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Abstract

If we have several random variables, the statistician usually focus on
the joint distribution between variables. But when two variables are
highly correlated does not mean that one causes the other. In statistical
term, we say that correlation does not imply causation.

Over the last decade, researchers have been developed many
methods for inferring causality. In this paper, we describe a Gene
Network as an efficient tool for causality discovery by fusion of data and
prior knowledge.

A Gene Network is a graphical model that encodes probabilistic
relationships among variables of interest. Recently, the Gene Network has
become a popular representation for encoding uncertain expert
knowledge in expert system. They have been used to aid in the diagnosis
of medical patients and malfunctioning systems, to filter documents, to
facilitate planning in uncertain_environments. But the construction of a
Gene Network can be a very.difficult task to perform. For this reason, we
discuss two methods: (1)PC-Algorithm,. (2)Bayesian Score, for
constructing Gene Network.
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A AE R AT S5-I AR ROAIY REB T
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F o HEITE S RAFEFEF Y AT REAHFES v K
oA 5 A% ensay T (Pearl, 1995 5 Shafer and Pearl, 1990 ; Shachter,
1990 ; Oliver and Smith, 1990 ; Neapolitan, 1990) -

1-1 3} 1% ( Causal & Effect)

AR FIE PR - B PIERe HTF K T - E‘]SK,

\-m&

B P Fen @ & o Constantin F. Aliferis & Ioannis Tsamardinos (2003) .

Discovery of Causal Structurel Using. Causal Probabilistic Networks

Induction”— < 14 # X BELBE S ¥ 7] % 2T S HRIT B e K -

B Assume the existence of a mechanism M capable of setting
values for a variable A. We say that A can be manipulated by

M to take the desired values.

B Variable A causes variable B, if: in a hypothetical
randomized controlled experiment in which A is randomly
manipulated via M (i.e., all possible values ai of A are
randomly assigned to A via M) we would observe in the
sample limit that P(B=b | A= ai) # P(B=b | A=aj) for some
1#].
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1-3 B =B

I PR Efrp A PF I Z 3 FASPELR o g L
Y FECOAAR G Adrlicl L - BEniE o X, X kg A e
TR A ;’ﬁr‘d Bk APTRRINE > VOLEE MY B S8 0
Mo BB X327 045 - BEHERT - 55 FP®OH)
(% L 2% 4 fie(prior distribution)) #1dg it o i & - A @Lenk fie > &
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A oo — KpA* Rl A o LKLV z;ﬁd ¥ A D TR E

T EE AT o g L AT H 5 18 Bk 4 e P(6| D) (posterior

distribution) @ { F7ends (77 3L L < 2L (Baye’s Rule)® = o iF 4240

L
prior likelihood
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posterior P( D | K)
HY 0728058 D 3 ERATH - kN Z ¥ Fwae
AL AR A TR R AL B F T A



2-1 AR 2 B
fH i A TR A TR 2 3R T A
- ~ & Bh(nodes) :
I A ER 4R 31 0% #c(variables) ©
~ iR & BRehy e AU (edges) ¢
Reor Rl B enTF) S B % oo
= ~ %dk(parameters) :

T ARG R R R R v 4 7 2 P(X,|Pa’) >
P Pa % X, 3LE (parents) » @ X ot AR, G R X HABE

» 2 E; gé‘rs
Pai mfﬁ""‘g' o

d gt 2 FA AT 2 - B 5 % 223k K B ) (directed acyclic
graph > i # DAG) ™ 2 A FIe it o T 4% SEBM 2 jviF (4ot AE
(parents) ~ &+ Z (children) ~ fie # (spouses) ~ + 7% (descendants) ~ 42 4

(ancestors) ) > K % 57 B35 ¢ FHcz B % o
d OB CCRLEL S WA A T A fE
P(X, s X)) = P(X, | X ey X o) PO [ X s X ) e P(X)) 0 (2.1)
Fliek Flgeps? X R X HAEE Pa @2 5 » 1% if i fb 2 (conditional

s

independence)2. PEA (F 16 T &) > PRI E W F A e i i =

P(X5es X)) = HP(X |Pa) e (2.2)



T_#& ° i i jp 2 (conditional independence)

V={VL,V2,...,Vn} 5 #8cfk & -P(+ )5 VB g 5 & e > KX >
Y ZiVe hiz R+ 8 - #P(x|y,z)=P(x|z) RIfL  ¥%2Z

T XfeYiE R o i XLY|Z o

BOImm > - b 2 EFE(A)

&3 RPE(B) MLy B(E)E 4
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B 2.1 A Tk @
d21) ZBMEWFART L7 &

P(C,A.R,E,B)=P(C|AR,E,B)P(A[R,E,B)P(R|E,B)P(E|B)P(B)
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P(C,AR,E,B)=P(C|AP(A|E,B)P(R|E)P(E)P(B) -



2-2 R F R P F

2-2.1 F]% K3k (Causal Assumption)

FRYOFESHEMFEIALEZ IR 250 R R AR
B X P RBY 2T R M AT g R/ A E - BT
TR ERRRT G T o T R R ORI g3 S 7 Pk
BRI mrr g PR EF - By o DAG BF o E% g 7
e1(Spirtes et al., 2000) o

(1). F] % = & B3k (Causally Sufficient Assumption) :
LERBOREE L VY B Ea BRI 5 LTRSS
e /& #](hidden common causes)s

