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Abstract: The structure of Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN) forces each attribute node to have a class node
and a attribute node as parent, which results in poor classification accuracy without considering correlation
between each attribute node and the class node. In order to improve the classification accuracy of TAN, firstly,
the TAN structure is proposed that allows each attribute node to have no parent or only one attribute node as
parent. Then, a learning method of building the tree-like Bayesian classifier using a decomposable scoring
function is proposed. Finally, the low-order Conditional Independency (CI) test is applied to eliminating the
useless attribute, and then based on improved Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) function, the classification
model with acquired the parent node of each attribute node is established using the greedy algorithm. Through

comprehensive experiments, the proposed classifier outperforms Naive Bayes (NB) and TAN on multiple
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classification, and the results prove that this learning method has certain advantages.

Key words: Bayesian classifier; Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes (TAN); Scoring function

1 35|15

DUt i 25 R TA —Fh R OGRS A B
WHIGE S ARR R B 2 [ PR, 78 DU 17
g, A3 RN S B SE e o A v S R
M ERE B AT REM S o DL Hr 2 S 28 A F ) RT3 i)

Wk H: 2018-09-18; BFIHMI: 2019-03-27; MZ&GHR: 2019-04-20
SEEES: 5Kk zonkis2016@outlook.com

FERTH: HRHRBERES(61772087)

Foundation Item: The National Natural Science Foundation of
China (61772087)

St R ARE Y. Fh g DU (Natve
Bayes, NB)Z3 25512 — M ] 547 2% 110 DL 17 194
76, AR T IR AR R A AR S A ST R
IIRRGIEAE . Friedman®5 AU H R 85 50 AR 2%
DU 37 (Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes, TAN), &
AVFIE TS M2 KB T — AN RS AL 475
PERE R AT, 25 X ReR 5 R R i — i

F AR T T AN R 48 A7 38 5 AR 5 1
() DUy R 2825 T, SCHR (5] 4t — M AN g 44 I
15 BRIk I DI 3 KM 4 45Ky 3C
HR (6] AR 4 2 X0 U BUAR At £ HE — P A By 38 i b 3R


http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.11999/JEIT180886

2002 I I =

e

H

B o a1 %

{5

DU s SCRR[7)5 T ANZ» 2 8% 45 1) 2% (B I T AN 43
KRG I AT T, i —PAFKE
T E [ ) TAN 3 88827 ) Bk o X 2RARP ez
B (L o AR DL 07 (k- B AN 590 g DL i iy 3 A A5
RUREIRE S T b e A v 5 SO AR E PO, RIS
WG R T Mgk gk m M MR G AR . R,
TANIY SR e R, AE A0 e 2t o 9% &5 g IS O
B BTG Jm I Bl I B w1, XX TAN
I3 SR ) 73 NG 2 A PTW
ASCAEQRUET ANK fi] 45 44 O BR Atk B, SR YT
JEHITANY S35, HiAh SLVFTANA L i oy s 1k
BARL mio ISR @YX Kok 2 5, R
AT BIRKGEAT Bkt H T 5 8N B
G5 B IER . JRgs T AT RT3 R DT R B
RAGEET AN ALK 1F A0 ok B (1 R v A A 28 i i
ANSTAN), $ i — TR st (0 DUk 3o S A v
(Bayesian Information Criterion, BIC) V43 B ik
Ha) A% T DL 7 09 2% 53 R AR B (Extended Tree
Augmented Naive Bayes with the Score function,
SETAN) % 2] J5 k. il 5 e[RRI K an AT
SHLGSLE, A SCHH I SET AN/ B AL A T 5
BF )7y RN
2 ETBICITS ERBAISETANS K35

2.1 TANtEH!
2.1.1 TAN#&EH!

TANS» 2 g 5 —Fhs £ Markov 4« 1112 (4 T
SER ) DU BT I 4% 2 5 2%, SRS 1 (b) BT,
XL (a) HIONBE H, e SRR R RS R
TRREE SAN, B2 NEINEER L A 5T
A P(Xy, Xo, -, Xy, C), TANGF RIS RN A

arg max (P(C) H P (X1, C, GT)> (1)

