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Fig. 1 Bayesian network model for diabetes diagnosis
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Fig.2 Three types of node connection in d-separation
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Table 1 Characteristics and application scenarios of constraint-based algorithm
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R B R i KI5 H G, BT G b AT DL 3 S 4L
i1t

55 D1 38y DY 73 oR RS0 B ASEH Z5 A 1 1 43 pR AR
A CHPEZP, Il m-Hr 5k 1) 52 55 (Bayesian-Dirichlet,
BD) 43 4 B4R DL 4 3k R 58 7 (Bayesian-
Dirichlet equivalent, BDe) ¥-43"" F1 01 i34 2k # 50 75
S5 %0 — B M (Bayesian-Dirichlet equivalent uniform,
BDeu) 1143455,

2) (5 BB TR KA 5 BB TE S pR B T
TR B AU 28 A A A Bl AR AT IR 46, DLt 3
W 28 (R 45 4 55 090 246 X504 4R U i S B A P 4 AR 2

K 7 BRI REE S /Nl K B (mini-
mum description length, MDL) #E| | BIC N, Akaike
{5 B EN] (Akaike information criterion, AIC), JH—4k
e KAl #& (normalized maximum likelihood, NML) B
B A0 A 5 A5 B R 4> 0 (mutual information tests,
MIT)"" 4%

2830 KA i 5 43 A, DU 307 D753 R E5CRE 6% 1 X6
FEARB K DAG 254, 1M A5 28 4 s A T
IINREAR B 8 2R 2 2] B G 0 4 25 F AR % D
TR s by G = SN o A s TSR G W B L S
AFIR AR S T B T4, 5k 2 frn . 3R
hen WHEARAZRIH, g X LW RAE n ol
X BUEECH , mp RoREA T S A ) NHUER kY
YR, mige = Y mi R R A LG B

k=1
B, N R HAT s G0 j REAREL, Ny R BREAR
L 0 B ECE R RS, €= )
k=1
MIK (X, paG (X)) R X, 5 H A 48 & 8] 49 B {5 B,
X, o B F IO, C(G)=0.5logmy_ (= Dg;
i=1

AT BREL
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Table 2 Basic expressions and characteristics of scoring functions based methods
H5) T4 R WAt LeRis
— log PG, ) = log P(KIG) + log P(G) E:ﬂjjgM%éﬁmﬁwp(Guoﬁym%/Mﬁfa
B
7T (it my) BRI A A KR ST 3 440, (LR o
BD(G|K
BD (Gi0= HH (ay +m,)H T () HERA
o () ()
IR BD BDeu(G|K) = log P(G) : = PRSI AR D L I, BRI 5) 534
VUMV S) B "“ Hnr<a+m>ﬂ F(g) * o
qi riqi
1y o RIS . CHITAM A it 25k (R 1,
K2 k2610 = []1] @y L1 TR ST IS0 5 U 4 2
=t = = R FhZ LTS B
(@i tmi) \ | GEHIIEHI LI, T SRR RSB
CH CH(GIK) = z_;; ]og< (@ + 1, )+210g< ) )} e Mayy, = 1N, ICHITAMF675 JyK23F 43
" @ n Lo zr; S SRR LA R, JELﬁ)iT’fE‘:
BIC BIC(GlK)=ZZZmzﬂlogaJk—Equn—1>logm SR BE ST, T ARREA SR T, 2
= ‘aﬁmzﬁmn@i%mz
MDL MDL(GIK) = Zzzmmlog( )——acnogm KR 4, WL T RS 4 K
IRRERH L SRR 53, $IMDLiEA 7
PRI 543N, XIMDLEF
AIC(GIK kL = Dgi S TN
AlC (@io= Zzzm"g( > Z(’ i T, REA B A
; , ST B RICTA TN bR, 3 i i
MIT MITGIK) = > (ZN -MIK (X;,paG (X;)) — max,, qu‘,,‘,,u,) ke 5 WS = ] B K LB BT o 26
i=1,paG(X;)#@ =

