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DNAZ 712 Yoz #AALEvlo] Bl(gene expression data)s 3

9_}:
z3 o} Hxo FAM gs}

= §A7e) BE (expression level)g AT A2, FAAL AR F(gene expression patern)°l 7] A
o} 220 28 o] f88 & =FojxE 3512 ¥ W(probabilistic graphical model)®] 31+l ¥l
o] %) eHak(Bayesian network)® LAullEY BEFA AT, BF 4TS Folsl A% ¥ojAdR
o} A B (ensemble of Bayesian networks)& T3¢k 4@& A ¢ 2AA 29 FAAREHIEHA
ga FARAT. AY 27, L2 wolAqFY £F FUeE oY WoldFret 2%k OH, naive
Bayes 2771, 417, support vector machine (SVM) §% W5 ¥ 452 R

1. A&
DNAF Zlez doAe HFARPLAY ol El(gene
expression data)= A zFoju ME AN FHA
o} w3 S (expression level)& FWol FA 7 Rolvh 4,
AR LA L (gene expression pattern)S B2 A5l ¢
9 25 FEG F UE AT 048 F U &
s gleni], ols ZIAREAN TP ERF EAS
AAsEE AAL T 71 Po] ojeiF A A&
Sig=

9 3-8 7% = 2 9(probabilistic graphical model)2] 3}
U9l sjo) X et (Bayesian network)[6] TiFel HEF
(random  variable)E9] AFLEE E(oint probability
distribution)E  WFE  Alole)  231%-5YA(conditional
independency)ol 7]¥H8] &Mooz AT wolA L
o] E@sE AUFSEIGA ZUFE-E(conditional
probability)o] AA+E 5 7] s, WolAAFL F5
B0 vz A" & Ao B, doALFe] FERE
7} Q12212 (input feature) L class W Atoje] AW #A
vehiin) olE dolEviold 2 A2 #5d o]8d
Ao} AT, WolA A AL oy EAlH,
AurA Q) wjojxjetde] A BF A HE&HAE 3
< dolgs 2E 5 o 9qo A& 2 s AF

o w2 ¥ nf

=7t o2 BF7ld vs dojxle A7t Bel U5 (2]

R m=E2oAE oAty BFIY £F FF=E
=ol7] 98 JYAE wlojxAt(ensemble of Bayesian
petworks)S AQFaT Agtsle FBE WolAdTS A
e % Bayesian model averaging®l] 7|9stn 127, FFE
male] Yo rluts o] FHaE Y LuAFE
o] &gt

Aol [4]9) RAH 7 BEF dojEE ol&
Poo] FAE wolxHe] BF AFEs g wo
AokRe o) f3tE ARt ¥LS Btk £¢, 9§
22530 A% BEE S8 GA4E Hojxetyto] o

3 g5 &7 AEEE /L 234

2. Wjo] A ¢t (Bayesian Networks)

2.1 ¥olAtge] A

Be Y X=X, X, ., K)ol Wi HolARYE: 7 7
2 G Z WMFEY ASFEE X(local probability
distribution)2] THetule] A 8 2 o]Fo T} GE DAG
(directed acyclic graph) BEZ, o7]M Z ==& X9 ¥
253 dddugel ok 67l deils 2AR5EA
(conditional independence assertions)oll ©1&t® Xo A3
EREE olulg Zo] EHAT (6]

PX) =TT P(X,|Pag(X.) ®
714 Pagye B T GolA X9 FRxES IS
Uehiit 7t x=d)e A9 E F4 (09 1
gte] z+ ol sFetrt.

