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Restricted Gaussian Classification Network

WANG Shuang-Cheng 2 GAO Rui'? DU Rui-Jiet

Abstract Naive Bayes classifier using unitary Gaussian function to estimate attribute marginal density can not effectively
use dependency information between attributes, and the full Bayes classifier using multivariate Gaussian function to
estimate attribute joint density often leads to over fitting and the difficulty to calculate high-order covariance matrix. In
this paper, based on Gaussian network theory, a decomposition and combination theorem for attribute joint density and
a calculation theorem for attribute conditional density are established. A restricted Gaussian classification network is
presented by combining the attribute selection of naive Bayes classifier, the evaluation criteria of classification accuracy
and the greedy search of attribute parent nodes. The information composition of attributes provided for class is analyzed
in Bayesian derivative classifiers. Experiment and analysis are done by using data sets with continuous attributes in UCI.

The results show that restricted Gaussian classification networks have very good classification accuracy.
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Fig.1 Bayesian derivative classifiers with continuous attributes
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JEPE AR AL THE I R R AR S O(n?).

3.3 BHEAZRMMESAR ST

AR DL 90 258 A0 v i 99 2% PR, 72 RGCN o,
JEVE R SRR =P (5 8, 732 A% 3 O S B
LA R ARORE EURTTR) 12 3 AR L. A 3
AR B ER IR MG S, I A
B HAR S AU B2 fE EMSEZ BV 4h
FRA TR T AR R, o A BRI
A7 I i L 58 A oG HU LY, (AR RS
S d s AR P2 R R V' Zka 1) 3675 5 Y
R, IR AT, 7570 SN 214 Bh A b 78
PRI, (HAT IR S AN AL, BARTE Bl
5 7K.

FATHH I3 8% (127 1 R A e 1 b 2 8
P =R 5 B %% RGCN &R RIER

1 w(i)
arg ma c || x|z, -,z e, G
gc(wl,...)’(mn) {p( ) p( ’ % i )}

=1

Hrh, X, o C L iimes 8, X1 X7
C P EE FHURIBE R, X1, X2 Z 1A
HAER AT 3 AU S R (B S5 515 2.

NBC (K 5(a)) BARRAT RE, HEN RN
SURE N SRR AL I O R, T 23532 Wi 73 2K 45 1K)
IrRUERTE. X NBC 10—y e (K 5 (b)), ¥
il T OB B A5 2 A, TR e g
T A A RUERATE. NBC 1 B8 s (f
FhoE OB E) RGBT & (5 (c) ATE 5 (d)),
U7 e i N RSV I = SN S A b 1T
FE, HFRARRCR. BATAT DU A S B DU =
SR E WA e M, LAY fR) DL 3740 A2 20 26
.

4 5SS
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(a) NBC without dependency extension {b) First order dependency extension of NBC
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(¢) Second order dependency extension of NBC (d) Third order dependency extension of NBC
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Fig.5 Information of attribute providing for class in Bayesian derivative classifiers
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Table 1 Data sets for experiments

s Hiflitk #ilr JEE eNEl Fe5 EVEITE S %7 JE FAl
1 Ae_train 774 12 9 16 Horse_colic 300 22 2
2 Allbp 747 20 4 17 Image_Segmentation 209 16 7
3 Annealing 798 22 4 18 Tonosphere 349 33
4 Arabic_digit 736 13 2 18 Iris 150 4 3
5 Automobile 205 22 5 20 Magic_Gamma_telescope 718 10 2
6 Banques 102 12 4 21 New_thyroid 215 5 3
7 Breast_cancer 699 10 2 22 Pima 768 8 2
8 Breast_tissue 106 9 6 23 Spambase 601 30 2
9 Cmc 1376 9 2 24 Spectf_incorrect 269 44 2
10 Column_3C 310 6 3 25 Steel_plates_faults 441 33 2
11 Credit (crx) 690 15 2 25 Thyroid0387 787 27 4
12 Echocardiogram 132 10 3 27 Transfusion 748 4 2
13 Ecoli 292 5 4 28 Wdpc 569 31 2
14 Flags 214 9 6 29 Wine 178 13 3
15 Heart_disease 270 13 2 30 Wpbc 198 34 2

