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Abstract

ABSTRACT

Bayesian network (BN, also ealled-known as belief network or casual network)
is a mathematical model based on probability theorystiereasening. H-comesfrom

artificialintelligeneceresearch-area—It is a tool developed in Artificial Intelligence for
wsirg-modeling probabilistic interdependencies statisties-#-in complex areaproblems

and supporting, uncertainty reasoning and data analysis. BN is-has been recognized

as one of the most efficient theoretical models in representation and reasoning of
uncertainty knowledge, and is—usedhas applied in many areas. However, there are
still many problems to be resolved for Bayesian networks in knowledge integration
and reasoning, e.g. belief update; under uncertain information.

In this dissertationthesis, we first discussed properties and features of different
existing knowledge integration algorithms, such as IPFP (iterative proportional
fitting procedure) and other IPFP based algorithms, e.g. CIPFP (conditional IPFP),
CC-IPFP, GEMA etc. Then a novel algorithm, SMOOTH, was proposed. The new
algorithm extends original IPFP by bi-directional modification of probabilistic

constraints and target joint probability distribution_during the iterations, thus it

converges for both consistent and inconsistent constraints. Experiment results show
that, compared with existing algorithms, SMOOTH has stable and fast convergences
fast, is-less-eomplex; and can be accelerated by adjusting its smooth ratio.
Knowledge fintegration algorithms based on IPFP use-work on joint probability
distributions-as-the knowledge, thus it can not be used directly in Bayesian networks.
For this problem, we introduced the E-IPFP algorithm proposed by Peng and Ding. A

formal convergence proof of E-IPFP under consistent probabilistic constraints was
given. Meanwhileln addition, an improved method was given—proposed by
integrating E-IPFP and SMOOTH_to deal with inconsistent constraints. Experiment

results show that, the improved algorithm can handle not only inconsistency among
probabilistic constraints but also inconsistency between constraints and the BN
structure.

lAlgorithms for Bayesian network belief update under uncertain evidences were
also discussed. Classification and features of different uncertain evidences are
discussed thoroughly. Also we formally proved the equivalence of different belief

update algorithms (Jeffrey’s Rule, Virtual Evidence Method, and IPFP) for single

11



Abstract

uncertain evidence. An algorithm, BN-IPFP, with its convergence proof was given
for multiple evidences. With the combination of BN-IPFP and SMOOTH, the new
algorithm can deal with not only multiple uncertain evidences but also inconsistent
evidences. Both theoretical and experimental convergence proof of BN-IPFP are
discussed thorough.\ 777777777777777777777777777777777777777777777

Finally, we discussed the application of Bayesian network reasening—to
modeling and reasoning with uncertainty in Semantic Web ontologiealics-uneertainty

reasoning. The BayesOWL framework was extended_to; thus—it—ean—support
converting general ontologies (e.g. OWL DL)_to BNs, and a —Meanwhile,—a

conventional extensien-ofbased on OWL language was given—proposed to represent
probabilistic knowledge ef-for ontology classes and interclass relationsentelogies.

Knowledge integration algorithms we developed are used to integrate probabilistic
knowledge into result—converted BN. Alse—a prototype system of the extended
BayesOWL framework was implemented with its APIs available for researchers on

similar research areas.

Key Words: Bayesian network, uncertainty reasoning, knowledge integration, belief
update, semantic web, ontology reasoning
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BRSSO AR B HEBRBLA, BT DRI T-S2BR R H o 1 J5L 46 1Y) BayesOWL #1775
VRIFIREAEAE QD R PR L RE T B 20 82 S B R AR Rl R
REACFR AT B FRE R iR (Ban P(A), P(AIB) (T FAIS I o BT DA 0 Hedk AT
/g, DMERENS AP By — MG O o

1.2 KXHMRENESHZE

Lo 37 DR AN s A R L VRIS A AR 2 A A5 S0t Ak — S5 0T 5 11 )
AT Fo R A S AR SR AR B I R, BN T LUR LA
(FIRIE L
®  KIRA R L T . BT IPFP Ry CIPFP FI AR Ak
FLIIE A QA LERIR N, SR B I I A2 1% 5 vk R 20 SRR — BT ik
o MIBLSER A, T R A R YR SR T B R, VR
RANR AR EA B2 AR P B2 4b. Ak, Vomlel $2H
TAREAN—BUR I ENIR G ELVE CC-1PFP. GEMA 5ik. Miseihas 1
W], CC-IPFP Fll GEMA ByEAE ISR g . ISt e S 7 TH IR A
RANE: Bt EERES, HIWSOE S ZYaENEmR R, 5
HAER P REATT T o B XHZFIE DL, A SCIERTF S Sk 2
fih b, $EH TR T IPFP 1A BB SMOOTH, FR7E3 R FISLES
RS TR RSSO RE

® DU AR A BRI 7T . G i AE S 25 S5, i DL 3 R
Wi 25 MR AT, ROMER L2, 2 DU 307 A A o P HE 3T 5
A —ANEE B W) L, Peng A1 Ding 7E AR A BV HEA EEH T —Fh
DU X R A B L% E-TPFP, JEEAE S M S5, Seil 7 it
WM LI PR L o A SCVEATHE T2 80, R4 1 T Bk



FIE Y B

SOPEUERA . RIRS, J8E 5 AR —E B RR & &L, X E-TPFP #H4T
T, R T BIEAE LR A — B S SR A, SR A SRR,
Uk JE B SEIEAE L R B — 8, B 2% 45 A — B F ek 2
sk

® ANfEMEUESE T DM H S AR S RE R L. IRAR S e SRR,
T A WA B JE IR EE, A DU i A5 A BE i ) — AN B )
Pearl B RIEH 7 AW CHEIESE KNS, JF3H 7 —F virtual
evidence 77k, FIUAMbHZS EH— soft evidence T NMH#rM{E(LHE
B ARZ LT T LR % 3 E H
T2 soft evidence [MIfHL. ASCE Jesr#r 7 & MRS )10 5 5F
s B 7 LR AS 5 5 YRR 88 R DUt B W9 AS AF 5B 7795 : virtual
evidence method, Jeffrey’s Rule 13T IPFP [ 7vks 0dlr 17 & Fhorik
Z AR R reH T —Fh BN-IPFP FU¥r &%, ERA 7 HAEIEYE —8
MWkt X BN-IPFP SEHEAT 1 ook, A L BB 08 At b4 A — Bt
PIEGL, FEEEIRAISLES FX EIEEAT T 907 .

©®  IRARANH T PEHEEE )RR (BT AL . AR SCRIEAT T WAATe: DL BT AN
HES 7 VR R T AR A e AR ) R . E A AP T Ding F
Peng #2 H] BayesOWL HESE . %7 VR IR I 4 AR Al g DUt 37 0, [i] Bsf
K 58 T AR B AN e P R0 R T8 R AR N VR A OB AL S 1 DL
WA, SRE T AR AR 2R ) DU ST R HE S A A A . BRAT T I R A
HEB TR, ¥R 7ZIENE— AR SR 8 7 A5 DU
PR R S JE BN SGE i ) DU BT X RR A RO, R TR
—HOER AR A R e, I T AR RS, RS
LA T TAE N DR AL T — A TR

1.3  AICHYLALRLEH

R TR T HRE ST KL SRR /MU R R R ER G R 58
= EETT T VUM RRIR A RS S et s SR DU FE TR T ANE E PEIESE T UL
-S4 X (B AR BB AL, B BN-TPFP 55925, 35 T s R DL S0 A it 2 1 HE PELAE
T SUAAHERL P RN s B8 /N T SCTARREAT 1 4h.



EPEIR S A

£28 HMEMASHEZENAR

AREDHOMER ARG . RN TR LR —BUN I AR S R
B IPFP. CIPFP, MW —FI 535 CC-IPFP. GEMA; R T £ HA— Bt
B BEE TR, S =R T P T — W 8 17 A ) i T TPFP
BE R, FFEER SIS FEhe T BRI RE

2.1 [o)ERiEA

R HE 280 HE 22 R 1 S, FRATDHE 403k 1v) R — 2H Bl B AR B ok R OR
X=(X1,X2,...,Xn)s KT 0] ) HIHA R TR N — DM RE MR 0 A1 P(X) o fEIEAT3E—
TR T, FRATE eh BT E X
FEX 2.1 (LRE) KT BT P R AR G X SR Al N
5 XAE X 725 AR R R o0 A, 10N

R={R(Y").R(Y?),...R(Y™)}

Kyl X, mARLREZMFRIANE.

BN 2.2 (AREM—BE) WMPAFAEED—ANBEMES i P(X), 115 P(X)
WEHERARE R, HIXHERI<j<m, PY =R, NMHRLHER &
—H; EWER R NA—E,
SEX 2.3 (K-L BEBE)  SUFRAE XU
1B 58 M-

SR T ANERE R A Z I 5, S

30

PO
I(PQ)= P(%:>0P Q(X) if P<<Q

+o0 else

Hd P<«<Q £ R X|IPX)>0c{x'|Q(Xx)>0} . M & 0-log%:0 , H

p
-lo =00,
p gO

K-L P 25 215 B R M i P A B0 A 2 T BE 2 rp 2 A i — o 32 . AR
HoE O A K-L BE g AR, BV I(P|Q) >0, HAYY P=Q W5 Hr. 5—
MR LRSS M E S AR, KL EEEAESRKG, BE—BKELTE

_ - | Comment [Y4]: It should be relative entropy

[ABX$48 1, not cross entropy. You can check the
Wikipedia for their definitions. These two

entropy are closely related to each other, though.




EPEIR S A

I[(PIQ)#1(QIIP)-
SEX 2.4 CRURERL T4k 2 25 8 L) AR M A 5 o0 A (1 7 o

EH AP AT 3 i AR R ] A S O

CORIBE A A POORIUBESR LA R = (RO ROV, RY™) - HE 3T
IS 2201 Q(X), AL LIHUSE R, JF H 5 IR 43 45-POX) BT fi /s
ff) K-L P

2.2 BRAR—BEWEIRESREE

2.2.1 IPFP &%

IPFP (iterative proportional fitting procedure) #i¥LH Kruithof 42
H. HAZCN I-Projection 11H5:
EX 2.5 (I-Projection) #AE—NMEHAEMMESMES Q M P(X), & QX) e
Q, Hike
[(QI[P)=mingyq I(Q]| P)

TFR Q(X) 4 P(X)1E Q L[] I-Projection.
4 (Vomlel 2003), P(X)TEii £ LR %4 R(Y)MEBCE MR S LI
I-Projection 7] LAHH N =R 45 21
0 if P(Y)=0
QX)=1px). RV e (22.1
P(Y)
Hrb RY)E LAE X 2R ERRGEM R 704, BIY < X, P(Y) A P(X)
£ Y A ERIA G 0 A .
v NERERE, FEg P EHARER N —DNARFMS, BT
YRR M BT E L%, B ERRBSL.
IPFP .
L WHEME: Qu(X), R={R(Y)R(*),..R(Y")
2. for k=1, HELLFEARERE, HEWRSK:
2.1 i=kmodm;
0 i QL(Y)=0
2.2 Q(X)= R(YY) ;

Qk—l(x)'m else




EPEIR S A

2.3k =k + 1;

SEF 2.1 IPFP EVE/EL A R — UM Bk, F0Iskgs B Q (X)), it
FITa i 2 R MECA MR A4S N S, MQ (X)W R, HAEFTAEE R 1Bk
EHER AT, QY(X) B 5HIUE Qo(X) /M K-L #55, RIQ*"(X) N Qu(X)fE
Sy |1 I-Projection.
SEFE W, (Csiszar 1975; Vomlel 2003), iXHANFER.
Bl 2.1 BRI E AE X=(X1,X2,Xs) |, B BEALAS 8354 — Jo i,
BUEE N T 8l Fo CRIZIHAE R ={R(X,, X,),R(X,, X;), R(X;, X))} » W13 2.1 fir
e MY e=a/200f, RN—FH.

Table2.1 Constraint set R

Rj,j=1,2 X, =T X, =F
X, =T 1/2-¢ &
xj:F & 1/2-¢
R, X, =T X =F
X = P 1/2-¢

X = 1/2-¢ &

EAAT QX Xa, Xo) BB KISt 3 2.2 iR, FSAZAT IPFP Bk, (3%
R84 )5, BIERSEIFE 2.2 FiRRIBEAHEZE A Q (X, X2,Xa) e

Table2.2 Result joint probability distribution

Xi Xa X3 Q(X1,X2,X3) Q" (X1,X2,Xa)
T T T 0.125 0.15
T T F 0.125 0.15
T F T 0.125 0.05
T F F 0.125 0.15
T T T 0.125 0.15
T T F 0.125 0.05
T F T 0.125 0.15
T F F 0.125 0.15

B 2.1 25 T4 — kAR BB % QuX) 5 Qo(X)HI K-L BEE. Jirh Q7
5 Qo) K-L #HE 1(Q7| Qo) = 0.10453816.
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Plot of KL-Distance (Consistent Data)

005 | ' | R
0’ 10’ 10
MNurm of terative Steps

Fig. 2.1 K-L distance of 1(Qk(X)||Qo(X))

2.2.2 C-IPFP &%

Bock (Bock et al. 1989), Cramer (Cramer 2000)%&Hf%% T IPFP ik,
B HBAT T R, AILRRE AL R N AR A s DL, BG4
WM R(Y[Z), R 2.2. 1 5%t I-Projection FITHEY JEN:

0 if P(Y|Z2)=0
Q(X): p(x),M else (22.2)
P Z)
fal (2.2.2) A IPFP K& C-TPFP [— R ikiE o, B Z =¢. W @
J& 1K) C-IPFP Bk tn R -
C-IPFP .
L WAfE:  Qu(X), R={R.R,.,...R,}
2. for k=1, B TNERLRE, HEWS:
2.1 i=kmodm;
2.2 % RONBEEHER, MMEAR (2.2.1) 5 I-Projection, #7 Ri NZ&1HA%
Z, N@EAR (2.2.2) i I-Projection;
2.3k =k + 1;

EE 2.2 HARER —H, MAK C-IPFP Yidk. CIRskE R Q7 (X)),
WAL R SR MES NS, MQ (X) W2 R, HAENTHZR K
BeaMER AT, Q" (X) KA 5414 Qu(X) & /M K-L #iE, BIQ"(X) N Qo(X)



BT MRMIRA AR

1 Sy, -1 I-Projection.
SEHE 2 L (Cramer 2000, EHE 5. 2) .

2.3 HERARF—HEFHNINREREE

SZESE (Vomlel 2003; Ding et al. 2005), IPFP 7EZJHRAEAN—FN I
NS, TRAEZ N MER AT MR . FInfER] 2.1 9, Xe=3/20H,
HAAELE— AN R LI RAR MBS M2 70 A o W LI IE4T TPFP 5, g— Pkt
TSR AR A Q (Xa=1, Xo=1,Xa=1)MIME W1 2. 2 Ffi7R:

Harsive steps

Fig. 2.2 Entry of Q (X1=1, Xa=1,Xs=1) for IPFP with inconsistent data

M 2.2 1T, FELIHEEAR BN, HARA T Q (Xa=1, Xo=1,Xe=1) I
FHAUEL, RIHEAT TPFP IEARSRAF AU & A0 AT 7E [ 52 0 J LA IRAS [R5 « S T 5
DA HREA— I EIR G A, 7GBTS B EIEROZ 2
R

I. WRA R AE—3, W5 IPFP e s AR

1. ARER—F, RS

TIT. skt A2 20 A4 AR (1 5

IV, kst RIIA SR PR BRI A R A

AT E B AL B EEA — BB CC-IPFP I GEMA J5 i

10
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2.3.1 CC-IPFP &%

EX 2.6 (&FE) HEWANENIE X LSR5 PO Q(X), NI
£A5 % (total variation) & X N:
o(P,Q)= Xg\ P(x)—Q(x) |

DAL AN — SO RS BRI SRR, Vomlel $H T —7h CC-IPFP &
% (Vomlel 1999, 2003). iZ&EMARUIT:
CC-IPFP &¥%:
1. WIEHME:  Qo(X), RZ{RI,RZ,...,Rm}
2. for k=1, HEELLFEARLRE, HERSK:

2.1 i=kmodm;

0 QL) =0
#2001 1m0, 00+ a0 (00 g else ;
2.3 k=k+ 1;

ﬁ*w%%ﬁﬁ%k%ﬁMWﬁ¢,Wmﬁ%oTﬁ&m%ﬁm{WP%
W SPEE .
R 2.3 IR AN Qo) AFIENR = (RLRuuR )y @ ———

] CC-1PFP BEI 8.
iERA .