2.2 WMol AT S
wo|Aotgel &L F F2 6o & AHHAEER
sSeuel I 69 A T GAR oFoIoh
Complete data® E & 272 74A35te] 8 & maximum
likelihood estimation 59} Wgo= zgslA s&EE F
Q) [6]. ¥ TR F&H5L BE Foiz diolE D = {x,
Yo .. uddl 7P AFE Go gAoz Tt o
o, G2 Dol WE ARE Score(G:D)9 log &S T3
Zo] FAHEY
log Score(G; D) = penalizing term +log likelihood
= penalizing term+zzl log P (x,) )

= penalizing term

4 log P(X, = x, | Pag(X,) =pa,)
A714 Pyx)E Gl A xo ARFECIL, x, pais T
zt xAM 9 X, Pag(X)S) #@olth. penalizing terme % T
z9) BgEd @ oz, woAd Fgel B4 Gl
)& A}A 3 -E(prior probability) P(G)St daA o] Az
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2] ol YAHozE w&o] o] &HE dolE7 fg BFE HoALTE £ (5 thEH Fo] A A
sh7) WEolth MolXAY Sy FnAZEL Fedo oo
2 Age ARE W) W, f88 HolHA I Bo(Cl Ay ) = Bo(C Ay ) ©
B wolzjet e s A At ofd shsAol A za~ch P.(C.A,..4,) -P(G| D)
o} ol&A sty wolXgge] EF FEFEI HE F a
= RE e gL ol gol Mot BE Bale A% =P—;’55-ZG%PG(C,A,,...AH)-sc-ore(G;D)
o)A otts FAEE ny WHEE class Mg 9 9 ¢ _
g] L}];g AOT, Ay o, Lm,i }l;_}g 2 Q). o] AL 24 7 gt FE PGID)EE 7tA e go FEFA ol

(2)9) log likelihoodE T3 o]l & 4 Ut
log likelihood =y " log Py(A =a,, 4, = a,

+> M log P(C=c,| A =8y, A =0, Ay, = Gy )

T4 (3)011*1 FHA termT ¥ H
ol £ @F HAustes AL
& 7}24% FZ AT [2].
o} ZL FA gt
o 72& £l s
71“ a2 d EHQD dojd, o] 17} @t
go] dAlgt BE A= EF A¥ET ®
of & A Utk [1] A OIE‘AI TE ﬂl
Ae wolxgtd stgg dolEuield R A
o] 8% & YA ?xﬂﬂo& 45& §
b Alolg) @A Y &+ Yo & LEOM
AdE FA °*°W1 R AS=EE ol
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3. FBE ol AWM R/
1 #jo]Aetge] wjojX|¢t &< (Bayesian learning for
Bayesian networks)
H| o] X ¢t St (Bayesian leaming)S 59 thd(dl: et
ol e])o]l ik A} 8B (prior probability)®} H o) €7} Fof
A A $-2] ALE & E (posterior probability)® dA3dlx, ol &
o 7ivtsiA dE 2 dFE st Wolt 539, st
o} #&AAE AEEE maximum likelihood (ML)W
maximum a posteriori (MAP) 7|3 @8 7l%3 ZE
ASRE AHFHE EXo 7|vtsiA o] gAdoBMR over-
fittingS = dwtsl 45S 9 F de 7IYoln.
oA gtetel wetule] @ o oidd Hfolx|t &L
o3t @o] FEH
F(ClA,.A,_)=a F(C,A4,..4,.)
=a- I{P(Cl Paa(c))‘l—I::,I Fy(4, | Pag(4))}P(O®] D)}®
&]714} @ & normalization constanto|t}. E, % FE G
of tig #o]At gFL chEr Fo] FEH
PAC| Ayd, ) =a Py(C. A4, A,)
=a~ZGEEPG(C,A,,...AH)«P(G|D)
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-2 . . ‘
" P(D) 2 e o (CoAd, ) P(G)- P(D| G)
o] AlefA] g st5d BE G Fgolth 2y 4]