(i1).5 ¥ % F] % B3 (Causal Markov Assumption) :

4 3

‘-\w

B F T, o B AR H-#L3 F (non-descendants) e % B b

F_&

TR

2-2.2 d-separation & V-Structure (Verma and Pearl , 1988)
AT R V- BE R ,T}U—SL d-separation fv V-Structure °
Pearl &= ” CAUSALITY ”(2000) — % % & 4c T

Definition (d-Separation)

A path p said to be d-separated (or blocked) by a set of nodes Z if and

only if

1. p contains a chain i>m—>j or a fork i<-m—>j such that the middle
nodemisinZ, or

2. p contains an inverted fork (or collider) i>m<j such that the
middle node is not in Z and such that no descendant of m 1s in Z.




fij B e3> d-separation IR € FTETS P EE OF) R AP RE 0 i@
HELFEEHE o UFET (- ) XDZIY (=) X€ZIY (=)
X&€Z€Y > 27 Z 325 d-separation © ¢t = fARA; 0 ST Z 2 TR
T X e Y HEE R o

Definition (V-Structure)

An ordered triple of nodes (X, Y, Z) in a graph such that X Y
1. X>Zand Y>Z .

2. X and Y are not adjacent (i.e., not connected by an edge) Z

d B3, 7 7> V-Structure T 5 fie % 2 3 2B (S Bk B

WY - ) AR TT RO T o R R AL S Fl BE W
= AP BE o

7%%‘ d d-separation {v V ~Structure. 0B f# > 3£ & % # PiE b2
B0 0§ B4Rk HE HCRIE R ] 2 e 2 AR

2-2.3 £ 1§ M tk(equivalent)

£ % ® B DAG R R A 4p e bz M RpE > LA S B E
(equivalent)(Verma and Pearl , 1990) ¢ 4= X2>Z2Y ~ X=2Z-2Y 2%
X€EZDY 547 BB T Z HFiRT > X Y b o P FEERR T
i B NILEAR O TPED ANk nadﬂz 1 5t DAG e 55 PR LS
HIFN N SR A D Lo R R A 1304 4 DAG - Fpt A
PREIFRZLEFORT AL ¥ G HDAG Y - bk ¥ DAG
PV O A or R - BrE - R 5w 2RIk R B 3 (partially directed
acyclic graph » f§ i PDAG) o & PDAG ¥ 7 &£ %8B %7 AR msd
Ho g LRTE e
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2-3.1 PC-Algorithm (Spirtes et al., 1993)

B A RE R RERF OB BT R w b Mo
PC-Algorithm #-¢ &4 1! % i 4 5] i B 2)(PDAG) » » & #-/ &
B A Bl € 2 0 R R b B o
i chagcy R
(i)Kendall’s Tau (Siegel, 1956)

B3R G NEREE(,y) i=l...N' Fpr7 44 Cl %N(N -1)

? Ie 2o Fe e o (X, y)feXis y) e S ERHAEL R E 0 B (xi-x) (Yi-y) >
0> fi£t fe ¥t — I (concordant) 5 (Xi= X)) (yi- y) <0 Lt fedd7? - &
(discordant) © £ C % - R ZFHE D 7 - R2Z fe i B
Kendall’s Tau #% #_3& 5 -

o (2.3)

;&‘-” Xi=Xj B YiTY; Pt fﬁﬁai‘f IF gﬁ@ 5o 5'1(23)3‘2‘7?:;;;’% fﬁ:é :

C-D

— ) 2.4
NGBS 24

RPN G xi=xj2 e B N G yi=y 2 feit ke

POREX YR oJd e AVERFFR OTEERDE G
0°% N210 pf > r#- g R ¥ i ¥ A 2 %843
2(2N+5)/9N(N-1) ° peig Tres" £ ¥ K 5 ¢

©



T
T 2aN+s) 23)
ON(N -1

A RSB FIRBECELEG A

-1

+1.96[2(2N +5)/9N(N—1)]‘=-gn2?%f»€z1 (A - A oo s

5%) 0 F BIR Arib Bk 0 F 2Pl T o

- e

(if)Spearman’s Rank Correlation (Siegel and Castellan, 1988
Siegel, 1956)
Bkt N EmBE(, y) =L N Au$ Xfo Y $#5 >

rank(min_x;)=1 ~ rank(max_x;)=N - 4 R =rank(x )X S, =rank(y,) »
Spearman’s rho Z_&4c ™

LR-RSi-5)  SDIRSENMAD /Y _1-6X(R-S)" ;¢

- /Z(R R m IN(N2=1)/12} IN(NZ=1)}

v

B N210pF > 7 4 7 385

P (2.7)

hmABK Hyt r=07 » B3 t g0 tARY Ad B
N-2 o

PC-Algorithm i & # Z4c™ !

Stepl : @i FHlE s VY ETaipR g

Step2 : 2% ¥ELE VY HE - H¥Ea b HHREGEE) DR
cWHFI T - FESptFa-bmz(Talb|S,)F

- 2% f Sp B2 a~b FZME o (e, X84 F 5

d-separation)

10



Step3 & I * #rigH 12 (i #)fb = M Tk > ZF 4 - & |+ (undirected)
2 7k Pl o

Stepd : iz 5 7 jp#iFHca~b ¥ 3 X Fip¥EKc(Tra-c-b)>
Hlul ¢ £.F B3 Sp-E cgS,, 0 B adc€bo (e, X494 F 3
# V-Structure)

StepS ¢ wfLqik i+ L ()F ¥ £1:3 I AT0 V-Structure 5 (i)# ¥ A 2 5
o i Ik (directed cycle) » fo | * L w AP (Verma and Pearl ,
1992)(ff 6 3p) » E - & % = w (L5 PDGA -

e AR

R; : Orient b-c into b>¢ whenever there is an arrow a—>b such that a

and c are not adjacent.

