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Learning Technique of Probabilistic Graphical Models: a Review

LIU Jian-Weit LI Hai-En'! LUO Xiong-Lin*

Abstract Probabilistic graphical models are powerful techniques to deal with uncertainty inference efficiently, and
learning probabilistic graphical models exactly and efficiently from data is the core problem to be solved for the application
of graphical models. Since the representation of graphical models is composed of parameters and structure, their learning
algorithms are divided into parameters learning and structure learning. In this paper, the parameters and structure
learning algorithms of probabilistic graphical models are reviewed. In parameters learning, the dataset is complete or
not is also considered. Structure learning algorithms are categorized into six principal classes according to their different

characteristics. The parameters and structure learning of Markov networks are also presented. Finally, the open problems

and a discussion of the future trend of probabilistic graphical models are given.
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R, 7595 5 DA, AFEARE I b 27 ST i
IR A T BRI TR

U, H R AR E 2 B B2 = A DL 3By [ 2%
(Bayesian network, BN) Fl 5 /KRR M2 (Markov
network, MN). BN J&45 [n] AL 177 MN & G 17
KRS P 1) 27 S) BEEAFAE — 2 D). T A
KIRE B 1) s 70 2 B s N S5 R s RS TR J,
We2p S BEW 3 A S HE 21 5 Sk 2 SRR,

BN 2807 B A 40, AR5 AAEASL
I 2 S B A A AR AT B
B OHeRE, MBI m A AERL o A
G, U R — 5 B SRS AL VT IX S AT S5 5]
LR P R R RO . R
FEAHRIE BT A BEALAS 1 (0 78 70 LI FE 41, D) e 4 4
N TESEHEAR;  AREA T R B AR B R 451
B A7 AE AN R BE RSOV I P B AR e, )B4 4 AN 58
A AL, T ANTE % B £ Bl kAR v A
THOL: BEHLGG . 58 A BENLER R FNAEBEHLER G, RS



1026 H ]|

¥ {1

40 %

Bl e AN [RDULI S D0, AR FR) 27 2 S A BT AN
IF).

BN {4544 27 >3 2 VU307 199 2% 2 30 1) e 32 220
gy, BEI BN R30S SR AR G, & 2 MAEAH Al
Hh Ak 2 5 B UG PR R e e R 48 S5 . 2 0 i P 4%
G2 e, S8 2] FURAR ] S 2 5 T ) e
SRy 7 LIRS FE RO 1352 2 AR, a2 2 HAR =
S PR FIURACBUNE BEAG VT AN TR B A i 1
WFFE T 2 G R B i AR, I G 2 S 1) 4K
FRFR . PR 2 Hr G5 T KL et ok, B DA &S
Fey 2 T TBORE B, o i AR IS5 00 0t RE K R S
o). B REAG TR, BIAL VRIS AT I Ge v B A, AT g
TV Kt 1) e R, MR PR o SR AE 55
JEEAS T 7 B AR e HA IR G iz AL fE

SR ) SR Ry = TR (Con-
straint based, CB) 1% > 5k, BT IR R
(Scoring and searching, SS) W% > SIL MR & 5
ML CB SR IN N S5 # 5 2) Ta) il e 20 30 A2
i) e, I 1A 5 4% A A7 (Conditional indepen-
dence, CI) kMG M. SS SV NIFE S5 k) 2% 3] [ it
ESS WS EE AR AL RIDEE R Sk G R S M TS
gikty, IR LR M B Eif. CB SER S
PLE g o, (HE mib CT R BRAR B 0F HE /A&
AIEE. AR SS BAZ H AT Bk ) iz I 4k 5 >
S, AT DA R M e SR 4 0 1P BL &S by 56 56 i 5
I A B RN )2 2 R o, I AT AR FEAS e 45 2
ettt ARSI, TR WE R
AL CB 5EM SS HIES Gk, 7870 P
e, TR PR o SR v A PR R 26 IR
P RE RS CT k56 Ay 3t A8 1 Fy 471 B Uk
HFE), ARG SS FAMEHT Ak 2.

bR 7R =R BRI ) RSN, A
TR GE R 27 3« BT -1 Sy 5 > RIAS 58 4% i 4R
fRrgthy o S 0E. ARG 2 5055 SS 5
ARAHRL, AEAEAE R R R 2 ) gy, e A
BN T R A BRI S 4 27 >0 2 KB
LI HB0-4 1) i T MR 3 YN L PR RS B8 7 3%, i A 2R
59 DU A v LI s s B A A By i, Y
ISR TR R 2 AR AN AN TR Y
Bl BEAAS AL I AR M B 6 10 7 B i R B, 3
TP AT B 7 B, X e s A
TR, Sz S5 BASL.

MN )% 2445t BN 1% ) s 2. MN
gy 2 rh, Wl R & 1 45 h T 2
W, AR SHEE > W EANRE T, ASBE S AR AG T
A RIS T H MN &S Eos A i ik,
BT RA— A IS AR SR i LS K, Wb 1 B
. DRI, IEAC AABLAR F RS eR OO0 MR 2, 3%

ROTIEREGRUE WS R A R AR, (2 IEAR P i 4
D T AL W2 AT HE R, A AR S A A
. MN R gl A0 2 ) T B SR o vR 5, i DAL
SR SYAFAE R 1) U 45K % S IR R 52 m . MIN
(S5 KB AT IR PELT R, BB 2% MK BN 45 #4222
SR A B 0 R A, (H MIN [) 45 46 2% ) BE7E I 4% |
PATHERE, H2 S 8RR, MN 45Ky 2 2]t n) R
Jil CB 5341 SS §1i.

SRR 2R P AR TR (1) 2 ) VR AT R G k.
W1 TR A BN Ml MN £ ~#1i8. BN 1)
S FARE H A 1) 2 IR 2R, BITLLER 2
ML 3 W RTE BN (IS507 S Mg k2 > 5
BB A NS RBER ). 5 TS
HOE R AR 2% S SR R Bk, AR 6 YT 4 A
R S ST, a5 7 A ST
w4k

IO EH .
1 HEERERE

WA IR 25 4 [ i S MR IR R R lid 2
TL R AR, MR R 2 R R SR DL
i gg . R 4%, K (Chain graph, CG).
B (Temporal model, TM) FIHEZ 5 R KA
(Probabilistic relational model, PRM) &. HARIX
WO R R A% T, H T 2 AR M 4% A b S
B BN B 5 W 28 73 AT HEAT IR 5C 20 A, TR AR s T
UM BT SRE . AN 3C 32 BT 5T DL 357 194 45 8 1
IR R 0 2% 1) 2 > B335, DRI IGO0 3 4 i ) 45 3k
AT A 4. B R A S 2 (Al N W] 2 %
SCHR [1-2].

