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A Hybrid Method for Orienting Edges of Bayesian Network
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Abstract: Bayesian network is one of the most important methods for representing and inferring with uncertainty knowledge,
causal relation between variables is a key property for modeling the knowledge, so it is an important problem to orient the edges.
There are some problems in the exist methods: ( 1) the computational complexity of the algorithms is high; (2) orienting the statistical
indistinguishable edges may inconsistent with the domain knowledge. This paper presents an algorithm which combining the con-
straint approach and score search approach to orient the edges. The time of zero order and first order conditional independent test is
polynomial; The search space can be decomposed to sub graph, which improving the efficiency of the algorithm. The output of the
algorithm is largest chain graph, which just orienting the statistical distinguishable edges, keep the indistinguishable edges undirected.
This graph present the causal relation more accuracy,and more convenient for combining domain knowledge.
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B G T s R O 18 (W5 13 A TR (B % A ]
MERBR, B R BT TR ).
ASUR I — 5 CIEART M R NI a7
% B LI B B AU R #E A7 S A4 i CL
(BIHERT 0(n?), T ER Y BAE T B R A #
RAEHAT, B THENBTHER BERHERA
BAERE , TR OGRSt
TRA] SR URAG G 160 B X R R S MR KRB T B
FEEHERER,ETERTHMRETER.

2 HEMR

HEAE ERRENT RN RKEFR X, Y, Z &
TR R/ NEZR «, v,z FARMEYERRME; T
BRESHKEFR V,ERZRER,NEFR v, e K
RESPHTE,BHESERITTFX (v, 0), RESE
R (o), 050
2.1 RHETH

DL 357 0 SRR o 1 7 I A8 23R 0 4% 8 R SR Y ) i
BARAHT, R AR, B I 5 7 W I AR T R, 1988 4F,
Pearl E37 T T MISEREER IS R R KRR A AR
BENES - BRI R R R AR

EX 1 U7 ™ ( Bayesian Networks, BNs)ZR7R n
AREER X = (X, Xy, X,) B G HER A, B 7
WA, BNs = (G, 0) , K : ¢ B—F 1 T3 B (Di-
rected Acyclic Graph, DAG) , 97 & X5 F X ¥ HEALAE
B X, X, X, BEMERERER, RSB E
BT XR O REFTRANEN —HSE.0=1p
(X)) l<isnl(n AHAX LT EE), HRAE
{445 % 7 ( Conditional Probability Table, CPT) .

CRWEB RN MM EERR, XAMILER
ZEMEBMTXR; 0 RMBESEEAGHERR
RLERADH o WA T X, BEMKEEE. FIA
BNs 7 6 7% 1 2 fF i 57 3k R AN A& A M3 7T DL R B8 1 e
BAMESHRRN:

P(XI,X2""1Xn) = H P(Xilﬁi)
i=t

P(¥)
0.01

S| P(IS) S £(S)
[ ol 0.5
0.01

v| PN S| P(BIS)
1| 0.05 L B ) Ti] 06
f| 0.01 7 03
TIL] QLD
tit 1
0
T PRIO) 5{ 1 CIETPTCH
t 0.98 t|f 1 yivi 0:1
7] 0.05 07
D f1¢ 0.8
Bl T R a4

A1 Z— BNs ¥l +,% 8 PR V.S . T
L.B.C.X.D, BN HENEERGE B(¢.,)BFMHRE
RECHT RrfE, REERNS 1 BEM CPT Y
WREEH T —) HKAMESHRA (BT
SR ARER AT ATE CPT HE7S ).

pP(v,S,T,L,B,C,X,D)
=P(V)P(S)P(TIV)P(LIS)P(BIS)P(CIT,L)P(X
IC)P(DIC,B)

2.2 GRAIXREM

AEH BNs ZRIFAEZH KR, FMH BNs BF
MM EREE S, TRRRA—KAEEI M6, XHES
%R R G IRBERZ M (Markov Equivalence, ME) .

EX 2 FEANNHETM BN, #l BN, B/REI K%
RN &

(1) BN, 1 BN, B &R T &

(2) BN, FiBE R R INE BB A MES M BN, Wi
Fzm, 2R

B4~ BNs Z A & D /RBERFH, AT LUE A KM
SRR RN | T — 4108 ORI E A b .

EN3 FEERE G=(V,E)¥F, T v, 0,0,€
V.08, v,) € E,{vy,,)EE H{v;,v3) & E, vy,

v) & E,UFRY & vy, 03 76 v, MTEB VEM,ICH V
(v1,v310,).