R, : Orient a-b into a=>b whenever there is a chain a=>c¢—2>b.

R; : Orient a-b into a=>b whenever there are two chains a-c=>b and

a-d—>b such that ¢ and d are nonadjacent.

R4 : Orient a-b into a=>b whenever there are two chains a-c=>d and

c—=>d->b such that ¢ and b are nonadjacent.

—>

V=N

VeV
Y= 0=

11
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1.Start with a complete undirected graph GP
2.i=0
3.Repear

4.Foreach X eV

5.Foreach Y € ADJ, ,where ADJ, is adjacent node of X

6.Determine if there is S < ADJ, —{Y } with ‘S‘ =iand

XLY|S
7.1f this set exists

8Make S, =S

XY

9.Remove X-Y
10.i=i+1

11.Until |ADJ,|<i,¥X

(& & 2 4E&-p © Seraf’in Moral‘‘Structure Eearning : The PC-Algorithm” , 2003)

2Bl F P PC-Algorithm 2. 2 8 42

k& V={AB,C,D,E} Stepl: Li‘f# 4 %&’L%f#

i FE ) BEVE AR Fik

O, —\

F23 & FE2 A TR S Bl 2.4 2 ffm o

12
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Step2 : *| %7 §¥_% i3 & d-separation

ALB,ALC,
ALE|D,BLE|D,C LD|B,CLE|B
> 4 A-B,A-C,A-E,B-E,C-D,C-E 2 # £

oyol

Step3 : ¥ %7 &¥_F 33 & V-Structure

2> DSy =>A»D«B

B,
(o ()

B 2.6 284 F o 23k B

Step4 : 1% T RRAIEH N H PDGA

R R

) ©
(©

B 2.7 &% 204 4 5 2LTR % ]2

13



PC-Algorithm ¥ 22 4£ 1 - PDGA ° 4r 2-2.3 & #5735 > 430§ 2 ¢
FERFRG b0 TR EE AL AL @i & ki o F
CTRE 2. BB L T i %k RIF 41 3502 (intervention) § Ak FE
WA TR 2w o UB 2T WP > D B-C*¥ iz ¥4 3

()D«B—>C&(i)D« B« C » s pak . C 5 “Hik %8 B C #

2-3.2 B % 3*4 j* (Score) (Heckerman et al. , 1996)

$ % - Bayesian % % 0 BB EFHDT o #H s - B
B35 G F 41 H {8 % 5 (posterior probability) P(G | D) o & & b <3+
AN

P(DIG)P(G)
P(D)

S(G:D)=1ogP(G|D)=1log =logP(D|G)+1logP(G)+C -

(2.7)

H¢ P(D|G) 5 w8 5 (likelihood) » P(G) & £ % #% 5 (prior) » C 3

- W& G auEP-ER o AT E ARG SR A e 0 4 3}&{@9

T AT AFLRA G SR o R AAF R e
S(G:D) - =

P(D|G)=[,P(D|G,0)P(0|G)d@o - (2.8)

He Q24 RBAGP #1232 2 $8kco-d 2.7) QYT HF M » G vhk

T 3 HEPG)E P(OIG) gD > ¢ 2 £FEBHA) G hh "4

S(G:D) -

Bix 27 PC-Algorithm # + (74 B A3 2 8 7 3% s fie

14



(distribution) » 2 i 2+ E P2 S #P(D|G) o @ B X322 ¥ - &
P o { BB E o B0 F > HAFse A S — NP-hard ehp
%2 (Cooper, 1990) > ™ = B85 ) 2 T g F| % > w > E%?]ﬂj.f@;%f#”ﬁ rE
O AT

@ []
*

.;F] lxj] .*}]
LRV

._
\
Bl 2.8 = HBL N B

Ser FR G 0 P ABRET§AL 25 AL 2 DAGS e £ Nip
Baco Bl 2N B R (F AT B TR e) o - LRk
BoH 4 B BRI ERER S E R AR LE R IR

TARRE S AT ME o M B REAR S o P Slcfep AR S 0 T T A
¢ A2 iR feif (overfit) » @ 7 I AEBIA 40 F $a B cnf A o F
'Q‘—'"E”L )Imf’s? i @4 J-F'&’f‘—"l—tﬁig ek B 1 P(G) J’Kq\p ELNE

95§ AT -
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F23  WRREK SEATRR

3-1 HHe % > fI* PC-Algorithm £ # 2 7] &,
S-11F Rz e rB~FL A H P2 MG

H & Ak Flie B (Madsen et al. , 2003) o & F 2 550 o T A A
FRehe — 4/ 2 0 &3 UFRT o RN RET T R D(E )b
OGRS R X 8 B TR S Rl R RS
To AT FAADEE BB (T E A2 RS DA C L
B Mg g A FlR AT G E] g I e T T E Y D

oot

DAGs » ¥ 2§ 5 DAGs AP > 7 % 30 b en(iE E)4p > e & 2
R ILATH AR 2 ()2 B ks
* & 20 f1* Kendall’s taus e &8 8T 2 = M % > T T2