1.1 DM Erm 4

BN fetg Rospibl AL EE X = {X,---, X,.}
DIy R TN T a1 20 Al - TR ey )
MZH. BN &G A 17 B (Directed acyclic
graph, DAG), %7 siR/RA i, A7 1034 7R A48 & | 1)
FAHKHIR R, BN IS H0Z 7 m AL & 1) 2% A
oA, B A0S RUNZ AR B A A4 AL AR
sk S s R R CAIA AN, X,
FEAE 77 A AT BhAL, T8 A] DAAE I 5 B2 20 A1
[ SEZMe SR RSP A

P(Xl,"' 7Xn) = HP(XAPGX) (1)

1.2 DT £& B9 A

DU 307 100 5% e L PR P 22— SR B8 K22 T
(1 MUNIN L5 2458, HTHighULa E 2 W, i
AL HLN RGER, Gl B2+ 1000 42
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HZ MK R, [T &I Hugin & X R2G0)
T A A S TAE I A A BN AT BT
2, MUNIN Fl Hugin R Z KHES) T A 45
A E, J2 BN £EAR 22 oAt S0 sl Dy I H A LAl

i1 BN [fa KHERL AR 77, BN C7EAR 2 4k
IR, I 2 W, RSk 2 fE B
R TR RS BT R R SE R A AT . SR
3] VEAIZRA T BN 712 N1 58 B B H 7 48], I
B0 A Sty R AR IR AR DL R A B A SOk
[4] g5 th 7 BN fEik e 2% AL DR 27 J7 11 Y. F 2508
94T BN {EIX P9y 1 RN FH A RE. T SCHR [5] £k
T BN 35 LA af SEE AT XU 23 B FOH L 4 3
RECTiINAEE N

b BN AR RE, BN BT KR 2 BN
1 %45, Korb Al Nicholson {456 %} BN ()
E A AT TIEgn . HAET, 8T BN [
AR A F 2 Elviral? . BN PowerContruc-
torl®, BNTPI, BUGS!Y, grl'l| JavaBayes!'? I
Tetrad™ %, 1w F AL 5040 24 Hugin™ |
BayesiaLab['® I Netical'®l 4,

1.3 BRERMLE

MN & — KRR BEHLAR & [ADRHRR 5% 0 ¢ 28 1R
R, Wt A S5 RSB o 4 k. MN
(s F A T B, T SRR LAS &, TG i R R AR
OO R MN WS EC R P85, AT
IR SCAE TG ) ] A BEAS A B A B R B DR
R AR £ MN 25y rp 48 & nl &1l o 24
W1, B2 55 MR 40 A ml LAy i Ry B A AT I DR 1)
el

PG %) = 2 T[edc @

/E\:EF!, m ﬁ\jéﬁ, Ok Nk /I\E]':J¥, C. Wik
MBI RS, Z = Sy [T éc(Cr)
SRS B E2E TS5, MIN SR FE O Mk P
T, WIAEAN R 7 38 755 28 B B2 110 6T 7 KU 0 35
KRR A

P(Xiy o X) = exp (Z wifxci)) @

Rk i 3 fi(Cy) AR C; WAL SHEHRAL, w;
A fi(C;) FIBUE.

1.4 DhRFER M 46N

HIF MN D AR AR REAS R s A2 i
() (R AR LA, DRI MIN dge 5 F T o ST LR ]
BAL B, MR R IR R R R H AT, MN

F1 2 Y A AL S PR F A T G 4 8] PR ARk
03D ALY H AR AN H FRICECY 2 3
Bk [22] 45T MN 7E G A AR 2 B, 45
H T MN BG4 @ EEAE . VAR SoBT T
FURERE. SCHR [23] 4T MN 76 E§ 5 KGE
I R MG R S T T S N, g T MN
IS FH (1) Fg 8 (R B9

Bk T AE VSN 7 I H R B 2 A, MN
10 R Y 48 At 123 44T Wed AT Li ) &L
IR B} I ML b FL DR 9 4 4524 1) Wed Al Pan
I A 90 8% 3 0k Ay v 0T 5 SRR R B LA 1250, STk
[26] X MIN 76 3 P 3R IA o R [ 3 3047 T LR

2 BEEFE3]

DL 7 009 2% 1) 2 K o ) i AR 22 G54 27 2
AL — By, TR ikl o ) B RT3 2 45 B 4L
BIARE. 7 R BB M % S5 i 25, N Eds
D= {¢1],- - E[K]} iR AR ) S
oA FAER A S EE R OBt e, N
TP IS8 MR RS B R R, S gk
D w53 R AR R A S & B . s B R
WU RE— MR (K] #R2E AT BEHLAR 5 (1) 78 70 WL
DUFEAGY, 107 AN 56 2 Bt 4 I ol 2% 58 6 725 e 6 0 U0
51| 5 A7 E AN AT E AR DN PR A

2 D &g, BN 2805 2] Sk
FEAPF: R AETH (Maximum likelihood
estimation, MLE) &2 81 DI {7} (Bayesian es-
timation, BE) 5427, MLE FI BE &y%#l 2401t
P S HEATIAE BN (S50 > v 22
IS EAA AN F. MLE [S500 54 iR R
FEAS AU SE BRI, 1T BE 19 28000 4 4% 1 i %
B R ) S A T R K

2 D AT, S8 > in) G A
WA R SRkt JLEESr =R Bl BERLB K |
SeAEBEALGR A EBE LR 2K
2.1 FRAR&EHEEFISY

K2 SR W TAE# B BN (325
BBACE, (HAZ S N W B R A R R
T AR e 12 PR o M A ) ol 25 B 2] ik itk
T4,

2.1.1 BHLT=E

S L IR B AR o 2 A B, BATAT IR
REHUE. &7 2 IR BN S50 )% n)
i/l MLE 53 BE J5iEsR ¢, B2, 8l #
GLATRIN, BB LE A BT 5 U, MLE S v
TRV AR R PR Z 00 0, A9 5 SR Bl
FEHBLA L. [, — A BE SEikat A r 2802,
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BE SRS AR R g OB oA, AR JE AR Hictls
K HIZSE R oA RSB AR ST H 250
WL PR A IR, SE560An] ] Dirichlet 4347
o, 1 ELSE G 13 Ak AR A Dirichlet 434280,

SCHR [29] $2 H—FlcE S Hul v 5L, % MLE
HEAT 3, e AT R0 A A A 75 s S 1R 7 22 19 K A
Koy lp s o A B, JF R e gk > b
WSHAL TSR,