EX 4 BHEEE cHERAZERNTHA, BT
HTCE EFRNE G BB % (skeleton) .

EX S5 BEAMFESENHNAREHE DAG
1 DAG, B4, 4 HAL X

(1)DAG, 1 DAG, EE MR EFHE;

(2)DAG, H1 DAG, A AR V45t .

EE1 MM BN, = (G, 0,)F BN, =(G,,
0,) & B G, f1 G, B% 4, BN, 1 BN, /R
af R e

B 2 45 TR AT R & 8 B F (RHE 9 DAG %
#r, HHER T E T XA BX 2 BNs Z [H i S /R A K%
WHRIEZH) . KEHT 0 BETE M DAG R T F
#4543 %, 4 401 AIC ( Akaike Information Criterion)!!, BIC
(Bayesian Information Criterion)[s]if‘[l BDe( Bayesian Dirichlet

RN
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equivalent)® X K IT SRR R B EMO g ATERBHIUE EES N U R B A
M BB E S RN /R0 R EH 2 (Markov Equivalence TR RETEL.

Class, MEC). 3.1 Ccrihd

2.3 HERRAHEE

EX6 B G=(V,E),# ESHREmH,N
# G 7 1518 (DG, Directed Graph) ; & E ¥R f
1, ¢ R FE B (UG, Undirected Graph) , % E 1 EE
AEXEANGELEM, N 6 #HARE B (HG, Hy-
brid Graph) .

EXT BEEHC PHEE—FBE erep, e,
e B eg=e,,n>2,¢ M ¢, ZIEAFE—ZLRHA (e,
e, VBRI ey e, AR L EDFHE—FAB D,
M FRIZBEFR A FB 44 [613F (PDC, Partial Directed Cycle).

EX 8 B G=(V,E) N4 HE (CG, Chain
Graph) , 5 HAXY ¢ PR EHIH IR,

EX9 MRS A RS, SR ER E DS
BRI T B — M5B (CC, Chain Component) .

EX10 #E cc=(V,E)EBE m SR CC
= (Vi B, 1sism, bd(CC) =o€ V-V, (5,)
€E, In€ VIFA CC; 831 (border), cl( CC;) = bd
(ccH)Uv. BH cc; /e (closure) .

CCHRMBEMMEBLRRFAZ—, ZRT R
R DU M-3RI BT LB FE 2 CC M BREI (£ F cG ]
SEXER11]) . AR CC Z M BAFE DR REN, &
B1MASNFREEERT e fmE 3 g cc
55 2(a)" BNs Z4f}.

B ©& ©® @©
B3 LRATRSHrEE

EX 11 5¥REH M ENKFE#E S a8
Jorel 21 B £ B 4% P FR 4 B K 48 B (1CG, Largest Chain

Graph).
EE2 A DRAT REM AN — B
B 52 HM

it LCG T LAME R MEC BB Ab R~ . HAF &N
A-BHETE LCG FA 0, MR B S CC P A M B
5 LCG A1 R ; #FIRLE 1CC T, A 52 LM AR
6] CC L HAARRF . MinE 3 h&E—4 CG X
¥ MEC ¥ LCG.

3 RE@HZE

F hJR AT 3 S 4 £ 340 31 2% 4 BT < 2 S8 G e AR A
REHRNT ERBENA VLW, BITTHE MEC,
B MEC AT LU 2 ME— 9 LCG, X B3N 1 B0 H A9

BNs AT LABIER X A B Z AR ML X RH
BT 4rH5 , CT I fy B A2 308 it 400 1 0 ik 7 Bk 4R 1
GERET S ERIEKRAMIIXER.

ACRAEEEMFHEREE#1T il
AMBZRIKEFRELR:

P(a,b)

1(A4,B)= 23P(a,b)log 5oy )
AR AMBUEER C HEHKHEHLFEEX

H:
1(A4,BIC) = ZP(a b,c)log P(ff“c)’;,ébc)l 3

Fl<e NJEE%#FH_L FRN Ind(A,B)
Ind(A,BIC).e HBE(—MB e =0.01). it b,&
i3 CLIRR AT AR B 288 v 454, (BEHATH C1IREK
BAREER, HHE CLIURN (R HES C i
BAE00 CLIGRAM D) , IR ZE R K. (1] B8R
¥ CLW KB FER 0(n?), BEEL DAG T {5
(monotone DAG faithfulness ) ] Bij #2 8 i% , ¥t T 3£ bR [a] &8
XIS R AR B IEHNT 346
R, 2 T X B AR B IIUE 10 B R (U 4T 0 B A
1B CIW B, R R BB R T 45 2 0 3K A 45 H9 DL R Ak
FEETOEMWAMEMLXR, RINER THEA/RK
B 0(n?) BHAE 4 FR

