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Bayesian Network Classifier Based on L1 Regularization

WANG Ying WANG Hao YU Kui YAO Hong-liang
(School of Computer & Information, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230009, China)

Abstract Variable order-based Bayesian network classifiers ignore the information of the selected variables in their se-
quence and their class label, which significantly hurts the classification accuracy. To address this problem, we proposed a
simple and efficient L1 regularized Bayesian network classifier (L1-BNC). Through adjusting the constraint value of
Lasso and fully taking advantage of the regression residuals of the information, L1-BNC takes the information of the se-
quence of selected variables and the class label into account,and then generates an excellent variable ordering sequence
(L1 regularization path) for constructing a good Bayesian network classifier by the K2 algorithm, Experimental results
show that L1-BNC outperforms existing state-of-the-art Bayesian network classifiers. In addition, in comparison with

SVM,Knn and J48 classification algorithms, L1-BNC is also superior to those algorithms on most datasets,
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TRHATHRU N, B MR A ERE B REBRT A
U B . (EX B Bl W AR — R AT B
HFnt, RE R T BERNER, AENEEASFIINER
HITEHEE, AR TERERENER.

{EGEiT2Eh, Lasso™ 48y —Fh RBUR S S B %
W, B ST B 4 BRI BT E LR ARDY . Las-
so TEHEAT T PRME R #RaT A L1 IR LB A 48 R R B
BB REETN 0, BFEARTEEEENITE
FLERTRIFERTRUREGRETENER, BPEKE
BHHRARERMAXNERIACETERES, YHTRY
BREMMHELERFFIFERTESREORCERN, Ok
TEENERESPBER, FRT—WKEA. YHTEZERE
HEASFFIRS AT IR~ E R ERHINT S, B L1 E 0
LB L1 ERMLBERNER S HE T EEhERME
WEARNE R, BEINHBINTFFIIE MR, B Lasso
FHEERBEENBRE LT - EFHERRINGG . &3
o1, W Lasso Biks K2 Bk R4, #id A% Lasso FE/
ARE, T L1 IE W4k 0L M3 R 4% 43 25 88 (L1-BNO) .
LI-BNC it 5| A Lasso FEERB—L{BEHAETEN L1
TENALEEAE, BB INTS . AFFHER E,Eid K2
B s 8.

R THAE L1-BNC 85830, 430 UCT 3048 P 4118
T 18 MR ESFTERT . LKEH,L1-BNC S EHE
IRFERH N Ha 2. Fet, % L1-BNC 5 SVM,
KNN #1 J48 PR ELHEAT T iR, LR, £ AR HKE
£ b, LI-BNC fE FiXx 25 5.
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K2 #5k.
BA n NS AFR, KW R EBARE o, O& m LB
WED
LT S F S R P
Begin;
=1}
Fori:=1tondo
While (| x;, | <<w)
z K x; BB S, T HEES B g, IR g M0, WK =
AR z; X EE L. =x, Uz; B, I; 73
EndWhile
EndFor
End
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K2 B A — i B 2 I 37 R 45 0 K2R E
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BT BRI S A £, ST TR 4 B B (P43 BR AT LA % BIC,
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A 1 R .
2.2 Lasso 73k
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HARE B L1 RS, HBRERTLI 0 BIESE K. X s WL
BUNE, BRI B R BB RS 0, AT IX 28
MR, LURBIRHELL 00 B 1Y, 2 s USR8 AR A
BHRAARWEM, WK BTA MR R BOE I HB R —1
T RAFNFS, B L1 LR .

H BT Lasso [BJEH —F 2 BB B R8N A IRH B
(Least Angle Regression, LARS), % B &t 3 & %",
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PO B AT LIA RO B Lasso B BALAR, BP L1 ER{k
BE#E. LARSEE:H#RIE 2 iR, BE L EAE S, 7L
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B L1 F4LEE42(3,9,4,7,2,10,5,8,6,1},

3 L1 IEN4LAY T H-H B 4% 4> 2488 (L1-BNC)

Lasso J7 gy L1 IEMEE AR T FE R —ER AP
B . K2 BHEAE D —Fh I M35 P 48 S R 8 M T
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By, Hi, e IR RIRINTIIBCY RN EE
4. L1-BNC IERWXPIRHARRE & —& #1713 X
BORBHES .

LARS B 3:AE Rk Lasso A B —F &k, E¥ I %
BFplet A A RSB TR R, BREE I EE
B ABIERE (active se) , HEBR BRI R 5 HAKE
MAHXBERR. YERBPEAMESEN, BASSHEER

CBAZRHTILE. MREERSRENMRERATEREE

BAMXE, LARS £X BT ARE, REREY
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ISR PERFI SRR RERBHHETIN. ¥
BEFHERFIEGITH PR L1 ERMLEE.