SR d

i PE4Y PR itTL/Uy:IJL POy BRECEA o
%ﬂ/\ﬁ’i P, DAG 7 B B8 1 X 5 HACEE
pa(X,) 15 2 1 43 B S FIAS AL

score(G,K) = Zscore(Xi,pa(Xi),K) (11)
223 kR B LR
A5 TR A 2 38 I 48 R WA T A R AT 5 A 4

BAY 23 () i SR o0 f N 8 5 R S R . SRR
e, 3SR NP R, R A5 8 1 R R AT A
oM EE, REERWREE RN, A%ETIIAL
FANRTE TR R, DS B0 8 2 28 i) 47 BR il
) E /Y, a0 K2 Bk K3 LA A 23 R LT IS
KA EFER, FIH G RE B RS, Wb
R, BRI R 2 B, AN o0 Rk | REALR
‘K (simulated annealing, SA)™" & ¥ | i T B i 1k
(particle swarm optimization, PSO) 51545

1992 4£, Cooper Hl Herskovits # H T 3 44 i) K2
Y, SR T SR8 B T N, S ok DL S
PO HE DU DA A e 25 4, PO HTIE L (hill-climbing,
HC) 48 R R W F- AT Fe i IR . K2 BIL G
JEHCR T P L g, HAl e (5 BRI R
AR, 2R BT 2k DL T R 2% S A 2 S Ik
5% 1994 4, Bouckaert $H} K3 5%, 5% J MDL
VDU, 3G T 24 3R 0 238 5 2% A R 1 5 30T e K, kA
PRI S G . 2022 4R, iR K2 Bk
2 2 R B ZUAR S T 5T R ) @, — BT TR A
gl 2 o) Bk —— 0 K2 AR R . 1k,

i K2 Bk 4 R R A5 B0 16 I 28 2548 SR
F R FMEF B Y 5% B, ) K2 ki i
1B TR J5 0719 U 27 2 15 30 e I 1 9 28 A A

TR R % s R SR G (0 Bk v, e kB
SRR A R, HoA O A R e R R
A AL, SRR R e IR G A R R,
M4 ZAELN SRR R 5, 5577
A R R o Ry A T S B A A 1 ()L, 27 A1 ] 4
T TR UL AR E R TG, RS R
2 (tabu search, TS)®" |, FIIE k%5

AR, T [ AR ERE BB R Re UL AL T
BT FEH W)z T . X e AR R A s R
% (genetic algorithm, GA)™™ . #E 4k HL %I P e AR
1k, (ant colony optimization, ACO) 8. 1= ki T HEAL
FEY AR S A SR KPR
™ N T 8 H (artificial bee colony, ABC) 55 i ™
RN 1AL (bacterial foraging optimization, BFO)
BRUT S LT AR R RO AR B A B TR
SR AT IO R & A AL X DL 3 (o 26 25 4 25
[ AT R AR, 3k 22 T30 Jry B ASE A A 7 RS T
B, TR RO B R 2 ) A B R SR SR R T A
PEft o Bl 76 PR ORIy HG I, i 19 o7 = AN T 42
e n] DI T iR Ui

RAGHT S FRIEAE 10% F1 20% M5 %
$i L) T Alarm-3000 %545 48 27 o] B PRI L 45
o Hr, HKS &R 76 BT A ik 5 b 3k 15

1 e e
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Table 3 Comparative experiment results of five algorithms under different noise data proportions'*
453 g5 i /s
MRS 1L/ % ik
HKS LKS AKS SSD BSD ASD SET LET AET
ACO-B —14804.11 —14 810.40 —14 805.79+2.28 2 13 5.55+2.58 358 567 402.5+£86.5
ABC-B —14804.11 —14810.40 —14 804.67+1.46 2 9 4.25+1.26 117 169 141.9£17.0
10 BFO-B —14 804.11 —14813.26 —14 805.75+2.44 2 6 3.65+1.06 343 471 401.0£36.0
TS-B —14 805.81 —14 805.81 —14 805.81+0 2 2 2.00+0 238 245 240.1£2.5
HC-B —14953.06 —14953.06 —14953.06+0 11 11 11.00+0 7 8 7.1+0.2
ACO-B —15247.18 —15257.07 —15248.67+2.18 5 14 8.80+2.44 332 495 389.9+47.8
ABC-B —15247.18 —15256.65 —15247.70+2.06 8 13 8.50+1.36 114 182 154.9+18.0
20 BFO-B —15247.18 —15256.92 —15252.30+3.50 6 17 10.35+2.74 324 439 376.5+34.9
TS-B —15293.55 —15293.55 —15293.55+0 20 20 20.00+0 251 262 254.7+3.1
HC-B —15324.16 —15324.16 —15324.16+0 14 14 14.00+0 7 8 7.1£0.3