212 EHTE

T SRR 5T e 5] BRI S AU T TV e AR ek
AT BEHUALJE P, (R S BUR R R, e E
T PEAN . d5 i LI 7 1k 2 X I AR (R R
PRI B AT R R I . 3 AR R R R U
BN IEA AN, AT R IR 54585 52 ek HUI A 5 A
[ R R A L RV /S B S O ST N o A S
HEGEREARIE KL SRS B YNGR E
HR I X e v A ABL I AN A2 de I R AL,

h T B AL 2 AR A, AT A
LB AL TE VLB 38 s Al o A S 50
W5, v IR A TR R A, REEAT RO
HRP 48 3 A

I v IR 2 YRS TR R S U
W, ANELSR M A 8 T R Bk AR e 2R, B BUS
RIS 280 K /I L S e ) R 110) 52 2 BB 66 T 14 .
w5075 8 IR G B (Mixture models)
JrB RA AL S K ] — ] MLE &
LB R (Expectation-maximization, EM)
SV, M SCER [35] e HARBT AR YE (Method of mo-
ments) X 4ER G BT 80 ), AL THE R
HHEARMTT 22, FFa T s G B I 45 3L, kG
WA e B LRI E 7 AN 2
Tz, Hsu M Kakade W45 H—FRE Al v 77 V5 ok ik
AT ERTHT = VR A B 1 S 40 1B R
It HRERUES T — Bk
22 FRAFAEEBEEEISH

AN 58 % Btk 4R 1 s B R BB = A BEAL
Btk (Missing-at-random, MAR). 5¢ 4= B L6
(Missing-completely-at-random, MCAR) #19E fifi
BLEL K (Missing-not-at-random, MNAR). MAR
BT, SRR AR R T et w4 v
ik R E . MCAR B T, sl S AH 5 Wil s
MR AR TR, W& TRASRRAFE, HA
AR BB S M. MNAR B S 2 24 1)
RO, 5t SR AR ] N EBCR 00 0 5 s R e SR s, X
WRAE T 2 N R 2R B8 P BB AR, T 2 —
REA. TR [37) XAE&EIAE T BN 250775
TIEREAT T RS ZEER, JF 4 RS E NI 1

2.2.1 PEHLERK

MAR 1580 28057 >3 505 520 35 A il
FEFI EM 54

E AT S S A A S B, nT
AR B, AnA 1) R G 1) B R AR, I BEALAR AT
DA B AR B S 1. 3 A STt R A A 0 Hdls
S R N7 N €7 TN (e €10 S0 e < 7
ZOCHEHAR R I S R MBS AR i) B
RN, AT A —E sk

EM Skl S B3 2 4 A AR (Maxi-
mum likelihood, ML) &£l K55 (Maximum
a posteriori, MAP) BEEATIHR. (HE, fA7E KE
B I, EM SRR D) BN Ry A s AL i HL
EM 53200 9140 n i e SR BBUR, 74046 mlE i
EROE, WS I 8 RAAE.

AIF 50N D33 AR 22 07 125k a4 Bea N JR) 3 A K
. SCHR [40] $2H IB-EM (Information-bottleneck
EM) Sk AR BN (124 IB-EM
27 2T 1) AR P A B T8 H s R Bl ] U,
FCrr—AN H o bR B0 B AR B AN Oy oy s R R TR B2
PR R, 10 53— H e bR 0004t B A 58 0
Hlls 5 B A DU M 45 b IB-EM. 53
b EM SFkpEme sEgusk. Soik [41) WG i BEALE 5
W GRE A G Jmy AR KA. LRI B AL 4 ik
REFR BN UM, MR 8 KTk, A EReiE
UAEVNEE ON R ER &/ Sh 2§
2.2.2 EERENERE

AR NAAAEMESSH IR
MCAR L%, oIk 2 s & oW e, st
SR 2] 1) B A A ) L, D] G B A e AR R
UMUK E IS8, Wi S AR TT ik
{45 Dirichlet SB35 vk SHILZVEAE Y
Wik, SCHR [42] fi5 ] Dirichlet SE 5% 73 A &R
SR AT AFAE 2 AN ) 8L, ASBER 7 2 3R] 1) 4 5K
ARR AR, 1 H L FWLE IS E W 5E 4 Dirich-
let SE5 70 A. SHILE ARV 2 A5 /0 A B
FCEMF S H, JF Hal 2 50n] 1) 88 LA AR
LR, ZHILEEARKES B KR AR R,
WAL A R, T & PEZY R (Qualitative con-
straints)43=4°1 GEE MR IR ) e R e 50 A U
I —Z 508 AN AR 7R 2 ) BB e [ 5 2
AR R, WA T2 Einle o &, I
EMER RRLG B S HUN T R D, WA R AL )
7 W) - 4 e N S S B AL
2.2.3 JFRERLERIR

Bt 808 1) MNAR 15 ¢, Ramoni Fl Se-
bastiani $2& H 29 ] i 45 7% (Bound and collapse,
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BO)M6—471 5 % it vk MNAR ¥ N BN 25
)AL ARATISAE BC Bk EM NS A ik
FLEAHELAR, F& it BC S H e Sl 5 B H A py A
SR, g, BC BT W7 B A0 2R 2040 1
B A B — AR BB, fbAr4R
s DU il 7172 (Robust Bayesian estimator,
RBE)!U8) I 75 B2 il 2 i S AR H B %, i 2
THEEH S AT Al VA R RE S X T, Ih MR X T ) 32
Je Rk TR AT B o T e K, PR R] R
P AL (115 5. RBE SRR 2R ALK Bl R E s
AT T

PEAb, SCHR [49] IEARYE EM Sk 1 AT&M 5
% (Adjusting imputation and maximization). 7E
MNAR % F S8, AT&M FER)
RS B EM RL S Ha, IEIEK R
AT ZAMRAB ) 1), Al v 12806 7T RE G ik

.
3 HMEFES]

BN )45 ¥4 2% > [n) {0 2 75 45 M R S 2R AR
PIRTHE T, MR A A e B -5 08 U0 BC 552 4 iR A
M. BN [fI45 K% 5] & NP Ak ) 5510500 i3 3% 45 140 (1)
Boim o WA 1 A 3 i F8 BORE RGN, i S R Y
H 37 56— Rl AT KRR AR, (R YA B AT o ik 45
IS ANILSE. S5t 2 ) Fvk BB AR T AR
(127 ) FET VR &R 1) 27 S RN A 2 2 Hvk =28,
CB H35IA BN galty T — RSB G R, il
Ik CT A 50 A HF VR AR B 1] IR OC RN, R, AR
S T T BE T AL I AR AR N D R R 45 K. SS
SEvkJE Har Al i iz M gt 2 21 500k, et g
27 27 ) i@ A 3 R AR Y 3 FE ) A, R PE ) R AR R
SRR, RG22 5EH CB SR SS §ikah
Ak, A E AL A R R S S M ]
ALFR I Y 2%

B T X =R BT 22 I HRAN, B E S
FK & a2 3] L RSP 38) 25 Ky 2 ) DL AN 58 2% B i
TEOL T BIEEH2E 255 T T 20 B e & P g p 2 2
A7

3.1 ETFHARMFEIER

CB #2503k, — Al CT Rt ol I A B R
PR 8] R OC R RIBR ST G 3R, AR5 1 L 1K
SR 4. {AE, CB HIAMMHREIL T CT &
WA BN IR RN, LRGSR, wlir CT K
KB %, ISR IR AR, BTLl CB H3k—
FBOE FH Tt DL 9 2% g L, 45 Ae 2% o) R b
o 06 B 1 H AT R BERIURCE, R CT et A
SHBR P RN AR