®2 ALe s F Fxe Aert ool APt
N el o] 6% Mokt B4 A wrAwad &
eEAE GO PRAL] Uil WA =4 (59
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A¥L [)9 A8y voHE o8RG of dHolE=

g9 gy F249
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z3F o) g 12709 vlo|ZZojY
o] % 4771 acute lymphoblastic
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Score(G;D)Z+ BD (Bayesian Dirichlet) %
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g 1. AR HAe 3AY) K o gE& B A uy
(LOOCY, %)
3 1004 G HolX L GFE A FHY F
7t A7t FL AWL AT BHFE Aotk k7 5,
7, 109 A9 A48 oA Aol ¢ Holuw, A

sol 7t £& A= M9 TEYLE
ZtAE B3E WolAdTL S 97.22%0113}. 335 Bl
A7 2 ALK = 15, 20001 & L o] Xtte] A%
o] o Ft} < 2L 3 Z HY class BFe
Markov blanket[7]8] 2718 T8l R}t Class ¥4
Markov blanket2> ¥8 25 F Efl AR} 4% F

T T
t 9559 Fdold.

= \_TE‘O
E LK @ & R oA(Total HTF A9 #olA A3
(Average 94212 class B2 Markov blanket 9] 7).

E 2. @38 olN a3 ohE F U FRE 4

571 EFASE (LOOCY)

Weighted voting 95.83%

AREF (c4.5) 95.83%

naive Bayes ol itz 95.83%

771 At 97.22%

WL olxtzk 95.83%

A5% 97.22%

Support vector ol dat 97.22%

machine A 98.61%

wjo] x|} 9 slo] et 95.83%

RAE HolXuY 91.22%

5. 38

B =RdixEs dolAUdge Fxo digt AYE o
£35% ¥u BHF FUEE Fol7] AT wHoz 4
£ “IIOIXI‘?_P"JQ- AP}, ol wWolA ¢ TEHE 7
Al ALRF Ao E —’F Qo9 @d oAyt
ol#3lE ALHY 2 FERE X F YL BYY
T35 e -‘vﬂ-vﬂ% JJr-—l Hng 3 ol&Ex dFe
Asg FAE Hoxgtgo] 3 £ ULE BT FF

?1%1 e gdegn g $4, woAd F&&
MCMC(Markov chain Monte Carlo) 59 7]2.‘% o] &3 A

o AgsA edske Slue Ane & o ol
Jgel Age BF 5% o &Y F A& ez )
et

el 2

o] EF& AHAAAAR] BK21 A HAsr]gFe

IMT-2000, NRL % BrainTech Atol 2lslo] X A= AS

2}2E njile 37) 5 7 10 15 20
Total # 35.00 | 37.24 | 3450 | 37.51 | 36.72
Average # 14.14 | 1253 | 985 | 899 | 8.11

A3 8

$el 5 B9 ko] @AYl Markov blanketol] E 3
AR +E A 36 AR F4 dAFLE & F &
A zk Wy wo)X ety EFH= AF AF
obAE dlolxetetel H7] k7t ARFE FolFE &
At} oje zZ FAYY EF A%l HoA %‘Q
2L JeAdE FA ""':“1 O]EW} olf2 1Y 19
@47} vstttn Azt 4= 9ok
42 GE £F71EHY nu
AANg e As g de ERF7ET viuih v

22 thAe [412) weighted voting scheme, ¢4.5 ZHE g,
naive Bayes ¥ 7], 417 %, support vector machine (SVM)©]
t}. weighted voting<
AREZ = oligtg A4 g JEsdE FHA
A9E o 4930 E 28 AEE v ZAdo|tt v
A¥E B PG volAdte dFol & WS
ﬂlsﬂ “*017‘]2] 25E ¢ F Jrh —?—’“ M A%l F
€ A$E svMmel 949 z}z‘a)ci AHS-RE 359 98.61%
oty zEy olizld AAPTE olfte AL
Mg e AREA 97.22%9) S SVMT FBE W

ol Ajtto] o] wolx gk RE ¢ F Utk

> -{> flr S8 ole
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