C(iL‘l,Iz,"',In) i=1

o, GrRARAESL ERE N CHARFKA T
X1, Xy, -, X W K BUE 05 AR, IT 2 AE Bt KA
HE R X s PEA 4l /L T EE 5081 A
gb, S TANSHE G E@ A B4,
PR 4538 0 SR A R e A B A b ] 7
2.1.2 STAN(Tree-Augmented Naive Bayes with

Score function)#=ZY

PRI 5 3 R TV DL IR — b DL 307 199 2% £ ey

G @ © @
drarer s
® ® ®©®» GO ®

) NB (b)

(a b) TAN (c) H e im) (d) SETAN

1 SRR &l

TR, R AR SRR A,
AR R AP R K P 4 b o PP PR R IR
2 SVTTIEIT WG s WA SR DF 73 R BRI 2% 45
VLI . — FE AP PPar e s, DU
B LGRS T — A R R

(1) VPRl

g e ENGRD, D= {X1, X, -, X},
GRELL X, X, -, X W ST B DU B 46 0 e 3K
A SR LT [ Sy AR B, WU GRS T 24 4 DI
DR T LU PP 2 R ECR SRt o PR R S DU 99 2%
LR, TR B T ) bR U KA 1)
THEG. R

Gmax = argmaxScorep(G)
GeG,

(2)

F7 1% 52 [ VT 73 B 2 Score p( G) 1 A2 ALLAR S5
FInf ok, B Gy, Go(Gy # Go) A B &S 4R
LERIWAMMEE R, AR Z A SRS, 24
HAL #Scorep(Gy)= Scorep(Gy) i}, IEHf FRScorep
SEUBREFEO Y, AT RS A 1) TSI G ]
M B R4 s, R

Scorep(G) = Z Scorep(X;, IT;) (3)

i=0
P> BRI KO S i) DL 107 00 6% 250 2 )R f FE T
—ANFE R, EEA GV MR EOE DU 45
iR I — AN %O A . SCHR[13) 38 tH BICVE 43
PR, BT o R RVBSR SEAN P . BICYE 2 iR 4L
SEATAE A UL [F) A A B T AT T, IR
SRS SR SRR M A R R . HARTE AN

noo4

BIC(Gr|D) = > > > murlg by
=1 j=1 k=1

Z gi(ri—1)1gm

i=1

(4)

N =

Hrp, g REEXRE GBEHAEMEE, rk®
HEXHBEE . mE A, mip s X A4S
G, XU IRANE m=D ) ma,
Oijk=mij/ mij o

(2) BB iA

4 T AN R RSG50 R 5k
STANK — M tE ik . 45 € VP70 ek B, 7
TANT I EH,

Scorep(X;, {C}) + Scorep(X;, {C, X;})
= Scorep(X;,{C}) + Scorep(X;, { C, Xi})

HR AR ) i B B4 (X, X ) R

(5)



81 Mro s,

LT G BN 2R DL 1 7y s A 21 Tk 2003

w(X;, X;) = Scorep(X;,{C})
—Scorep(X;, {C, X,}) (6)
B A Xy A H & B A4 v, AT k43
TANF L 2 g e ik X

Gran = argmax Scorep(G)

GeGran
= max Z Scorep(X;, { C, IL;})
Gebmn \ "5

+Scorep( X7, {C}))

= Scorep(X1,{C})

_ min <ZScoreD(X¢,{an})>

GeGrax —2
gt A (5)FIR(6), WA

Grax = Y _ Scorep(X1, { C})— min Y _ w(X,, I) (7)
=1 =2

o, s/ R/ A O ) 8, 3G d /MR AT
SKIFTANSF R ML 258, WEL(b) . AE
w(X,, X;) > Of, BERU(X, X))
2.2 SETAN#=H!
2.2.1 Big oM

FHTANF & R (7) AT %0, TANSS L il &
AN B T 4 R X LA h a5 A T P RO e R R
(WHRBERREE SO (2)HARRL MO —1AE
PEA G 1 X o TANTI2: X e 58 A B P M R R
(], WX RS, 9N TR AR A A4 AN
15508 52 PR AT A5 4 A3 T S AH Y Hh o /D