WHEHIES 2.2 25, XFT CC-IPFP AR5 A 2045 Qua(X) AT Qu(X),
PEp

11
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5Qe-Q_)= & 19 (0-Q (0|
R(Y)

= 2 1= )Q _{(X)+,Q_(X)————-Q _(X)]
XEX k k—l . k k—l Qk_l(YI) k—l
RYH
= 2, aQ (X)|1- \
xex KK Q"
RYH

= X 2 aka(y 7)|1- i |
zexiyi ylevi Q1Y)

- 2% Lrh=RYD)|
y'e

=, 5Q,_(Y).R(YY)

<a - ¥ (Q_(0"H+Rrerh
BRI

zz.ak

B CC-IPFP 5 DIk J5 & 0 Al Z IR A2 22 10 LR N 2- o o I T

k—ow
o :ﬁ, LTk > o, @, -0, WQ, — Q _,» MWRAHL CC-IPFP

sk
SCHR (1) #5 H CC-TPFP SkIsi st 5 Q (X)W & (Conjecture 2):

25(Q (YR(Y)= mmz5(Q(Y’) R(Y"))

Q j=1

B Q" (X) 5 R &M (438 22 2 M/ Mb . Sie/IME K-L BE B[R, fe/hMb
AR AMBAE MR DA I EME—1, W2 — NS MR 040 M4
(Vomlel 1999, % 8).

2.3.2 GEMA Bk

Vomlel $2H T S 4h—Fh%% (Vomlel 2003), GEMA. HykitiiRin .
GEMA B .
L ¥AfE:  Qo(X), R={R.R,.,...R,}
2. for k=1, HELLFEARERE, HEWRSK:

2.1 i=kmodm do

R(Y")
Q. (Y)’

2.2 Q/(X)= Za)Qk (X)-

12
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2.3 for j=1tom
2.3.1 H1Q(X) L RF LI HUsE R':{Rl',Rz',...,Rm'};
2.4 for j=1tom

0 if Q_,(Y)=0
2.4.1 Q(X)= ). R(YY) .
AN

else

2.4.2k =k + 1;

Hro<w, <1, HY o=1.
j=lI

EF 2.4 GEMA BVEELRE R —FA— U st idlisiEi £A Q7 (X),
T Q" (X)dxe /Ml 5L T4 1) K-L BE B A (I-Aggregate), EJ

2o QY DIIR(Y D).

i=l

EHEZ W (Vomlel 1999) .

Bl 2.2 RIEH 2.1, AFE—B (£=4/20), GEMA 7EiEAE 194 )5, Uk
A0 IPFP MR 45 R B 2.3 4 74— B4R 45 B S WA A BE R0 (1) K-L
PEES, P LN IPFP 455, 40404 GEMA %55,

Plot of KL-Distance (Consistent Data)

0.1

0.1

0.09

=}
=1
@

KL-Distance

=}
o
=1

0.06 -

0.05 : e

Mum of lterative Steps

Fig. 2.3 K-L distance of 1(Qk(X)||Qo(X)) for IPFP and GEMA

' M GEMA %%, 4 —2 GEMA 404 2m IR I-Projection 1145, ASBi 194 X GEMA 545 T
1164 25 1-Projection 115,

13
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2.3 MBI 2.1, ARER N (e=3/20), WK N5 GEMA
AT BA MR A AR ZENT 1072 o, =1/m CREITFN 1/3), Wik
91290741 (FAIRE, XEER—B0E T 2Xm K I-Projection i15)

24 45 TR IERE R SVIRBCA A /AT 1 K-L PR,

Fig. 2.4 K-L distance of 1(Qk(X)||Qo(X)) for GEMA

2.3.3 SMOOTH &k

SCHSIER] CC-TPFP SHEA GEMA FE TR R v, HAAIGSIOR LS . &
2.3 45t T 2. 1 TR 2 REEA—BUs By R SR RISICE H.
Table2.3 Convergence result of GEMA and CC-IPFP
Hik Wb %  K-LEEE  1-Aggregate
GEMA 1290741 0.41502431 0.00367169
CC-IPFP >10,000,000 0.37048603 0.00461839

| Horonf GEMA 557%:, @, =1/m s X CC-IPFP 53%, o =1/(k+1), HAESE:

AR HEGL R 1. 0BT BAARUSL. HARYE SCHR (Zhang et al. 2008), GEMA &
ECSIE B 2 W AR S M2 o A s A AR K

CC-IPFP Al GEMA %y2:, fEEAR R R R ARYE L R A kA8 o H AR B G ME 2

| I3 AT o SR E T 2 AR Z (R A — B, ik AR R R B ISR 18 (K 2. .

HIRRy: EIEARTTIENT, AR MR 20 A0 b A0 2 20 o8 rh 145 B3040 ok

14
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W2, MEEBAIRRMLRE:, EEL KA — BRI 58 4G REIE
MRk, TR K-L 2R 28 52 20 RF A 2 TR AN — B0 70 B S i U 32 48 K
Nk, PAHRE TSR SEE, HA0 AT ERARE T, XaE L
FEERICA MR A0 AT, R AR R A R I SE I 24 A 1) B B— FH R AR 20 3R 2%
PR IR A — 3 . R IR AR
SMOOTH &
L WA Qu(X)s R={R.R..R,]
2. fHbRAE TPFP AR, USRS, SRR NGRS, RIEALER 3, i
A HTECAHER A1 9 Qo(X)s
3. for k=1, HELTFEALRE, HEWSL:
3.1 i=kmodm do

3.2 R(Y)=(-a)RY)+aQ (Y1,

0 if Q_,(Y)=0
3.3 Q(X)= _R(YH .
Qe (X) 9.0 else

3.4k =k + 1;

HRAR VLA IR AT A, SMOOTH ik 7y MBI B, 28— B BONARHE TPFP 3%4X,
FICSIOUGE A, SEECE M B E B k. RIS H RE RN
ZPER,  SMOOTH B3 (S SIGIE B
SEBL2.5 4 ENIUG AT P(X), A —ELI R & A R(Y)FIR(Y?), a e (0,1) , JU] SMOOTH
WS
TEH :

T IPFP AELV A — B FEANRG;, WA —fetE, 10 SMOOTH ik
NEE B TR A Qy(X) > Qu(X) WA R(Y?), HEE Bk AR HIHIHALI H
A R(YD =R M R(Y)=RY*) - 4 Q) A Q(X) fE P, . E
[-Projection, Q(X) N Q,(x)7E Pev) ) I-Projection, Q,(X)NQ,(x)7E
P EfJ I-Projection. NIMRAEHE LS 3.2, H

R (Y?)

R(Yy)=aR,(y)+(1-a)Q(y*), WKl 2.5 Ffrn.

15
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Fig. 2.5 First two iterations of SMOOTH phase 2
PRI Q) (X) /& Q,(X) fE Py (o) L1 T-Projection, M

5Q.Q)=>.

xeX

R(y)
Q0-Q (X )Ql( )

=ZQl(x)‘1—g((y)) Y Qy.2) ‘ R(y)‘

xeX yeY zeX\Z Q]( )

R(y)
=Y Qy-—2
2.0 (y)‘ Q(y)

=2 |Q(V)~R()|

yeY

5(QoaQ1) = Z|Q0(X)_Q1(X)|

xeX

:Z Z |Q0(X)_Q1(X)|ZZ z Qo(x)_ Z QI(X) ’

yeY zeX\Y yeY [zeX\Y zeX\Y

=2 I -Qu(y)|= ZIQO(Y) Q)|

yeY

BT O 6(Q,. Q) <5(Q,Q) - HIQL0=Q 002,

Qy(y?)
R (y?)
Q.0=Q0 !
Ry(y?)
= | 1- |
“Q @+ (=R

=aQ,(X)+(1-a)Q,(X),

i

6(Q,Q) =2, [Q()-Qy(X) |
=2, Q)= (@Q,(X) +(1-a)Q (X)) |
=2, |Q () -Q,(X)|

HT0<a<l,fiLhsQ,Q,)<d(Q,.Q), B 5(Q, ,,Q,) #ik, fir Lk SMOOTH
CRPR I/ 8

16
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Bl 2.4 AR 2. 1 CEI%AE, 4 R A—EUR, SMOOTH iBfE MAR#E IPFP; 4 R
A=, BEPIEET =001, WSCHHCH 4002 (177+3825, IPFP 7E5 177
JEIENIRY, BDMER 178 D ARIFIREE N SMOOTH LIS M B . K 2.6 4
H T BB R SVIEE G2 ) K-L PR .

plot of K-L distance
0.421 T T T

0419 |

0.418

K-L distance

0.417 |

0416 F

0.415
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500 4000

iteration step

Fig. 2.6 K-L distance of 1(Qx(X)||Qo(X)) for SMOOTH (from 2" phase)

RIEE 2.6, SMOOTH &SI LM 4k, FkiSud FAetg . i1 T uu
LI G BRI AW & B B AREA M /A, it AT DARS RSP
R, SRSEBUEE RS flanmT DL E i R 7N sigmoid pRI%L:
~ 1
" 1+exp(A—k/B)

Hrp k AIEACEH. (2.3, 1) Frosi- v B Rk A5 £ A8 4k an 1]
2.7 FioR.

4 (2.3.1)

17
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Sigmoid function: 1/{1+exp(A-k/B))
1 T T T T T T

function value
o
(]

. 0.01007 H

= i i i i i i i i
1) 200 400 GO0 8OO 1000 1200 1400 1600 1800 2000
k: iteration step

Fig. 2.7 Smooth ratio « vs iteration step
K 2.7d, o ¥IAEKENO0.01, A=4.595, B =150, {EJFHAANSEHER
SR, IR AR AR R, T BB E AP EOE M, o &R T 1. Hh
ZH AR, o BB I s S B BkDN, v A] B0 S hns FE AR
8 FH F3A sigmoid R FOM SMOOTH Jnid, MRAEH| 2.1 hamskft, R A5
i, RIS NIR G G R 7 375 SSRIATURS, (CAAIER a2z —. B
W46 4 ME R (KL B e 2.8 B

Plat of K-L distance
DS T T T T T T T T

045 4

0.4r B

K-L distance
o o
. = W
m w m
T
1 1 1

=
[
1

015 B

01 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
1] a0 100 180 200 250 300 350 400 450 s00

iteration step

Fig. 2.8 K-L distance of 1(Q«(X)||Qo(X)) for SMOOTH (accelerated)

2.3.4 ZEWERMLES S

18



BT MRMIRA AR

ARFTRATIE IS S50 L URP SRR S e R . EEEXT AR Z AR I LR
%: IPFP, CC-IPFP, GEMA, SMOOTH FMf$H sigmoid bR 4 ¥) SMOOTH ( faf
0 A A=SMOOTH) » LA R SE56 Y, %6 F CC-TPFP, AT o =1/(1+K) 5 X753 GEMA,
W, =1/m; XF5E SMOOTH, Hla =0.01; % A-SMOOTH, o HIH{ERE N 0.01,
A = 4.595, B = 150.

ARG 2. 1 pres skl 2R —8u, SEERRSHERINE 2.4 FioR.
BT L, AELAR—3, S EERST A EZ R . Horf SMOOTH 1 A-SMOOTH
W SSOE FE bR, CC-IPFP Wi SO B2 e 18 . AR 48 VA 4R, LI SMOOTH A1
A-SMOOTH B4k MhsifE TPFP 53 .

Table2.4 Convergence result of 4 algorithms for consistent constraints
Algorithm GEMA CC-IPFP SMOOTH A-SMOOTH
Fitting steps 1164 3507 84 84
KL Distance ~ 0.10453816 0. 10453816 0. 10453816 0. 10453816

MR A—FB, GEMA ByEF0 CC-TPFP ByERSEEEIE 18 (% 2.3), H
GEMA SRR S 2 TR e & MER A AT AR K. ik, SRATSETH R eess, B
HWIGRBR S MR A (IR 2.5 Fn), —HA—AREM 2. 1 FHle=3/20,
it A R,

Table2.5 Two initial joint probability distributions

Xp X Xz Qu(Xy,X2,X3)  Qa(X1,X3,X3)

T T 7T 0.125 0.25
T T F 0.125 0.0
T F T 0.125 0.23
T F F 0.125 0.08
T T 7T 0.125 0.11
T T F 0.125 0.13
T F T 0.125 0.06
T F F 0.125 0.14

P AT UL BE, WSE SN N R TR . IR 2.6 455R, Hik CC-IPFP
LI&Q}ZLﬁ%TE, GEMA k2, A-SMOOTH WiSifmth. o, GEMA Wshai R AA
/NI T-Aggregate; CC-IPFP SRkl gl B AA /MW K-L BRES, (H2 HAA KK
(1] I-Aggregate, JRFEN o, =1/(1+k) EETFUEIT IR/ N, HRIERT P EZ
HE L T AR HEE . HLi GEMA. SMOOTH AT A-SMOOTH iU st 5, wJ LA

U ARFELLU T WIS BLELE -Projection TN AL, BIAIAGIT GEMA Bk — ik
T 6 (2X3) K I-Projection 115
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M AL Ry = Fh B0 e BB AH [F) 45 3, AR SR R AE IS SIG JE J T),  SMOOTH Aol
A-SMOOTH Lt GEMA WSl 8% .

Table2.6 Comparison of convergence result for inconsistent constraint Ry
Fittag- KL Distance I-aggregate
stepl-projections

GEMA
JPD-1 7,744,446 0.41502431 0.00367169
JPD-2 9,064,080 0.71979040 0.05727919
CC- IPFP
JPD-1 >10,000,000 0.37048603 0.00461839
JPD-2 >10,000,000 0.70127029 0.05742945
SMOOTH
JPD-1  177+3825 0.41503774 0.00367172
JPD-2  129+4899 0.71306584 0.05729201
A-SMOOTH
JPD-1 177+375 0.41503891 0.00367227
JPD-2  129+402 0.71439294 0.05729532

B 2.9 A 2.10 43545 T M SMOOTH JEyk#E N5 — By, =Rk
I-Aggregate Al K-L FEE ST EE o

Fsggregate(GEMA, SMOOTH, SMOOTHA)
3

¥ 10" (start frorm phase 2)
6 T T

— SMOOTH
SMOOTHA
— GEMA

|-Aggregate

N\

EXs L L L
2 3
Abdlit 150 About 308 10
iteratwe step

Fig. 2.9 Comparison of [-Aggregate
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E-L Distance (GEMA, SMOOTH, SMOOTHA)
043 [start fram phase 2)
. T T

42— 1

041 4

o4 1

0391 q

|-Divergence

0.37F B
About 300
0361 B

— SMOOTH

0351 SMOCTHA | |
’ About 150 — GEMA

0.34 ! 5 !
10 10 10 10 10
iterative step

Fig. 2.10 Comparison of K-L distance
AT T EA 8 AN 15 DRI E RS KRR IR & ML 0, IR AT
| 307 FRESR AR (F 2.7 F12.8).

