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Local-Global LWF Chain Graph Structure Learning
Algorithm Based on Constraints
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Abstract: LWF chain graph structure learning aims to find the parents, children, neighbours and spouses of all nodes
in the chain graph. Currently, the state-of-the-art LWF chain graph structure learning algorithms obtain the local structure
of nodes to learn the global network structure based on Growing-Shrinking (GS) idea. The conditional independence test of
these algorithms takes the whole Markov blanket (MB) as the condition set. In order to ensure the reliability of conditional
independence test, the number of samples is required to be exponential level of the size of Markov blanket, which makes the
data efficiency of the algorithm poor. To alleviate this problem, we propose a Local-Global LWF chain graph structure
learning algorithm based on constraints, which reduces the requirement of sample size of data by iterative learning adjacen-
cies and spouses; while learning adjacencies, it further improves the accuracy of the conditional independence test by back-
ward strategy. The basic idea of the algorithm as follows: firstly, the Markov blanket of each node in the network is
learned, and the Markov blanket learning of node is divided into learning the adjacencies and the spouses; secondly, we use
the Markov blanket information of nodes to recover the network skeleton and take advantage of conditional independent test
to discover its complexes, which restores the chain graph structure, according to the characteristics of directed edges of
chain graph complexes. Theoretical analysis demonstrates the correctness of the algorithm. Moreover, experiments on the
generated datasets and standard datasets show the effectiveness of the algorithm.
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Pa(X)={Ye VY > X},
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Ne(X)={Y e E[X-Y},
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A2 findMb ZEI T A S /REIKH

i \: D:Data, &:Threshold.
it Adjs:Adjacency set of all nodes,

Sepset:Separation set of all nodes.

1. NonAdj=d;

2. Adjs=9;

3. FOR (T € V)DO

4. adjt=W"\{T};

5. cutSetSize=0;

6. WHILE(|adjt| > cutSetSize)DO

7. FOR (X € adjt)DO

8. FOR(S € adjt\{X},| S| = cutSetSize)DO
9. IF(pvalue(7, X|S)< ¢)THEN
10. NonAdj=NonAdjU{X};
11. Sepset; y=S;

12. END IF

13. END FOR

14.  END FOR
15.  IF(NonAdj| > 0)THEN
16. adjt=adjt\NonAdj;

17. cutSetSize = cutSetSize + 1;
18. NonAdj=4;

19. ELSE

20. cutSetSize = cutSetSize + 1;
21. END IF

22, Adjs(T)=adjt;

23.  END WHILE

25. END FOR

26. RETURNAGJ;js, Sepset;

8,8 < Adj(T)\{X}, |S| = cutSetSize, 17 & X 5 Th 7, N
BT R XA — D AESR 4L S NonAdj Y, S5 FF adjt
T A B SE RS, M adjt HIH R NonAdj H 945 155 4%
J& cutSetSize Bl 1, ® & Lh k4 B, H F [adjt| >
cutSetSize 2 [ 1 ¥, Fc £ 5 H bR A7 5 TR LB 4% 4
adjt, 7K adjt FEHUAE Adjs 1.

findMb B LR AT S AR T4 AN S
IRFFRER . ZBE | e s SRR AT IE Y, IR
BT AN, H A S T A AR B SR R
AR 2] bR AR B AR I, AR AR AN S R B
R, M b — B B AR 2 A0 o B 4R, AR mT DA = ik
HIERE R0 PRAESA L I RICE AR TREA I KN .

Bk 2 IR 2~T R I AR R AT E 5,
SR SR EE W PRS8BT 8 A 4 42
s AR X e Adjs(T), A& T e Adjs(X), A\ Adjs(T) I
Bk X, 15 BI0KG B2 i 1) SR 4R 5 SR 5 7020 B8 9~18 3 1o 3t g
B X e Adjs(T) FI75 5 Y € M{Adjs(T)U{T}}, fn S i 2

i \: D:Data, T:Target, Adjs, Sepset, e: Threshold.
i : Mb(T): Mb of T.