SR, GreinerZe ANMG@E ot sC s iF B, 53R
B SRR 3 A1 WA B LU Hi 3 4 512 B 2 A7 7 51 11 9 4% 45
P8 B — 2 R . SCER[7) 48 e, BRI
A4 p (WA ] LA 0 S LA R BUR 2 FE IR
THE . T FLEPAEND W 4% 0 T AN ) 268 41 6 ) 5, 4
H g AR TUAR I 45 ARSI T A 75 0 2% 4 f 5
Fetbo AR, TANGE K HANGE 78 Hh R g 1 45
P TR MK OC 2R, 1T LA ) X 8% 8 ) B B A i
ERTUAR B ITESS S, TAN /YL H 545 8 1h A8
ARSI E AR I SR, AN il
BE G TN BT AR SR O 4k PR M R . R
Ub, @I TANG T 5 ZEIAT Rk P, Bt
BEARFPA L (R T Ik, ) IRk — 20 R 45 5 4 2 > ik
FEP IR A0 . A, TANSE AR T 8
PEZ IR CR, B % B R B X 2515t
Bk, X A AR S T TANBER [ A 5 mfa bl .
BR[15,16] 19— R A% L SERAIE SE T 31X — 4518

BT Lk dr, ASCHE— 2P R T TANM 4
gEF, MG SRS T TANBERS 3 78 0 bR
ERAR TR Z MK R, TR R 4>
AR BEAT DRV B PR 45 A
2.2.2 SETAN#&H!

(1) ZAFR I (CT) IR

AR RS S v 50, A B A AN R
Z A SR B, PN BE BLAR B X R 2 T )
(39

I(X;, Xj) = H(X)) — H(X,| X))

P(X;, X;)
ZEZH&JNngﬁﬁb] (8)

Zj,Tj

MI(X;, Xj)= 08/ TR BEe, A IBENLAL &
X AX AT o HAR R IR SR ELFR A OB CTil
e P EAG SRR, 2 M%),
RIS 2 = TR 45 A5 IR 7 v A s g g v el

(2) BEBICYT > 26 %

(), FITUE B T BAR T, VAN
W 285 2 1 S B AR P A R R . SRR A T I,
TR S UG o 0,532 7 DU U7 I 28 v AR 5 X TR 4R
KA, BAFAEO <050 <1, ) Oyp=1o %
G5 R (1 < 7 < ) MER, max(6,;;) B H
B, RUAESHAIUER, Q45 s 745 fir A
RORRM; )2, max () BT/ r, R
IR RS, LR ARARELR.

TEPBEAHOC DL B AL B, 455 BICYF 43 bR 50
SEAT AT RER B AT B R R B AR, {HY
H b bR 02 S 2 R 2K (4) ] e % 5
SERITT A, 0T A A DU 2, FEARHEER,
W 28 SE AL IR Ao A N OR, 0B S AR AR Pl i
BOCR, Boyr-Adds, mBigtkae. K,
— 5 T B A BE 2L (7) A (10) AT 4 b8 B K
b, AR X R ] ekt A B AU A IS, nT LA N
T R A, EH S BICYE 4 o 50 18 1 100,
ESL L qi(ri— 1) lgm, I IR BE— 25 ) A
EX lgm g rio RHEBICTYE 53 ok 1) W] 43 fif
P, A5 20 2tk 5 BICH) K VP43 bR Uk
Scorep(Gr) = BIC((X}, I1,)| D)

qi i
= szijklg TZZ]]C —&lgma;- i (9)
j=1 k=1 4
(3) BT AN
Shy T A DL I 24 3 SR B i 4E T, RN
TAEA G SET ANGS F I 2 BRIUT A 2 i Hd b i 1k
A4 R AR B AN A], BG5S ) ] 1 4




2004 M7 5 F

SO 4 84145

M, ETANZG MR b, RvrErkgs kiR
g rie WNRA U NAANIRIILRE: A — DRI
SRl WAHE . Hoh A S8 ) J@ M4l mihk
PR R o B B AT TTER IR U R &5 mil . % I8 3
SETANZE 4 2N @ Pk 45 5l X, A4 15 C BTG
PEANE],  SEXESE4h O 1 45 m b AT AR B,
Wi 1 (c) R B AN 1 () SETANSS R E R .