BHE LR LARSHEREM, ¥ LARSERRSB L1 IE
M4k B AR B B 3 2 R AR BN MNTE T M —Fh &2, 1%
FEMATRHHRESFAKBHEST, £ L1 ENLREE
AR B, KSR RS TR IMH SRR, B &%
RIAR SSRGS BOAXEZRBER T AT . HTRE
BRENMATHAROE, AL RETEMRERE. £83 L1
ERMLE R Z G ¥ 8 BB B R B RT TE A R BT A 2
BHXH R MR- MEIRGETREEERR I
F3l, AT M #8504 3. B 45 LILBNCHERR
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L1-BNC H¥:.
WA BHE train_data, test_data;
Wt et 4E 5 AR rate
Begin:
H—BrE BB ST A, A LARS 5k, 7EX T
BH,BEARFRFRQONARE, EFINEER
A LABEEAE R HFF], B LARS(train_data);
Wit % LARSEENARE T, K8 —REIHHE
25 5 (1925 B PMFF (L1 EREBE ) order,
BB B ERIINES) order J5, 454 K2 Wik, BT MM
WiakaEnES
For A RIIMNFEF order DO
lars_k2_classification (order, train_data, test_data);

B # lars k2_classification (order, train_data, k) ;
8 [E1 43 2588 KO HE R BE 5
EndFor; .
train_data, test_data 43§ Ay Ul SR AN A BIR A ; B GE
FA k3 URE R B, H BRI HERR ratio,
Hep kAR XRIEMFTEL B k'R 10,

End
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4.1 LBHIE

TR L1-BNC B398 %t 430 UCT B4 B v
HET 18 MRS TR, FUESE M AR IR 1
F0el, speeh, L1-BNC 76 B3R 18 MR B S 9 MBS
WERAORBEEHTHE X IANEAI>AEEE NB,
TAN, AODE, HNB, K2CHI, K2MIL K 354%,J48,SVM, # T
HFLR L1-BNC B 5 R B 00 B8R, BT Kkt
W ERSRERSFBEH . F—4% L1-BNC 5 NB, TAN,
AODE, HNB, K2CHI, K2MI 7£ 43 3 e 5 B - 19 Ho A, b
NB, TAN, AODE, HNB 47 FRi I 373 28 8. K2CHI,
K2MI B il (general) T M- 37 53 28 B 3k, 3 HLIX PO A0 38 &
HEETHARFHHLESE, LI-BNC SH#THEER
AbxftE. #5740 % L1-BNC 5 HE 4358 KNN, 48, SVM
HHINE LR A,

#1 HiESHR

Train set Sample Features
spect 80 -23
iris 150 5
wdbc 569 31
ionosphere 200 35
spectf 200 35
diabetes 768 9
machine 209 8
promoters 106 58
segment 2310 20
10 glass 214 10
11 iono 351 35
12 breast 3146 10
13 tictac 4312 10
14 wine 178 14
15 cleve 2727 12
16 austra 690 15
17 lymph 1332 19
18 vehicle 3809 19

TRBIRE spect FIFIEE ionosphere K HYE UCI I
R, HEBRE LT RA I XBUE(CV-10) J7 85 il
SREHRE, WA ZRFAMIHHSABTTIACR
BNT-SLP #4411, AODE, HNB,KNN, J48,SVM 5 F#4;
RELLTWHK A WEKA KA, M TFXRPHELR
4,38 Causal Explore £ B B 8 808 sl B0 47 B Bufb b
#2  AODE #1 HNB £ 8 i, 3% A 9 NumericToNominal
R EHE Numeric B H5#R Nominal B .

4.2 L1-BNC 5074 2 M =60 LB
4.2.1 LI-BNC 5 A4 et o £ H kg rbsk

AYH S L1-BNC B k5 NB, TAN, AODE, HNB 4
AHEFRE IR BT 18 MBS DT LS, B
AODE, HNB £ £ 12 HH 0B Rt b & I H-#r - R B 09
BEY, B AHTERER(ERFHAERERM x=y
LR ER S, BIEZEX AR T 8 H R #R L1-BNC B4R
FHERED.