1. cmb=Adjs(T);

2. FOR(X € Adjs(T))DO

3 IF(T ¢ Adjs(X))THEN

4 cmb=cmb\{X};

5 Sepset,; ,=Sepset, ;;

6. END IF

7. END FOR

8. Adjs(T)=cmb;

9. FOR(X € Adjs(T))DO

10.  candids = \emb\{T'};

11.  FOR(Y € candids)DO

12. pvall =pvalue(Z, Y|Sepset, , );

13. pval2 =pvalue(T, Y|Sepset, ,U{X});
14. IF(pvall <e&pval2 > ¢)THEN

15. cmb=cmbU{Y};
16. END IF

17.  END FOR

18. END FOR

19. continue=TRUE;

20. IF(Jcmb|==0)THEN

21. continue=FALSE;

22. ENDIF

23. WHILE(continue)DO

24.  py=pvalue(Z, Xjemb\{X},_...);

25. p.val. max=max, ., Py

26. candidates={X € cmb|P=p.val. max};
27.  1F(p.val. max <¢) THEN

28. cmb = cmb\(candidas[1]);

29. ELSE
30. continue =FALSE;
31. ENDIF

32. END WHILE
33. Mb(T)=cmb;
34. RETURN Mb(T);

T YTE Sepset,, | 55T, 76 Sepset, , 5 X IR T
A, ) Y Ry X — AT . AR R 4R TR B e
J X A S AL [RURAIE T Y € SP(T)s e AE A B 19~33
B0 T SRR, LIS SRS 09 2 R B REE

R R -3, e B 3 4 T L A
e 2 W IERRPETER

EE1 WRERSGPELT G GHH
B—X WA XMy 24 EM, N H MY
VZcV,X LY\Z[P].
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B S XL X LA {X, Mb(X)}Mb(X).

EE3 # K GP), HENmPEETH
G=(V,E), B ph 7 i e 15 8 1, FLERCE 46 S il ST
THEEMREAR B B BE 1 AR 2 BB B R i X e V
1S JRBHREE .

IERA (D) ZEMBE 2 S I i A AT L a0
RAEE G X THYAR 31T A, t e 31 T JORAAAE—
Ay AT S XS TAM ML, HIE S XA
BB s XA I T4 A5, tho B8 1 A HUEE— A4
BAEMEAS X 5 TAAFST, R AT 5 X 29l .

(2) 40 SR 25t 7 3R B T S A I 0, Bk 2
HOLBR 2~7 X i B AR AR HEA T B, [ AR AR AR TE
KEG . I TR X AR, W — E A X e Adjs(T) H.
T e Adjs(X), WL B Bt 8 48 02 1E6ff 1), I ELI B Bk hy
KHFRZI o .

(3) EABE 2 b ST M IE A A AT R, 2R X 2
THIECAR AT 55, 2 2 3 S Mb(T) B9 5E LR, 75 YAE
GBS N S ST A B AR S X IR AR R A
PRI A8 YRS I3 Mb(T)

25 LT , Mb(T) AL & 17 s A SR B EE L B
AP FE T A, ST T A A

JIE e
4.2.2 $EHEEMEHLRE

FI A 2 A5 S0 SR BHRBEAR S R A BE R 1
YLl ST MK S B AR A . BT
— B IR B RAFAN S A AT A W B (K S5 A AR 2 AN AT X
I3, T AAE S MAR IR 2 o Bk 52 i L o i = T

B 3 AR A ] T A B AR AT A B A T A Y
PR, A Mb(T) H 43 85 HY AI(T) #1 SP(T), J& T Adj(T) %
A A, B O M E AT S R T SP(T) 4
A A e 2 S R T S 2 T Y
J5 ), B A5 B G RS540 . 5 2 BT B TE AR AR SR
B ANTR Z Ab SR AR AR AR A Adjs(T) B SP(T) I N1 45,
A A & 2 RN A9 A 22 R AT ) iR 2 TG il X
AW K B AR 5 AR ) iR R R AT
E— 80 T IR s ]

EIE4D RGP, MENMPEETEG=
V, E), B M S PR 2 TE A A, LS S S <7 b AE
HIREARSE W53 3 BEAS K I 4 11 B AR R T AT B2 A 1
4.3 LGCGE %54

FEIX—7 , AR SCRIH — A~ 5241, kA 44 LGCG Bk
HPAT .

WE 7 Bis , LLAEE ¢ RS DT SR B, 1 Se R
b Adi(D)={A,B.C,E,F,G,H.IJ.K}([& 8) , Z {5 K/

HIN: Mb: Mb of all nodes.