S

B CIP(Daa, SK. CG, UNV)
/x FHEAR SRS ANS L TR, A S BARTES
A : Data Il GRBUE
SK HE(EmERSEERS)
Hidi:CC HEE (A R E R B BIERE)
UNV CI, #1 CI, BEHAER Py
(WE=THMER)»/
INI[ UNV 13846425, CG M#4 M B4 SK]
UNV=9
CG=SK.
CILX BT A PV #47 CLiRK ]
FORY PVg(V;, Vi V)
IF((V;, V,)ECGV (V;,V,)ECG)
/* FERBEEMNEIL * /
IF Ind(V;, V,.)
/g lnd(V,-,Vk)ﬂl'J V(ijvklvi) */
CG=CeUV;, VULV, V).
EISE
/*FA Ind(Vj,Vk)ﬁl'J% ClL W3k« /
IF Ind(V;, V,1V,)
/% Ind(V;, Vi V), = VOV, V1 V)« /
IF(V;, V)€ CG
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CG=CCU(V, V).
ELSEIF {V,,V,)€CG
CG=CCU(V, V).
ELSE
/* ’I@EJT:@E(V,-,VUV;))‘JUA UNV * /

UNV,,; = UNV; ;U (V;, Vi, V).
ACYC[EHFAENE — X RMHT B M, E [ EME CC+
AEERFF]

FOR Y PCyc( Vi, Viy 1+ Voo 1s V) A (Y, V1) € CG A (W,
V. 1) E€CG
Vi= Vo 3j€Li,m-1], ¥k}, k€[i,m-1]
€G=CGU(V;,1, V)

B4 HASHBIMRERBANER
EX 12 HEFRSKP, R V,.VEV, MR
VEHI(PY), KBNS (V, V) € K, (V,, V) € SK,

(V. Vi) & SKIEH PVg(V;, Vi V) (FER G X
LUT A BT 15 SK).

w1 # PV(V, VI V) H Id(V, V), W V(V;,
ARAN

UERA & PV(V, VI V) RITE LCG £ W, Vi, Vi
HHBMIRERRRER:. V> V<V, MV, -V, - V.
T V.-V, V, LMERTEV, KA, Vi, Vi AtV
*E—_EL%HI‘"],EB a Ind( Vj, Vk);EE Iﬂd( Vja V)Jﬁf%( Vj, V5>
EEN WV, V)EEBNV(V, V| V)

2 & PV(V, VI V)HE md(V, V1 V),
=~ V(V, Vil V).

iR # vV, v V), E v, BB ELT,
V., V, i v, HERR, B - Ind (V) V, | V,) s 81 Ind (],
VI VORI~ V(V,, Vi V).

@3 & PV(V, Vi V)R~ md(V, V), ~ Ind
(Vi VA V)LV, VBB EE DI — AR B
AEV, V), (V, V) MEEE. i {UEE Cl, # Cl
REERERT V(V, VIV).

UERR  ZB0%an T A A SLIT R -

(DFE V(V, Vi1 V), T v, RAMELT, V, Vi
e v, ERW, XEH -~ d(V, V), M —21F
E—%ARTFV, V), (V, VORBBEE v, v, HER
M 5

(Q)F - V(V, V1 V), MFE v, BRBER T, V,
V, FEEE S v, AREEWE, XEH - nd(V, V| V), W
—EFE—RRRAT(V, V), (V,, V) MBEEE V.V,
HE R .

BV, VBBV, - V, - Vi A EBREAT
B, B B Cl, A CL, RHEHERT V&M, BlmE
5(a) (D) FEWHER -~ Ind(V,, V,), ~Id(V,, ;I V)R
PV(V, VI V).

VS b

@ (@ ORNO ®) @

Bl5 CIACIEHAZNRBLEH
3.2 BRRHBEN

233 CLIRK B & A m ik, W & st — 4k

HREEE(V, V), FHLAE UNV A RER=T4H
PR, MRS 58 BTE PV #5EE CLIE M B A
B, BT IR T — A . 7 2 16 IR &
ST A R P H 5 1. FT A R T 88 AT R
SRS T IR, B RS RIARE -1 B0 &
BLEH TR EN EE A DU L M R4t 7 &
BD/BDe' ™) | 3 F B /) ## 38 K E (Minimum Description
Length, MDL) 7 5P R 2647t ) DU - 37/ B 4% #E ( Bayesian
Information Criterion, BIC) 77 £:!81 . A SUR A BIC 4k 1%
SR

Score ( DAG) = ZScore(X,-,Tr,-) = Z(ZlogzP(Xi | x;)

Ll - Dlog)

| x| 2 X ARRREHANE, M BEEAESH RN, X!
X WEETRE.