Table2.7 Result of an joint probability distribution (8 variables)

Fitting- KL Distance I-aggregate
stepl-projections
GEMA 912 0.93720845 0.02345286
SMOOTH 48+5000 0.94365473  0.02347122
A-SMOOTH  48+568 0.94366720  0.02347214

Table2.8 Result of an joint probability distribution (15 variables)
I-projectionsFitting KL Distance I-aggregate

step

GEMA 617 0.45972134  0.03407491
SMOOTH  1736+5460 0.45978419  0.03408528
A-SMOOTH  1736+584 0.45989650  0.03408416

R LA RSB ah R, 59k SMOOTH FL A5 LA R 4R A
1. TR, BANARAER TPFP 505, HUlSiss B 2 45 E X 4k,
H/MESWILE A K-L BEES . 525K (CC-IPFP, GEMA) AHLL, SMOOTH
BAHERMKSCEE . Wk 2. 4.
II. ML REAR—F, SMOOTH SHkFIFFU S . HISE R AE 5V m i
/N K-L PEEB AN T-Aggregate. LT JE ik i 58 ~F i DA 1 S E R ) R e
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2.6, 2.7, 2.8 F1® 2.9, 2.10.

2.4 INEE

AT T BT E LR R MR ARG k. eI A T R

LI —FUSH#] IPFP J% CIPFP %y, IPFP Byl ik A0 fd 4 i v il 20 i 4
P, R PIEARTH A R M T A R A S e A, s SR
JEFTE LR IBCE AT . ARG i R T A LR, R HAEFT A2
LR IBA A, TPFP S sl s B 514670 4 S/ MU K-L BE
o

ML REAR T, TPFP FEAN ST A& 78 [ 22 (A oA Z 4R « ik,
BAINA T Vomlel $HIK CC-IPFP K GEMA 3%, FF45HI T CC-IPFP kst
UERH . Seatah R, CC-1PFP BVEUNSIGE FE AR w12 GEMA URSIGE FE A fase,
TG FAF MR . HIRA T T — N SMOOTH &3 B0 AR
BUAME S Hbr o A 52 R A, F—0IRAR ) B ARER S 0 A0 X L R A AT
SEIEERAE, AT R R A 2 R — 305, SEBLBE RISk, sea e Rk
B, SMOOTH 5yETELI M AE—SUT, BIb bRHE IPFP Sk FELREA—IHT,
SMOOTH %% 5 GEMA Sy B AT M A (W s g 3 H SMOOTH AN 24T 46 1 s,
BEUSICE FE RS T, 5 GEMA AH LIS Sid B R o[]S mT DA R~ i R - SR L
opipties &
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E3F NMHHNEREREEMR

A FE A GBI 1 DL BT R R A S E-TPFP, D-IPFP, 1WHiR45
RIOVERR, R E A SRR RIS IE A s SRS PR E I 5NN — B ) S
WA SMOOTH, X E-IPFP AT, DA TR L R A A — Bt
(TS I s J T e S PR B 4 R B AN SRS B4 AT .

3.1 [o]gRfEiA

7E DU W BB RO Ferh, — R RERIR R, 76 SR A
B4R R, TR B R A ) B 0 DU I o o RELE B DL
W%, 58 TN DU I 2 99— K, SR AR 1 B T 2
M ST 7 LA DU B e A 3 L

drsg— TR G, G A T n BBV RS & 4= (L, X, -+, K)o it
B R % R R, MRS T LR N G, = (X)) + 1CBERL
R AR A NG, = (P(x | 7))+ IR G T Bl R

G=(G,,G,) (3. 1.1

FRAESE I, VU2 G T T — NS BRS04 -
P =[] PXI|m) (3.1.2)

a1 G IBA MR AT W] DAHR 45 1€ IR R e, R ] DA DL i S
W 28 A1 g 10 R AT TRV RS . LINAE BRYT 2 W ey, BRAE AR FR AR S R
P BR8N I R A2 W o 6 4 258 R gl ) LA — A DL i Y 4%
G =(G,,G,) Fr, Hrh:

G {GEL 1, T » ..., GEW n, H)}s

Gp={PUEW 1| ) » ... PUEK n| )} .

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, A - T

MG G P g AR, RIVASE I DY - 407 g 22 4 PSR A A2 U0 ¢ B BRI 100
TRTRBR A . TR, P G §| ) e B OB I 1
DUT BATAEIR 0 AR PEER, AR B RA . MrESERRR A, AR I
RS B Gt i 4 Ho At R A% 2 RATHT 1 9% TR 5 00 T IR AR, T
SERE AR UE T R B — &5, R R EER 3 A 4 55 A
LT BRI ST KR KR R S 1) DL ST 2% rh A SR ) DL
25 /L BT IR R
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FAREHE, HRAE 2. 1 00 R A B RE S0, FRATTE H DU 34 o 1R & B 2
e

X 3.1 (U EMARA B SIS R, e T"mme"t [YSI: 1% 0 S 0 e
R SAV SR (&80

EH L FRATTH) I AR W] DA IR Ay«

CLAT LT 4% G = (G,,G,) RIS A S R ={R(Y"),R(Y")....R(Y™)}, #
EHHI I G = (G,,G,) » 43 H G i B A MR 0 Al P (X)ili /2 45
LR EE, H P(x)5 PO)ZIAIEE B 8/ o

3.2 DIMErMZNR & REE

MR (3. 1 2) P, & —A> DI e 17— NBa R A1
FELE ELIRAONE DL, AT R P R & 2R B 3 iR & B ) DLt S8 e
IR — M REAR R I R BATRT LA TPFP A — /Nl 2 R AR, (2
T SR ] R AR 0 1P R 15 AR R A 30 5 e ok 2 B DL IH B0 o AL 3 R R A 2R AR
R, Ml DU S o B CAE I X e S AR R AT B R B A E R A1 5 45
SEBRA MR A — SR AN o

Q(A,B,C)
0.1333
0. 1000
0.1253
0. 0535
0. 2667
0. 2000
0. 0447
0. 0765

vt |t | | | [ [ [
= | | | = | A [ e
= | | | = | = e

9 (A,B,C)
0. 1464
0. 0869
0.1122
0. 0666
0.2472
0.2195
0.0642
0. 0570

A
T 0.3
F 0.8

A

0.2
0.5

g v | [ |t |t [ [ [
1 |y | = = = [ [ [
1 | | | | | [ [ [

T 0.8
F 0.5

Fig. 3.1 An simple BN example with three variable
B13.1 il 3.1, 45 7N =ARENLAS R K DU R ] e 2id
DU 2% S5 K RIRI AR A e R, A B Q(AB,.C) A4t P(B, C) =
(0.4, 0.3, 0.17, 0.13) ZJFIRBIBEAER M. WIRAYE Q(A,B,C)IEIB

AR N R L GRS (R BT R TE Y G AR 4 RO T EAT I (IR
SEFIRENS S W FEAR ) o
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IXGEH A ORI AR MR AR, IR AR B U A IR 5 R A B 3. 1

FR G TR I AR RE R BN 4 28 25 44 P Rff 2 (0 B AL AR B ) ) 2% AR ARST G &R
3.2.1 E-IPFP &%

BRI A BN NN G A @, Peng A1 Ding ¥ IPFP 5] A DL
W2, BT —FREAT DU B I 2 iR G BRI 525, E-IPFP 3% (Peng et al.
2005) o IZE IR DU R 450 Gs (BEFLAS &R (IS 0T L 2D VRN
LIRS, {ERHAT IPFP Bkrh, [RI{o F 20 SR r (1 20 R A 1 N R 488 5 K 24
WA e Re), I ARAE Y Sk b T RIS il 2 240 R AR 0 I 268 4544«

75 IPFP H—40ikAREE SIS, MR U AT A MER A Qux), FZIR ML 454
G V5. LI Hir X 2 o BT 45 i I 2 % 3R G,

P(xi\;ri)=M (3.2.1D
Qu(m)

Horh Qo (%, ;) 1 Q (ry) FT LAH Qu(x) i i T 514 S 2 7 A 3R A5 . i
(3.2. D) AUHETEHE W g, RAEFEHN (3.1.2), Yo 7 —H1
BRAE MR A, ZEEE MR AN T — R IERMYME. VAR
E-IPFP & k.
L W Q=[] QX I7), R={R,R,...R,}:
2. for k=1, EHLINERSR, HEESL

2.1 i=(k-1) mod (Mm+1)) + 1;

e R(Y)
2.2 if +1, =Q,(%)- —
ifr<mtl, Q(X)=Q(x) 2.

2.3 else
H1Q,_, (x) AR P2 2 102 Q,_ (x7.) -

Q=[] Qu.(Im):

2.4 k=k + 1;

ik (Peng et al. 2005) H%FF E-TPFP [t Bl B A M mF
HIEMEE 2.3 b f IR 4% 45 K 6 24 BT B A ME R 0 A 1 o i, SRR R — A

' Y. Peng et al. 2005. Modifying Bayesian Networks by Probability Constraints, page 4, Section 4.1.

25
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I-Projection H4 (f 3. 1), BT A%t T E-IPFP BLVEMIFEIA T, 3 AN &2 IPFP
U SUE % (Vomlel 1999, 2003) . FHEiFATIZS H E-1PFP [IERH.

5l # 3.1 H My BB A M E S M QM M — F g R &g
R={R(Y").R(Y?*),.R(YM} . Q'(x) TPFP HEBLQ,(x) AHIE, R NLIHILE
RIS as Ko 12Y =Y 'UY?UL.UY™, Q'(y) N IPFP 5L Q (y) AMIME, R A
SRS Ko T 2L

() — Q" (y)
Q*(X) =Q,(X) ()
(iE B ]
HR4E 2. 2. 1 75 TPFP BykfiR, X+ —2 I-Projection tF5H, &
R
Q=05

R(yJ)

=Qu (XY Qu s

=Q(XIY)-Q(Y)
FEIG—DIHEPREQ (X Y) A%, BIQ,  (X|y)=Q,(X|y). MWz

X 2.5 ki (2.2. D, Q(y) AQ.,(Y) fER(y)) EffJ—/> I-Projection. TR
Y EBETQ(y), I

QW)
Q)

HRAESIHL 3. 1, (ELIHEER — B, IPFP HIEEHCAR Q,(0) EQ (), LI

Q (X)) =Qy(X[¥)-Q"(Y) =Q(¥) ==

a_ac NI

I-Projection, HIZJHUE R AFHNEANLIHIEMEQ (y) WIHAHEZIMENR(Y) -
SEH 3.1 45 DU G AIZUHEE R = {R(Y),R(Y?),.., ROY ™)} o HLIHER —
H, HEMEL S W E-TPFP kil

(kA

HIBITE 3. 1, A%—MEbE, E-TPFP 282000 HAT B4 R(y) RISEHG2)
H&AF [T 1m) 1m0 3% Rk 5 . ik Q=[] QxI=) >

R(y) R(Y)
1 0 ’ p) :Hx-ex A | 74 3 p) - Il E-IPFP
Q(x)=Qy(x X)) Q,(x) QX 7)), Q(X)= Q(X)Q(y)
LT ER N

DX B —AMER IR T QR (BB I A SRR A R R 4 AR AR ) AR — IR
26
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Fig. 3.2 Successive JPDs from E-IPFP
BER] E-TPFP Wiedl, R EiEM
IQIQQ2NQQ) (322
BT Quy (X) 5 Q, (X) 1 K-L BE B 7E E-IPFP IR AR A sy B ml o HF Qu(x)
A Qs() i 2 R(y), H Qs(x)A Qs(x)fE R(y) LAY I-Projection, R4
I-Projection (P (Csiszar 1975; Vomlel 2003), 1 1(Q, Q) > 1(Q1Q,) -
B, BHIER] (3.2.2), HFIEH
A =1Q11Q)-1Q1Q,)=0 (3.2.3)
BIAT. R AT AR Y] E-TPFP SRSt
10X s e VUi G BEAL AR 215 s A4
(X |=1 K-
X={X}, AFARX), BAQ(X)=Q(X)=R(x). R (3.23) H
R(x)
Qu(x)

HRIE K-L JE S JE M (Kullback et al. 1951),
A(X)=0,
BB SHEEN>1, B AKX, X, X,) 200
JAYIER :
AR, ABBE Xo 2 DU AR 250, 38 X = (X, Xy, X, ) o JUTHT (3.2.3)
X,

A(X) =Y R(x)log === 1(R(%)[|Qy(x)) -

A%y X)

= 3°Q, (%, ¥ log 2o X)
Xp X

Qy (%> X)
_ Q (X)Q, (X %))
—%Q](XO,X)log—QO(X 0. (3.2.4)
Qi (%) Q,(X]X,)
= 2.Q (0l G4+ 2, Q000 loe LS

—AI(XO,X)+A2(X0,X)
ﬁl:'ji
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A, (X5 X)

= ZQI(X X) log =20~ Q%)

Qu(X)
—Z(ZQl(Xo,X))long( X) (3.2.5)

Qy (%))
_ Q (%)
ZQI(X YNog———==1(Q,(X,) | Qy (%)) = 0
Xy QO( 0)
NPT A, (X, X) o
I. x ey
iy =y\x} s W R(Y)=R(X,Y) o BT Q A Q TE R(X,Y") L1
I-Projection, JQ(x,)=R(X,). ¥
Qu (%> X¥) = Q(%,) - Q, (X[ x,) Al
R, ¥
Q, (%, X) = Qq (X, X)- XURE
RO, x5 RU1%)

~ 009 ) Q(y'%)

BATH
R(Y'[ %)
Q(Y'I%)
VER B TSR x, MAERCIRE X, Qu(x[ %) =TT, Qo (X | ) T T —A K
F X H UK, S

. Q,(X | m,,X, =%;) if X isa child of X,;
Qx| m)= ,
Qy(% | 7;) otherwise.