Spirtes Z5JH4 T CB S35 AR 5T LB,
A CL k5 k2% > DAG g 5E3%h SGS
BEBY e ek i — AT B, RS CL R
IR BR P P B AR . AR R R RARI,
XPAR ) Y CT sz 6 #0175 2R SLAh o A AL & 14,
liAF38 SR EO AR BN AR B R . 7R AR
FEHH PC SVEBY REAT A w2 ST AR, B2 T
SR FOE R AT SRR T R X MY 1
d- 53 B, Bt AR I BRI i A T AR 25 2 . SOk
[52] Wit T PC Sk AR a e s b iy ad& N, i SC
Wik [53] 45t T e PC AABAT R R P R
R TT.

SGS FIEN 7 —Fi AR Pearl 1 Verma 2
H ) IC (Inductive causation) 5.ikPY. 5 SGS 4
M PC SVEAIE, 1C 57 18 31 Ba A & A7 L,
T SEIE HA BE AR R OC R I S G 1)
Pl o (R 32 AT 8 DA TG Im) RS BT (R R BB )L S
K, Spirtes AR #g XA AL PC Bk A 1IG &
1,

Cheng %54 T HAG B A CT K50 48 H —Fh =
B BE IR 40 P 4 T SRS Bk TPDA (Three-
phase dependency analysis) %%, TPDA 5Hik4)
Drafting. Thickening 1 Thinning =M B, wJ LA
76 O(n*) Ik CL k4 A 2% ] B HA n NMEET DAG
ghike. SR, TPDA 59275 28 & MO G 230 2 5
TR A, SCHR [56] Fi iAok HOdE H T R e
T DL, T X R I Ol 2 PRl 2% ) Bk

h T AT D T SIS T RIS 2t 9 5% IF 4 IR ) A
%, Yehezkel Fll Lerner #&H RAI (Recursive au-
tonomy identification) H k7 i AT CT A
B\ 1 )RG5 AE) A3 fifE, FTORE T /N R 45 4 A T v
Friv) CI #:56. Xie F1 Geng iE$E H g — ik )1 54
V2580 A AT 3 A B A Ry AN AR, BB AREAN
FETH- 20 73 IR I i A9 1 — A DAG, SR JE AR 73 B 1)
J7 RH A IX L DAG, AT 1S 21 55 2% (1) 194 45 25 ).

SCHR [59] A TR PR BN (1) 4648 2 > ) i
PR CB S5 157 > BN W45 Hy, BlaE 2
.8 BN 5 B8 0 m) B A, I — B LV RR
Opt01SS, HAFHZBr el —Br CI A4 5 >J it 45 1);
M EERCAY OptHPC, % HPC (Hybrid par-
ents and children) A6 BEAT I SARALIE F T8
Gk,

32 ETFESEEMFEIRR

SS 2 S SHIRAC E K 2 > [ AL B O TR 3 %
[, PP o3 e BN R A PR 2 k. PP 23 e 4K
FIF PP IE 454 5 Bl (U L, S5 Ry, P
ol SRR SR A AR A A R 2 R) AR
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pap e ey AR (EV N R Vv sy AR I NN B Sl
R I FE R n, B DU R AT 552 NP YR,
R — M = DAG 4=, DAG £
N R R S s N AT (T NE 2 &)
R IEHT DAG FRIJF KM, M7 DAG %
P22 () Bl AR & 4 25 i) BRI g i e Sk R
SHR
3.2.1 ﬁﬁméﬂ
53 BREH T VPN G540 5 BB FE A AU S R,

MAﬁﬁm, o3 Hok . AR B A R (R A 152 2% 44 A
FUA FE A X, VR eREnT 73 h 2 8. o pR 4
WAIRUIH e PN BB e PE o S A 1 DA % ] 43 i
PE. D20 S A0 1k Rt A A () ST A DG 58 0 S5 I 26
P 3RAF () 53 HORH [R). T m 0 At D) R D 40 bR 2 R
AN T2 e M O [ Eoy A R B o R X A
FEA LS 52w Ho A S5 44 58 43 1 73 28, & ﬁxﬁl{ﬁﬁ’/"ﬁi”%
R RE R k. R 1A Tﬂ»ﬂ‘ LR (VP53
B AN B SRR R AL

1) BD ¥4r

Cooper Fil Herskovits 7 5CH#EH —Fh BN 454
22 3] DUV A pR 2 RO CH VFR43Ek K2 1F4)

Horh ) n B ¢ WA @ AT L, v AR
&0 MPUEEL Nje 842 ”ﬁlﬁ At j AR
Wk RERIREE, 3 A Ny = SO0 Nije. P(S) &

SEK) S MISEINE R A, i S P i I Ad s o 2
%u%&ﬁﬁﬁ%*@ﬁmuﬁ@i&.

Ja K, Heckerman M7 1% 455 2 52 0 ml 58 (0 #1i
et 324 BD BEA s %62

P(S, D) =

T e 1T

=1 j5=1 k=1

2]k + azgk)

azgk

()

KH, T(z) = (x — 1)! b Gamma K%L 28 oy,
FORIELE gk PIFERAR, oy, B, TBARCE ik
AT REVEBCR, IF HA o = 3000 ije. BD 1F5)
HIU A AE 0 45 R IR 3 o T S A B 40 ) 32 B ABLR By
Hokor BN G i AT oo, i ALL AR pR 25 ) ot 555 2L
X BN )2 4(fF Dirichlet St5 /3 iR, BD PF4)
FESEBR T IEANE T, BRUh 5 200 8 DT A 8 S8 o
LEK(SsupN

B NG S BRI D I, K2 DF4 8 ok =1, BD WATRIN K2 7.
% g5 AR PE LA R, RSSO S5 R SRS 1
0 S HAFI, A BD Py e o ity BDe 1F5)
CEYIRNE) 1) Gy PORR
prgeell + Ty = 1 ! {5 BT A I 1 AT R AR T, B oy =
(4)  afrig B, o WEHREA Kb, BB BD 4
RV R
Table 1  Classic scoring fuctions
Scoring function Complete name Author
CH/K2 Cooper and Herskouits Cooper and Herskouits (1992)[6”
BD Bayesian Dirichlet Heckerman % (1995)(62
BDe Bayesian Dirichlet with likelihood equivalence Heckerman %5 (1995)(62
BDeu Bayesian Dirichlet with likelihood equivalence
and a uniform joint distribution Heckerman % (1995)(62!
AIC Akaike information criterion Akaike (1974)(69]
BIC Bayesian information criterion Schwarz (1978)[66]
MDL Minimum description length Rissanen (1978)(67]
MML Minimum message length Wallace (1996)(6°]
GU Globally uniform Kayaalp and Cooper (2002)[72
MIT Mutual information tests de Campos (2006)(73]
MAP Max a posterior Riggelsen (2008)174]
fNML Factorized normalized maximum likelihood Silander %% (2010)(73]
fCLL Factorized conditional log-likelihood Carvalho % (2011)[7°
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> BDeu 1143 B %, BDeu $F45 B B H Bk T2 5k
. GEREE TN o B m EERBUEYE, BTLL o 1)
WEPHR T ZL. SCHR [63] RAHIINT T o FERGHA L5
o) EEAER. Steck BT o HLALIERE
Jy k64,