K2 73455 LKS /876 BT A R 56 v 4R 45 1 S A% K2 43
B AKS FRR 78 BT A I T 3R A5 09 5 35 K2 404G
BSD 2 7 75 BT A7 i 30 b AR 45 00 B K 45 M 25 =
SSD FR/RTE T A 1 th 4574 25 5 B /)N ASD FRORTE
A I T BCSA  S 45 6 25 55 SET RORTE T A
TG P AR AR Y S/ NRAT B E] 5 LET 2878 76 BT A 1A 50
RS Y f K AT ] AET 2675 BT R 56 7 SF- 1
AT ] 255 DL K2 438O0, 2540 22 5 8 /N
PR 268 5 AN Xof g A5 4 e v P R 4%

AR REOL AL T L, 3 BRI BB AL
RIEFE RIS AR F LT — Bk 45 1 (10%
M 75 040 T 45 53— 14 804.115 20% M 75 504 T 44 >
~15247.18) . FE T A RV EERE— M, 7ER
ZHUE LT BB AN 3 A AR Re UL ALk, OF B
TE 20% W 805 T, SSD A BSD M 2 TR 20, it
BTEME P 52 T, S50 25 Sk ik . JEF el
38 B2 010 B3 % M S (1 B IS R, LT B A AR
MR R AR AR S B 22, (A PRAT B I LR AR A
ISR T A 4 RO, SRR B R RE AL fL 5
PR — P TR 0 LA SR, AR BRIk %
AR AR A S AT OEACAT 55, I 58 BAMAR Z 18] 115
BAE R, PRI, B () il AR Ay, ) i o AR A5 T B4y
i

2011 4%, SCHK [49] $&H T —Fh 3 Fololb st e
T 1 DL $07 1o 2 38 K 2 2] vk, BN T R4k AR RN
BIEIEEE 2 A H A7, B LMk P
BN SRS R 2 Y (B ST R R N R VS S IR
T D0 28 5 Ky 2 = (1) Z2 R TN IE B L 3 BB AR /1N I 45
SER A A , EEE R AR

2012 4, SCHR [50] 42 ) —Fh K2 5 8L KO
456 1Y DU BT ) 26 45 0 2 2] J7 i ——K2SA Bk,
SR R DR K B, X DL 307 N 4% 2544

RSP 3 07 AT 18 ek, i B AL AC e S RIS
SO 2 A R DL AR B B S, R
K2 B39k 2 2 DL Hip 9 4% 25 44, 4 SR B UER kB3 7
HRECRAS, DA s Al i shie . Bikid
ST AEBLAER JCid B A5 B0 0 SR UL M 48 254, T AE
BREAPLIR it i 295 R 7] P TG 1 580 v o0 H AR i —
Al . mE e R Eekg TALE KRk
PR 3t g A 18 25 [] 68 T AN A2 T e LA AR A5 42 Jm) #5110
ZRASA I IR) i, SCUR SRR, TERE AR S O 7
BT OLT , 03 BE A8 AT T DL 42 Jmy dnc DI 1) 1Y) &4 45
My, BA B 2 ROR

2021 4F, SCHK [51] 413 2 TR B 5k
DT 20 (0 28 S5 14 48 R 25 T B A Ry i e D0 1) ot i, 4
MG IORFE R R AR . B e, X
e Y AR T R AT 25 AR U F s - AT R A 5
HW, il TR A # rh AR b e R 7 2
Wi (5 | 4 R EE Sy, X e fURs 1 3047 T4, WK
FRAER AT RENE; )5, 456 KRFA %, 51T
B REIEAT 2 R B R, SRR R .