2 thABFAS L E LM G
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(X A - F £ 0=0.05)
-~ AR RS B Ak gl
¥ T4 pF D Y=X+2¢ > where X and ¢ are iid N(0,1)

WRTm 2 test: H) : X~Y fbhx VS. H, :X~Y 1ph

3 3.1 Y=XTP2¢ s # ANl peniff

¥ A ¥4 = e Reject H, =% #c A =FE2 P
50 1000 839 0.151
80 1000 976 0.024
100 1000 997 0.003
150 1000 1000 0

- #%‘;‘g—% %g@?ﬁ‘]‘ f%ﬂ?? ’ *ﬁj\&_}@ﬁmwﬁ
% 7R 4eT pF D Y=X+10g > -where X and € are iid N(0,1)

MR 2 test:H, XYMz VS, H, XYM

% 32 Y=X+10¢ > th A& Sl 2

¥ A i 4 = e Reject H , =t #c A =FE P
50 1000 108 0.892
100 1000 152 0.848
500 1000 579 0.421
1000 1000 864 0.136
1500 1000 955 0.045

17




Z -3 HEAE=100FF » 3£ * /| &2 gl 1%
¥ FR4cT pF 1 Y=X+Ag > where X and ¢ are iid N(0,1)

MTwm 2 test: H, : X~Y = VS. H, ‘X-~Yiph

%331 Y=X+Ag » > #c Bl 4

A T 45 X #ic Reject H =t #ic AL p

10 1000 150 0.850
1000 452 0.548

2 1000 992 0.008

1 1000 1000 0

% 7R 4eT pF o X and € are iid N(0,1) # * #& N=100

WG 2 testi H, XY R VS, H, X Y4

% 3.4 Ne=100 f > BT e Bl

= £ 4 = e Reject H,, = #c Y
Y=X+¢ 1000 1000 0
Y=X*g 1000 136 0.864
Y=X*(0.2+¢) 1000 556 0.444
Y=X*(0.5+¢) 1000 991 0.009
Y=X*(1+¢) 1000 1000 0

d PSR TR R AR (N S0)FFEE S (8
WO Y 2 R 5 B)EIRT s R A DAL L b
FHEAREH I o BT WA ERA AL O RV Y R - L e

g & A o
d Ao ik Ak ERA AL ot Ao R A R

PR T Y BRI P TR R 2 Y- L o 4 L
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SEL B AR R eT (R RP R RE L BE

%0350 i Y=XteT o HAES grER2 B

fi ! A-#FZL a
Y=X+¢ 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
100 0 0 0 0
A g 50 0 0 0 0
o 20 0.089 0.039 0.028 0.015
10 0.435 0.280 0.228 0.167

7.3.6 0 A Y=XR2eT » HAKEarERZ S

) A-FAa
Y=X+2¢ 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
100 0.007 0.004 0.003 0.001
A g 50 0.116 0.057 0.038 0.028
20 0.536 0.395 0.317 0.259
10 0.796 0.648 0.560 0.476

737 A Y=X4P0eT o AL agrERZ B

fi ! A-#FL a
Y=X+5¢ 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
100 0.552 0.427 0.342 0.262
A 50 0.747 0.642 0.561 0.468
o 20 0.871 0.792 0.749 0..656
10 0.929 0.844 0.783 0.717

DT ER T - Ao T R KA

FHEAEAF G RBZ L @SR R TIRR

3-1.2 Wl — B A2 SHATFIRE

Al > $¥x 5 HERE pa 2 B8 F AT G 8
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x. = f(pa,s), I1=L..n (3.1)

B g o X ZFEADRTF] AHFERE T RPN ITL R

FREARE L BL Q)R EL DB ﬁfw 42 3% (Structural
Equations)(Peral, 2000) - # & &t #i-4# - & # > #2534 > & JI *
PC-Algorithm & ﬁi% Tl o

OF Q

B=g¢,

C=1(B,&g)=B-exp(3-¢;)
@ @ D=f(AB,s,)=A+B+e,
l E=f(D,e)=D-Q2+¢,)

Where ¢; areiid N(0,1)
B 3.1 2 e e B ‘51‘#”“ 2 5\

B3RS S 40T ¢ (3 A N=100 » 3]— % 0=0.05)

(=) i

H,:ALB"VS'H :AXB

% 3.8 bz e e
%3 TiE KPRz E P-Value EE
A-B 0.024 0.354 0.723 prelad
A-~C 0.04 0.59 0.555 pr el
A-D 0.375 5.528 3E-08 p B
A~E 0.333 4.909 9E-07 p B
B-C 0.624 9.199 0 p B
B-D 0.396 5.838 5E-09 p B
B-E 0.377 5.558 3E-08 Gl
C-D 0.324 4.776 2E-06 Ap B
C-E 0.308 4.54 6E-06 Ap B
D-E 0.781 11.51 0 p R
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d 4 38 Aro AU AT 0 A A R B b (g o s

VAR DT IR K o
(Z) B BT

HiE 2 e M 2pafr s BmAR 22T R (1)

i 2. p-value 5 (i) & 2. 4| - AL a o
(partl :i2 & 2_ p-value)