2) AIC V43 #1 BIC P4y

AIC PF4r051 I BIC PF431061 #8345 4 5]
BRI AR AL AR bR BT VT 20 7 1. TR SRR AR bR
ISR

P(S,D) = Hﬂ H <]]\Qﬂj’“> T f(N)dim(S)

i=1j=1 k=1

(6)
X5 1 OGRS EL. dim(S) by UL R 4%
(R 4E, BN R BRI 5 10 2 A8, dim(S) =
S g — 1), F(N) AR R AL, BT Ao
SR/ N ST b T 8 G 5 i #0045 B 5 1)
L. AIC VE4r B ORI BIC VP45 BRI X 531 1E A5 T 4]
PREL f(IN) L. AIC VAr TR 30l f(N) = 1,
if BIC VF4r TR ECh f(N) = $log N.

3) f/MiA K (MDL)

MDL Hi Rissanen $&H, & M3 7 SiB
oW I 45 M vF 4> JiE. I MDL JgU B 2% ) 8514
07T LA R S, gt B4R D IR E M T
Foli AR 285 A T AN b R A B (9 AR Cost(S) +
Cost(D|S). #2 MDL P4y ik B a4 1% £8 S i ik
JEAS B /N IR BRI | 3K TR AR A 2 2] i A I 246 45 )
() 52 2 1 5 0 9% 435 ) e o R AR PR R Aff 1P 2 T B 1
i R

SCik [68] % MDL At BIC 1t vE4n Lz, K
BIC & XK

BIC(S, D) = — log P(D|O, §) + 1(5)

log N
(7)
Hrh, © A4iky S KRR ZH. 5i4b, K MDL
E N
MDL(S, D) =
—log P(D|©,S) + dm;(S) logN +Cj, (8)

Horp ke AR EAN, Cp = S8 (14 |Pax,|) logk,
|Pax,| NAR X; BT SAEL ik nl LLE H,
MDL VP4 B ECSEBr b i A B 5 2% B A8 S 0 )
BIC P4k %h.

4) fe/ME B (MML)

Wallace %552 {5 L #2)8 &, $&H MML kXt
SERIHEAT V31091, BT MDL 4 5 55, MML

W TR 2% B R AT A 51, 16T B AU £
P B A AT 2 . AN AR A0 R0 3 R
&2 AL b e/ mT R R IS, Korb Al Nicholson
LLB 5 sRE B e LT MMLOL SCik [71) I8HF5Y
T MML {54515 m JR A FAE 0 DLty g 2 v
(R H.

5) HABVES R £

Br 7 B LR IR UR 3 ek Ak, BESEN LR
T HARTE AWM IR k% Kayaalp il Cooper
Tl SR o A R e TE AR GU PR
B2, 1fif de Campos %3 H MIT (Mutual infor-
mation tests) PF4r e TS L PE o R B 15 ELIR,
Jf HILHERE L K2 P45 BDeu V43 f1 BIC P4 %
If. Riggelsen i7E BD vV 1 3E Ak b 42& o —Fopr
() DU 3 0F 2 BR B, B8 MAP VR4 s 37 R
%% Dirichlet fi& ¥, 1 H 0] LRI 2% 3] S 50R 25 #4).
Silander %4t INML V43 s 8™, 75705650 1R
(VRSN 2 2 850, 2V e B0 2 vl o ik, vl s
HEr 2 P R A A4S 5. Carvalho %548 i fCCL
PR S BSR4 (L. fCCL VP Y
FE G RTEALLR VT 40 EL AT AH [) 7R s i) AR 2% 1) 52 12k
R RERE AT ALl T
322 HEREX

KZH SS HiEAUEAE DAG F i T# &,
RIS 249 RCREAS 5 A5 IR B K ALY RUE, A I K T
T P R LSS RS NP MER. i TR
S NAENE, HAr 2 Kk B R R H, o
K. L H L (Genetic algorithm, GA). HEALFLLI
(Evolutionary programming) #4018 K 5% ki 7
HEHE (Particle swarm optimization, PSO) FliY
57 (Ant colony optimization, ACO) %, & 2
gyt T LAY SS BRE, AT EATVE R AL 1
RE LM R A0, N 48 )UA SS HkvhE
1) J R A R B

1) MR

TS Z Ot A R R TP R IE AN R AU
%, (RS R0 R RO, B2 N RO
. ARPAR T P H 2 LA, G522 oA R
EWAIEFT . B AR =74, A7 &
T ()72 5 W] R i T AR 5 ) AT A, LRI IR 45 44
2 Ll ] A

HF9r3548 %, Cooper 1 Herskovits 45 H K2
SEVRIOY ] AE O G B FE AR AR B A I
& BN 544, Bl IR vF 2 sk EOh K2 PF 55 R 2L
Bouckaert 7F K2 Sk 13EAE 41 K3 ik
TE AR, SR 5 R EdE 4k 7= 4 DAG,
EEVEI B HUE ] MDL P2y s %5, Liu A1 Zhu 5%
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Table 2 Classic scoring and searching learning algorithms
Methods Scoring functions Searching procedure Searching space
K2 K2 Greedy search DAG
K3 MDL Greedy search DAG
K2GA K2 Genetic algorithm Ordering
ChainGA K2 Genetic algorithm Ordering
MDLEP MDL Evolutionary programming DAG
HEP CI test and MDL Evolutionary programming DAG
HEA CI test and MDL Evolutionary programming DAG
ACO-B K2 Ant colony optimization DAG
ACO-E K2 Ant colony optimization DAG equivalence classes
K2ACO K2 Ant colony optimization Ordering
ChainACO K2 Ant colony optimization Ordering

FHEE AR, 045 R WURFAE 1 455 1) i),
SCHR [79] ot T SR AR L R, fE AR R I R oo
BEVEAN 5k 25 M BEAT B A8 29, UEWT T 7ERE E 4%
A SR AR [ ) i A2 N R R 1 3 0 A 1Y) e/
A7 (Independence map, I-map).