2022 4, SCHR [52] 4240 7 —F BT PR R
U K AL (discrete firefly algorithm, DFA-B)
U2 2] DUt S R 28 254 o i 5 e Adi A B4 K
7R B s (] v 2 T R SR AT R 5, [m] i)
R S S5 55 DAy S vk o A5t 1k i B A SR Al g
I FH R AT Ak i i e 7 He iy (o FH A8, 3R A def:
AT . SCHF W, DFA-B 51142 2 15 511 K2 4>
KO bR 22y 15.2, B 15 1T 190 26 B4 SR AR A S 1Y
B, Sk AR ) B R S R 2 RN

2022 4F, SCHK [53] $2 T — P A RS- 2 1€ 1
(model averaging hill-climbing, MAHC) 5 ¥, % &
2 N A& BY 48 R R i X DAG 8 R 25 8] #E 17 1 Ak
PR, LR L8 FR 2 ) b py AR AR S 2406 2 e 1 099 2%
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4544, R R ) BIC W50 s BN B2 EAT 4T 200 5
R I LB 7E R TR], MAHC B398 3 X LE BT 45 4B
S E, LR E I AE R 25 40 . SRR I, MAHC
SR A B R P AE T B0 52 2% I 255 v P ) AT B
27 I PERE

224 FikEs%

B SCHR 3 AT A1, 26 4V g T Ay 3 TR
IR R TT R B R 2 )L R B R R
W%, 8 I 5 A A S DL S8 ) 246 i B A R 3 KA B
Xl e o > Tk

T4 ETPNRRNSENERZE, TS RBRERERT

Table 4 Search space, scoring function, and search strategy based on method of scoring search™**7

Fisf ] ERVR HRa A T4 IR HRFM
1968 Chow-Liu®" Tree Entropy

1992 K2 DAG K2 e

1995 TS DAG K2 & BIC LR
1995 HCP DAG BDe &

1996 GA®? Orderings K2 BRI
2001 K2SN®* Orderings K2 el

2002 GES™! Equivalence BDeu TR
2002 ACO-B™ DAG K2 ACO+RIFE %R
2005 SGA™! Orderings K2 WERk
2025 Hybrid MCMC"” DAG BDeu MCMC
2008 ACO-K2SN'™! Orderings K2 ACO+RTRIER
2009 BN-BQPSO"! DAG BIC AR
2009 1-ACO-B*! DAG K2 ACO+HRHIYR
2010 IBPSO™ DAG MDL RFRHAL
2012 GIES™ Equivalence BIC TR
2013 PSO-K2™ Orderings K2 B REAL
2017 FGES"™ Equivalence BIC TR
2016 BFO-B"" DAG K2 B AL
2017 Partition MCMC"” DAG BIC MCMC
2020 CIGAR"" Orderings BDe LR
2020 K2-1" DAG BIC &

2023 FGES-M"! Equivalence BIC TR
2022 MAHC™! DAG BIC &L

2022 DFA-B% DAG K2 &Y =RV

BT IR ITA S 5T AR 7% A
F CUMARA S V=451 7E 11 1Y) 27~ SR AN [R] , 7 224
SE R R RS S IF 0 BB HAD, A1 3%
ML J5 T 42 TRk R fE