ARG T CRBECABREFZIHZB % g ARLETHEKC L&
) # Int[%] Ao HI N Z C2tkr#ic -k 24 284
Lk e 2 R % #ik A> Bl 5 Kendall’s tau = 4 70 B (54
ALE N 2 p-value o FlA ke 2idie o5 BN 2k ABcs: Nk 584
S5l entk A @ W3k B e 4o FIRERE N A1 B hpovalue g
B4 2 p-value P~p A ¥t#Ecin o d 3t p-value 430~1 F 7§
p-value A% ] FF > BT8R 20 p 2R ¥l € AR PR SRR 0 et g d 1T
4] ehp-value § 4c 2 2c % o #-k e p-value T3k chp FR ¥ #ce

BRI BTiaE o UE ST HEF Lk S O B ET LT (2

p-value °

B s4cT™ P (FRABLN=100" & 2Hk=)5)
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Hy: ALB|C VS H,:AXB | Cz: % p-value<0.001 12 0.001 2z 2

% 3.9 g

o= Pt % (partl)

p-value

S T B I I Ik I PV [ )
2B B B B B
C 0.43 0.43 0.85 0.81 0.53 0.583 bl xJhad i FE
A~B D 0.64 0.001 0.07 0.46 1 0.115 bt et =
E 0.67 0.001 0.49 0.11 0.5 0.112 Bz | 3H
B 0.68 0.24 0.79 0.67 0.31 0.484 = | & FE
A~C D 0.57 0.001 0.27 0.05 0.84 0.091 M | AT
E 0.41 0.001 0.83 0.8 0.67 0.178 bl <fhsd )
B 0.08 0.001 0.01 0.06 0.001 0.008 e | &
A~D C 0.001 0.02 0.01 0.001 0.01 0.004 e | &
E 0.001 0.59 0.06 0.04 0.001 0.016 wE | &
B 0.18 0.001 0.07 0.08 0.001 0.015 M | AT
A~E C 0.01 0.02 0.03 0.001 0.04 0.011 MM | AT
D 0.07 0.89 0.87 0.39 0.03 0.229 pt e st I FE
A 0.001 | 0.001=f 0.001 }-0.001+| 0.001 0.001 e | &
B-~C D 0.14 0.001 4 0.001 0.01 0.06 0.009 e | &
E 0.03 0.001 | 0.001 0.07 0.08 0.011 e | &
A 0.001 | 0.001 [ 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 0.001 M | AT
B~D C 0.84 0.03 0.01 0.14 0.32 0.102 WM | AT
E 0.05 0.57 0.11 0.86 0.02 0.140 bl <fhsd )
A 0.05 0.001 | 0.001 0.01 0.001 0.003 e | &
B~E C 0.9 0.7 0.001 0.37 0.53 0.165 b! xJhsd =
D 0.76 0.68 0.06 0.7 0.16 0.322 B | *FE
A 0.01 0.001 0.06 0.14 0.001 0.009 WM | AT
C-D B 0.74 0.2 0.31 0.72 0.62 0.459 W= | *FE
E 0.02 0.88 0.42 0.56 0.95 0.330 bl < Jhsd E5)
A 0.08 0.001 0.11 0.06 0.001 0.013 e | &
C~E B 0.98 0.28 0.28 0.83 0.61 0.522 bt et i FE
D 0.13 1 0.22 0.89 0.26 0.366 B | & FE
A 0.001 | 0.001 [ 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 0.001 WM | AT
D-~E B 0.001 | 0.001 [ 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 0.001 WM | AT
C 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 0.001 A0 B I FE
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d 2 39F o 3 e s ik ApM 2 B o w0 g‘ﬁ'—

SARIIE g 2 B BIY F o BIRZ]) 0 @ AN 0E 2 b B

= FRA G ] chp-value 0 £ /3T 0.1~02 ©
BE P HGER )BT EF
ALBALC

ALB|C,ALB|D,ALB|E,ALC|B,ALC|E,ALE|D,BLD|E,
BLE|C,BLE|D,CL.LD|B,CLD|E,CLE|B,CLE|D

d PC-Algorithm ¥ 4> § 3 -+ £ S> @ EF X LY |S » B f—i X~
Y 2 &E o F "ﬁ?i A-B,A-C A-E,B-D,B-E,C-D,C-E s

B2 ALE|D > Flt Bded & @ V-Structure » 7t & 2 Frzl ) i @

w (L H 3.2)
Bl 3.2 PDAG
d B 3.2 3 et TR % 0 4 W@ PC-Algorithm st 4 7

I FE2 PDAG * # PDAG ## % 012 (i5 2 )b = M 4
SR 2 A oW KA BEDER: - CE D Epz
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SR > R p g FOGER )R s %k 0 A& R FIR
AR BT hs A oA Prrg S b RiEEApM S E D
W2y T o FH SR FP A PR g e L iR 2
fat o Aehm~ g F & R ’31;‘21“4']%%”\1» B2 B £ AT
H- e BREZ A FRRET -

d # 3.9 e T g Eh 2 M e
AlB|IC_ALB/D,ALB|E, ALC|B,ALC|E,ALE|D,BLD|E,
BLE|ICCBLE|ID,CLD|B,CLD|E,CLE|B,CLE|D
RipEiEE e R > THERZ BT PG CF2M G (- )
(1)B LD|E(p-value=0.140) ~ B L E|D( p-value=0.322)

(2)B LE|C (p-value=0.165 )~ C-LE[B(p-value=0.522)