X HAR B R T B He 45 i X X, wH5HIF
tt %8 Score(X;,{C}) , Score(X;,{X;, C}), Score
(X3, { X, =ZF VR RN, BINAT g, gl fi X,
Score( X3, { X1, CHENKN, WHC— X3MX; — X33

X HAR BT BHe 45 R X, HEIFEAR
Score(Xy, {X;}) MScore( X, {2}), WA 9k,
Wi Xy, AR KRG SENRE i, H
Score(Xo, { X1 })H KN, WHX, — Xy [FF, XT
SR Xy, MR A N RBAT TTBR IR TUAR &5 R

BT R Eh, BN EPEST AR L )
ML A 45 ride, W (5) A IR R PR GV AT,
M TG A (7)) A T B /N AR R S SR A
SETANZ it . ML) 28 1 0ffr CTINR J5 1 G B0
K, RHBICVFr BB AE AT — AN R E I A
G, MIMAFENEL(d) Fros 44 ) I E . WA

ki
GsETaN = argénax (Z Scorep(X;, IT;)

i=1

j=1

k2
+ ZScoreD(X,;,Hj)) (10)

o, ILANIL Ay AT A AN IR BT DD 8 1k 25
MUIAES AR, ke RFFE TAR BOK T B e & v
SERANEL ko A G TR /N T BB HLOS WY 2% 45
P DTk 1) JE R AN, BT Bk + ke < n
I, 6 ER 504 P(X, X, -, X, C), SETANY
KA MERREAN

acr(imjf){ (P(C) H P(X|IL; C, GSETAN)) (11)
A (AL M (1), XBIAE T IT 275 W SETANZ;
R G BAR B E X A s e, B
;2 {C}.
2.2.3 EAfEA

FFBICY 2 AL SETAN 2 2K 88 2% ) ik
FEH WM (1) HSETANMZ &5y, 1
TANEGE K HEAl) b b Jcrs 1 8 J8 1R 4 AR S & A
WA, RVFR IR A KL i, FERSE
SRR N T R AR ()45

BB PERAAAT, RIRE CTINK, R etk
(U A 4 i B 5, [ IR O SR A R 1) U0 4% 5
&, W4l TR R S TR R S W (3)H
REG TN WG Gk 7 S I RE b, R et i
BICPF 73 b B Joy Bl de LT IR AT S AR A 4k,
MR A3 e I SETAN W 2% it . Bk — 2 LRIk
4inl, WEFIEN IR, MRS,

® 1 BikiR

BN TRV, FEAREEED
#ith: SETANZi#H
%1 For each X; € V, I(C, X;) = Cale_MI(C, X;) # TG
5200 2 8] BAR B
T2 KA EAERMEIC X)MANEEA, Ry
# %3 For each I(C, X;) > ¢ in List
S =S5 U{X;}
Add path C— X;to graph E# #7 G, WEmZE
ACHJEIE X il
Sy =5 U{X;}, X;e{I(C X)) <e}
Add path X; — X;to graph E# HA% EME/N T BIfHe 1)
45 B IR S,
Remove I(C, X;)from List
End for

$ %4 Foreach E' € E

Score(E') = Calc_BIC(E")# I Stk MBICTT 4
K2-Search of the optimal SETAN Structure # F|H 1T
Iy R R IR G
End for
%5 Return G = (V', E')with best BIC score

2.2.4 BHEIEZE ST

MWEEAR B, AR HSETAN 8824 2
THEFE ANy s R S B A B
g5 Z T HAS B, 32 BRE I A B
I(C; X)), HAFEEANO(Nn), N&Z&IZRE S5 5
i, RIS s H2E 0 R ESETANK
LRehify, FEE TR AN A R A A 4
BEEEAT Sy, DA e A4l . IN TR S R 2
O(NK? + Nky - ko)s PN E; + ko < n, e—HL0.01~
0.05, KRZEJEMES Ao £f76 BAE SN, /I
ky < k1o RIE, SETANZS K855 & #£ O(Nn?)
W FERE AT AN AR I [R) 52 2% AR TR .
3 IWERSHH