1) ot 2 S AR RS, S 2R | e
L0 A o0 G sl s A ) R DL, T
7 1S B B A M 25 454

2) Rl AR SRR e AL S0k, Uk T
PEALTE A . WO AL S0 45, IR B3 B AN H 1Y,
PEAL SRR BE, oo e Wi S 18 | O o JRE IR 45 2 22
[ A

3) P53 BB FE 5 T, 25545 75 JERERL X T B bl
FEAS B ELS B AT A2 2 B8, DA B ve A5 70 Jo i T 2
AARR

4) WRFMS BT I, 258 HIERIE N 2R

%

P

KA S M ) 52 2%, LA/ N Rl # v i 3UR
B E LR I L2, P2 BRI R UR
23 REAEARMESIERNGE
23.1 REMRE

FL b, BT A 5k S AR R R (HPE
B & 24 A (1S 2 T RIS, X F R B CLAR S, 77
LR 2 R AU A e R UE A T 45 R 1 ] S
PEo ETIFAE RN L REL RN HEZ, HF
TR A | WS B8 SR IR, Bl 25 R g
PeAbSEE R e, WAL T — IR G R ME R
14 DLt 30 0 28 35 48 2 2] vk

RATIE UG &R TARMETIT R
DT PL A, CUR B 45/ . BRI R 25 1], JF
K HE TV 48 R0 7157 > S 48 4548, X K
TR [0 245 2 > S AT B o 8



2838 b3 M2 it KR %% % ik

2025 4F

232 X#ROHT

R AR G T e B UGE P A — A 290
FAE RN B R A 25 3], Singh 542 TR &
A 1A E——CB Sk, FIH PC k&
W T B S, P KA B ) JE ) 3,
15 BN AR i B e K2 1143, 2 BRI A e KAk 2P
TR, BN S8 RN, BB A U DAG 5380 Fi
P, M ARy 2 T B, AR R R
(essential graph search, EGS) 53k 4 $2 1, i Fj PC
AR R A B K B A BL A R BE HLEL 46
DAG, i FH D1t 357 B 1 X DAG #4748, e 2 fif
JH VU 307 9% 43 BE 5 48 R VT 4 B K DAG. K10
M, & J I-Map(I-Map restart, IMAPR) 5. 1% " fifi Fif
CLIAR T4 — A9 DAG A= e £, DLEE Bt
AR/ Y b (AR I ELR g

& 24 IR G 7 B2 e K-5 /M L (max-min
hill climbing, MMHC) 8.3, 7E £ % [ B:, MMHC
PR 2 T K- /DL F (max-min parents and
children, MMPC) 5" % fff 22 45 A F A 19 i 19 i sk
4 F (candidate parents and children, CPC) ¥ &4 2
5, BB R i, 15 BRI AR AT AR,
AT AA) g Y PR 2 A AR I AE Je R ALY B il 2 i 4
R K2 W13 8] e DAG 4514

AR, 2B AR T — S B G B 0 ]
T UUAT S 25 S5 46 2 2] . 2017 41, SCilk [78] $2 43
5 5 B (separation and reunion, SAR) .7, 2% 2] K
U DL 17 0 465 04T 55 16, S A0 fige SRy ARRE 388/ 1Y
DUS0T RO 28, i D i5e, B /8843 CLKS 30 44 38
F R0 T 7Y, B Lo it s T RN /N T
K, (R T PP R 1 7 vk A F I rh A o) —
AS/INEU DI ST 0 265 388 3 K 3k /N AR DL - 30y ) 2% 458
— ke, T RS B 4 DL i T X 4 AR

2018 4, SCHK [80] 2 Hi T — i ik £ 2% 19 A
i W PR i 5% A% 45 ) $8 & (adaptively restricted GES,
ARGES) 5., i i MMPC 5 1y BR il 25 9%, JF:
it FHBCHE ) BTSSR0 48R (greedy equivalence search,
GES) BIEAE i KA TR, F i K HESE . ARGES
SR R AE S X 58 2 8B 3 A W S 3 B (completed
partially directed acyclic graph, CPDAG) f9 [F] i} 7£ V-
ShAL U I Ah i, B A AR B I, X S
SN B RGA 225 F BN BR, DATITAS 25 ) AR S 44 (1)
CPDAG ', PRI, i3 i Pk o A L BR A
g R, A AE N BRI B E ARGES Bk HA
o A ) — 3

2019 4R, SCHK [81] 42 H1 T 2 FhBHs 3K 20 1 X4 Ak
REAET5 1, BT 4380 7 1 symG FlIEE T 29 51
J5 ¥ symC, FH T 78 15 s %) 22 (] A9 5% R A I [ 7,