QX1 %) = Qy (X[ X)) ===~

(3.2.6)

PRt Ql(X|X§)?‘7Qo(X\XS)ER(WXO)LE‘J [-Projection, HQ,(x|x;) I
(1 5 PESEE 4 F1 Q (x| ) 4T DR TR g7 . FTLUARAR I A, 43
Qz(X|X)

ZQI( | %) Py =AXX| %) =0,

JHH

A, (%, X) = ZQl(x x)lo ggz(x:x)

QO((X)?)) (321

= 1 2

unipww)gguo)
II. xey
M4 Q K& LA,
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3 DR RR A R AT

RY)/Q ()
Q(y)/Qu(x,)

BT Qu(Y)/Qu(%) =Qu (Y %)/ Qu(X, | Y) » FITEA

Ql(x| Xo) :QO(X ‘ Xo)

Q (X[ %) =Q, (X[ X,) R'(y) (3.2.8)

QY I%)

: Q% 1Y)
H, R =R(y)=210 27

(=Rl
iex'=x\y, 0

R(y)
R :
QX% 1Y) R(Y) =Q,(X, y)Qo(y)
= 3000 y.x g((yy) = 300,75 = QoY)

FrEAR' (y) = 250 _ oy x ) M4
Q (%))

BT UL AR 2 X, R (3.2.8), QuxIX) M Qu(x|X) 7 R'(y) ki
I-Projection. HAGNRK, H

Q(X]%,)
Qu(x1%)

gl (3.2.5), (3.2.7) A1 (3.2.9), AX,X)>05

Ay (%, X) = ZQI(XO,X) 0g == 2> (3.2.9)

B 3.2 CAIRIAE IR EE 3.3 fran . Herb i i AU ek A L BUE
NTEHF. HEARERN

Table3. 1 Consistent constraint R PR | il M LR DT AL O
A B C RGABC)|A D RfAD) constraints in three tables.
T T T 0.126 T T 0.260
T T F 0.014 T F 0.140
T F T 0.234 F T 0.300
T F F 0.026 F F 0.300
T T T 028 |B E RsBE)
T T F 0.192 T T 0.227
T F T 0.072 T F 0.393
T F F 0.048 F T 0.129
F F 0.251
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A
T F
0.5 | 0.5
() B|C D
T F
TIT|0E |05
TIF|0E |05
FIT|0LE |0k
F F 05 |05
B C E
A
T F A T F T F
0.5 | 0.5 TIoE |0.5 T|o.5 (0.5
Flo.5 |05 Flo.5 (0.5 Flos (0.5
Fig. 3.3 Initial Bayesian network
E-TPFP SULTEREM 347 B fa e F I 3. 4 o ot
A
T F
0.4000 | 0. 6000
D
B|C
(B T T
T|T|0.5108 |0, 4892
T|F|0.3730 | 0.6210
F|T|0. 7512 | 0. 2488
F|F 05375 |0, 4625
B C E
A
T F A T F ¢ T F
0.3500 | 0.6500 | T|0.9000 [0.1000 J{T|0.3000 |0, 7000
F|0.8000 |0.2000 J|F|0.6000 {0,4000 |[F|0,5000 |0.5000

Fig. 3.4 Result Bayesian network for consistent constraint
3.2.2 D-IPFP &%

TERFI5% TPFP A E-TPFP 43 — B IEARB N A IS M A EEAT
AW FBIR KNS, THE R 2E0E M, A RAR T SLbrR . %R
B ANARGREBEHE RS Y I8 X (T4, AATRAT AT LR — A
TR SAE X 10732 AT, 3R T X 4R At T Y
B TS, T R T SRR R H 1

AR R R G 0 X, RS YT R R R 1 E U

30

_ - | Comment [Y9]: Say that this BN satisfies all three

constraints while keeping the structure unchanged.




B3 & A RANR G ST A

EX 3.2 FENARE A D REIRAE 5 MBA)E SCNITE A AT M. T3
AP A AR AT A EE A

o ——
-
F

""“f\
(O
\
\
1 : \
' (4) '
\ )
\ £/

Nefo),

_r 41

-
'
Fd
/

Fig. 3.5 Markov Blanket
Kl 3.5 4o th 7 — AN /R BERE S
L RBERA 5 € ST — M SR NI R &R, HIESS € — BN B ) S /R R

REZFNS, ZRENAZ RS P26 rp Al YRR AR B AL o AR R AR 264 a7 2%
., {ESEHL E-TPFP SARY, K B-TPFP i iht— Bk SR BB &
£t X EOMARNTE y RIL TR R 6 MB(Y) BiEAT . Sl in b

D-IPFP &i%:

1.
2.

wiaE: Q=[] Q(XIm): R={R.R,...R};

fork=1, EELIFERIE, BEERSK
2.1 i=((k-1) mod (m+1)) + 1;

2.2 7E {y' , MB(y)} b {3 ] R(y")#4T E-IPFP 354X
ROY) .
QL (Y IMB(y')’
2.3 AR Q (Y, MB(Y")) , A y' i I BE AL A B A i 2% MM 2 36, o397 UL o307
2.4 k=k+1;

Q. (Y',MB(y")) = Q,(Y',MB(y"))-

SEER 3.2 45 DU G AR = {R(YD),R(Y™),.., R(Y ™M)} o HAHHER —
5, HEM%Ls—5, N D-IPFP HyEISL.
UEW: (% EH 3. 1)

! http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Markov_blanket
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Bl 3.3 BT ENIEE N _J0H, IWAXS E-1PFP &k, HitHERER
O@*™y , Hef Y e max] (Y|}« TR D-IPFP L%, LA N
O HIMEON Y oy ) MBOY') [+ Y | AT X AT 4 A R
R R AR T 5L R .

3.2.3 AREN—HET E-IPFP B LR U#

FESKBRBLAT e 0 AU (5 BRI R, & S8
RV 0, B2 RS AR 5. o TR — SRR AR A
B QU AR E-TPFP Sith A7 T o, O 0 BV o R«
E-IPFP-SMOOTH #.v%::

LWt Q0 =T1L,Q(x1m)s R={R.Ry..Ry}:

2. fork=1, EEUFERSE, BRI
2.1i=((k-1)mod m)+1;
2.21f i < mtl

RY)=(-a)R(Y') +aQ (Y );

0 if Q,(y))=0

Qua () = RO
%05

2.3 else
H1 Q_, (x) IR L& LM AL Q, (x| 7))

Q(X) :HLIQk—I(Xi | 7)) ;
2.4k=k+1;

il 3. 4 WRAEWG] 3. 2 Froablaa sk, FAVERHE 3. 6 P24 R = {Ry,Ro}
AR ={R3,Ra}o HIE 3.3 VINFHTLE 25/ mI A1, Al AN B, C IS A, R
B. C fE4C A AR N, NEMMIER. FFE D E fE45C C INRTH N AH
H AL TARYE R 3.6 R sk, Ha s —HL LT AL R %A
Ri(AB,C) Al R,(CDE) i & M % &5 ¥ f W 2 fF 52 X &, R
R(B,C|A)=R,(B|A)-R(C|A)fR,(D,E|C)=R,(D|C)-R,(E|C). fHS& Ry Al

'R LA P % A ) i AT ) RE AT R . BT AR B (1) 5 s GE R R — B, R el T 3RS RS A
AHERITT SR, N SOR R
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Ro M EA—EL, BIR(C)#R,(C). B _HLREFHANLAHRKIFHE 2, B
Ri(C) = R4C), MH £ W % # Rs
R,(B,C|A)# R,(B| A)-R,(C|A).

5O % %R —

15 0 =0.01 UM,

(b) Constraint R’
Fig. 3.6 Constraint Rand R’

1847 E-IPFP-SMOOTH 535, 7E88 —HAWRE T, FEEMR 76 LE sk T
Kl 3.7 Ca) Fras DU g s 7258 2R RER T, Sk 161 8 RS &1 3. 7
(b) Ffrom DUr-d e o A f b g — Bk ARE S 7 AP TPFP TH SN — 2k DL
ZEHHRTERD .. S, PR o BUER 0,01 FRATIREE R — B IER
AT LR T QIR GRA & —IR A — AT 5 AN DU 307 00 2% P A7
R E A AL Z AN Y [Qe () = Q ()] N T 1. 0E-8, MIFRET i
S, BSCS RME BN 1. 0E-8. 5 2. 3. 3 T —3, M FIE Il
MR, BOEWNSCE EE R EASIF, 2P 7 EUEDY 0.1 1, %—41
PURAELEIEAR 23 APITUSREL, B AL RERAEIRAR 35 RIS, P4 R

A/B|CRI(A,B.C)||C|D|E|R2(C,D,E)
T|T|T| ©0.126 T|T|T| 0.282
T|T|F| 0.014 T|T|F| 0.089
T|F|T| ©0.234 T|F|T| 0.334
T|F|F| 0.026 T|F|F| 0.105
F|T|T| o0.288 F|T|T| 0.028
F|T|F| 0.192 F|T|F| 0.081
F|F|T| 0.072 F|F|T| 0031
F|F|F| 0.048 F|F|F| 0.072
(a) Constraint R

A|B|C|R3(AB.C)||C[D|RA(C,D)
T|T|T| 0.228 T|T| 0,182
T|T|F| 0.372 T|T| 0,232
T|F|T| 0.040 T|F| 0,308
T|F|F| 0.040 T|F| 0,283
FIT|T| o0.076

F|IT|F| o0.124

FIF|T| 0.080

FIF|F| 0.080

B
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B3 & A RANR G ST A

A
T | F
0. 4206 | 05794
D
T F
0.4532 |0.5418
0.4601 |0.5399
0.4582 | 0.5418
0.4601 | 0.5399

=[] =
EIEEI =R

=
3]

-
=
wa
4
[y
et
=
>
ey
oo
<
-

0. 7577 [0.2423
0.3030 [0.6970

0.9197 [0. 0803
F|0.7976 [0.2024 F|0.6677 [0.3323

= |

(a) Result BN for R

T | F
0.6752 | 03718

T F
0. 4500 | 0.5500
0. 4837
0. 4500 | 0. 5500
0.5163 | 0. 4837

| |1 1|
=t | | 1| e
=
o1
=
L2
L)

-
5]

-
=
o
=3
w0
&

0.1200 || T [0 3944 | 0. 6006
F|0.6231 |0.3769 ||F[0.4357 |0.5743

0.5000 | 0,5000
0.5000 ]0.5000

=1 |

(b) Result BN for R’
Fig. 3.7 Result Bayesian network

i 3.4 SZUGLE R KM, E-IPFP-SMOOTH S22 AN BE M Ab F £ o S5 AR — B (1)
TEOL, [FEIRERENE A2 SR 454 5 W 28 S5 44 2[RI IR AN — 30, AT S B B09 8 (R IR 8

AT e, BT ENRE B B  BRATTOREE T 2 S5 R ARk,
RIVER DA 0 4 45 K R S it 1) R (AL o (B, 420 SR AR R UR T A8 m] S (1 5
¥, H5MBEHRIAR KRR — 0, X W40 58 (1 UL 1 N 28 A REAS i
b A (o) AR AR, RS 75 R X 2 SE R HEAT AR, AN B N R 2 R O
25 R AT G R

3.3 NG

AFEHE 1 LU I SR I RR T I RTR B . v T —FhdE
T IPFP 7500 DU 357 9 iR pRARE . E-TPFPo i i 4 DL 4 g g 5
SERAE I HT BT INZI AR, X IPFP J5yEEAT T4 . i Joti o s U 3k 15
IEARHIIE IR G o0 AT, (L85 TPFP i5ARGEI, M 48 G54 20 O TR &
I ATHEAT I RAT T IS B RT3 R 2 1 L
M BECR, SRAS IR S A, IR AR T —RIsAR P e . ek
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BRSO B ks T E-TPFP S50 IS A T 56 2 HAOPE4EAIE BA-5 S S B0 30 IE
[ A B AH T D-1PFP 538, B B-1PFP £E8AN DU k9 B ff 4 =it 50, 4%
il R %ok AN LY SR SR A T P By SR B R 5 P € T B R TR, BRI T
THEERE, 8 TiHEZN,

Fi4b, EERE E-IPFP FEL) AR — B ARSI O, AT il id 5] N2 4k
A= B RIS REE, X E-IPPP ST T duidk. SEisf R, Sult)s
(R AMN RERE S T 2% AR 2 TR A — B (el RN REAE S R 2% 1R
R 4% 85 KA AN — BT (s

SR SCH I IR [ BV ANE A N 450 75 BB G o, RIAS J il ik
FEANIE F T2 190 265 225 1) A B A b A58 S (7] RS HRY B (R0 15 V00 o T 75 22 DLt B Y
SERE I AR IR T & i, X4 — N — B AR 7 1Al
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L4TF THEMIERT ARG EERH

AR FE DA E M UESE T DU R e . e T LR AN E PEE
P8 ULH-H 945 AT 58 7 : virtual evidence method, Jeffrey’s Rule A1 [PFP
W75 200 7 IURIEZ AR 5 Sv4d 7 —Fh BN-IPFP BB, UEW] T
FLAEAEE — B e Stk s 6 BN-IPFP SyEbAT 7 et 8 L AR08 gt U iE 4 A
— B E L, FEERRR A SZLG B ST T b .

B

4.1 |o)ERiEA

HER R FR I I v SR R A I AR . DU D g HE S i 0 DL S K
A e I HUE, THE A — SR 1 R SR A AT IR R R BN TE IR IR 12
W, O EE BAGRAR B, X B AR ARATE B B AR A IR
2, IS “4hE e BAARER b i, BB BN a” MR, B P (Spmal
JEMED) o EXFMEIL T, ?ﬂf]%ﬂ%ﬂﬂ‘]}{%j\jﬁﬂﬁﬁi, FRE Ei E fE I
AR NEARE.

UEHE R0 T B SR . o f i — RAIBENL AL B R IR, 189 X=(X1,X2, ., Xn)o
H AN B 0] DA Z A FEPRES . B, B2 ] DU R X —A4
Ffp B (B, JEND . Hh Gemml ULRIKE, JEATT DL AhEE .
R H, BATE RS LA e
EX 4.1 (hard evidence) hard evidence FRIXFE—ANMI%E, BIZff Attt
BEALAS B B A E HRES

filtn “*%‘E’JT%?’JEW" Eﬂ?':l#/\ hard evidence. L% “ﬁ E” ST

ﬂ_ﬁﬁﬁ ?WA?" Eﬂﬁ 'ﬂ_'EE/JIZLHL}Ei EEE{EXE%? E,E\{zl:ﬁ’]ﬁ(* ffﬁ
HEegs A T A FPRES 1 704 B MRS 2 A TE A FEI,  RIXE T W52
25 IR R & B A e rE ) . X R 2O N E PEUEYE (uncertain
evidence) MIMES. ARFIFL W PIFHAHHE HEIEYE .
E X 4.2 (soft evidence) evidence of uncertainty, B3 Af5E MERIIF
P, R FL NS BT AR MR /3 A . (Valtorta et al. 2002)
BSOS BN, AR A 2 2 FEBE L AR B FAR IR, (ER AR
PAFHAE T A FEPRAS IMEZE 50 A1, 17 HAT I 5T B AL AZ SR 2R 25 A B 82 LG S
EH P BRSO E . 5 TS 1 DI (Bl . Giih i
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A, ARATEARAE BN, A BSR4 B8 RN K T AR S A 4y
i

EX 4.3 (virtual evidence) evidence with uncertainty, BISfTiEHEMH
AHENE, 8RR NIAE (1ikelihood ratio) .

B 4.1 BR=AZEDURARE . AATEEANX G 22 A KA, 7 LASK = F025 PUAH B 4
FE, AW B0 7 oK BUERR e ) FAH TR AN . AR DU A RERG . R, K=
W ZE DU B A, didth i B 5k =K R, A h TR EE RS, X
T AU BTk =K BB XN EA A EN. A A RTRER, K
HAMAMIREZILN A=(a,8), VI FERITIWEIESEIL N ob(A), W “2
Pamy B gk =K BN BIgE, wTLLHASAZRIE N L(A)=P(ob(a)| A=a) .

5 L(A)=0. 9, MIFem“ 2 PUNT 513k = 5 T 5, TR B SRRy 097 -

Pear] B kFEH T A EMIESEH R, HHRE T virtual evidence (K7
% (Pearl 1990) , (H21ZITVEHAEH T4 € Z H soft evidence (1%, Chan
F1 Darwiche TEBEA ML /AR ULH-Hr X b, FEGHL AT T virtual evidence
Hl Jeffrey’s Rule FEF T VEMIEE R (Chan et al. 2003) {135 4 soft evidence
DAL virtual evidence, FEMEXITHAN soft evidence IS/ TE B Al
DUl virtual evidence [ ¥ERSEI. Vomlel f8H, 2 H A E MEIE,
BISEAR B2 (AN —2, MROR FuVri, MR 1 5028 GEMA JR¥ N T & ik
# o34 (Vomlel 2003) . Valtorta SEHEH 13T IPFP M —Fyr Je 5%, R LA
TR Z E M soft evidence FHI U -HrE(EH H (Valtorta et al.
2002) o

ARFEIRATE S B T S IR T U E AR R RS, A T
AT Z B R o AEIE W FC AT B3t 7 —FloEi i 502, BN-IPFP, FEXTH
HEAT T UE B AIEGAIE .