A A 27 5 A 5 AR 5P A1) A SR INE FR) 45 4) 2 2
TR R VL. Heckerman 25421 BD 174362 Jf:
A ST R RV 5 BRI, MR s — 8
HRLE 41T DAG 3G M ki sloet i B s 5 ).

2) AR HE R

GA FHRE AR )48 22 ok 72 e 45 2= o 5 L e
(1) BN 4it, HAKKIHE RS GA 7448
ZHP A P52 BT G, SCHER [80] B Al
H GA K RFPHIF 0], JFH K2 F6 P15y
M Faulkner & K2GA 58U L5 iA% H 04T
FEPAT MOS0 K2 FyE3T V5. Kabli 4
WA GA N HTERER B, $2tH ChainGA HEB2 1
SR TR PP R GA SR AP, R )5
TESP A I Sia AT K2 8k, R [Pl 1) Sk 4.
ChainGA SRR VAL I E i, (HFRAK T W9 2% 45
Fy s, SCHR [83] AR Y (Island model) 5K
WO FE P K2GA 83, i 40l & B Fad 1) 45
Mk B 73 S PR R LE ROk 1 K2GA B Il 5 4
Tt.

Wong %41 MDL V¥4 5 R &5 &, $&
£ DAG Z5 0] L4 R ) MDLEP &5 42 >) 53084,
b J5, Wong %5 X445 CI K IvE o R 5t
MRS A, 45 H HEP (Hybrid evolutionary al-
gorithm) 574k, HEP $yk+h, DAG #& %%
RHLARM, AAF DAG 84 555 18 P I
BT BEERZM N AL HEP 89434884 MDL

PR BN DAG k. FETHiTH K A, Wong
Leung #H HEA (Hybrid evolutionary algorithm)
LS HEA SRR 2T A M 77 Wong
M Guo {8 HEA SEHES BIA 76 2 Bl TG 00, R
4y HEAm 5i%E7,

SCHR [88] A REALSLVELE BN 2 ) g N TG 0
AT TR ZRA.

3) FLALLIR K

BRAPLIR K SR RENE fift D T AR SR B B N SR
AR RAG R ) 8, I 23 R T 5 A% S92, (ER AU
B K EVEAE AR 2 ) A RIS B Z V40 1 LG
Iy i, AR SR IEAN R BRI SRS AT B,
TR0 K 532 DU AR A R 28 0P 70 b i A B as AR
(K20 Bk A% 5h J7 17, Campos 1 Huete LA T it
A SR AR K SR AL AL 1 22 0] A R AN
I (SO0 At A 11 S5 56 2 Y oK 88 A48 2R SRV i 43 31 1) A
PP A TR TR W 2 2 e, RSB B LA,
{EPSY Y bIED/ @ - RP RN SLY LR it (3 ARV SV S

4) R HEEE

RLF ARG AT EE AR 32 Yl ) 45 460 2 > ) A
RAMREEL 5 GA FIEHLR KA, PSO AMY
SCPLTE L, R B S D, iy S TSR
PR A% DL R B AT PO R I AR AR A e 0. H S
T2 PSO Hk ST EIESLSE A (], 1y BN
K45 K 2 5] — FO T B EeaE 1), B LA H AT 5T
AR B PSSO Sudk b & il ) v (148 & 550028
Heng 2518 1 7 BRWUY KA TR EIE LG, )5 E X T
TR AR TR, T R0 A AT TR
V2 T 225 DU 28 (1 g A 2 > 91 L 254 —
Tl A PSO FJOKAL R A5, gty o >l R
(i LS S92, i SRRk [93] 4 o A kLT B B
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Wang Al Yang %f PSO H (1) 5 M B 5 ik )ik
T, et — T TAHE R PSO &k 7 ) 5
104,

5) WS

ACO Skt — M A2 ik, R BORYE T
e AL F A 25 B AW R S EAT N, ©
AITREA A ) 5 S/ TR R B A 4. H A
HEEE O AN HTE BN g5y ss .

de Campos 551 56 H ACO HiLEX DAG
AT R, R ACO-B HikP J5k Daly
A1 Shen 3% J7 L 4E) 3 DAG %5 fir 28 % 0] 1) 48
R Pinto ZFik 2 MMACO (Max-min ant
colony optimization) k7, 75 ] fE 14 41 5 1) =5
R, 1 ACO HiRG 2 HIkg Akl k, {
FR G5 ) Sk @ W 4 48, A ACO &k
o SR B E W)L T Wua B8R T K2GA HE
ChainGA %, i K GA B8 ACO i
e, #EHPIRIIE T ACO Mgty X 8%, 7 nlfkh
K2ACO HiAAl ChainACO FiASL X i ik
AL TP Y] AT R .

LT ACO Fivk, Cik [99] & —HMoo ki k
XA T BN 453 R, B N TR (Artifi-
cial bee colony, ABC) Fik. A1 ABC $ikY
ACO-B FLEHHTILER, s 45 K] ABC Bk A
A ST A R

323 HEEMEZEFNE

i H DAG £ox BN g5 M0, B2 AH
[ A7 ¢ R M S5 R 1) DAG AHTA], )5 2045 0 117 4
AR ME— (1), M5 EFFR N . O T gt 2
IRt R 75 BN R S5 A A MR 2R
A. DAG M Epi e ks, DAG 4%
P 5 AR B0 S A DG 2R TR 45 R R A [ ) 42,
FERI S B TR L. M E g4kl
R A2 — AT M, DAG S8 2 1% 00 3 2
%7 ), T 2 sl gk ) R 453 1 1) AN — B
DAG SR &L G i, with /e 2 g5 = A
EIETUR, R T He /e G A3 ) rh 1 &R
(P& ke 2% S50, SCk [100] b3 —Fh A2 HAE
SRS R M rh 22 5] BN 58, b1 5t
AHAZ HAR B CL RS 1E — NI M 2%, SR a1
SN R A v dE I T A R AT B AL g5 i, AR
SCECFNIZAT I [R) S 25 k>

Studeny #&H T — B ) 4 M KR T7 1%, AT
ffH DAG &2, T2 A8 H 2 15 4 3504 E 1)
H, BN Imsets!'OY, X —MARECE R T, BAS
SERA G — A T FRVE Imsets Foos. AR SRS
I3 R AR HE Tmsets [ — N L. Studeny

S T RRE Tmsets s 19 LA M A&, A
Ty ] 5 A% B A L bR UE Imsets J& AN 2 AR O T
A CLOZL 2 JUART WAyt A 7327 3 ) R A DA 2 1 R )
B PR 2 AR EARE %k, 1 Hemmecke
e ) — M X R 7 i, B4 Characteristic
imsets!*%% % i) 5 f AR Imsets T8 3 — 46— W
MERAS, mEF RS 0. 1 WRA. (B, Hard
WA L TR ) BRIk () 45 4 2 >) B0
324 EFIZEEPEE