IRL T —Fh g A 24 2] 5 8005 3K s % B8 1E Jy ik
AHGE G BIR A HESL, F T2 = DU 307 190 46 1) ) 445
i, fige P X R 14 R 4B A6 R S IR AT R BEAE SR R
S5 Z 1] (g 5[] B,

2020 47, SCHk [82] #2 t —Fh L T R B4R M B
O3 (0 DU 0T I 4 S kg 2 2] ik, 32 B TR 4y
il (0 EARL, HL 2 B8 T SR AR A A B R . Ak
FLBR S R A AW B O B /R v] R 5 K
Bl T 1) ph ST 1 QU EEA W28 AR 43 R — R AT
&1 5 (3) DAL 5 v 25 39 235 4 AR A /N 194 L -7 10
25 (3 3 41 B3k 6 /N DL I 307 00 245 2 3R A5 50 24 11 D
I 307 DO 4 F N2 A

2021 4, SCHK [83] K5 PC 55 ik AUk FREAL AL B
TR A Ry DU H0T 0 2% 5 ) 2 ) HR A5 LY A R
. Wk, [ PC HIEA W IR DAG; K5, 11
ESUN L AR TR S ) W A R SIBTig (R 2 BT
Mgtk o AP T 2 Mo AR R, Hoh—
T R A VA 0 RN 5% 221 59 28 S B8 F, 55 — R bR o
W52 A BT o AP PC L AR
SEIR AR, SR T DU S 0 2% 25 K 2 ) BB 1R A
ST S, 1% VL /E CANCER M 2 i BIC i 4
—1091.88, 3 T AR i BIC ¥4, fEf% 15 2] 440 19
I £ 23 44

2023 4F, Sk [84] #2187 2L F PC-SSA Bk 1
DU 3 26 TR A 25 F 25 2 i . Bk, SR PC A
A B IR P 2% TRV SR S5 R S 50, JF 36T BT AR AR
WG A5 AR5, SR BIC 43 FlRR 42 8 R 3 ik (spar-
row search algorithm, SSA) £ 47 DI i 307 I 2% 4% 44 -
o FHALRE &I RE LM L, REE KA R
AR A /N, BB S BUD, e R AE R 45 A I 4y
BR2Z AR 0.2, HATH & 1R
233 FikB 4

TR A D7k AT LA R AR 2 5 o B NROR, SR
b DU 37 0 24 S5 4 2 ) DT ik A AT B, a3
BRI, TRA T IR 9 R B A LA R 7 I -

1) WRAFRN T Rk R G 6eh, RIEH
RE IR 3, WL Ge B 1k 2 > S A, 4 v DL 2
W 45 45k 2 2] SR G 2R IR B

2) BEAL R AR A Z 45 2 > g 1, R DL
07 10 2 AR B¢ i S5 800 T B LA B, 4R/ R
i, B A FERESHRTE, BAoHREH

3 FREFFEESETINMETMELERF
7k
4 2 2 97 i A — BN 30 9 B8 B
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TG, &5 DS 2 4 2 ) £k 2839

& 5 RN, (H I B SR AR AE AR AE 2 RN L
QO 53 WL 75 Sk KA Bk 1 19 20 s A7 AE Tk oL
LD = e+ i € i ] ey OSSO D0 I BB
2AAEOL, 2 FAIOESE 7 AR 58 05 BT % DL 2
HREER A ) Oy o T IS A SRR R A s A
ERA A&, %7 10 T B B AR
PRI

3.1 BIEERKH DA ET R LA S

3.1 REMRE

TCIE 2 PR A SR IR 2R ik 2 RGeS, Rk
Y ECE B T LA 4> R 3 25 BEHLER 2K (missing at ran-
dom, MAR). 5¢ 4= i L it & (missing completely at
random, MCAR) FIFEFEHLERS: (missing not at random,
MNAR)™ . MAR 2 B 504z i il 2 A9 i 1 HoAlh 2 0
ARt . MCAR BRI i SR ERENL A LR 1, HE
R 5B S T BRI . MNAR KA
B B % 10 A 3 IR T 8 00 T 3] R R 0 N 3 )
AL .