41 DEERFLR 1%) i T A RES )RR, e RGCN #

%’é%ﬂweﬁtlﬁiﬁo&% T IAH N EAR T OLE: Bk
WP 12 Aoy, Horbr 5 M@ EUR E@H%Jﬂﬂfﬁﬁ/\%’éﬁﬁ (M DNB %7r); 2T Quin-
Hedt HESE MR Fayyad 25629 J7ykHT S # lan B4 SV 85 2200 @ MR R, o U PR U 5 A
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22 DU 7 73 2R 25 EAT BE MO e 1) 129 U P 73 2R 4
(Hl DCEB #%75); Friedman 2545 H (5 58 3 kb 2%
D5 2g% (H DTAN RoR); KA JE P R5x
BEFT o3 — PR R J7 5 I N (R AR DL R 24 oy 2R s
(F DCBN #£7R), Hor @t HE 7K A Quinlan 15
6252 472 %l MDL (Minimal descrip-
tion length) Frifk; 454 7 A HERA bR AERI i 1) T2 2K
P 2R 1) R R 56 4 DU 43254 (JH DFB
FR); AL FH v T R B T R AR A R R i A
(I FD 25 DU oy 288 () GNB RoR); A8 H & il ok
HORAGV w1 1) 4% 5, T Quinlan (1F &
235O0 B, X GNB 3 TR R 1S
215y 245 (H CCEN F£oR); 2T m e ok b
JoEy 1 T 25 AP 5 A e M 2 ) ) 2R A LA R TE B, B
JEVEZ A4 BA5 BOABE, KA Friedman %577
VLR T IE B2 @ 1 1 S KB B FE A 2 2], 6F GNB
TR A 2 1) 4» 28 4% (H CTAN XoR); 2k
T 0 oR Bl U B R TS B, 4y R UET PR AR
YRR RIT 7] 57 A2 48 2% 1 78 7 (A0 68 e 1 e 4 DL 3 4
Kis (H GFB #R); A6 2 o mlid ek ot ok s vk
WK T, JFREAT BF- 1 2 B0 Ak ) 3 28 i M 58 42
DI 4y 248 (H GKFB %71); Quinlan F ok SR
IrRAE (C4.5); CFFIMEHL KA (Support vector
machine, SVM); £ =173 25% (RGCN).

KH 10 H7A8 XA PSR T B AT 43 AR 1
I3 FAE R E AL T, A Wilcoxon Signed-ranks
Test A Friedman Test with Post-hoc Bonferroni
Test (Demsar 2006)126 HE47 PHAN 23 2 4% 43 4 iR
RN ZEREGET o, Hp, “*” L8 RGCN Al
F T LREL I 23 SE AR AR 45 e BR85S 3
12 M 2Kds 5 RGON )73 R D 3 5000 45 R i3k
2 Fi7R.

E3R 2 1, fff ] Wilcoxon Signed-ranks Test
1 Friedman Test with Post-hoc Bonferroni Test
(k5 45 R Wor, RGCN b 12 A3 2888400 KA iR
RITIH 2 5 3. E %A 41, RGCON LT
oAt 73 228 (P R BEAR IR 8.65 %, 6.07 %, 10.11 %,
7.39%, 4.34%, 14.32 %, 12.51 %, 11.71 %, 8.86 %,
6.53 %, 8.20 % F1 3.05 %, v W, RGCN HALHH)
T Pt A W .

RGCN 5 HAth 73 S48 10 30 NEH A 10 73
R BRI DL 6 s, B RE—AS s Ak
b T LU PR 73 S8 (0 2 iR e, {45
4 EO7 R 5 R R s RGON 70 KA
AINTFUR T T LU 73 28 2%

MEL 6 T 12 NS E RS, RGON (14326
BRI WA T AR R A, 7R 30 MR,
RGCN HHXf1-HoAd 7» 2845, 70 KUk 2 72 KT al

25 0.5 % (JHXIE [0.5, 00) #7Rn)s KF —0.5% H
NF0.5% (JHIX A (—0.5,0.5) Fw). Mo T
—0.5% (XA (—o0,—0.5] FoR), = J7 1M 5
FeE Bl 3 s,

SR AR I 43 AR 2R 2 S 1) B 3 A
B SR RO I LR 0 U R 2 R oy
P =g R, Bor T RGON ARG 1204t 12
ANIFIRASAE T R IR A (B RUERAZ) T T 2 AT ]
WA

e ST R SR )2 T AR T A R A (R
Fofr 5 A 25K S FH (R85 BE A T pR 20), R B T i T R
HAG TV JE T AR AN ) — AR AT RES
BOCHA ) RN T — AN 2 2 T e W R B T
AR R e, A SO I 43 28 45 45 1) 1R T Sk B v 4 2R
B HEA PG R (WIB AL &5 Uk B E), ¥
JER IR 45 v S0 5 118 DL 307 1 28 9 ik R 2% AT i 30 R
Bt AN B R R i 2 e PE in) L, IX R AR
A4 s RGCON R ml g4k, 2 RGCN
FROG T HoAth 12 A3 S 3878 73 UL L D7 T A
P R AL