3.1 BICIFST E#IEST R AT

AT ) 2 H R e 2N (9) et e
BIC P70 b B0 5 30 0 75 50 R A 20 il >Rk
http://www.norsys.comPEHE (1] Asia F1 Alarm ) 3


http://www.norsys.com
http://www.norsys.com

81 Mro s,

LT G BN 2R DL 1 7y s A 21 Tk 2005

P . AsiaM WS8R ML,
Alarm WAL 533445 05, 46410, FEARFREIIN
5000 F A WK 25032 F B0t 5 R BIC VY43 bR 44
2220 UL ST N 2 g by, AR R BE 0.0,
0.001, 0.0001. L& RAaZ2r7R, AN,
DoARSEl, RAIEMIL. 2052560 45 Kol LUE
H, €=0.010F, Asial¥ %R Alarm /2% 25 k) G X
WHCEAN IR %, BN, Ui R E
K, T SO F Y 28 25 0 R UG s € = 0.0001 1,
P 28 G5 R NI ARN IR 22, 3 SOERH R ) 24 45 g ik
A M024E = 0.001 0, SIRBE L &3, 100
K 1 ) 24 R AU BT o

xR 2 MBHEMFE LWL

3.2 SETAN#RZE 5 34 58 1F(E
3.2.1 SLINIME

S O B U CT o 5 2 rh 64> BT AR 1
BEEARYE . KDD Cup2008 “ 3L s 5. 1k i jv)
7 O R R 1987 4F 5 [ A 13 e 1B 245 4 52 1R B 4l
£, Blafs BnR3pR. SR IAEEYEWindows 74
ERG AT, RO K Bilntellij Idea, Weka
3.8, MR E A Intel®Core(TM)i5-2410MCPUQ
2.30 GHz, WAF1 GB.
3.2.2 F{EREMERITEL

=X (8) T %, 1 A & a5 1) A JSE /DT BIME
I, BEA AR BT . Ay S R 5 1 S U
THE, oy AR RS AN B A AT B X Bl sK
5o SR AS S B BRI 7, 6 T

¢ - Asial AlarmPl JAFRG ILAE R — A B (R AL B, 51256 45 P
D R A D R B, Hohesy HHL0.01, 0.05510.1. S2¥ 45 R a0
0.01 0 3 5 0 20 25 FAFF 7
0.001 1 1 7 3 2 45 K2R T &M Eda 8 ESETANAEA [F 34
0.0001 3 0 8 1 3 15 el LT B RUERR AR o B{Ee 1 T E 2357 M I 7Y 45
F 3 ZHEBIEERR
Bt 4k FEAZ e Fiil JE VR A= SR
Balance 625 49/288/288 4 3 7
Car 1728 1210/384/69/65 6 4 5
Connect 67558 4447316635 /6449 42 3 g
Mushroom 8124 4208/3916 22 2 S
Nursery 12960 4320/2/328 /42664044 8 5 g
SPECT 80 40/40 22 2 %
Cancer 286 85/201 9 2 1
Votes 435 168/267 16 2 £
x4 HEARR 95
Sl Bl e TR X100
Balance 0.01/0.05/0.10 0.915/0.914/0.910 S e
Connect 0.01/0.05/0.10 0.767/0.764,/0.760 g
SPECT 0.01/0.05/0.10 0.740/0.738/0.733 & 7 :
Cancer 0.01/0.05/0.10 0.710/0.710/0.698 \W\T
65
Balance Conncct SPECT Cancer
RO ATA BT MR, e —HdR AR b, BIE Ktk

e/, 3(10) 5 28 45 2SR G I JE 1 4 5 A A
NBETN: &2, B{HeK, FREAFERI U SS A
Bk, Bk, e/, X (10) 1R MW 4 &5
FAA3 o lrm s AT R S 1) 43 R R o HL [R] B
B e/, OGS B, M2 it R
FHRIE . eI AT, B{EeH0.01R10.05 0 1) 732
HERf R AR I, R 0,058 A 2.