#iItH: global LWF Chain Graph structure.
1. Adjs=3;

2.SP=0;

3. FOR(X € Mb[TDO

4. IF(pvalue(7, X|B))> e, 3B = Mb[TTHEN

5 Adjs(T)=Adjs(T)U{X};

6. add edge T-X;

7 ELSE

8 SP(T)=SP(T)U{X};

9 IF(pvalue(T, X]BU{Y ) > ¢),3Y € Adjs(T), VB < Adjs(T)\{Y})

THEN
10. orient]’— Y;
11. END IF
12. ENDIF

K7 #E e

© @
O—FH—®

(&)

O © ® OO
s Wit

cutSetSize = 0, 2440 2 4 19 K/ K T 2 81 S5 A4 1) R
ANEE, AR AT SRR, 25 — kAR, Y AR 1 4R
[ K /N cutSetSize = 0, #K YKk [ Adj(D) H 9 75 55, 78
WE s KW S DS C RS S M, RS
S b ST B S C N AY(D) TR L it Adj(D) =
{A,B,E,F,G,H,LJ,K}(E9) ; 8k 5 K AF 4 0 K/ i —
cutSetSize =1, FF i 55 — R EAC, gk Z2 FI W i D 5
Adj(D) AR B S ST M 4R A KT R
D5y 555 8L J L H ST, N Adi(D) MR E AT, R
Adj(D)={4,B,E,F,G,K}(E 10) ; £ 4 1) K/ S2 i
— cutSetSize=2, JF I 2 =W &, WM i D5
Adi(D) TR S S ST | 45 A5 4R (K, BY,
W DS A SIS e ARG FY T DS
K S S, N Adi(D) O R A K,
B Adi(D)={B.E.F,G}; % 1F & % K /N 1, ik B
cutSetSize=4, B 7£ 17 & D W 4P 4% & 1 K /b
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| Adi(D)| =4, Z & WK/ 5 A8 F Y 19 25 D 1Y
A 45, B & B T S D B4R 4 4R Adi(D)=
{B.E,F,G} (& 11). [F P13 5 E 09 4P 82 48 Adj(E)=
{C.F.I}.

&

@ =

®//0\@®

®
ORNO
K9 Uik fRER

@

&—0<®
&)
D ®

E10 5 BRI R
O
@—o—®

&)

[RRIE RNV S I E S

EL G0 SR AN 5 D A E AR R R A4 — A7 AE
D e AdJ(E),E € Adj(D). 1 T D ¢ Adj(E),E € Adj(D), Ff
LUK T 80 E N Adi(D) T M B, 15 21 Adj(D)={B.F. G}
(E112). MR 2 A LR HEE L2 > 710 s D B4R, OF
B D By LA 4 G 0 ) Mb(D). B 5E#) Ih 1k Mb(D)=
Adj(D), 17 1. F € Adj(D), 7 5, C € W{Adj(D), {D}}, 17 1.
D 5 CHE AW B N AT A B ST
JLF A IFEE TR A, I C R s D A — e A
T CUSINE] Mb(D), i 245 s D ) Mb(D)={B, C, F, G}

i:

12 DRYAPI4E

©
O—2—®
©—®

13 D EIREREE

FRAE T 45 D Y B /R B O BE 14T PRI 285 4 Ak ik
5. ¥ Mb(D) 43 1 Adi(D) F1 SP(D), 43 5] K Adj(D) =
{B.F,G}FlI SP(D)={C}, J& T4 4L i v S 2 H JC 1)
N (E14) 8 FRAEE NS S EENS S
L R EAF S I 07 3 0 5 1) (181 15) , i it
320 8 D WY Ry A5 K 3 D3 2 2T T A A5 R A
5 B R A0 2 R R S50 . T8 TR — SRR
KA IS0 T A 1] TG 1k X 4 di 22 B B R (10 A5

IC Fé—] .
:

K14 D HYEZIKE K

O—6—®

15 DRYLEIRE

5 WX ESHh

AT HE T B AR AR AT 4 ol AR SCHE
LGCG 5 %5 GSCG 8.1 A MbLWF 8292 A [8] i PE
FebR L HEAT TR AT

ARSCAER T 5 KB R F5 .

(1)TPR : P 52 45 k) 2 v LE A6 6 0 o P A 320
e

(2)FPR: Yk &2 4544
BRI E T .

(3)SHD : ik & 4544 5 b vfE S5 A A0 LE , 75 B4R A G
UOE,

(a) B Ina B b — 2530 5

(b) 3 KB el S — 2% i 5 )

(4) ACC : Pk 52 5 Ky B 22 v LE W B 2 00 o JOr A 0
25 B R L)

(5)TIME : 5535 s A T[]

JEU |, &K TPR FTACC, BL A 488 /IN FPR, SHD
FITIME, /R PERE R 4. BT SEge i ad R SC 8t
5.1 (FEHESENIENKS S

AR HT ) 5 LA AR R AR i SCmR [ 12 [ 4t 1y
T A U % B e AR T SOk PO AR
LT BB N B L, SRS HCHE A R i 1 A
FEALS 800 n (40 2 5 37 43 A0 1 2l S [R) A3 A REAS
Horh sz 250 P €{10, 20,40, 60, 80, 100}, N €{2,3,5,10},
n {100,300, 1 000, 3 000, 10 000,30 000}, ¥ 7% 75 & n HL
UG M log,gn €42,2.5,3,3.5,4,4.5). S256 38 5o A 4l
JH & MK £=10.01,0.05).