4.2 FERMET S B[R RIFM LA

/%I GNB. CCEN. CTAN. GFB fl RGCN
TR N A3 28 10 0 R HER %, X GNB JEAT 4t
PR S5 o FEER AR RS Bl 7 TR,

Kl 7 7w, RGCN-GNB 4k 3 A 2 7r 22
HoAth =4 £k iy 07, 1 B 59 4h = 4k th k38 e 2 2%
S N R = S O e S A RS A AR T | ) SN
i Be/ME FIME KT DT RHENSE
TEHE NG SR N

1) CCEN-GNB: 21.14, —22.50, 1.17, 18, 11,
1;

2) CTAN-GNB: 18.18, —9.00, 1.70, 22, 8, 0;
3) GFB-GNB: 32.01, —12.00, 3.64, 17, 13, 0;
4) RGCN-GNB: 34.00, 0.74, 10.40, 30, 0, 0.
ML _E g g Jen] UG H DY Fof o 14 7 340 (8
#AT %, K TFREHEIENHENEZ T/ T
AR TR AR, A =S ION TR SRR
BT A BRI L, i HL S SR LB AR 2 SR U
FEFER LR, b nT LA 458 X GNB M7k
A R T LU P TR A RO RS 1A A
FUFH, B2 B2 1040 R UERf R (BRI i 771
VEREAE R B R AR R 72 (R A] REAFAE
BRI 22 5, 10 HANE B AR R 7 i & 1 3%
BRARG /> 2 B8 11 20 J5UER % . RGCN A Bir 5 Bl 4 (1)
GNB 73 S R AT et (04 mRe B 1 2 8
K, KIS ILIES] 33.26, X T8 2 @2 n) 4
PR 100 1 22 S T 3 28
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Table 2  Experimental results on classification error for RGCN and other classifiers
Hidn sk DNB DCEB DTAN DCBN DFB GNB CCEN CTAN GFB GKFB €45 SVM RGCN
Ae_train 0.2650 0.2818 0.2624 0.2598 0.3325 0.1935 0.1962 0.1532 0.1325 0.0858 0.2076 0.0562 0.08804
Allbp 0.3286 0.4202 0.4352 0.4203 0.4244 0.5945 0.4595 0.6095 0.3621 0.4567 0.4418 0.3439 0.3311
Annealing 0.1102 0.0949 0.1279 0.0608 0.0760 0.3127 0.1773 0.2254 0.1773 0.1000 0.0853 0.0611 0.0589
Arabic_Digit 0.2740 0.2602 0.2795 0.2357 0.2905 0.3494 0.3494 0.2726 0.2616 0.2220 0.3233 0.2327 0.2215
Automobile 0.3750 0.3050 0.3350 0.3200 0.2750 0.4400 0.4450 0.4200 0.5600 0.3700 0.2633 0.2710 0.2700
Banques 0.2800 0.4500 0.4400 0.5400 0.3700 0.3900 0.3500 0.4800 0.4300 0.4100 0.5000 0.3900 0.2807
Breast_cancer 0.0358 0.0371 0.0486 0.0406 0.0348 0.0372 0.0272 0.0500 0.0343 0.0377 0.0601 0.0431 0.0286
Breast_tissue 0.2900 0.2600 0.3200 0.3400 0.2800 0.3700 0.5600 0.3100 0.4300 0.3000 0.3491 0.3225 0.2400
Cmc 0.3285 0.3124 0.3271 0.3358 0.3176 0.3504 0.3475 0.3270 0.3014 0.3212 0.3176 0.3080 0.3044
Column_3C 0.2259 0.1709 0.1871 0.1904 0.1517 0.1936 0.3033 0.1678 0.2194 0.2355 0.1936 0.1355 0.1484
Credit(crx) 0.1406 0.1347 0.1334 0.1363 0.14492 0.2493 0.2363 0.2334 0.1885 0.2463 0.1406 0.1783 0.1354
Echocardiogram 0.6385 0.3230 0.5154 0.3539 0.3384 0.4385 0.3539 0.4626 0.3461 0.3384 0.4470 0.3754 0.3000
Ecoli 0.1035 0.0931 0.1000 0.0794 0.0725 0.0794 0.0587 0.0689 0.0896 0.0621 0.0994 0.0515 0.0587
Flags 0.4158 0.4736 0.5790 0.4736 0.3895 0.5527 0.4422 0.5316 0.5264 0.4263 0.4805 0.4092 0.3264
Heart_disease 0.1334 0.1370 0.1445 0.1519 0.14077 0.1408 0.1667 0.1555 0.1630 0.1630 0.2260 0.1719 0.1334