P 2 ANIR] B e ) > S ERf R

3.2.3 LWLERK S

ARXKHRERHE (Accuracy) A FH=E
(Recall). % (Precision) F1{H(F1l-measure).
AR LAEFRFAE 12k (Receiver Operating Charac-
teristic, ROC) 5 A br il il B (1) 1HI B (Area Under



2006 o7 5 fF

2

B A%

ROC Curve, AUC)5/™H WL 7r KR br 34T ML REVE
fli, ROCHhZHl 2B R 2 (FPR), AhdIL
IEBIZ(TPR) . AH# T PrecisionflRecal 551 f 47
PRS0 B, AU CAE B OK U B LAY 1 R B 4F .
FPRFMTPR % & X =\ (12)

TP FP
TP + FN’ TN + FP

T IR CII A B fE < HUE 25005, BICYFA)
BRI BT 5T R ALEAN0.001 0 E S PR A -H T AE X

TPR = FPR = (12)

AR T, AT R P s AR, R
YER—AN BB PER AR BE,  Sa 2 RBCFIME . K5,
B3 -7 70l 5t T A SCR H ISETANSL 5 NB,
TANSIERITEA LR 45 2R

MESALLE T, SETANTEZ 4028uk 4025
Pt EAD A AR o AR T2 o A AN
7 (1) 54 52 (Wi Balance, Car, Nursery, Cancer),
SETANI) %5 73 K45 AR 448 LA T NBMTAN >
Hedss IR, SETANZF B IE H T A [R5 ds

% 5 NB, TANFISETANHR IS L4EARRTELIE R

Ktk Sk MR Flfi FEjEES L ES AUCIH#
NB 0.914 0.876 0.914 0.842 0.961
Balance TAN 0.861 0.834 0.861 0.836 0.904
SETAN 0.914 0.876 0.914 0.842 0.962
NB 0.857 0.849 0.857 0.854 0.976
Car TAN 0.908 0.911 0.908 0.92 0.983
SETAN 0.946 0.947 0.946 0.947 0.988
NB 0.721 0.681 0.721 0.681 0.807
Connect TAN 0.763 0.722 0.763 0.731 0.864
SETAN 0.764 0.724 0.764 0.735 0.866
NB 0.958 0.958 0.958 0.96 0.998
Mushroom TAN 0.999 1.000 0.999 1.000 1.000
SETAN 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
NB 0.903 0.894 0.903 0.906 0.982
Nursery TAN 0.928 0.92 0.928 0.929 0.991
SETAN 0.937 0.927 0.937 0.937 0.993
NB 0.738 0.735 0.738 0.745 0.802
SPECT TAN 0.713 0.709 0.713 0.724 0.668
SETAN 0.738 0.736 0.738 0.741 0.755
NB 0.734 0.727 0.734 0.723 0.702
Cancer TAN 0.706 0.692 0.706 0.687 0.667
SETAN 0.710 0.700 0.710 0.695 0.624
NB 0.901 0.902 0.901 0.905 0.973
Votes TAN 0.940 0.940 0.940 0.941 0.986
SETAN 0.949 0.950 0.949 0.950 0.985

draw

(a) Balance%(#i4E

(b) Connect##i4E

NB TAN

recommend

nt_recom

spec_ prior

vgood

(c) CarZ¥iise

(d) Nursery %44
SETAN

Kl 3 20y KEHRLENIAUC polar EXT Lk



81 Mro s,

LT G BN 2R DL 1 7y s A 21 Tk 2007

100

80

A\A/—/A

-~ Balance
= Car

L Connect
60 -0 Nursery
-4~ SPECT

TERIZE (%)

70

50

NB TAN STAN

Pl 4 P8 o R R X

FLIEHIZ(TPR)

0 02 04 06 08 10
FZIEHI% (FPR)

5 A REIRAEMROCH 2R

0.8

0.7

I (%)

Car  Mushroom Nursery cancer

I UPTAN [ 1SETAN

Kl 6 FE o RUER R LU

7 SETANZ; 70 i &

R K Ee i 4E , HAESPECT M Connect 34 4E L1
O RYER R 22, U PEECE N o AR (1) 5
FE Wl . R, s F B2 8t
SPECTHE A, 80/MFEAHINS T~ M £ 52 Z2 FE 1M 5
EAEITE VST NN Y S I INE [V Rl s B e
FRANEE; X T Connect B 4E, FEAL = FE AL

R, N EERER S, SRR
RN A TR bR A K BEAR

M, (EEEER IR, KA. BRI
3MNDIEE b, B AR R RUERIE S0ll 43 A1 6] 3Fp 43 28 4
)R e ER LR /N, T R s B B e o 2R AR
Ro Bz, 7KUEEAN T %, HSETAN
AHLENBFITANBARR B R AP 1w Hxf T
F o A AP AP 4 (Wi Balance, Car, Nursery),
SETAN 14> HUERFA W B0 .