(3)C L D| E(p-value=0.330. ) CLE|D(p-value=0.366 )

—-

» 3 4F p-value fi-] 20 BE TR0 F]RE

LItz

3
R
{ﬂ
5
N
T

(H)BLE|D > BIBXDJE

2)CLE|B » BIBXE|C

(3)CLE|D > RCXD|E

BRF G2 MG AT0(E )b B e
ALBALC

ALB|C,ALB|D,ALB|E,ALC|B,ALC|E,ALE|D,BLE|D
CLD|B,CLE|B,CLE|D
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£ =x 41 * PC-Algorithm - “,/Tf—i A-B,A-C,A-E,B-E,C-D,C-E#
B2 BHY &z V-Structure » ¥ B 4 2 PDAG 4 ¢

&l 3.3 PDAG

#* PDAG fo itz A FIRR e § 40P 2 B4 0 & F1v 5 45 Fnif
BB s R2HT - FlEAR T e P ry 2 (R M

o

o

(part2 ;i & 2.4 - %4 a)

g

W Ep R APETE R Y - 22 0 AR TRE C
g ed (MkE) RT-BrA-FLa > 2977 kKeBaRFRE
PR A~ B Ap M (7 p-value>a*) > RIFEE T HHEKC> A-Bipz o
Fz By ke?d » 3hiz- 2fkAifik? £ (220)F p-value<a >
RIAEETL C R  AB 2z o it e T2 24 P 5 &

N TR NS 2
3 JEF e

—~~

H:ALB|C A E A, ™2 2 p4rH 25 - pld ¢
P =(-a’) - (3.2)

GRS HIERGT ¢ k=5 F 2 P =090 &
a =1-P" =1-(0.90)"° =0.02 - F]p* » & % 3.9 2 ke * & 28—

TIEEREM G B AT
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% 3.10 ¢ iE i

B2 e 2 (part2)

(GL: % p-value<a =0.02 » 1% ¢ T ET)
p-value p-value
. g
LS ;; av— av: f)?; t“v: j“z <a'? % ;:j]
B B SB SB B
(@*=0.02)
C 0.43 0.43 0.85 0.81 0.53 N B | e
A~B| D 0.64 | 0.001 | 0.07 | 0.46 1 Y APRE | AR
E 0.67 | 0.001 | 049 | 0.11 0.5 Y APRE | AR
B 0.68 0.24 0.79 | 0.67 | 0.31 N B | E
A~C| D 0.57 | 0.001 | 0.27 | 0.05 | 0.84 Y PR | A
E 0.41 0.001 0.83 0.8 0.67 Y APRE | &R
B 0.08 | 0.001 0.01 0.06 | 0.001 Y APRE | &R
A~D| C 0.001 0.02 0.01 |0.001 | 0.01 Y APRE | &R
E 0.001 0.59 0.06 0.04 | 0.001 Y APRE | IR
B 0.18 | 0.001 | ,0:07 | 0.087 0.001 Y APRE | AR
A~E C 0.01 0.02 0/03110.001 |+0.04 Y APRE | AR
D 0.07 0.89 0.87 | 039 | 0.03 N W | E
A 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 |{0.001 | 0.001 Y APR | T
B~C D 0.14 | 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.01 0.06 Y APRE | &R
E 0.03 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.07 0.08 Y APRE | &R
A 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 |[0.001 | 0.001 Y APRE | &R
B~D C 0.84 0.03 0.01 0.14 0.32 Y APRE | &R
E 0.05 0.57 0.11 0.86 | 0.02 Y APRE | AR
A 0.05 | 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.01 | 0.001 Y APRE | AR
B~E C 0.9 0.7 0.001 | 0.37 | 0.53 Y APR | T
D 0.76 0.68 0.06 0.7 0.16 N B | E
A 0.01 0.001 0.06 0.14 | 0.001 Y APRE | &R
C-D B 0.74 0.2 0.31 0.72 0.62 N W | e
E 0.02 0.88 0.42 0.56 0.95 Y APRE | IR
A 0.08 | 0.001 0.11 0.06 | 0.001 Y APRE | &R
C-E B 0.98 0.28 0.28 | 0.83 0.61 N B | FE
D 0.13 1 0.22 | 0.89 | 0.26 N B | FE
A 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 |[0.001 | 0.001 Y PR | T
D~E B 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 |[0.001 | 0.001 Y PR | T
C 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 | 0.001 Y APRE | &R
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d 4 310 ¥ MET RN DAL SR MG FE

% 38&#% 3102 %%

ALBALC
ALB|C,ALC|B,ALE|D,BLE|D,CLD|B,CLE|B,CLE|D

“ﬁ%—i A-B,A-C,A-E,B-E,C-D,C-E&ME > ¥ F B g HirT™

/ \ *A-D-B,DgS,,=>=A—>D<«B

@ A-D-E,DeS,, =>A-D-E

C-B-D,BeS,=C-B-D

AN ) e ]

@ A->D-E=A—->D->E

\ & ¥ 2. PDAG

O,

e ei@@e e(@@o o
o
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At Y > I B2 A= A o B2 p-value AT T 2