Bl 5 iR L1-BNC R4 HER B , B AR 45 53
FOREE 4 R R BEREE . IR REEXTA
2 b, MPLE L1-BNC 43 288508 BE Lo 8T s IR, W A
HEnskBRad8E LBr. mRBHEMARK, WA
FRBEHSIFENY. NEPATLIMES LI-BNCHET
ER AR HXBEE HFIEFRRETX 4 #HE
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AR PR ) D R 4y B, TS S, A — AN R AR
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RIS LB T L1-BNC 5 U M- 2 B8 54 1
B, WE 5. B 6 \TLAEH LI-BNC BEEE T H#i 4K
B AR MR — B R BIE LI-BNC B REHE.
SRR T 3 FEBIRISIE b BRI B RS
FAEP(KNN, J48, SVMO E L R BB E LR L EH®
ER, BERMRE RS L1-BNC 2264 Bt 7 103, K
J+F KNN BATEBR T K=1 fl K=3 i} )5 2450 BE AT
. SRERME 7R,

e
0 LIBNC vy KNN(K=1}

L1-BNC-Accuracy

L1-BNC-Accuracy

L1-BNG-Accuracy

ok
10 20 20 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
HNB Accuracy

L1-BNC-Accuracy
B B8E5ELEIIE

ar

20 30 40 50 60 70 8 90 100
AOQODE Accuracy

(o) L1-BNC 5 AODE (d) L1-BNC 5 HNB

B 5 LI1-BNC 55 NB, TAN, AODE, HNB 4338 5 t: #5054

4.2.2 L1-BNC 5 IR 4| (general) W v+ #f 4% M 3k #9063

A454 L1-BNC 5955k B i 28 19 TR ) 0L vt 4 25 28
(Bf K2CHI A1 K2MI' B0 345 s . XA B4 BlaE
LB A 5REZ M CHI 5 MICEfEB)RFBH AT
¥, REXBRERWE 6 s,

#H 6(a) B 6(b) P43 B 3T L1-BNC 5 K2CHI #1
K2MI W5 KB . ATLUE R BB A REE T X
AR LB AL L, SRS BIEE REEXT ALK T E, 3
L1-BNC W45 ¥E5 BEAE T K2CHIL 1 K2MI, B 253 F 41 3
A 5, B 5(b) R HEA B , W8 K2CHL K2MI #4352
HHER T NB it TAN, X8R5 R Estevam % A
Franz Pernkopf % A #3238 £5 5 (K2CHIL, K2MI £ F NB #
TAN)—-ﬁDZ'la] .
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(d L1-BNC 5 SVM

] s
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(c) L1-BNC 5 J48
B 7 L1-BNC 5 KNN,J48 f1 SVM 4 KM B A%

MNE 7R UEBABIBERESABFETHALZ L, D
WABABE SEAEX ALEHHE. LHRE L1-BNC 5 SVM 4
A, BB BIBEEM AL TE, X L1-BNC
MR BE S R B i 4320 B AR AR A FAR 8

HTEFHEBRAR S REEETERIEEN TS
04 LA A B LS R U RS L, 3k 2 B
B, fEFRPHFE win/tie/loss B R FRBEZ HAES 2
W LRI R, Win BRI, tie "R, loss BR
KW, BREANEIC w/t/1 TR LI-BNC SHESRESRH
e w MBS R & MERE LS HEBBER
FLEINMBEE LR TREEE. #PHkER L1-BNC
SHEIMBEEMNILERERE. AR TUHEEREN, L1
BNC 5 ki 9 3B s H, 2502 17,11,16,13,8,10,
10,9,13,11 ¥4 E3RME, X P88 L1-BNC B3k 7E A FB 45>
BiEE L THEMHE.

F 2 FRGRFRTEFA SRS ERIRIERE S

NB TAN AODE HNB CHI Ml INN 3NN SVM J48
TAN 13/1/4
AODE 14/0/4 6/0/12
HNB 13/0/5 6/0/12 8/3/7
CHI 16/1/1 11/2/5 13/0/5 11/0/7
MI 15/1/2 8/2/8 13/0/5 10/0/8 7/8/3
KNN(K=1) 12/0/6 10/0/8 9//0/9 7/1/10 9/0/9 10/0/8
KNN (K=3) 12/0/6 10/0/8 10/1/7 9/2/7 9/0/9 11/0/7 9/0/9
J48 15/0/3 11/1/6 9/1/8 9/1/8 8/0/10 9/1/8 8/1/9 10/1/7
SVM 13/0/5 8/0/10 6/0/12 7/0/11 5/0/13 8/0/10 8/0/10 8/1/9 7/1/10
L1-BNC 17/1/0 11/2/5 16/0/2 13/0/5 8/5/5 10/5/3 10/0/8 9/0/9 13/0/5 11/0/7
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