Horse_colic 0.2834 0.2433 0.2834 0.3133 0.24337 0.3400 0.3433 0.3600 0.3300 0.2967 0.3133 0.3100 0.2700
Image_Segmentation 0.1450 0.1250 0.1350 0.2700 0.1100 0.2300 0.1650 0.2050 0.3000 0.1300 0.1145 0.1172 0.0900
Tonosphere 0.2572 0.2314 0.2858 0.2943 0.2171 0.5372 0.3258 0.5200 0.2171 0.3629 0.2349 0.2209 0.1972
Iris 0.0400 0.3333 0.0400 0.0467 0.0200 0.0400 0.0467 0.0267 0.0200 0.0333 0.0467 0.0400 0.0200
Magic-Gamma.- 0.2522 0.2522 0.2817 0.2930 0.2578 0.3676 0.2862 0.3198 0.2677 0.2508 0.1894 0.1907 0.2170
telescope
New_thyroid 0.0454 0.0318 0.0454 0.0381 0.0286 0.0500 0.0864 0.0545 0.0590 0.0410 0.0931 0.0562 0.0410
Pima 0.2390 0.2285 0.2356 0.2250 0.2211 0.2481 0.2403 0.2441 0.2572 0.2403 0.2657 0.2329 0.2221
Spambase 0.1684 0.1383 0.1417 0.1466 0.1267 0.1616 0.3866 0.1566 0.1750 0.2417 0.1610 0.1665 0.1134
Spectf_incorrect 0.2000 0.1423 0.2539 0.1308 0.2076 0.3270 0.2077 0.2770 0.2076 0.2076 0.2677 0.2364 0.2000
Steel_plates_faults  0.2387 0.2000 0.2728 0.2091 0.1432 0.0160 0.1955 0.0091 0.0590 0.0204 0.0069 0.0000 0.0069
Thyroid0387 0.4142 0.4128 0.4321 0.4257 0.4065 0.5243 0.4988 0.5167 0.4706 0.4935 0.4447 0.4180 0.3667
Transfusion 0.2414 0.1946 0.2040 0.2014 0.2095 0.2507 0.2347 0.3160 0.2520 0.2240 0.2300 0.2207 0.2010
Wdbc 0.1412 0.0357 0.1295 0.0463 0.0286 0.0661 0.0572 0.0589 0.0821 0.0412 0.0739 0.0250 0.0233
Wine 0.0447 0.0117 0.0375 0.0530 0.0412 0.0295 0.0412 0.0177 0.0117 0.0322 0.1012 0.0176 0.0059
Wpbc 0.4200 0.1850 0.3650 0.1737 0.2300 0.3350 0.2750 0.1532 0.1900 0.2300 0.3031 0.2287 0.1950
5] 0.2359 0.2173 0.2460 0.2269 0.2043 0.2738 0.2621 0.2568 0.2374 0.2207 0.2327 0.1944 0.1698
Wilcoxon SR Test x—4.72 *—3.71 %—4.76 *—4.06 *—4.14 *—4.78 x—4.74 *x—4.53 %—4.67 x—4.72 *—4.55 x—3.58 RGCN
Friedman/ *—4.50 %—2.37 %—5.17 *—4.13 %—2.28 *—5.63 *—5.57 %—5.42 *—4.75 *—4.45 %—5.35 %—2.66 RGCN

Bonferroni Test
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Table 3  Difference comparison on classification accuracy for RGCN and other classifiers (%)

ZE S DL DNB DCEB DTAN DCBN DFB GNB CCEN CTAN GFB GKFB C4.5 SVM

[0.5,00) 83.33 76.66 90.00 76.66 83.33  100.00 93.33 93.34 90.00 86.67 90.00  70.00

(—0.5,0.5) 16.67 6.67 10.00 16.67 10.00 0.00 6.67 3.33 6.67 13.33 3.33 13.33
(=00, —0.5] 0.00 16.67 0.00 6.67 6.67 0.00 0.00 3.33 3.33 0.00 6.67 16.67
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Fig.6 Scatter plot graphs of classification errors
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Fig.8 Proportion graph of classification contribution
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