T HEEMMMESETANSE LS5 TAN, NB
SRR 2=, B34t T 3R LW
AUCH B fpolar, K4 K4NB, TANFISETAN
3Fh oy KA A [ — B i 4R B o R AEf 0 LU o
i T 3R S Mushroom #4545 L AUCH AR 3
e, Db EBRIE 4R A 4t . EE3h T DL &
F HSETANTE N polar B HH i AL # 2 5 K I, i
WISET AN AL AL AL T NBMTAN, [E48) 12
Iy FRUER R W HUE T X — s b4k, SPECT)E T
T RMNEERLE, BSR4 H T3 EERIROC
Mz, mrLUE Y, FEACEEE M EUR 2 /N AR
SPECTHY, SETANSLZ:IIW BATIREFI) 2545

H—LRIESETANMIE KA A atE, 5
SCHR[4]FJUPTAN 7 KA AT LI, E62E —#-F
B KU R AR . AT %0, SETANAE
CancerF#i % 2 TUPTAN, X/l T Cancer$l
PG b B PRI 7 A i sy, UPTANE 1
AN 8 S5 A BAR R BE R B AN IX — 1R L,
SETANE:Car, Mushroom, Nursery 3445 K {7 £ ..

Kl 70 3 TR 3 R A Car EIISETANSS 4
K, BT classal miad R4, HRging5e
T RAA KBRS ri e TRLEH, ARSI
AT T 5 LA KM K M doorsJ@ 1, 15—
SERESE BRET T B rhis s, ) B SET AN
AU RUF )5 RUERZ, AN A3 T 50 ]
RIS TE L5 o
1 ERE

AR SRR LT VP2 R B IR AR 1 A 2% DL
Wi Rt Tk . 5 BB g X STk RE A B
AL I REAE AR A HRE Y CTI
AL TR E, bR 8 St I BIC T2 bR 4K
455 K283 0 J7 2 o 9 28 25 4 vh I 1) g T
IFEBRICRR N, TR o A AT A
SR ICVEIR P SAT S BT — N RTER 45w,
TRIE Tl S RO L0 2 454, Bk T
JUARIEME, WY T oy SRR R R . IS
T AN 7> AR () I i) B2 2% A ] o S0 45 R R



2008

T

41 %

B, 5NB, TANMUPTANZ}KEM L, SETAN
I RER R . N 20 SR R 45 1
AT RS 0 A KOFAT T

(1]

2]

3]

4]

5]

(6]

[7]

(8]

(9]

& E x|

PEARL J. Probabilistic reasoning in intelligent systems:
networks of plausible inference[J]. Computer Science
Artificial Intelligence, 1991, 70(2): 1022-1027. doi:
10.2307/407557.

WEBB G I, CHEN Shenglei, and N A. Zaidi Scalable
learning of Bayesian network classifiers[J]. Journal of
Machine Learning Research, 2016, 17(1): 1515-1549.
MURALIDHARAN V and SUGUMARAN V. A
comparative study of Naive Bayes classifier and Bayes net
classifier for fault diagnosis of monoblock centrifugal pump
using wavelet analysis[J]. Applied Soft Computing, 2012,
12(8): 2023-2029. doi: 10.1016/j.as0c.2012.03.021.
Friedman N, Geiger D, and Goldszmidt M. Bayesian
network classifiers[J]. Machine Learning, 1997, 29(2-3):
131-163. doi: 10.1023/a:1007465528199.

GAN Hongxiao, ZHANG Yang, and SONG Qun. Bayesian
belief network for positive unlabeled learning with
uncertainty[J]. Pattern Recognition Letters, 2017, 90. doi:
10.1016/j.patrec.2017.03.007.