4.2 THEMEETHEEEHREE

AT, BAMEA KRS TR X = (X, Xo,..., X)) BRI E, L
Xi o BANBENLAS B F /NS 2 BF x R x; 23 52 7~ A N BB A LA 2 (1) 524514k 5
BRG] X, X R a R sLsitb. Y, YUY L < X £m X T
B, RO Y R Y RRA RISk, KEFEREP, Q, R, S, T AIRF R/
fiis POORABEA M QY)Y QUOE Y LINIA% i . K5 Bk P, Q,
R,S, T XAMESAMMES. Pay, ={P(X)|P(Y)=R(Y)} ExEXIEX £, H
KT Y BIAL A 2 RO IFIBER DA RS -

37

1

Comment [Y11]: Say that this is a variation of

Pearl’s alarm problem (and provide the reference)




Ha4w A EVEIER T U ARG E R

4.2.1 Jeffrey’s Rule #0 IPFP

HFEAE ] — AN E IR 236 R(Y), Y < X, SKREHHER A5G P(X).
BT RY)A G AR —AFM, FLL Bayes’ rule 7 A fg B 35 N .
Jeffrey[referencel #&H, FEHILIMEK AT QXX BLZF W FMA A 1D
2 R(Y) CRE Q(Y)=R(Y))s 2) FHiJa (1153 A B %35 /& ME% 51 1% (probability
kinematics), BRI Q(X|Y)=P(X|Y). Hr, 5 AFAORIE T BH I B o fE =
IX AT I fe /M

W Fkite, FLZ o X\Y, WAL T Z S M.

Q)= Z P(z|Y)R(y)= X MR(y) (42.1)
yey =Y P(y)

HrycY RaRRAZEAE Y WA R pItE B, X (4.2, KN
Jeffrey’s Rule (B{ J-conditioning). WRIEI (4.2.1), XTF X HI—A4 524
thx, A

Q) =P(x) ) (42.2)

P(y)

ST (4.2.2) 53R (2.2.1), BHBHUL TS
FEH 4.1 S04 PX)FI REY), Y <X, MIRYE Jeffrey’s Rule BHIKIFN
A Q(X) N P(X)TE Py /) I-Projection.

MRHEES 2.2 T8, 1-Projection f/Mb H R /040 SHI46 0 AR 1) K-L
FEES . T IFRATIER] I-Projection [FFE /M H FREZE 5040 54146 53 A0 (1) 4248
Zo
EH 4.2 12 Q)N P(X)FE Py, LM T-Projection, MIH

5(P,Q)=miny,, (P&,

TEBH:
Wy eZEZESL A
5(P,Q) =2 [P(X)-Q(x)| -

xeX

f I-Projection ' X, H
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P(x)—P(x) )

SP.Q=2, P(y)

:ZP(x)l—m

P(y)

=22 P(v.2)

yeY zeZ

R(Y)
=N py)1-—=22
YEZY (y)‘ P(Y)

FERFIQI)=R(Y), HFQX)ePy,,, WH:
5(P, &= [P0 -Gtx)

xeX

=Y > |Peo-Gtx)|

yeY zeZ

3)

yeY

=Y |P(y)-Gey)|= X [P -R(y)|

yeY yeY

(4.2.3)
R(Y)

1-=

P(y)

=Y |P(Y)=R(y)|

yeY

(42.4)

> P(x)-Y.dtx)

eZ eZ

P (4. 2.3) F1 (4. 2. 4), X FAER QOX) € Py, » TMTH 6(P,Q) < 5(P, 39,
Bf I-Projection H/Mt 445 %,

I-Projection W77 VEMER T B —iE4E TSR . RIE 2. 2 155hie, 4
GE—NARER=RY")L RY") B, fEHREH R TWLRFMITHE
I-Projection WIIFE# N IPFP. 7E R —EMENBL T, IPFP YRS, JF HUkSish
W2 R, R e/ ME Py R 2040 S0 46 50 A0 (9 K-L BE &S . IPFP kMR 1
ZEARMW . THEIATER IPFP [FIFEH 2 e IMb Py I 73 A5 S5 H146 75 A
AR 7
SEHE 4.3 CUHIWITAMER A Qo(X) M —EZHER = (R(Y),L R(Y™) 12 Q™ (X)
9 TPFP Y, W S(P,Q) = ming,,, S(P.4Y.

AR5 7 3. 1, IPFP A BLEAE Qo(X)7E Q° (Y) B4 T-Projection 1144,
HISEE 4.2, 6(P,Q")=ming,, 5(P,QY R,

4.2.2 Virtual Evidence Method

Pearl (1990) 42 Hid i 75 DU B W sR a8 Il virtual 75 8, 7] RASZE DL Hi k)
1E virtual evidence T BN 4. 1 41, & A R TR AR ) — N5 55,
e PAAEMI S R n—NME N U BT 5, HORES u BrEFA=akE. B4
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FE DI X RN virtual F555 U e ME—SXTT RN Ay SRR R 2
P(u|A=a):P(u|A=#a)=0.9:0.1. & 4.1 fizm.

N U
(4 ) A -
> £ u n

R

|

P
/l X al0.99 |0.01

e ..r; =T|0.11 [0.83

Pig. 4.1 Virtual node U

MR 4.1, fEE virtual 5 RM&EMRRE, HEMAME R B LS
FE LSRR BT o AR5 5 WLEEAIRT T IS (AN E 1 CLAMBMRZ B g HD
SRR, X DU AT S AR R, AT ZEAEIN virtual 95 U R DUH-H7 )
B, ¥ U GRS u BE] (s u AF A hard evidence).

Chan fll Darwiche X} virtual evidence /7447 79 & (Chan et al. 2003) .
FIREIEY < X LIRARRERIRA:

L(Y)=P(ob(y,)| y,): P(ob(y,)|y,):L : P(ob(y)[Y;) -

HAy, Y, Y, €YY BT SGI4G: ob(y, ) RaMERY =y, NEK
HAE: Pob(y, )| Y,,) B GMERY =y, I, Y HSEbTIRE y, KIS, By
virtual AU PR AEANY PESHAAA T A. X4 E virtual evidence
B, ST Y WERMEE, wbod ~ kA

PY |u)y=c-P(Y)-L(Y)=c-(P(y,)L(Y,),-... P(Y,)L(Y.)) (4.2.6)

Hrre=1/%" P(y)L(y) AHE—FE ¥ BT virtual 35802 Y,
DUIARARE DLt S 0 1) D23 BRI, U FEZR € Y I SR At s T DU 30 [ HG A 57 65
LA «

P(X\Y ()= P(X\Y |y)P(y, |u) (4.2.7)

K (4.2.2), RAE (4.2.7) nf15:

P(X )= P(X)PPW—O(')“)

(4.2.8)
B C-P(Y)-L(Y): . )
=PO0) T E R —-PO)- L)

BAR Jeffrey’s Rule O] LLFISRAELS TE soft evidence N B HEES 4046, {H
ST ENANBE AR DB B 23 A1 DL DI R B 16 . Chan A1 Darwiche fi& i, AJEA
BT soft evidence ¥4boN virtual evidence B77 V3K SZE UL -3 RS AE R
Bro BlIANXTT soft evidence R(Y), Y < X, M—NEEMBE D P(X), Y
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(A T RE IS Y, Y, Y, € Y A BR 58 £ A5 B4 R(Y) T LA
AL N—/ virtual evidence, HASREA:

R, RGY) -, RO (42.9)
P(y,) P(y,) P(y,)

ia (4.2.8) 1 (4.2.9, H

L(y)=

R(Y)
P(X|u)=c-P(X)-—= (4.2.10)
(X [u) (X) PY)
RUSE 37 S5 10 A S48 Jeffrey’s rule JiiE3RE 4S5 AR 45 & H 4. 1
W, X FEA soft evidence, =FE(FET H 7k (Jeffrey’s rule,

I-Projection Fll virtual evidence method) &ZEHY.

4.2.3 ZEILENFERIEE

FESZBRR o, AT 2 RIS 313 2 A S, B evidence £ 2 HAJIE N
FEXFMEM Y, A2 EUFE N hard evidences, [T DU o) 4 38 550735650 T MR
HAEN 0 WIENA LTI, H1U0 Junction-Tree 8%, #HIEMZAEH 0,
Mg — L BRAE R 2GR 0, BT EIREAE R AR RE . H 2 E
WEHEA virtual evidences, BT R EAEHHHT S CRUELIR 2215 200 2 BT,
TIFRIE 4. 2. 2 W iFi8 M virtual evidence J7¥E, HTRIRFR RIS virtual
R, X R R R S R P A, T MEAEE
B EIERIREH .

M EIEYE N soft evidences I, #1411 EL1 sel=R(Y')# se2=R(Y*)H soft

evidences, AT /2 sel M se2, WIHHJE 04T Q)i &£ QYY) =R(YH)An
QYY) =R(YY. #HHE%H sel 1 se2 ¥4k virtual T, SREMH virtual
evidence JFEIHTEALHEHT, MLRA i E Q(Y!) =R(Y)A QYY) =R(Y").
JEE 2418 sel 22 ), P se2, B4 QOX)KEASHR 2 QYY) =R(YY. [FIFE
4 soft evidences BT AE, SR 45 R A . XA RFR N IEARAS
A% (commutativity of iterated revisions). ik (Chan et al. 2003;
Wagner 2002) f8H T Jeffrey’s rule JyVEAFAAEIX A .,
i 4. 2 TATFA soft evidences Jysel: R(B) = (0.7, 0.3)F1 se2: R(C) = (0.3, 0.7),
4.2 55 7 — A BA DAY S DIk, o P(B) = (0.44, 0.56), P(C) =
(0.45,0.55). %M virtual evidence ¥k (3 4.2.9), HAUREKFHI N LB) =
0.7/0.44:0.3/0.56 = 1.5909:0.5357 1 L(C) = 0.6667:1.2727.
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A B C

T [0 AT T o A 0
R T 030 [ 050 T 060 | 040
0 | 060 | 0.40 0| 035 | 065

A7)
v D

_.*/, \\_ B C 1 0
] ) O O R T
1[0 | 085 | 015
-/ 01| 045 | 055
o] 0 [0 | 070 | na

Fig. 4.2 A BN example with 4 nodes
T AL TR, XU e T AR SR A R . s 2
SATAILLE HY, 2420 BIAE IS sel Al se2 B, X1 B AT C (RS AF40 53 /2 A4S
4E R soft evidences. 25 4 1 5 47R M, 4[EINHE H sel A1 se2 NG 7 1d F
sel fll se2 i, {5/E 5 Hr4s FAHH . BAR P(ulB =1, u2):P(ul|B =0, u2) = L(B) and
P(u2|C = 1, ul): P(u2|C=0, ul) = L(C), HIFELE 73 hh—MIEHEI IR Z IR
A%, HREMA soft evidences AL L. 5 6 /T4 2, EMH se2 Al
AR EE 2 AT HISERN se2 tHEFTALAAZ L'(C): L(C) = 0.3/0.425:0.7/0.575
= 0.7.59:1.2174, $RJ54M8 virtual evidence JFVERATEET . SAMMIHE
SERATLLE M, {HH se2 EHTEM AN, FHANHLZ sel (R(B=1)=0.7).
Table4.1 Belief update on BN of example 4.2

evidences Belief on B=1 belief on C=1
1. original 0.440 0.450
2. using L(B) 0.700 0.425
3. using L(C) 0.455 0.300
4. L(B) and L(C) 0.712 0.279
5. L(B) then L(C) 0.712 0.279
6. L(B) then L’(C) 0.710 0.300

AT RPIXA R, NIRRT UK virtual evidence J7iEA IPFP
ks, RN A D

4.2.4 BN-IPFP &%

CUHNZE E DUH I G F1—4 soft evidences 24 R =(R(Y"),L ,RY™)) -
G & AERENLATE X = (Xy, Xa,..., Xn) £y BABEE AT P(X) =TT,  P(X; | 7,) »
HAFPX, | 7)) N Xi &R E; YLY2L Yoo X o B# R 251, Hik
FEXERRY)eRHPY ) <<R(Y), BI{y :P(y)=0c{y’:R(y))=0} .
QAEH RO G ASAT SEHT K i @A) DAy FHR— B M QT(X), A
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/& R HHIETEUEYE, R &/ MEs PX)H K-L #HE

A, FATE IPFP ARSI N B virtual evidence J5ykHf: 1CWIUG/ A
A Qo(X)= P(X), F—HiEfHH R FH— soft evidence. WIERMH[/AH
Qu (Y )WZR(Y D), WHEHEMNF BN B RY ) THEMAE, I
7E G H#s I virtual node, [FIHFEEETQ  (Y') . BHIEREIRUIT:
BN-1PFP-1 £
1. FIUEME: Qo(X)=P(X),k=1;
2. EE VIR E 2L

2.1 j=l+(k-D)modm; I=1+|(k-1)/m]|;
2.2 M FIRBUSRFE A IE virtual evidence:

Ro) . ROYE) - RO
Qkfl(y(Jl)) . Qk—l(y(JZ)) Qk—l(y(]is))

ﬁ\:qj y(jl)a y(jz)r'-: y(jjs) eyl y\jY I E/:Ji'ﬁﬂ'f”t,

Lj,I(Yj):

2.3 MY virtual evidence J59%, A L (Y1) BEHQ_ (X)3REQ,(X);

2.4 k=k+1;
 ERE R T LU, BN-1PFP-1 SHykfE BB 2.2 . {15

MUY L, (y)) B virtual evidence, B AR 1 R AR m UGS R(yD)
BN virtual 5 S
EHE 44 M TN, A8 P(X) =TT,  P(X | 7) » 4 i 48 4R
R=(RY"HL,RY™) —#, HXIEE RY')eR f PY')<<R(Y') , B
{y':P(y) =0} c{y’ :R(y’) =0} s 5% BN-IPFP-1 284,
UEHA

(4.2.8) 3, 5k 2.3 8% Q, (X) MHEH M-

Q(X[up=c-Q_ (X)-L(Y').

KBRS 2. 2 BT E MR N B AT 15
R(Y?)
Q. (YY"
Fenl %0 (4.2.11) 5 I-Projection AFFEHITHE, MHE 2.2 95 F IPFP
11518, B (Pan et al. 2006) AfAl, ML HRER=(RY"),L ,RY™)) —FHT,
BN-TPFP-1 8
Bl 4.3 W] 4. 2 CEIZIE, IBATHIE BN-TPFP-1, 7658 DU %R Sk
FH 4.3 fiRgi B HAlSUs IR ZE 55108 LB) = (1.0 : 0.354)F1 L(C) =

QX u)=Q_(X)- (421D
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(0.578 : 1.0).
A
True 27.6 mm
False 72.4 mm
B C
True 70.0 i True 30.0
False 30.0 mm i False 70.0
D
True 63.4
False 36.6
VEO | VE1
True 100 ) i True 100
False 0 ; False 0

Fig. 4.3 Result BN of BN-IPFP-1 for example 4.3

R EE BN-1PFP-1 SHykrh, 2 2.2 B HE G HILEMEQ (Y, £
55 2.3 2 T EAEEEAS DUnF I X A BEAT AR AT S, BT LA DU 7 DX R R i
R A RENERE. Nk, BAMEH Vs, HEE-EERN: B
MR R Hiti—ANH sof t evidence, 1L A R(Y), Y =U, Y1 S8 )5 H13K(4.2.9)
4 ROY)E:4L N virtual evidence L(Y), FFAR#E LOY)XF DUt b AT E AR50 5
ERR R
BN-IPFP-2 & k.
1. H PR PY):
2. HIIPFP 53k, EFIZIR4E R HH P(Y), 008 10 Q(Y);
3. KRR (4.2.9) % Q (V) A virtual evidence, CFMSRZE A L(Y);
4. f#H virtual evidence 7%, F L(Y)HH P(X).