EE R M G T D224 A2 PDAG -

B S EEE AT IR 0 41 PC-Algorithm 2 45 AL F1 4 57 4y
38 ] e

(DFFRE? 5> VT aiphies i o
(2) i P2 et LA B 0 B R AP MRS R b

(3) B3 FE 3 > 7 i e BB T 403 F 1 DAG -

(2)F1* 2 & p-value 2 i3 & |- Bl BB FEEPI T LS o

32 foERH {17 B A PR A AR

T RS REX Y F et miE X B Y 2 sl T o BEF
b iFR A B FRHCA XY & YIX R E g AP
FEFHE I RANARNLE o F - L REAROTN QT
;{ﬁ“d PRzt aiE el S P AFI SR G o

AR TR AR doehfEAT o g R XY & YOX

2 FEMGLER Ao X~NQO]D ~Y=aX+b+g > ¢~N(0,]) ®

XlLeoFlpt e Pt 9 > HFERHAZ XDYeom X7 d Y 4
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T i X=CY4+ePYleg rHPc="—6=X-
a+1’ a*+1

AR AR ) FIMFI RS YOX o i B ez R R

Y (3238

2 TR B G T A SR AT

40232 o0 LR A

0g PCIGP©)

S(G:D)=1logP(G|D)=1 5(0)

=1logP(D|G)+1logP(G)+C >

Y GEET2ZAFRERRY Ditz2 T Ci- %k
B GHERAN o d RET o L NP AT A ML S
(1) P(D|G)(likelihood) ~ (2) P(G)(prior) » * & zrtizes S8 % |

N3 A iE o PR EcR 2. F1% 2 e i model 4o

X % F](causality ) » Y & % (effect) ¥ X, ~Exp(@) ~ Y, ~ EXp(%) ’

yeees N B 61:3362:10 oﬂﬂ%‘%}ﬂ/é :@—@ ’

@@M@%

X~Yipz X B4 X

=1

Bl 3.4 = &%) % M R
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()8 X+ Y 2 1% F125 G, & :@ @ (XY i)

X, s X ~EXp(6),0, ~ EXp(4,)

Ell 2 G 5T 5 2
G Ry Y~ Exp(6,),0, ~ Exp(A,)

B QLA RS
(hyper parameters) ° #z 7 |]75 2 likelihood function &
fo X.V14.4)=][1,(X.16.0,) 7 (6,.0, ] 4, 2,)d6,d0,

= J.J. (elneingXi ) gzneigzzyi )(/’i’lei/wl ) ﬂ'zeiﬂﬁ2 )d gld 92

A C'(n+1)°
X+ )XY +4)™

F5 A, A, & 42 S#d(hyper parameters) > +xf|* MLE +H# G+ > ¥ (¥
A= ! Y X, A, = 12 y. » PG, énlikelihood function
n n

_ D +1)2
X : y — ! — !
(XX ) (Y, A9

QBEX Y 2 R FA) G, 5 @—>@ (X BEY)

X,y X ~EXp(6),0, ~ EXp(4,)

. (33)

PG BIA;™ » & #e ﬂ'lvﬂ'z » AL

Y ~ Exp(%),i =1,.,0,0, ~Exp(L,)

%-#(hyper parameters) ° #z it )7, 2_ehlikelihood function >
fo.(X.V 14, 4)=[1.,(X.¥16,0,) 7,(6,,06, | 4, 4,)d6,d0,

_ Yi
L "5y (he - e *)dodo,

=[j(@e > -]

n

[1x

i=1
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1 '(n+1)°

=AA - -
(X wneare?

1772

F% A, A, & 42 %8 hyper parameters ) » #&4|* MLE +2 @3+8 » v &

A = %z X, A, = %z Y1, p) G, ehlikelihood function

Xi
K.Y A, A) =x-C 30 oy 64
St gl

R)EEX Y 2 FER G, 5 ¢ @«—@ (Y B4 X)

Y....Y. SExp(@).0 ~ExXp(1)

Pt Gy IS o 3% A4 AR

Xi ~ EXp(%),l =1>-'-7n902 - Exp(ﬂ?) ,

S-¥(hyper parameters) ° # 4t B]757 2.t likelihood function
fG3(Y, Vi 2’192’2) = ” fG3(%a Vi 61’02) '72-63(01’(92 | ﬂ'pﬂ'z)dgldgz

1 eX
- €

[Ty,

i=1

= [[(6re & .o (Ae - Le)d6,do,

1 I'(n+1)°

= A4, — .
Y @y 42" +4)"

1772

F% A, A, &4z S hyper parameters) » #f|* MLE +H @3+ 8 » v &

A= %Z YA = %Z% » B G; ei7likelihood function
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fG3(Y’7| 1ai2):y(lzﬁ) F(n+1) ° (35)

Sy e Ry
Yi Y

02

BT X, ~ EXp(9) ~ Y, ~ Exp(,

) 2 i=1.,100>H*¥ g =36 =10 o

Bt TR O it & B1A) ¥ 72 likelihood function f (D | G)
((3.3)43.5)) T B~p #A¥tdc > zesklog f(D|G) 2 & » W H <] » £4F
Ea ’}'-:]":( ’ ?/fgﬂiiéﬂt&r—f 7

% 3.11 & ®A;2.logf(D|G)

G :X Y

log f(D|G)
Bk DI H

100

Tialog f(D|G) 251.236 308.601 175.951

d 4 3118 R0 1 FE0F] % B175 Gy 22 4r3E ) % 4 ke > H log £ (D | G)

~ PN 3 )
Z_BH R o
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4 % &KT 5o £ XA S(G:D)=log p(D|G)+log p(G)+C « Fpt » ~