JIANG Liangxiao, CAI Zhihua, WANG Dianhong, et al.
Improving Tree augmented Naive Bayes for class
probability estimation[J]. Knowledge-Based Systems, 2012,
26: 239-245. doi: 10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010.

T, TR TANG SRS e ) Je JUAE 7 s 2
AEEP N I]. AESTEB R A% R, 2012, 35(1): 72-76.
doi: 10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017.

WANG Zhongfeng and WANG Zhihai. Equivalent classes of
TAN classifier structure and their application on learning
algorithm[J]. Journal of Beijing University of Posts and
Telecommunications, 2012, 35(1): 72-76. doi:
10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017.

DUAN Zhiyi and WANG Limin. K-dependence bayesian
classifier ensemble[J]. Entropy, 2017, 19(12): 651. doi:
10.3390/e19120651.

5 R, 5K RO, f5 KA SR dme /N LA B2 A1 DTS4 1o 24 5 et
SESVER ). KRR, 2014, 37(6): 71-77. doi: 10.11835/
j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011.

FENG Yuejin and ZHANG Fengbi. Max-relevance min-

redundancy restrictive BAN classifier learning algorithm[J].

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

8
[S

Journal of Chongging University: Natural Science, 2014,
37(6): 71-77. doi: 10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011.
WONG M L and LEUNG K S. An efficient data mining
method for learning bayesian networks using an
evolutionary algorithm-based hybrid approach[J]. IEEE
Transactions on Evolutionary Computation, 2004, 8(4):
378-404. doi: 10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334.

LOU Hua, WANG Limin, DUAN Dingbo, et al. RDE: A
novel approach to improve the classification performance
and expressivity of KDB[J]. Plos One, 2018, 13(7):
€0199822. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0199822.

ROBINSON R W. Counting Unlabeled Acyclic
Digraphs[M]. Berlin Heidelberg: Springer, 1977: 28-43. doi:
10.1007/BFb0069178.

SCHWARZ G. Estimating the Dimension of a Model[J].
Annals of Statistics, 1978, 6(2): 15-18.

GREINER R and ZHOU W. Structural extension to logistic
regression: discriminative parameter learning of belief net
classifiers[J]. Machine Learning, 2005, 59(3): 297-322. doi:
10.1007/s10994-005-0469-0.

MADDEN M G. On the classification performance of TAN
and general bayesian networks[J].
Systems, 2009, 22(7): 489-495. doi: 10.1016/j.knosys.
2008.10.006.

DRUGAN M M and WIERING M A. Feature selection for

Knowledge-Based

Bayesian network classifiers using the MDL-FS score[J].
International Journal of Approzimate Reasoning, 2010,
51(6): 695-717. doi: 10.1016/].ijar.2010.02.001.

WU Jichua. A generalized tree augmented naive bayes link
prediction model[J]. Journal of Computational Science,
2018. doi: 10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006.

MEHRJOU A, HOSSEINI R, and ARAABI B N. Improved
Bayesian information criterion for mixture model
selection[J]. Pattern Recognition Letters, 2016, 69: 22-27.
doi: 10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004.

FEEGA. DU 2688 LN HBFS D). (Wi 3], bR
%2012

DU Ruijie. The Research of Bayesian Classifier and its
applications[D]. [Master disertation], Shanghai University,
2012

We: B, 1963442, #¥%, WibA=SIl, W0y 1 h Rz,
Mo B, 19934, WiE, WFUT RIS .


http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/407557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1007465528199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1007465528199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2017.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e19120651
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-005-0469-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2010.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2010.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/407557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1007465528199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1007465528199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2017.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e19120651
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-005-0469-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2010.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2010.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/407557
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.asoc.2012.03.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1007465528199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1007465528199
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2017.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2011.08.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1007-5321.2012.01.017
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/e19120651
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.11835/j.issn.1000-582X.2014.06.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TEVC.2004.830334
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0199822
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10994-005-0469-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.knosys.2008.10.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2010.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijar.2010.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jocs.2018.04.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.patrec.2015.10.004