SE B 45 4y E AR DU R R A8 P(X) =0, « P(X|m) » 47 iF 98 4
R=(R(Y")L ,RY™) — &, HX{E®E RYHeR 4 PY')<<R(Y}) , &I
{y':P(y))=0} c{y':R(y") =0} ; MI%¥: BN-IPFP-2 i)

HRHE TPRP (S EE R, fR25 5 Bl 4. 5. RN, BBV 3 it
SEGEAE I A1, B LONSEHT PSR Q' (X) 9 P(X)iI 1-Projection,
BY Q" (X)5 P(X)EL A Bt/ K- B

Bl 4.4 RIEWH 4.2 SIsAE, BITHEE BN-IPFP-2, £ 58 DYk 5 Bk
FHE 4. 4 PoRgs U SUE BSR4 L'(B,C) = (0.578 : 1.0 : 0.205 : 0.354).
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A
True 276 mm |
False 724
B c
True  70.0 p—m— True  30.0 pum
False 300 mm | False 70.0
D \
True  63.4 p—— VEI —
False  36.6 True 100
false 0

Fig. 4.4 Result BN of BN-IPFP-2 for example 4.4

4.2.5 JERA—HARLIE

P R—FEE, BT REENIAR, SEWEFBRIAR, U5
S5 RAWATAHA; HRF—EE KRR WETB, AR ZH 23545
AN S S, DT A 4555 T 4508 vl 0 () WS UF 48 2 (A7 AE A B J& A —
Fh Ty . RN G HE SRR A RN — B R EIR G R, KN
FH-F BN-IPFP, AT S B0 IE 4 AN — S5O DL 4 [ £ 45 4T 587

T SE B 2. 3. 3 56T SMOOTH Svk (M i «

(1> SMOOTH J&X} IPFP BILMIY &, ELELREAN—STIB I briE IPFP
s

(2> SMOOTH £ £ A8 — B ali A — B U 8

(3)  fEZREARN — B, SMOOTH i 8t 45 5 & Mk 5 W1 % 14 1y
I-Aggregate.

FRAE 3R SMOOTH Sy e R, 454 4. 2.3 5 BN-TPFP 5032, [AIRE AT AR I
SMOOTH i) 553 JEAE 6 BN-TPFP SRkt A7 cdeadk,  BIVRRAE DL ety o Jfr ok 5 ARV IG 5 4
ATKAB LR, AT FREARIESE [ A — 80, FF 8 I 5 RS AT (S A S8 .
HOEE G SRR R
BN-SMOOTH-1 & .

1. HIHAE: Qo(X)=P(X), k=1,

2. EE LRI E RS
2.1 j=l+(k-D)modm; I=1+|(k-1)/m];
2.2 ffEH IR ISR Z A 1E virtual evidence:

R(Y)=(1-a)R(y")+aQ,_ (¥
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ROYL) RO ROY)
Qkfl(y(ﬁ)) . Qk—l(y(IZ)) o Qk—l(y(st))

Hd yhyh e Y, € YIRY 9204k,

Lj,|(Yj):

2.3 fi¥4f& virtual evidence J5i%, M L, (Y)) BH Q. (X) R Q (X);
2.4 k=k+1;

EH 4.6 VI U L AE R £IEE R=(R(Y),L ,RY™) , id
P(X)=I, «P(X;|z) » # ¥ £ & R(Y')eR H P(Y')<<R(Y') , HI
{y':P(y) =0 {y’:R(y") =0} ; JI%i% BN-SMOOTH-1 Y84,
SET 4.6 [FUEHIE 2. 3.3 % SMOOTH BykiE B ZRALL, X A FIR .
[EREH, % SMOOTH 5] A\ BN-IPFP-2 &y, W18 Nk k.
BN-SMOOTH-2 & .
1. B PR P(Y):
2. 1 SMOOTH %, f# L4 R HH P(Y), 1CUEE: B9 Q(Y);
3. R (42.9) ¥ Q(Y)HH A virtual evidence, TR EN L(Y);
4. f§H virtual evidence J7¥%, H L(Y)B3#T P(X)-

SEH 4.7 45 E YU DUk BT KR BE R IEE R=(R(Y),L ,R(Y™) , id
P(X)=I1, xP(X;|z) » # X 4E & R(YHeR H PY)<<R(Y') , I
{y':P(y) =0} {y’ :R(y") =0} ; JI%i% BN-SMOOTH-2 Y84

SEF 4. 7 IOAEWT BNy SMOOTH S32: AR UACSIGIE 1 .

4.3 IhE

AREDPIR TEL ER FARIEE T, Wfal e AT UL 37 05 A 5 557 1 1] L,
Bl D4 UEE AL &, THE AW RRERME . S T A RSEA IR,
MEZ MR R, Bl 7RI E EUEE: soft evidence 1 virtual
evidence. BIE B E MEANEYE, RINIEE A 8 AT A FRR S RIMER 541 5
JEFFR R TR A e, HIOCT MR R AR G A E R . PIFAE
PEUEYE BARIDC A, I HAE9EA R RE AR S LA

ST IR AR EEEFEEE: Jeffrey’s rule. virtual evidence
method Fll IPFP J5¥k. Mk, A EH — soft/virtual evidence B HI{E
EHEH, S TER—LHR&M K IPFP Jrik. #1%t virtual evidence J7ik
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£ 2 TR I 2R AT DU S AR SR i R R, K IPFP U7k 5 virtual
evidence LT A, MUk T Z HIFHRI MG B . SIN 7RG U
SMOOTH, F£#4 15 virtual evidence 56, fifth 1 R4 [A] A — B (1) 55587 1) R
PG AN SIS S5 RIGUE T AR IERYE. 5O soft evidence BBTH L (W big
clique /¥ (Valtorta et al. 2002) &%) AHLL, HriiB0yANE R4 B 1 D12
DXFEBEATLA, BB B 5503 mT DA (6 1 52 1 300 (1) DL BT o HE 3 T AL .
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E5F DIMETRITETE A A HE2E o gy B A

AR FE [ 1 3 DU S ] (R AS AR AN S8 PEHERERE FUMEOL, A A IR e
TR T DU X B AR AN E PEHERE TS (BayesOWL) o 7 ikl ff A 44
FAG R DU, RIS OG- A A R AN G P R R B o R R B T 1 T E)
FAL 5 0 DU e, SEBL T A A B ) DL ST SRR R B A . JRATTIE R
AAHER T, ¥R 1705 30— AR SCRE s 70 A 1 3640 DU i e
Ve s JEIE SNt JE 0 DU ST R RR A SR, R TR A — BOEER AR
Mra e frfm, SEOL TIZJNERIR R RS, ARG N2 BT 7T A
N RERHE T — AR TR

il

51 5|

T AR 2 15 U B LA WHR N, AR 91 SO AL O AR EBOR, 3
2 N T B ) 2 e, T T AR A ) R I AT 2 BT H R 1 R
(Osterwalder et al. 2002; Chabalier et al. 2007; Bottazzi et al. 2006;
Batchelor et al. 2009; Schlicht et al. 2008) . A4 %o o R4k 1 A
K& 2 2R R B AR IR, RO AR g, s M Reng 7 (3
HiE M EAZ B BAE S, T4 AL 38 R 08 A 1 L8 B A 5 IRV SCSEBL Web
SRME S, ERAEN . RIS AT RS ME EAANR, A4S
HREFAMER . A A STy, RISRARME SRR A E 1,
JIT AL fiff 1 S 5] R B 5 6 75 S0 IX A AN e VEEAT AL B (BT Fom AN sE
PEIEBEAT AN E PEHE D) . T X AR R,  BIAATE F (Meguinness et al.
2004) (OWL, Web Ontology Language), &3 THiiR#Z 4 (Baader et al. 2003)
(0, T4 12 AR B I RSP0 AN E ME R AL B T 2% (Cali et al. 2008; Koller
et al. 1997; Ding et al. 2006), XS5 AR LbBEAH E 11 I 52 2R KR
il

H AT A AN E P B ) R AR 8 5 O iR AR R . R TR
R BHY R INENB T EEARENA T BT MEA 0 M R 18 4
(Lukasiewicz 2007; Cali et al. 2008; Udrea et al. 2005) ANk F-Hp i
MR IR & % (Stoilos et al. 2007; Bobillo et al. 2008) . il i %t
IR BT Y R IFTR A B HEBEAL S, (54 R 5 (R 12 4R Re 1 R On A
SEME,  FELE SRR AT AN e A

438



55 5 DU R SR A (A4 B e )

BT DU S B DU T 4 CURR A B 4% SRR SR R4 T 1985 4
Hi Pearl $2Hi, B2 —FBREMER, TUH-HRiEE —ME R EHE (DAG)
KR TRRENAL B S I 2 ARSI G R . A RITEIA A& T 2 AL st
RIeE e ALK jidk, B NRBMSLTERIETINT . TR EREERR
AREE T VU H7 0 [ 2 A A SLTE SCo DU H7 0 o ) B — AN REATL A B0 I — AN S A
BERE (CPT), MFTA MR REEEMN B E T — DR TSI
BEHLAR BB S MR A, RIOC T QU E IR AOME R R iR e . BB X LT AN
W, DU 307 00 28 L8 F 9 AN 5 1P RN TR RS M B s e A A AR 22—,
I PR T A FH SRAE A AR A TE 5 (0 RZ 2R SC LR R MR . R AA
FRERE [ R A0 DAy DL J0f o 25 R B I B 705, BRERBE T AARTE 5 R R ] R4
SOTERIR S, SRR T DU TR R RS ) |

5.2 WEIMK

Lk S0 ) 2 A PR R 2000 AT AR A AN i e M I LA 9 R — b b R
o KTEFITEE, HETMAEFE — R AWM, —29 & OWL AiEE, HIfE
FH DU Hr 9 2 KR A e MR, IR AR AR ZBIKEZH, &%
AR [ R 4 g DL ST X HERE () R, A2 T DL B I R R R 1B
BRI ORI T OWL AAARLE 5 R R AR e, B0 oese DUt 3
PAVR A FHAE AR R S 7 T A 2

P-CLASSIC T+ 1997 1 Koller &5 . BRI HiRZ4E1EF CLASSIC [
— PR . P-CLASSIC IR FEH & X T — R p-classes, &—1> p-class
AN TE AEFEA @ F 1 DU o 380 e SOX 2 p—class KRR
AWENE. [FIIF, P-CLASSIC $fit 1 —Fi-fy R i HEBIAR o K v S A A O R

PR-OWL (Costa et al. 2005) A& —FiiFET 2 sofk DLt #r ™ (MEBN, Laskey
2007) (AR EMEZY e . MEBN 2T DB 4, ©45G 7 — W2 A vlnt
W . PR-OWL £ DU b FH S 8 i br & (MFlags) SRFEIAHFIR, AT SEIR
T AN E P RHRAE — B I AR AR R OR

OntoBayes (Yang et al. 2007) J& %5 — ol OWL A1 D13 B 45 & R 1 71
B G0 OWL AAARIE 5 2R € 3, RAE OWL APk iR B ORI 2R
IRX TR 5 BN MLg 25t AHZE &, LLSEBIRE BN 19 fg. [AIR, OntoBayes
XRFZAERENLAS B e LAEREHLAR & B IE S A .

Ding Fl Peng $&H ¥ —FhFEEHELE, B BayesOWL (Ding et al. 2004, 2006) .
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BayesOWL & X T — RAVAE M FAFAN, ARG A4 52 SN 28 S L2 AT 38 X
KR, BAAREEAL Y DU . BayesOWL iS4t 7 —Fh 7 vk, ¥ AT E
PEFIR G BRI 4 J5 1) DU I o VR D9 45 SR DU I RS e 1 — AN A A
R AR FR KRN R ) -« BayesOWL Sl i 52 SCFEH NN, 45 A A 2 ) 050 432
Ay DU ST I HE B [ R, PR R SR A AT 5 I8 48 SR T DL 47 0 1)
HEHLRE Sy, RO T oy FEE AR AN 52 1 )

5.3 BayesOWL }EZ2

AR I ERES ML H AR, 2O TR R A& A
AR AR MR . ER A 7O U T R 3L A g, BOAEAE R 5 (B
M) SRR, RPN L AR o T T A A A 2 B HLil SO ARk
S DR DU BT R H X S TCER AR AR AR HE B A g DL I S8 ) 2 ) 22 ] L

5.3.1 ZhtsLH )

1 BSEREHR

FRIE OWL AAKRIAH R E L, ARSI MRS, — MRS
B TR — A ou B EkR IR Bk, EHEATIREET, n] DR AR A
SRFAL Y DI ) oA, REAR T USSR A, X R T DU
PU g — A e A AL (a,8) o IZTTRAWARE: BT, 20%R—
BEATLIE B )M B T AN B T8 23870 R & 28797 R

2 BERXRNER

A T RS R E L, —RAPIFTT . — MR BRI (E
D FRSIFNZE: 55— E L7 SERE . OWL SCHRFEEAR IS S 14k,
A&, ZLEMANE, 2R AN “owl:union0f” , “owl:intersectionOf”
M “owl:complementOf” . H AR B M i&E F, 1 “rdfs:subClassOf” ,
“owl:equivalentClass” Hl “owl:disjointWith” B NZKEAH ., 7£ BayesOWL
AU B DL AR RS F (R 5. D,

Tableb.1 Concept constructor supported in BayesOWL

Constructor DL Syntax Class Axiom Logical Operator
rdfs:subClassOf C,CGC, N
owl:equivalentClass C.=C, N
owl:disjointWith C,E-C, N
owl :unionOf Ciu...uC, N
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owl:intersectionOf Cin...nC, N
owl :complementOf -C N
MARLCHC (i=1,...n)HMTE, BAEREEEH IR, 273K
K 5. 1 AT MER. 2T MR C M Ci I CiE C A [T RH
B A C R MERREE N BHXTEEDHE —MLT “B7 KRS
i, CHBUE N & C B MMER(EERIN Y 0.5, R 5.2 45H 7% n =2
i, C IR E,

Fig. 5.1 Subnet of Subclass relation

Tableb. 2 Conditional probability table of node C in figure 5.1

C, C, True False
True True 0.5 0.5
True False 0.0 1.0
False True 0.0 1.0
False False 0.0 1.0

RIEER 5.1, BRTERFRI, HMFRMETEEL T —MHEBELR. A
FEREA 5 1K) BN ORI AP IE 48 ¢ &, £ DU g b s s (9 — 2805 i, RIaZ 4
Fi & (Logic Node, A5 N L-Node). iZEHET ST M NITE 51ZEEK
MRS . OB fiil TSR R &R, TLLVE RIS
MR EE R T 58 4 AT RUIRES 2 8 is A5 Be . T IFRA 1 A an o] A il
T R R B AR R

WRFEKC (i = 1,...,n) REME, B8R VMM E 5. 2 s

(n=2 W) ZEH ABME AL, 3 HAHPT AN B FE
(¢c,..c,vCET,..C,)» BMPENT. R5.3GH T4 n =20, EHEITAME
TR

ol
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LNode_Equivalent

Fig. 5.2 Subnet of Equivalent relation

Table5.3 Conditional probability table of L-Node in figure 5.2

C, C, True False
True True 1.0 0.0
True False 0.0 1.0
False True 0.0 1.0
False False 1.0 0.0

FOAd BT R SR AR 2 T LA et ey oA /R ik AR i (Ding 2006)
R
= A& Co R Co NS, WUk R IZ AR iR AE 2% F N T e, v e T, VTG, 5
- #H C N C. M C W&, WX MNZHET G EAEXNA

Ccc,c, v CC,C, v e, VTCLC, s
- & C Ny Co M Co M54, W xbNZ 8 A B AE & A

cc.c, vCCC, v, VLT,

- A5 Co A Co ELAR, USRS R #T R HAE 249 T e, Ve,

M BRI, B i DU e 1 PR R SR AR E L
WS IR, PRSI A 73— RS R Z ¢ R oK,
PROIERRT flo MRABS BN, BESZRAT SRR R T AR
RIEAERFR RYSEARIN, Pra BT U 7 0, BRI 4E =5 Sf
ASAEFAIE 28 h P A5 . IR LR AT RE M BLE T M ES R 2 T2 H o
T () KRAEM, WNENT () KEPINEZ I HIZHEIEFR T U SE
FREAR, AT G £ DL 307 R o = A 30

3 BREEEXRARKLHE

ARHTTH R U@L Y R AR T BayesOWL HEZE, SRSZHINTBE Ny — M A 4
(WTOWL DL) HISZHF. FATHEELE —RIAK P AEAERE A MR, HoE Uil
A EPEL ORI, XA BSR4, MBS A 52
XF RIS R AR, T HEARKIAFLE, AW AR &R (07T fefF
TR B R & R R . JEH, TR R, RET R
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SRWEFA ARG A RN ENAAER S EEICR. Blln, 78 W3C H41E L
AR “Wine” 'h, 2§ “RedBurgundy” A “WhiteWine” 2 [8)3FTE R A& XL HZ
BXLAR, HE2HTMWHE DN /E A K “hasColor=t#Red” F
“hasColor=#White” W] ¥ 2K, MEX MW NE L KR AMIZH, K IkE
“RedBurgundy” F12% “WhiteWine” & AAHZZ (.