HRPHERE LIRS =
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FETT SANECH 100 P FHEE T A E0N 10 AN
FEARZ T, 1T 30 R 3 S0 g6 45 S n &l 16 i
/. B 16 N B HIK R TPR,FPR,SHD, ACC, TIME,
ST L IR A bR O AR AR 2 i PR AR R FR AR AE L 2T
{6, W 0 A B 6 ) ) 6 8 LGCG 3B 3%: . MbLWF % 1 I
GSCG Bk, SN R £ 73l 3 (B 35 7K T £=0.01 Fl1
£=0.05, EAih 52 56 2% 5R W https : /github. com/ysjzuibang/
LGCG.

16 HhA] LLE Y, TPR #5FRAE F1 ACC 45 45 (8 B
B FEARZE 1 IS 3G K ELiZ 7 4430 T 1, FPR 48 4R
{ELFN SHD $5 b5 1 Bl 25 B A 25 5 1 38 Jn i RIS (AR 2812 )
HZWiaia T 0, TIME 48 bR (8 23 B 35 4 A 25 5 19 38
N[N

P=100, N=10

FPR

P=100, N=10 _

SCRGEER R (DAERZHAE LT, LGCG Hk 1)
TPR 38 b5 {8 B A F GSCG 55 9% A1 MbLWF %4 % , Jf H.
LGCG B3k L HAB I A1 19 FPR A8 bR (A, AN TRt
FHEIKOE X LGCG 53 FPR G AR A M52 5/ 5 (2) 1E
SHD 845 I, LGCG kA 2] T —E T, MREAR 2
HHOIMET, LGCG 83 1 SHD $5 b7 S 501 55 114336 D ¥4
P, BB T A A 15 (3) 4 N=2 1), LGCG Bk
B ACCHE AR F GSCG ik, 4 N=3,5, 10}, LGCG
BVE) ACCHEPREAL T GSCG 43 MBLWF 5.3 , If:
HAE ACCH5 45 I LGCG 541k 52 I 3 1 7K - 19 52 i) %
I (O TERZEIBEM T , LGCG 33 (1) TIME $5 bR (8 43
FHEE IR . 25 LA SE 4 R W] LGCG Bk R B
WA I TERE .

20 25 3.0 35 4.0 45 20 25

log10(sample size)

3.0

log10(sample size)

35 4.0 45

20

25 3.0 35

log10(sample size)

(a) TPR (b) FPR (¢) SHD
P=100, N=10 P=100, N=10

600 |
500 !
400 !

w |

= 300

a !
200 4
100} ’

ol

25 30 35

log10(sample size)

4.0

(d) ACC

20 25 3.0 35

log10(sample size)

4.0 45

(e) TIME

K16 P=100,N=10 ) TPR,FPR,SHD,ACC,TIME £

5.2 MRAEHIRENIIENKE S

AR SO TR YR T B S A I R A A v A
i £E Alarm F1 Mildew (https : //pages.mtu. edu/~lebrown/
supplements/mmhc_paper/mmhc_index.html). H:H Alarm
P AT W D A (R B R 4, B A 37
AN KL 46 Z AN 509 S B 1 I -2 IR BER
BRI R/ 3,515 Mildew P — A~ 4 /N2 1) LT B0
o IR 5 TR RE e X 245, ' S A0 5 35T R 46 AR
540150 > Z 8, % P 2% 19 7 29 5 IR B SR BE B9 R/ 2
4.57. ARCAEPIAPRfERE S X LGCG A (GSCCH:
M MbLWF 3.9 #4752 3003 (e = {0.01,0.05)). Ak
547 30 KPR ZE RANR 2 ISR 3 R . LR s
RRY] LGCC HIETE ACC 1 br A2 —&E 4271, f H.