JP At DAG W Z/NMS 2, e 74
o [E) AR R R S k. T L, A s ) R R —
A5 HORE 1 WA 5 25 HY B N4 SR A B, A R0RE fh
NJRE A, F4h, a3 m Je % l& ok, i
TC PR A 2 K2R 9 4% rh AN AR w5y (s B, DR A
J A0 23 0] 8 2R g S 3 BT B A, (E 2, [0
[F) 1 F1 48 2R 7 S S S0 AN T SRR AT AR
0 5 s | = N = (3N R E 7 = N N
TR

Larranaga &5 1 565 /74175 (8] b AT A% ik
HEAT R Friedman M1 Koller & H i %k
T B BEAT VP4 (047 3405 70040 A L AT A
FREE AT L. Teyssier 1 Koller #R¥51XFh )7
VB J7 i, JE sk TR A L BV i AT B RO Hb SR A
P 5 (1051,
3.3 BEFIEE

HAR CB % 2] SR AR PO, JF HA e R 4
5= RN, o PR RE AR T CT K3 (1 2K, M
LTI BRI B0 B T i A B 1) 56 A 34 B S BV
1M SS 2% 2 kT DLR i Al £ K 256 JR DL g5 1
JeIe AR o AT T RN B2 ) i fe b, JF Bl B
AR FRANGE B AG BOL. 1H SS SN SIOE S, T

e RA Y FRABIX R SLL A Ak ok, I &
H LA, AN TT AR b T e B i) I 2% 1T 2 A
A H AR R SR A A TR S ) B ROl
H CT K50k by it A8 e > 41 i iy 4% 2 8], SR )5 1
Wi SS Fks 2 a5k,

Singh A1 Valtorta ¥ 56 iR G % Bk, %
fii Hl CL & %0 kg @ A2 57 41, SR 5 048 & 3 41 4
K2 Hikmm N, AT g5k )10 Dash Al
Druzdzel %56 P57 > SERRFESS 1 EGS (Es-
sential graph search) %32, ffH PC HiL3K#G )5
& DAG HIHIAGHEN, 597 Eh DAG ity frds
#z7 Hib M i, de Campos 25042 H IMAPR
(I-map restart) SyEL08 JeDABHALE 4f p b AT 9088
R, 703151 DAG Fidnd CT A 4638 I sl Brid .

h TRk DR A RO, R IR 2
gEifit— BRI A5 ) 5. Friedman 5542 H
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[t) SC (Sparse candidate) $i%:19%1 7E 4145 i B IF
WA G A SE R G, e C kg 4k
T PG IE AT A, DRIIRZT B T i T o B 1 95 2% = [
KN, AL INE I R, AT BT
il FE. AESEREAE I, Tsamardinos 253¢H MMHC
(Max-min hill-climbing) 53010 H A% IEACHT £
FEAEAE ] MMPC 5910 segl 88 )5 4 s Ak 4
REVE il e . MMHC 5732 H i ferE & 2
B N2 ) S BTN BN IR S 3000 A
Perrier S50 4E ) — P VL BRAE S5/ 2R 5 DL R
2 ) B AL BNI2L A AT s SO FR L) 966 1 P
MBS, SEAAT IR 2 S B I R B R 2
I A D N Ry Al R N i W PR AR B ]
NN 2 WhzEERe = ) B 5 2 50 A1
At BN. J52k, Kojima A3 4 8 45 /4 A& JF 25 T
R AR — M8 R s, B 4L
I HEATEIR, AR TR RS %
Pk 2 ) BAT JLAE AT BB BN. de Campos
A Ji AR 23 308 Sk A AR R A ) (H R i
PEARATIARAL T2 i s ) v

34 BEPK A

BN G 2 ) JERT SS Hk, HAT
5 P 2 ek B 2 2] i), i R 3 2RI 5
/N 245 1) B AR TR T 1) FH 3K B 0 (1) S AR A
SBR[ e ALY, HL 2SR T AR
I Y. Bl AR R A SR UL 1 i 5 A
AR VRS 7 .

Ott S5 a5 T A FH ) AR 27 ) G5 ), 25 -4k
S AR (R VL IR B T SR E AR DL Ott A1
Miyano $i Hi 4 PRI RN, ShaS i) 77T
N FAF =R/ BNUSL D 5 v [E] i, Koivisto
Sood %t T HRAARIEE, HERA AT T 3850
R 8 by 2 20 ) JEOTL AbATT A HH R s B BT
R KRR, 5ok, Koivisto 25 H T SN ERIE 1) 5
BRIV, vTLE O(n2™) B W T BT 1L )5
I A 18 BE T Koivisto Al Sood [WHF5Y, Singh
I Moore $& H—Fp LI EE, B SEX)EX
ANIA). ZSEE LG R TR, AR i /D R T R
(o4 NI E), SEE SR MBI O T iR v sh A&
R KGR A S 56 o0 A, IF R SR AE |
()5 B e, T HLAR HE v 5505 B pR 0 1) /L, Eaton
F1 Murphy 8 258K 575:4E 8 MCMC (Markov
chain Monte Carlo) I/, MiMfF 25 >k
5 5 (K 25 R 1200 Malone 455 5 &R 7 Al
Bk, e m 7 AR, G R B O(n2™) bk
O(C(n,n/2)), JFHFH MDL V¥4 B8 2P HE 25 ik 2>
T RIS AT T e 21,

35 METHEES]

BN g2 Sl e SR — AN g, (H 2
FEARA LI, X7 At s tH L) B AEAA ]
Re o A A i — MY B XA 1) 93 B b JH A A 28
A2, A2t 5 AR AR G o B LA B
AT IERE. XFMEB AT RN, B2 0 A 45 2
(PS5 R I AR . fR X I ) —Fh ik g2, 252
SR M Z AT AN S AN AR 5 (e B
T AR AR TR P AE 2 43l D SN, 3l 2 AR AR P
P A REAR, AR S 1 2 ) SR IR S i i T
SR R =AY RIS o Pt | N (E = S
{H LU R BN B SRAS 10 Tt 5 HL e