5Bl Semantic Web A (A AHERE T A (fl4 Jena, FaCT, Pellet %),
AT DL R b DR B 44 2R AN PR 7 A X8 AR DG R, IX ARk T LAZE BayesOWL A
SEIT PR AR B, BV I SR A A DR P AR I S TR B AR R R,
I8 I Y B3 A SR A ) DL AT I LRI R G R I IR, SRS
AR R A . SR, BIIRTR IIB A G RS PAAERE IR, HI4E
A P R O R AR T HARE SR . W SR R X e T AR B OC R A
TOTE DU 37 00 B AR T RO, VR4 BRI DI 0 X 28 RS 2 DK K48
NAEHXFE L, T EXE G RES AT IR BRI

F Sont Fn A BT BRI LR RES, € X Soac S Sont N
WRCA N RS RES: 1) I Sont MK RZTIHT Spac: 2) Soac T HIAE
X FR L —E ARG TES Sont\{L} o FHITCREEFRFET M Sont TREBRILAIE
| RIS Spac:

TLRBRERF

F—2 EEM KR, ERKITE LM R R RSN EMA, FH1E
RN AP — NN NARE; 7E Sont THIZEMARB I &N XA,
XF Sont FIHIH TR R, Ak RSB B IR AN BBR Sont
HHRTFI R &R

H A MEAMHZRA. 1E Sont TREERW N RAR: & CND=0 € Sont,
ANB=0 € Sont» H. ASCand BED, NI ANB=0.

= T EKRR, BRTEXZPIEEELFELR.

Bl 5.1 fE—NARMEHE XTI N B FR:
{A=B, B=C, CLE, DCF, GLB, EnF=_1},
IR AR A A T T2 ] A 3]

Sont={A=B, B=C, C=A, CLE, BLE, ACE, GCA, GLB, GLC, GLE, DCF, EnF=_1 ,
AD=1, BD=1, GD=1, GF=1, CD=1, AF=1, BF=1, CiF=_1,
DrE=1},

R TCARBRIEFHE—2, A B, C RN, HiZZ MR Son 11
LMK R IR A ERNZEMARIRE, H A B Sont T HERRPH

! http://www.w3.org/TR/owl-guide/wine.rdf
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B,C, BEMHIFIE R 5153 {A=B=C, ACE, GCA, GLE, EnF=1, AnD=_1, GD=_1,
GF=1, AF=_1, DE=_1}; R¥EH 755 {A=B=C, GCA, ACE, GCE, DCF,
EnF=1}, HR¥EEE =0 5215 3] Spac={A=B=C, ACE, GCA, DCF, EnF=1}, X
BeI ¢ R 0] LUB I =72 R R ME T FURER R .
FE Wine AR EARME LA FOPBREEAT S50, 45 WK 5. 4 P,
Tableb.4 Number of relations in Wine ontology

B w L Sont Sbac
WK RN 99 6641 388

M 5.4 FTLLE L, Wine Afkrh e LHZH K RECN 99, 1 Pellet
LE ) Sont FPIZHE IR RANECN 6641, MEBBRTIRIEERARZER Spac 1)
HAH%E Ny 388, 1A Sont B 6% IXFELENG Wine ARFL A VNt i f5, H
W2 T RANECN 3420 Horh, BEZETT RO 126, AT SN 216,

4 SEHEEEHIN

Zr BRTIR, A4 By R fG 1) BayesOWL 2544 4 1) -

1) MEEE. AT E U2, 78 DI oo B — > Z ot
T R

2) MEEFKF. EHRAER Sont B, FIHTURERAET 4 Space

3)  MZELHT . MRYE Soac KA, MM HI LR 51 (FREBTTRER,
HERAHMEETHER).

4)  FHFER . BB REBAIIG R .

MG PR ML, 0T DORAT R 45 8 AR 5 DU ), X 45 45
MR T AR S R)Z RG] o i 87 m S SR Rl T &2k
Z A E KR
] 5.1 R CHR Ding et al. 2004) Ff) “nature. owl” 7, B 5.34H7T
TR i Ji5 11 5 0 2 R0 0] A 1) Do 87 R

Animal

¥A

; \ 4
L _intersection_1

L_interec:tinn_2
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Fig. 5.3 Translated BN from ’Nature’ontology

FIREH, FRATZIRES M AR, B “wine” AR 1 XA 342 A
T AL DU

5.3.2 BayesOWL FHYIEN £ %

H1 BayesOWL 3545 1) DL Hr 9 R0 S0, BN AE G T E 2870 AU e B R 2R 4y
Ak, BT R A S A — A e, A — MR E S R, JEE
ZMEREE: Q(x)=P(x,|LT).

b, P OB SR VTR, Q kT A MRS SRS MR AT

Xo = {Xyseer X, AR RN R — N2, LT R IA HIE 4R RUUE N
H.,
TR B 48 (1 AR B — N R G 1 A RN — AR BR B4 - 7E BayesOWL 5 X
o XN T AR MR, ARE D RRE P ERZRE O — S 0 B 1
B HA . BIANERER I, BB — DNIXRERRE 1 “ a3 (A) A2
HEVE (F) MRS, AR TR “A n —F7. g H M RRix/ME
&, 1E BayesOWL 15 X, MAAE— DX RLT R 1 (IMERE A0 P(M), B4 H
THEE—MNGETEAE TR MNMES I

HRAE W3C f5E S, OWL R — MR R ANEN BT —/M#RE . £ 5.5 FilH
T BayesOWL #4211 = AN A5 A 2 B 4l G )7 S Foxf B R A

Tableb. 5 Interpretations for 3 embedded constructors used in BayesOWL

Abstract Syntax Interpretation

unionOf(C;,...,Cy) EC(C) U... UEC(C,)
intersectionOf(Cy,...,C,)  EC(C))N ... NEC(C,)

complementOf(C) O -EC(C)

Hr EC £ox OWL KAEMEAMM G — 5 HEFR (URD, O £
EC (owl:Thing) , Thing NETH OWL 251423,

FLE, BIMASHWEERTNENL R A DE MR R #an,
“complementOf” BNt T A “ComplementClass (C1,Co) ” HI—AMERE, H
KT LRI 2N “EC(C1) =0 -EC(Cy)” - RHEE 5.1, BayesOWL SZ4F OWL
AARIE T I 6 FRYIE . 3R 5.6 5 TRHX 6 PG T3 A B AR R 1)
g5

Tableb. 6 Conditions on interpretations used in BayesOWL
Directive Conditions on Interpretations

! http://mail.ustc.edu.cn/~syzhang/wine.dne
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SubClasses(C; C,) EC(C)) € EC(Cy)
EquivalentClasses(Cy,...,Cyp) EC(Cj) =EC(Cj), for 1 <i<j<n
DisjointClasses(C;,...,Cp) EC(G)NEC(C) = {},for 1 <i<j<n
UnionClasses(C,(Cy,...,Cy)) EC(C)=EC(C)) U... UEC(C,)
IntersectionClasses(C,(C;...C,)) EC(C)=EC(C)) N ...NEC(C,)
ComplementClasses(C;,C;) EC(C))=0-EC(Cy)

ST RN A ER AR 265, 75 BayesOWL 18 SCHAFAE— MR 4 1F 5 2 %
Ri. BIFE BayesOWL o, fk— > BEAFRE K26 AR ARG N — DR 2%, £5.7
N eilUS P

Table5. 7 Conditions on interpretations used in BayesOWL

Conditions on Interpretations Conditions on Probabilities
EC(C)) € EC(Cy) P(cyle) =1
EC(Ci) =EC(C)j), for 1 <i<j<n P(ci|LT) =P(cjlLT), for 1 <i<j<n
EC(C)NEC(Cj)) = {},for 1 <i<j<n P(ciclLT)=0,for1<i<j<n
EC(C) =EC(C)) U... UEC(Cy) PcILT)=P(c; V ...V ¢, /LT)
EC(C)=EC(C)) N ... NEC(Cy) P(c|LT) =P(c;, ...,cy|LT)
EC(C;) = 0 - EC(Cy) P(ci|LT) =1 — P(c|LT)

SEFL 5.1 fH BayesOWL F4fef ity DUt ORAE T3 5. 7 s 61 B0
{E
TEB

1B ¥ 1 BayesOWL &5 K4 54 A= i i) DU S0 X 6,55 5. 3. 1 5 IR ) 6 FihiZ 4 0%
7, RIS TR AL 6 Tl B9«

I. XN “rdfs:subClassOf” T M, Hr CooN C T4, M.

P(c,|c) = P(Cvcz): P(.¢c,) _
S P(c,)  P(c.c,)+P(c,cC,)
P(c,,¢,) )

T P(c,C,)+ P(c,)P(C, | C,)
H B CL RN A — N False, | Cp A False, EIP(c, |c,)=0, FrLL
P(c,|c)=1-
1. X} Ri“owl:equivalentClass” ¥ W, HAIEC; (i = 1,...,n)NEMIE, N
MTAERE 1<i<j<n, H

> P(c,C;,LT) _
P(c |LT) = P(c,LT) _g _ P(c;,c;,LT)+P(c,c;, LT)
' P(LT) P(LT) P(LT) CH
_P(c.¢;,LT)+P(c)P(c))P(LT |c.cC))
P(LT)
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> P(c;,C,,LT)

P(C, |LT) = P, LT) 4§ _Ple;,ciLT)+ P(c;.c,,LT)
J P(LT) P(LT) P(LT)
P(c;,C,,LT)+P(c;)P(c)P(LT | c;,C;)
B P(LT)

FRBFE COM G HRMEAR, WZHAT SMEMEN 0, W
P(LT|c,.c;)=P(LT|c,,c)=0. BILH P(c,|LT)=P(c;|LT).

1. X R “owl:disjointWith )54, Hrr Ci, C AR AR, MIHMER 1
<i<j<n, f

PG.c, [LT)= P(c.¢;,LT) _ P)P(C)P(LT]C,c;)
P(LT) P(LT)

HIEFH Ci, CEINH, W SMERIUA N 0, FTLAA P(c,c; [LT)=0.

IV. X T“owl:unionOf)F M, Hr2hy C A Ci(i=1,.. nMIFE. Ak
— M, kD = 2. FEECivCMTAE, W CHUEN True H C BUEN
False, JUXRL[IB T SR 00 U

P(c,C,,C,,LT
P(C|LT):P(C,LT):C,Z,C:Z ( )
P(LT) P(LT) ,
_ P(c,¢,,C,,LT)+ P(c,C,,C,, LT) + P(c,C,,C,, LT) + P(c,C,,C,, LT)
P(LT)

P(c,c,,LT) P(c,c,,c,LT)

PC,c, [LT)=—3
(LT) P(LT)

P(c,LT) P(c,c,,c,LT)+ P(c,,a,c, LT)

P [LT)=—
(LT) P(LT)

’ E_

P(c,,LT) _P(c,,¢,cLT)+ P(c,,C,,C,LT) ]
P(LT) P(LT)

ZREPENE C BEN False, NIX R Z4EY SABE AN False, &
P(c,C,,C,,LT)=0, WA Pc|LT)=P(c,ve,|LT).

V. XfRT“owl:intersectionOf ¥/, Hrdt CH Ci(i=1,...nIKLE. A
Rtk Riki=2.

P(c,[LT)=
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> P(,C,,C,,LT)

pc|LT)=PELD _cg
P(LT) P(LT) A
_ P(c,¢,C,,LT)+P(c,c,,C,, LT) + P(c,C,,C,, LT) + P(c,C,, C,, LT)
P(LT)
P(Cl,Cz | LT): P(CD(:Z) LT) — P(C13023ca LT)+ P(019029ca LT) R

P(LT) P(LT)

R C LA CRIF4E, BIZE CIUE False H C BUH True, MIXRE
AR MR AN 0, BT P(c|LT)=P(c,C, | LT) -

VI. XRi“owl:complementOf’ (1) T M, HH Ci, CoONEANER, f
P(c,LT) _ P(c,,c,,LT)+ P(Cl,g, LT)

P ILT) =5 )7 .
pc, |LT) = PCLT) _P(©:C. LD +P(E,.C,LT)
P(LT) P(LT)
3 P(C,.C,,LT)
%ﬁﬁWQHU+WQHU:&&?@ﬂ__*4’E%ﬁpmmn:1_

P(caILT).
22 b, SEB 5.1 O,

FEPLBATE T BayesOWL HZEH AN K2 e fhe i A4 R Ay DL 407 4 ) 1
Mo BRI, AR UIHHT R d=2r BT, BayesOWL 4l H 1 DL Hiri
REREE ARSI R B, 78 OWL Afkrh, AR —SKM TR m—
FARASER,  TAERAR 5 ) VU, AT (AR RS . R
T JEAFAE, IBATT LU SR AL R R AN T RIE I BRIA DG &, 15 AT BAAE DL
Hr R I AR SZ IR RCRFIR BN R A

5.3.3 BayesOWL FERARHIRRFIE AL

£ BayesOWL ™, AARBESIRZ ] 2GR BN MRS RN, XK
FR IRV AN 8 1 b 2R AP AR AR o T 2 Bl Do 4 05 g 8 BB )52 T AR
WA AR RAEAE S SEBRANRT o SEAER AN 52 R A R AT el P B K 4
H B B RN Web 3G . t1E AR BEAORIUE T ML SR 2 RS 1
R T RZ AR RS, AR R E. FRE, T Web BEJKRIR
I RETE, MZEBHE (Bl JT4ER. Web SFHAN Web ARZ555) HRETI K A
RAREERA TR, AR N T HIEFIIRR, &2y XM
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WRIIRRTER,  FEHE HHAR B B IS 380 DL 57 9 ) CPT

AT R EATE S HE WA TE BayesOWL FIHESL R, 5 MR AR LURESR /34 ok
Forno HEPME =R IIMERIRE AL, ¥IHNHT BayesOWL H1 i
2575 FUR AR R I G

1 BERFRPRR

AN E AR AE T SEBR N TP B8N TT T, SR TIAE TR UM IR FE 124K
1R — A H w3 52 0 5 ok IR A e e . X — AR, A e AR
AT DAL AR R 2R A (] 5C R IOMER AR, JRld i i R Ko . T A4k
I AR FORAEIE (I OWL),  H ARMAE SRR AR, W] LOEE oWl
AATE R AR IR . BN, XTHEE Pc) = 0.5, BEREST 3R &
&7 C. R ERFE RSN mE (¢, IR MAETE TH&2E C Fifk
HAH (0.5). MALERFMERFRNS, W] LOEE =AY OWL RERZRE M
FHH

K “Variable” . RaMNAE,; “Variable” HAJEM: “hasClass” ,
V2B P48 A A AR B0 LR AR A R K

& “Proposition” . i & “Variable” W4 & WK & W m & ;
“Proposition” HEWAEM “hasVariable” 1 “hasState” , 43Jlf8 A%}
W7 A5 R i T AR B (IR

B “Probability” . fiiRNERAH; “Probability” B 3 ANJE M.
“hasProposition” . “hasCondition” F1 “hasValue” . =ANEMHERH 5>
BIA “O= 17 . “>= 07 fl “=17 .