SR THE R 2B ARKB T PG) o FE H P x4 (Score) °

%312 A2 B KA

P(G) Log P(G) log f(D|G) Score

251.236 250.127

308.601 307.492

175.951 174.842

251.236 250.543

308.601 307.215

175.951 174.565

251.013

251236

0.10 -2.303 308:601 306298 G2 XY

0.10 -2:303 175.951 173.648 |

4231274 AHAPHER G2 LHRBFT G5 B2 B <

B - = - XS N S ARE R C Y r e b R
peebs ViR A e cimodel kA = FRL F FIERB R 5 XY
e 7z % likelihood function » 7 B4 41 * (3.3)~(3.5)2. 2 5% » 734 10453%
2_ likelihood function » b, <3t 42 B & (¥ frendi it Fg2. F1% M h o H 2%

B Ao ™
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Model:
X ~U(1,5)
Y =3X+&,e~N(O,1),X L¢
log f(D|G)
Bk I
Zinlog f(D|G) -532.463 -523.883 -525.194

Model:
X ~ )(12 G3 X «Y

Y=X+¢&e~NG5I),X Le
log f(D|G)
B~ IR
Zialog f(D|G) -382.870 -855.521 -360.620

100

Model:

X ~Weibull(3,0.5)
Y=5+X+¢&,6~N(0,]),X L&
log f(D|G)
RIS 3
Tialog f(D|G) -382.365 493411

d Bt % ¥ IR o 3% 4580 likelihood function » #-i# P X2t 42 0
P H G 0 EIEFLRR Y L A PR o Flpt g & B1A) 2 likelihood

function » % B A4 E R F iR G o 3 B L N34 R {3Ea Rl

.
.
9

B i & B SR e E 2 B L % 2 (2005) o
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KV

BAl g (iE )b 2 M ik

A

41 7 % 22 b H i THEHET 2 B

d 3N A BT AH Y IR R BT R b B %o
WAl - BT BEFR AT FI N F AR TS i 2 3
BERL RPN o A SR NE M R o Ak H
A AR

Ld:

n

B R 3 AR TS Pl a RIRpE 2 Mo Ao
Lz - SPcT o BTIER]

,’f/\ﬂﬁ g

e fa 45 e T % Bl A) v
it Sl Sk A A RS g

P A5 B S 9

g P o 4e Bl 4.1 0 3 -;E': ? B

|2 et B %5 BLC|A
ALD|B,C -

F 1 PC-Algorithm > 2 F & Z& 35 2

- BT iR b
: BLC|A> 2 D%S, >

BE % > W F

PDAG -

True model

(PC-Algorithm) °
& 0 = @ |
&) &)

b= e 2 o2 2. PDAG(- )

Bl41 % % 22 f5i
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ERE-GEp o wrRAD BRI e ML ALB

ALD~CLD|B-ALE|C,D~BLE|C,D - £ 2 PC-Algorithm

TS - STt MA v ALBALD ~

CLD|B:2CgS,,~EeS, &l* @ RR(Ry)> ¥ {#- PDAG -

ﬂmenmdd PDAG
: (PC- Algorlthm) :
/@ L | S

Bl 42 7 % 22 if & b= e 2 oreE 2 PDAG(S)

d P BT BFIR o FRERFGAT ST R FEH M
oo Rl BT EERIBE R AALT RS
MY Rl H VT RF S MY ZR R 0 2 TR

E

4-2 4% *"’J-'ll] i.,-j-(px i% )3&1 Fﬁg f"—i%"'gs

d 2 R R R o REHT 0 B TR T B3
FALLBE A B RTNTF (EIN 0 &R S (i )

2R F AT TIRERRA cn FAG(EE )M G €@
B¢ e PR SE A FIY A SRR BIA Y Tl e i 4
EE 0 K R(ER)D M g AR
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@ (%4 A-C 5L8R) @

(FF )M 2 B %

(i )2 W
ALC

oo @
@ (wf-i D-E #1£0)

(1% )8 = B 7 ()= B %

D.LE|B
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d A T EIR - M € - (FR) B MRt T Y
R RN 2B ) m BRI R A2 (6F B B R M @aE
IRE 22 A BHER BB GNAG R IR TRAL
- BB R FEHM G AME T 22 AT R T
ERR - TR () (dot T AR R SUEIER 2B %) -
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$713% 2
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SRY

A 1% PC-Algorithm o b =3+ 2 #rid 42 A Flege - F
AR ZFEM G ) BRSSOV IR A A2 2K o0
By Higdd gk o Bl pideT
PC-Algorithm

R TR A R F RE PR

s

i d 3R Al o L 2 B B3 A A AL B
Ad SAR(iE )b B o ¥ S22 WY 5 - PDAG >

TEZFERNRET T 2% 2 9 0 FULECA 2 AR S R

5

o
BoS 34k

REE LY 2 A Fl e R K= DAG T M ETd 0r TR S %o
RS LTI

ER 1M %’4)3—3%@‘:/” fie 2 ”"‘% , ]gm—ﬁrgt‘ll")ﬁ s gfé%ﬁﬂl]é_i%ﬁ
S T RHCB O S TH R L0 BT A e

> 1

E , 2
™ P

3
Sy
\Tq’\

BAFAE 0 1 4Lk va MU5E o

d b AT IR 0 2 s T AR R L o A
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