOMOERERZEH L -&FiLE D

FMEART 2D, DERE DL ERE TR U CEMERIZH
W55 Hommel DL EMREZIT o7, MED pizk 2D
BF#HICR L. 22T, £21I2BWTAND MANB-BDeu
PRETFIETH Y, RFELOFE M ZEHBOER %28 L
722 RLTWA.

MR Y UTIRETHIZ, GBN-BDeu OXE G D HINZE
DAFEER DL, BHEBD S r>T-F—Z1y b 3%, 9%,
31 FIZP\WT, GBN-BDeu DOEREEZWFHZEL TS, 2D
RN, 3 B THRAR/8T A — X BN DR E % IR E T T
McEs2hoThs.

X512, £2 &Y MANB-BDeu Z2HBTEIIH LU TERE
KEE 5% DB L THRIZABHE NGV & bhrotz.

5 ©IU

AT, B ML IZ X > TEEIZFE LERET IV
@ BNC & CLLIZ & o CEBIIZZEE U 7z#3€ 7LD BNC



2Q4-J-2-03

The 33rd Annual Conference of the Japanese Society for Artificial Intelligence, 2019

F 2. ZBHGEP E FW72 58 DR FIEO D HREE

Sample MNaive- MGBN-  MBNC MTAN- MgGBN-  GBN- MANB-
No. Dataset Variables size Classes Bayes CMDL 2P aCLL BDeu BDeu BDeu
1 Balance Scale 5 625 3 0.9152 0.3333 0.8560 0.8656 0.9152 0.9152 0.9152
2 banknote authentication 5 1372 2 0.8433 0.8819  0.8783 0.8761 0.8812 0.8812 0.8812
3 Hayes-Roth 5 132 3 0.8333 0.6136  0.7197  0.7879 0.7980 0.6136  0.8333
4 iris 5 150 3 0.8267 0.7800 0.8200 0.8200 0.8200 0.8267 0.8267
5 lenses 5 24 3 0.8333 0.8333  0.8333  0.8333 0.8750 0.8333  0.8333
6 Car Evaluation 7 1728 4 0.8559 0.9242  0.9375  0.9363 0.9416  0.9416 0.9416
7 liver 7 345 2 0.6348 0.6348 0.6000 0.5942 0.6000 0.6087 0.5855
8 MONK " s Problems 7 432 2 0.7500 1.0000 1.0000 1.0000 0.8194 1.0000 1.0000
9 mux6 7 64 2 0.5469 0.3750 0.6250 0.4688 0.3906 0.4531 0.5469
10 led7 8 3200 10 0.7294 0.7363  0.7375  0.7350 0.7303 0.7294  0.7294
11 HTRU2 9 17898 2 0.7083 0.7057  0.7044  0.7070 0.7305  0.7305  0.7227
12 Nursery 9 12960 3 0.7126 0.7126 0.7126 0.7126 0.7126 0.7126 0.7126
13 pima 9 768 9 0.9102 0.9046  0.9076  0.9141 0.9083 09112  0.9141
14 post 9 87 5 0.8996 0.8775  0.9322  0.9103 0.9258 0.9340 0.9174
15 Breast Cancer 10 277 2 0.9751 0.8909 0.9663 0.9458 0.9429 0.9751 0.9751
16 Breast Cancer Wisconsin 10 683 2 0.7184 0.7184 0.7184 0.7184 0.7184 0.7184  0.7166
17 Contraceptive Method Choice 10 1473 3 0.4549 0.4542 0.4555 0.4535 0.4501 0.4542 0.4549
18 glass 10 214 6 0.5841 0.5514 0.5467 0.5841 0.5047 0.5701 0.5654
19 shuttle-small 10 5800 6 0.9360 0.9645  0.9666  0.9605 0.9690 0.9693  0.9693
20 threeOf9 10 512 2 0.8145 0.8750 0.8750 0.8809 0.8652 0.8887 0.8711
21 Tic-Tac-Toe 10 958 2 0.7182 0.8476  0.7244  0.7213 0.7359 0.8340  0.8476
22 MAGIC Gamma Telescope 11 19020 2 0.7520 0.7841 0.7807  0.7699 0.7875 0.7873  0.7880
23 Solar Flare 11 1389 9 0.8431 0.8431 0.8431 0.8431 0.8431 0.8431 0.8431
24 heart 14 270 2 0.8222 0.8185  0.8148  0.8259 0.7889 0.8259  0.8296
25 wine 14 178 3 0.9607 0.9494 0.9438 0.9494 0.9326 0.9270 0.9326
26 cleve 14 296 2 0.8176  0.8176  0.7804  0.8108 0.7905 0.7973  0.8108
27 australian 15 690 2 0.8536 0.8580  0.8493  0.8522 0.8507 0.8536  0.8507
28 crx 15 653 2 0.8622 0.8545 0.8545 0.8622 0.8576 0.8591 0.8622
29  EEG 15 14980 2 0.5774 0.6790  0.6389  0.6111 0.6670 0.6814  0.6935
30 Congressional Voting Records 17 232 2 0.9353 0.9698  0.9655 0.9397 0.9655 0.9655 0.9569
31 200 17 101 5 0.9406 0.9406  0.9307  0.9307 0.9505 0.9307  0.9505
32 pendigits 17 10992 10 0.8032 0.9062  0.8719  0.8700 0.9253 0.9290  0.9297
33 letter 17 20000 26 0.4536 0.5796 0.5068 0.5036 0.5636 0.5761 0.5779
34 ClimateModel 19 540 2 0.9259 0.9407  0.9222  0.9352 0.9370 0.9000  0.8667
35  Image Segmentation 19 2310 7 0.7662 0.7848  0.7918  0.7922 0.8022 0.8156  0.8203
36  lymphography 19 148 4 0.8176  0.7027  0.7770  0.8041  0.7770  0.7500  0.8108
37 vehicle 19 846 4 0.4634 0.5816  0.5721 0.5922 0.5437 0.5768  0.6028
38 hepatitis 20 80 2 0.8750 0.8500 0.8625 0.8500 0.8625 0.5875 0.6625
39 german 21 1000 2 0.7210 0.7250 0.7350 0.7230 0.7230 0.7210 0.7240
40 bank 21 30488 2 0.8680 0.8955  0.8924  0.8777 0.8954 0.8956  0.8966
41 waveform-21 22 5000 3 0.7852 0.7912 0.7806 0.7814 0.7626 0.7846 0.7920
42 Mushroom 22 5644 2 0.9970 0.9991 0.9991 0.9972 1.0000 0.9949  1.0000
43 spect 23 263 2 0.7865 0.7303  0.7416  0.7715 0.7715 0.7378  0.7603
average 0.7867 0.7801 0.7993  0.7981 0.7961 0.7963  0.8074
p-value 0.0089 0.0054 0.0104 0.0057 0.0188 0.0301 -
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