Bifi 5 FEAS 2 BN, ACC FE FR i S a1 B 34, FLARAR
F A AT FE IR RO 45 L SRR REAR 2
AR B K | LGCG & B TIME $5 bR 1Y
T HAL AT . 25 Bk, sege 2 BRI LGCC T
R B R T RE
5.3 BEUHMNKEEEEZEANESR

MY HE— B LGCG B 5 GSCG B vk
MbLWF 535 i 205, 76 2850 (RIVE 2 1) 1 RE AR R]) L
5% 1 . Z MK b AR SCHEFT Friedman #5565, 78477 B
P EE bR TEBEAE T I I8 25 S AR S 4wl A, 156
PSR 25 5 . 7R AR AE Iz 0 T4
FH LGCG H % (GSCG H 1L M MbLWF B35 12 P
G3AR 3,1.75,1.25 AR AR A FAR S0 LOCG ATk |
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F2 LWFH#EESEMFESIE RN (£=0.01)
etk Algorith Size=500 Size=5000
TPR FPR SHD ACC TIME TPR FPR SHD ACC TIME
GSCG 0.602 0.022 4295 0.952 1.158 0.729 0.022 30.37 0.962 4.011
Alarm MbLWF 0.831 0.013 27 0.976 0.862 0.946 0.022 26.9 0.977 4367
LGCG 0.832 0.001 20.315 0.986 0.661 0.955 0.0007 9.45 0.994 3.526
GSCG 0.518 0.045 55.8 0.921 4922 0.593 0.039 47.365 0.933 9.825
Mildew MbLWF 0.692 0.02 26.965 0.958 1.532 0.883 0.032 24.885 0.962 8.688
LGCG 0.704 0.003 23.264 0.974 1.351 0.899 0.002 11.983 0.99 6.262
#3 LWFH#BELEHZEIHEENELLE (£=0.05)
Network Algorithin Size=500 Size=5000
TPR FPR SHD ACC TIME TPR FPR SHD ACC TIME
GSCG 0.469 0.3 67.585 0.913 5.727 0.449 0.058 71.1 0.908 12.884
Alarm MbLWF 0.85 0.018 28.25 0.975 1.071 0.957 0.024 28.815 0.975 5.302
LGCG 0.86 0.003 18.548 0.987 0.96 0.959 0.003 10.335 0.994 4736
GSCG 0.487 0.089 81.4 0.879 25.929 0.441 0.087 82.299 0.877 36.926
Mildew MbLWF 0.77 0.028 27.97 0.957 2,015 0.909 0.04 27.7 0.957 10.56
LGCG 0.78 0.006 21.55 0.977 1.579 0.919 0.005 122 0.989 9.559
GSCG B M MbLWE BE i F R A BN 3, 1,2, 6 Zip

HOT S (B R SR AR . RN LR O B
R ELEFREBHESE |, LGCG 3 B B R e 1Y
R T2 XA R A A R 25 S A SC Uk S E
1T T Nemenyi J& 2 A5 5 CE& AL 0 P B P2 258
H TG FYESR CD, R A B RE AN A ], A3
JF BB RSSO R ) |, 745 EUBCHR 4 R br ES0H 4
AR E I BRI CD ¥k 1.655, 45 3, 7 0 B
PEEE | LCCG YL L MbLWF B ki) B 1E 25 H i il i,
i 17 F1E 18 s (i il s = B Sciik [ 26 ]).

4 T
LGCG
cD

34

GSCG
2l

MbLLWE
1 +
o 15 2 25 3
Rank

F17  FE07 AR | Nemenyi K56 1) G2 5 18]

4 T
LGCG
CD
3
MbLWF
2
GSCG
i
0] liS 2 2.5 3

Rank

E 18 FERREREER [ Nemenyi #6250 1) OG5 2 514

LWEF 55 AR Sy —Fh T, H 25455 &0, AL
i v 2 S0 4 PR 2540 O AT 4 BRI 153 B R T 9 43
S50 14) L RO A T . AR S AR T 2 R v R i
FEH T 2] LWEF 8 K 45/ 1 LGCG Bk, g I
UEB T Bk B b B 25 0 2 S 3R T
2R SCHE I B AR B TR AR A ) SRR R
BRI SR T H5 50 W G S IR BER BE SR 43 2 2] S 4%
AR S WA AR | X543 SR W AT LAl /D2 2] By 7R R}
TR B I PR AR R4 A R AT 5 B0 R A %, AT LA
it DL B IR B IR A5 AR H A A% 1t S U
DCFEANA B2 i 2 A h S iy mr Sk, o B
T SR R RO e A R AR R R A R
PR 2 J ) SR, A5 A5 2 S I 205 2 1 R R 4 B
REAS 3L T i /N oy B A, iE— 2D ORI T 45 Ak 37 0 ik
BT . (ER 2 48 o S AR T s B 20, = By
S ST M TR AR 2 BRI 2 3 )R] 2 AR A AR
K. B, N2 B A TAE A KRR 2% X 45 45
AP 27 > [ L, 12t AH 7 118 Bt S0 s

S Sk
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