B SEIREER AR T Madigan 2842 H
PIBEAL 775, AT MCMC A8 43 18 R AT 1
AISER4, B MCBI22L0 MC? )7 1 se /e B AU 45 1)
A E— SR H R B R EE, JRE AR T EE, R 2D
THE R BT 5 AR I B o) & SRSk P38 kAt
MO J5iEHE) ) DAG S 28230 spl23 Fried-
man Fl Koller 7572 &7 4175 (1] LA MCMC ik
FESEAT BRSP4, L VR A 3 5 AR 1 EL 1 6 s 2k 4T
t DAG ZE ) MCMC i #4704, Giudici
F Castelo X MC? J5ihAE Holadt, 7R 0] i
R a7 5K, JF 45 2 A SEBr N A 3 st
AT AT ZE IR ) Grzegorezyk Fl Hus-
meier I 7 MC? J7ik WSt 120], 1 Liang Al
Zhang ¢ T SAMC (Stochastic approximation
Monte Carlo) J57%1261. SCilik [127) ) X shZ& M
RIS LR W b AN, FFX X b ANl gh
FREAT R -3, JL P01 e b H A AR AL Ik
R MCMC 515 R E 4T

oA AH R I 5T A5, Dash 1 Cooper $2H
TR B RSP 2Rl F2 (1 7 92:1028) ) A AT Sk e s 4k 2]
VP BEEN I — AW g BT IR 5 i A,
Kim # Cho FHit b BEZ A BN &3 A4 84
P29 Gou ZF4E H 1T TPDA Sk e A
FIBEEAE FIHAT4E ] TPDA &%k, SR )5 x4 i1
DAG Z5 AT 41L& #AEIS0) T Liu 204 A CI
R4 3] 454, FHAEAE R DAG 4k 81,

3.6 FAFTEBIREFIEN

KNTSR04 B 2K I 4640 2
SIS LEER R ) ). BRIy Bl i Ok [RIRE 73 = Fh
ol BEALERIE . 58 RELE R FEAERENLER K. T
22 B4 b 2 2 L R AL B AR B e B, BT A
T T PR U VS AN TR i 5 R 15 S0 R 4 A 2 3 B
mR.

F1, Cooper Al Herskovits 1 56T R AE 45 7424
> It R v Ak TR KSR AR DL A S A, AT
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T K2 A K2 PRy ek KL, JFga T A R
T UE G e R e 1) T R RE AL A L Y. SR
AT Be2H G FAF BRI TR B fl. BARMATT I
JIEW AN H] TR A i O, (H 2 AT RE B R 1R
ST B A B FRERS, T H AN KNI A7 A5 W L6 53 A2 &
DL B AR St (P B R AT 4. CT A5t vl A B £ i 6k
%, Kwoh fil Gillies $#&H—# CI 7732, 2N sr
B BN AN LR AR A 182 Sanscartier Al
Neufeld #7777 A E R SO A U B
/EEDSB].

ER R TV I SRR 1 1 5 R T S R
TR Geiger ST BIC P15 ok £ £t
SRAF BT G 5T o3 134 SO OASR S Al oh i 2
DU FH et i R AR 00 I 2 80 21 50k, n EML S
¥%. Ramoni Fl Sebastiani fff ff] BC $#ik2% > £ n
JEBEHLE R 1 45 R L35). T Sk [136]) A SO g2
HH 1 J5 06 0% 28 Rl B AN 58 2 Kl 15 O R I Sk o
>, 3R1F R 77 ST RCR.

HUHT, MAS 58 £ Bt 4 vb 27 ) 25 K 1 B #4171 7
%72 Friedman #2H ) SEM (Structural expecta-
tion maximization) 5ik137. SEM Syt AL 1%
5 EM SUEUSEHTRG, Aefhivh 24 JF 2kl Ag
WS B JJ A% K. Beal #1 Ghahramani #| H 2%
S5 DU EMSLvA % SEM SLILEAT e E028) i
SCHR [139] UEW] T LA M. Elidan 2 BSEM
(Bagged SEM) $i:01400 " § I 25 /> 251 2 o) i
fRis AT I [A).

4 DIRERMERIFS]

MN 92 5147 % L BN 152 514 2% 5 f11 52 4.
NN {5155 86 HEL 0 2% R T A B, W7 B
S R B, A0S RS 4 B8 ST 8 £ A4
JREB R T EL MN R AR 5505 T, L
—fBA AR R AR AR B e, BRI, DR
S SR DA L BBk 1T B, T
HECH A A SRR . ELE G P 2 7
T4 TP AR, (A AT . MN 0%
Fa2 S) R REUWAR T AL SR BB DAL B B0
SIAF R IR ) B 25002 ST A IR R B, MN (45
FIsAT TEFRHELR, RS BN 4502 2 i 7
S S0 R, AT MIN (026 0925 ) 956 P9 %3,
TTHERE, Fo SRR WA R . MN [94s He2 )
K] CB BRI SS 47k,
11 BEES

NN 92 B0 Hobd 4 P R0 o o g, 2%
ST R UL E R AU LR B . AR 1T, H b
BRCTE w; IR B AT B B0 S R A
EBRHOTE 2 2. PRI FAE w; S E R I 3 B 2

A B REATHEBE R S A PR TV AT LARRIR S £ )
(VAR AR A P A AR PR R oS54 B2, sl 3L
il H A R B AR

IEAHER v G AR S s R, AR
A AR FR AL HE BRI T B P R R, AR 2
LHER T EAELREES MN 53] Z H 1R,
Wainwright 54 3 H A5 5 A% 3765 > vh 16 O S VT G
J7 A A O S — S A R e R, B R 1
AL ) 5 S R PR R S B A A% T O R UG A2
TR 4G AEAL Fo L B2 T 1 B AT 22 5 s vh i 2 503 e
SATAH—EL. Z IR &, Sutton Al Minka 5| A T 4>
BOI 2k B bR R 2, B A W 26 3ok 2 B EAT SRR
VCEC2), J5 ok, Wainwright 845 HUAFEHE, 5 AL
FH I ARL AR I A5 7Y L Al FHORS i 4 0 R0 )1 A 1Y
(K3 il B A 0431 3 4 H 7 2 ) SR I P A BR
5 F AR A e HE B ARV (WA BUE AL 3R) AF] T2
>]. 1M Ganapathi %55 X 7 CAMEL (Constrained
approximate maximum entropy learning) L4t n)
L, LA R R 5 A B L R AR ORI A, R A
B TP6A H bR R E 24 ) R 4],

B 75 AL R B H R 2 A, 38 w] A h
BRI ABLHE B 7 2 ) BUE, i MCMC 5. Mur-
ray Ml Ghahramani $#&H JULRHiFE % 2] 7%, HAF
T A PR S HUS 310 0 A (I B4S) . Murray %5
R SE SRR i, ATFEAL TR s 3, (RS
PEAS g (1461,

HARAROAAR SRR MIN 27 2] g i I H As
BRI ES, AFLE AT R I ) R 2 o) I AR R R B
B PR, BTN DR T AR AR H AR ek Ak, nth
ISR BRI £ X LS 22 (Contrastive divergence) PR%L
Fl i KRB BRI B0 5E. Besag B FLHEH T D0 ARLAR bR EL
(RIRE 4T JEABLAR o I 1) 4% AR M 6 00 AT Ry 40
AT R I IR A R AR A0 A, 1 O ABLAR ek
()45 A N 6 23 A1 D) kg 2 00 TG At P A 748 1 0 S5
SRR o A A TR SKAR /D H R ) 2R A I
PAALIR oR H5 RE B 47t 27 ) A, MeCallum 5542 H
(1) 2 502 ) SR e T Oh AR ek, H b ek 4L
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