FUE3 i = A0, (65 HHIR LB A A (TR TR
BIUNAE“Nature "A 4k 1, SFHER AR P (Male=True, Human=True | Animal=True)
= 0.026, ARy T

<owl:Variable rdf:ID="male">

<hasClass>Male</hasClass>
</owl:Variable>
<owl:Variable rdf:ID="human">
<hasClass>Human</hasClass>
</owl:Variable>
<owl:Variable rdf:ID="animal">
<hasClass>Animal</hasClass>
</owl:Variable>

<owl:Proposition rdf:ID="m1">
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<hasVariable>male</hasVariable>
<hasState>True</hasState>
</owl:Proposition>
<owl:Proposition rdf:ID="h1">
<hasVariable>human </hasVariable>
<hasState>True</hasState>
</owl:Proposition>
<owl:Proposition rdf:ID="al">
<hasVariable>animal</hasVariable>
<hasState>True</hasState>
</owl:Proposition>
<owl:Probability rdf:ID="P(m1,h1|al)">
<hasPoposition>m1</hasPoposition>
<hasPoposition>h1</hasPoposition>
<hasCondition>al</hasCondition>
<hasValue>0.026</hasValue>
</owl:Probability>
R X R oR IR 5 — NP, | T IX R R 7 G AARE 5
o T RURT DUR F AL B AR ST B 5 VR R A s A 2 Sk 538k, B
B ISE T A, P AR AR AT BUA AT S Web b, stz 5 EH
s
2 BayesOWL 2R R 1IHiE
MR 5.3, 1 TR, OWL ACAEL AL g DL S o GLG P AT i 2K
TR AEE . Horh, IR R SR AR R S At L R OR 1B AR B B A
RHAE o X TR IR AR, AT DURYE O AR R1R AT E-TPFP 5035
Ktb)id . FEAIENE &R B SR AT AR, VR B 5 i DU R A 7

PP AR T R LRI, OWL A48 SCA 13 20l &2, ATUAZESSH B~ IPFP SRRS, - {Pormated it
SEFET 2.2 &, NAZEZEA AR E RN ﬁiypgfiﬁQﬂ?ﬁiﬁﬂifj@iﬁiET}AHl///{Fomw““tH%m@m
FKeitkaT, B 2.2 BHITHEARRA:
_ R(Y) (53.1)
Q(XLT)=Q (%LT) ———— -2
Q. (Y'|LT)

ATLUEH, FIA LR FIBEA MR oA 7 BTG B 4T s IO, Had
LT RS B LR A . W T D-TIPFP &3k, nf UMM ARERIMEIE. BRH, 1R
PEE B 3. 1, ML REMARE —E B 5 Tk P 2% g 4 — 2, AR (5.3, 1D
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B85 IR E-TPFP SR 8K .
i 5.2 WR4EE 5.3 L5 HAAMAE] T, LHHUL T — S LA R
* P(Animal) = 0.560
e P(Male, Human|Animal)= 0.511
e P(Female, Human|Animal)= 0. 258
e P(Man|Animal, Human)= 0. 664
e P (Woman|Animal, Human)= 0. 336
MIIZAT E-1PFP By, WS T 5. 4 Fras DU

- Human
Animal Animal ™oE T raLs
TEUE FALSE TRUE 0.8341 | 0.1659
0.9114 | 0. 0886 FALSE 0 1
- Female . Hale
Animal ™pe | FaLse Animal ™pe | FaLse
TRUE 0.8938 | 0.1062 TRUE 0. 9262 | 0.0738
FALSE 0 1 FALSE 0 1
Han Woman
Hale Human TRIE FALE Female | Human TRIE FALE
TRUE TEUE 0.7719 | 0.2881 TRUE TRUE 0.5816 | 0.4184
TRUE FALSE 0 1 TRUE FALSE 0 1
FALSE TEUE 0 1 FALSE TRUE 0 1
FALSE FALSE 0 1 FALSE FALSE 0 1
Animal
True 100 j—
False 0
Female ¥ Male
True 336 L T True 5.4
False B6.4 Troa 0 False 336
False 0
Womah - 6'2"1“
T 336[| rue :
F;L:Ee G54 L_disjoint False| 336

True 100
False (]

¥
L_intersection_1 |
True 100 |—

L_intersection_2
True 100 |—

¥

L_union
False 0 T 00 False 0
False 0

Fig. 5.4 Result BN for ’Nature’ontology example (consistent)
HAREA—F, AEH 3. 2.3 1545 H A E-IPFP-SMOOTH Sk 47 AR &
o
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il 5.3 MR 5. 3 L5 HIAMS] 1, 25 H L FA—ZUR LR EE:

* P(Animal) = 0.560

+ P(Male, Human|Animal)= 0.511

e P(Female, Human|Animal)= 0. 258

* P(Man|Animal, Human)= 0. 664

* P (Woman|Animal, Human)= 0. 56

BT “Man” Al “Woman” JNEANK AR, MIAMG]H ) i Ja AN 25 A4 I AN 2
RK—RAR, BIZARERA BN . 1817 E-TPFP-SMOOTH 5% )5, W8T 5. 4
JIr 7 DU 309

. Human
Animal Animal ™o T FaLsE
TRUE | FALSE TRUE | 0.8471 | 0.1529
0.8007 | 0.1993 FALSE 0 1
. Female . Rale
Animal o v eE Animal ™o FaLee
TRUE | 0.6847 | 0.3153 TRUE | 0.7628 | 0.9372
FALSE 0 1 FALSE 0 1
Han Woman
Hale Human TRIE FALE Female | Human TRIE FALE
TRUE TRUE | 0.7486 | 0.2514 TRUE TRUE | 0.6339 | 0. 3661
TRUE | FALSE 0 1 TRUE | FALSE 0 1
FALSE | TRUE 0 1 FALSE | TRUE a 1
FALSE | FALSE 0 1 FALSE | FALSE 0 1

Fig. 5.5 Result BN for ’Nature’ontology example (inconsistent)
B 5.5 AW, WSE M DU B o, 20 g s A
P (Man|Animal, Human) = 0. 636 #11 P (Woman | Animal, Human) = 0. 364, % /2 HAh%
o

5.4 BayesOWL IEiSHEZSRYSCIN

HR4E 5. 3 WHINAH, Al 1K BayesOWL HISZIL/ N =647« ffEHr 28 (Parser).
SEFIRIE A AN CPT Mt #s o H M 88t 7-Parser Fl P-Parser A, 43 HIH
RARHT OWL AAARSTAFAREZR F1IR SO s S5 M9HIE 45 72 BayesOWL S5 44 4 # K00 1)
SCPL, BRI T-Parser RIARHT 25 S 44 HE 45 A S 40 R0 U] 2 g DU Jr s CPT #4i&
i HOR VB DU S 28 795 R 26 PR R 2R, BB SRS 5. 3. 1 15 hihie, NS
AR R E BONE, IR O AR AR, WK P-Parser @M 45 RAE I
RLAW, @ 5. 3.2 TR ANRA BRI B AR K . BayesOWL it fE
ElunkE 5.6 fias.
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input ontology

T-Parser

BN

Structure

BN Structure

Constructor
Initialized
BN
probability ouput BN
files?

TES

P-Parser. BN CPT Constructor

output final translated BN
(with uncertainty knowledze)

Fig. 5.6 BayesOWL framework

BayesOWL (I N LGP ER 7T, — R SCAARIT OWL AASCA:, — A<

WS AE . A S R DU o RIS TR RIIR SO, s e T BRI SR
AR A DL AR e Rt 35 CAERF0R, ) CPT Mg & i
P-Parser [FIfFENTEEH, R4 E-IPFP/D-1PFP 5ik, Kt AR & ) UL 47
IR G s B DU T S Rt . RGUR RGN 5.7 FR

BN Structure
Constructor

1

) 1

&) == 1

Tneertainty 1
Enowledge = I

| 1

1

1

input | system output |
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Fig. 5.7 BayesOWL system architecture
RGPS, T-Parser fEARIBHRRES Sonr I, FATRA T
Pellet' THRFIRARM SR L MM EIZEC R . £ E-TPFP/D-TPFP 5%
VRIS, ¥ S B DU (38 0 BATTR A T Norsys A RIIF R Netica’ TH. K
5.8 47t T BayesOWL ARG M HFEFHEN (APD .

E’:‘Jr Bayeswl_package

E|5 &rC

r-E hayesoWL commonDefine
-8 bayesOWL, commonMethod
"B bayesOWL conskruckor
'_-E bayesOWL coredlgorithms
r-E bayesowL example
F- 1 bayesowL.GUIL

r-E hayesOWL parser

Fig. 5.8 BayesOWL application programming interface

5.5 NG

RESRIFYRE T — P AL BETE SO ARAH E VE BB HEZY, BayesOWL,
ZHEHERGE T — RPN A BN, H545 € 1) OWL AR 09 DI, JF
I e BT R OR T AR R RSSO I I X S A R
(K19 &, {415 BayesOWL REWE SCRFEEN—MRIIAMR . [FIN FEA KA TE 5 10 Ak
R T A RIS EVERIR 5 e I 51N DU R RR S
KL T R AAR B AH RE VERIR G R B HEAL S5 1) DU 3T R0 i e o xR
RGPS, TSI 5 I F DL 307 o 0 A A 2 i R SR A, 9S24
N et 7 — M I T A

55 A AR AN 52 MR 7 1M LE . BayesOWL [ 7 VA FEAN 75 22048 OWL 4%
AR R ILRZ 2, RIS AR T 3 TR AR A A A iR 1 5 A 1R U R
7 T PR RE 73 R LS4 o K 4 2 g

SR, PR DL W £ 3 5 T ) JRy BR A2, e 8 e K A (A SRS g DL
Jrid, RO G der e DUH-27 R0 20k OWL AR oA iR 7 28 m @ik Mk
) ARIRIE— DR SIAh, BUA I OG T AR I AN 2 R — i el 4
ARG, FHREIA M FIRTFRAE, A SR FHERRE
J7i% BN RBO T AR AHE RN, & 55— DT .

' http://clarkparsia.com/pellet

2 http://www.norsys.com/
3 http://www.csee.umbe.edu/~ypeng/BayesOWL/index.html
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EoE BXEE

EIR ST DU S A Bl o8 Tk HEBR (O BB AN I F L R 22, (R nRT S
Frid,  H AT LB SR IRATAE A Rt — D AR e i Al o AR SC 3 20 DL 17 Y
TEAHE HEAE B N ERE G BT, el 7 —88yk. priiE
B TAERBRR AT A5
(D BARGUWERT T MERHEBE R AR S O vE, R TS HIERR R,
IYHT T ABATTIPE T

(2> $RH 7T MR RS T IPFP M2 ARG RS SMOOTH. i BVETEbrifE
IPFP SR8 by BINFIE R, Gl i X m A8 SoME = 29 R 2540 H A
BRA MR oA, SEEL T BRI 8. SMOOTH S5y 7E £ i 4 — B iR
e ARRHE TPFP B3k, fELREAR—ET, Weshss RS GEMA Bk 1A,
ARG R, 52857 (CC-IPFP, GEMA %5) #HEL, SMOOTH 4
SitERefae, HATEEREM, R ORI 7, SeBlsEErm
A

(3)  WHFC T DU RIR A B . 7E Peng Rl Ding [ TAESEAE I, PR4NZS
T E-IPFP B3k Uil . [AI, @it 5] N\ SMOOTH &3k, SEEL T
Xt E-1PFP Bykfekidt, A A — SN . LR BRI, %
HBEE M EIEAL B AR L) A — 3, FIFERESTE — e 50 T Ab
L H A5 DU i ) 28 S5 A A — B

(4 RGNA T AHE SR T DB SR 8. 2R T OA
Bk, WR T SHILZ MK R (F Peng Fl Pan ) TAERAE L, #FRT
¥ Pearl B virtual evidence ¥k IPFP J7yEMISE & FIMEAT BT Bk,
WA T BIEM S R . X RVEHT T YR, AR AR 2 EiF Y,
SOESE A EAS— B O

(5) ¥RV T UUH-B7 IR R SR A AR AR SE AR R . 78 Ding A1 Peng
(1) TAE Sl B X) BayesOWL HLRAEZLHHAT TP RS E. ¥ REM
BayesOWL AEfEALTEBE N — M AR (4n OWL DL), JFFREMS b3 5 A ik
MIMEZ R0 SEHL T BayesOWL [(JRET R4E, M FAHIHE 7T N B2t
T—MEHT A,

A 3K BB RF 58 T A B 7E 4R Bl DL i o0 B VAR 7R R A AL ) 75 30 I v 1 o7
Mo SR TN AKPEHE R, RN TAE R SRAEAE O NG #53E—2b
SEEMIHT, s
(D AHE MR RIE . ARSI TS, FRAME S 43045 96T i @4

BN B PR . SRS, IR AR DL A SRR 1 T AP T
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HIEM, W@ s B R . SR REMREAR B S BUBOGE A
Wi PEAIR, R — D EEE A B IR TT A .

(2) D AR A SR A, FRATLERE T NG S5 AR, BIVER 1 R 2%
SER REMEAR U D IR 19 AT AT o SRTHT, AN s PR R 5 X 4 25
FIA—E HRB TR SR EIRIENT, AT AT RE A2 28 4504 H A fe
S 1) AR o ey 456 DU BT I 4 44 2 ST IR AR DG By, k& e 24
ZER SR SEIUANH E PEAR B A R AR —MBA B R AT 1)

(3) AT DI AEAE T, # R NI S 1, RIBEA hard evidence,
N A soft evidence M virtual evidence B, UITHEATEAEEH, KR
Blfsit— D5 .

DI PIAN 2 H, AT 58 1 R0 e ST S Ak . fEIXPIA 2 H B TR,
B 1 K S AR SCHE U R AR SCRIBEARIR & 5 FFSE ik 1K 8 SIS 5 AR
SRR TAE . JUFERMRIEN, ERE 7 —DMMNTTRIRAN, i 53]
SRR, B T 0 i R S R R R RE ), RIS B R EONVENRIR
ZI— B PR
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