EHRIBF HERAMBARDNBFEMNER:C
W B BEE R CG, M CC WS BAE . B MEEX
WAL CC, e A AL %t 17 49 BT A AT B LCG B R as(A].
RS EAHRESEBE TR UNVFRATRE VSN,
R ARED v A A AN R , T TR IR B B
S EER LCC, AU ER BERSEM ERN 002,k
HEEMHEIE . EL2BRBIIN CC AR LCG, @
SCER[11 R B A R 5 2 FH 8 LCG.

4 X8

AR AL HENGSRENBEEHITNR. B
L Alarm P8, BB SR 2 R B B AT L 72 . Alarm XY
BETFRALT I8, 64 37 M7 S 46 &
B R R E 6 R

B6 Alarm MERIRELER



1846 G

2 # 2009 4

CIHUR BB CL, $hiT 62 IK, CL, $hfT 22 K .CIP &
EPATERG 32 %(70%) LI IERE [ FI R I 14
ZEMIH 10 XFEHARIBEE, 4 Kt TXRH
UNVESNS KELE . CIPEEHIIEH CCInE 7 B
N

7 CIPiEEITZ ERBINCG

% CCHE3INCC, B CCHRAEBE T T
UNV &5 G ANHETFZAL  ETEATUH#ITY
BBV, - Vi< -V, MV, - Vi< -V, (kxm)HEF
AFRRE BTl ./ 8 5 T =4 CC M2 R A B Y
REHBET.

#ARAE

HfENEBHT

11-13-16 13-16<<-2

20-17<-24 17-20<-19

24-25-33 24-26<-27
@ 24-26-32 24-26-33

24-31-32 26-24-31

‘ 26-32-31 32-26<-27

32-26-33-33-26<-27
Es #ARABIREXRBET

elo
SH®
©

RELH HTRE 5

(19-(-(2)
0,

¥(13,2/16)
2.14%10¢
—¥(11,1613)

—¥(13,2]16)
-1.98%10*
—¥(11,16]13)

OO,

® &
® &G
ONOIO,

—P(13,2/16)
¥(11,16(13)

-1.83*10¢

B9 MCCHBRBRRILE

B RWEMETE FRBEAFRRERE
(FEREZRIAEFEFE), & fTF B EER
AEBRRBEBEARERNSR B FH TEHE -1
CC A RARE BT B E, & CIP KL
M( V13, Vls)iﬁ]( V13, Vu)%ﬁ’]j"]( V16, V13>ﬁl< Vll’ V13>-

BREWE 10 ZLRMINHE ERE N . ALK
B4 CG B 1CG, & JF LCC Al ¥ KA ¥ b LCG. 1 10
B TEIFREEERERIN LCG.

B0 JUERMEBIMBRAER

1 P HBHAELANFERE T s TR (T
YNGREEE 0 P2 40 U6 B 7T 2 ] hutp: //www. cs. huji. a. il/
labs/ compbio/Repository/ ) . i T Il Sk B4 2 77 78 1 75 5§,
BT CIUERK S Bk £ AT, £ CIP B & ELH
—RWMAEAE R PV S E (0] A A R 1) . 1B 4 5K
PRIE AR IR, FEAE R B BRI XT H A7 ]

£ HERETRE
ek | T | BFE | Ch cl
HE | K BB | KE | KHE

CIPEM | MEREM
B/ | hHE

Alarm 37 46 62 22 37/80% 10/20%
Barley 48 84 126 29 71/92% 7/8%
MILDEW| 35 46 64 19 40/87 % 6/13%
Insurance| 27 52 92 25 42/81 % 10/19%

5 &ig

25 3CHR O 1) B s 45 A e S A SR A T 4048
RAM 8, AASZTREE CL, # L MR k2 E
FRLE V 554 X R PR HEAT B 2R 52 1) 3 TG 138 K
CIIURFIMT Y V&5 ER S B A LT R X
Mg/ THERZSELES TIE mARTROR St f
REUE AR SE B0 10 B, A B VR B Y LCG X4 it T
SR IE B 18], %GR3 A AT 23 B B4R B H G 1) 4 4,
MR R T REPHERERXER.
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