W K AL (expectation maximization, EM) 5k
SRR 58 A AE B TSR I B 0 £ A A 2 o) Bk
Z—o ZEENMESE O FEAVIIHE 6,11 &
TFIR A, RS AT T Rk A B AL T e,
1+ TUGE G R 2 DD BRI B 26, “E-step” Fl
AL THE 0,0 BlE 247 4b 42 SR, “Me-step” FIH]
A2 B0 52 BRI TR T 28 2 B o B B R R AR A
i, i 6L, . EMBIEEL L E 2 MPRE, HE
BRI FHOC A Bk 2 e Rk AR

T fap R B R H s A B R AL R E R R HE R T
DL 307 00 268 235 49 2 20 1 SCHE, FLAAR 2 2] i AL A 15T 3
FI7s o
3.1.2  S#ko A

EM 5595 B A X9 46 A Bt UL HR R 2%
W SN AN TE T R MBS B A dE Bl | 4
Gy 0 BB JRy B e DI ) Tt Sy ke A DA [ 5T 1)
H B, Friedman 7£ EM 3% B Al 1 £ T 45 #4522
% KAk (structural expectation maximization, SEM)™”
K EM Bk A5 RIS G,
DLB &5 F AN IR A 19 2 8. SCRR [88] 3R, SEM
%% 1 BIC il MDL B3 R B T L EM B34
TR R AL S 2] G 0R

2008 4, SCHk [89] #f i 4k 557 (evolution algori-
thm, EA) 51648 EM FL 5 &, #2110 1T —Frab 2
BA i S AE B KA P R T vk, O I A AR 4
KT DU 7 9 2%, S 50 45 SR B T R4k DL -2
W 2% (evolutionary Bayesian network, EBN) 45 #4 2% >
07 17T LLAAE 58 2 0 B0HE 48 vh 2 2T 15 21 5 A Y 1)

S
RNoE B dE
[ISIe
el

iR
SR

DL |

sty ) J
[

NG

&3 Bl i DLt 28 4540 2 ) i
Fig. 3 Flow of Bayesian network structure learning with

incomplete data

Y LE R, R AR R T EBN J7 i 7e £ 4 32 4 v
B RIAT

2018 4, SCHK [90] $i2 i1 Filt 5 i FH SEM 3354
“hy DL 35 00 £ S5 4 2 2] BB A TR AE EM SR 1Y
e KA A TR -MAX B3k, 58 5
e DL 2, SEEIER], SR k-MAX A5 SEM
VL T R S A 2 S O ik 5 5 T R AR AR O i AL
AR [F) A B0KS 2, {EL 3 AR B B PR, {45 SEM B33k
CINDSNA;E g SR Ee A28 4 -/ LI F e S

BR 172 EM FEAESE b iEAT elodk, i1
BT A — 28 M A B R A Y B T AT Y
Gk~ J7 ik o 2019 4F, SCHR [91] 2 i —Fh A T
Gibbs F R 1 /R 0] Fe 45 5245 K % (Markov chain
Monte Carlo, MCMC)™ % . Gibbs Rkt & — Fh 7E
T R ) JR B A2 B Y TR 45 4 Th AT B SR AE R, T
TAEAME LA SR A e DA e — 22 o M 238 A v il
UL A T 51, TR IR G HE AR50 A s B ) o 1%
S T R AR Ak ARG 2 50 DLt B {5 S o
(empirical Bayesian information criterion, emBIC), g
[ B A 1A b G IR E S 8 1R, AR
DI 380y R B R RIS Jit P4 S A AR S 9 AR A
TEREARME; 25 WL 1) J 36 53 A 2 % HL s 4, EM B
2 LB 1S 35 56 23 A1 B9 AREL, G ] RL A Gibbs
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SRAEXH DU IH-27 0 45 1) )5 36 0 A 2E A T A, 4551 Gibbs
J7 4, A W SO — A S TR0 B (R P AR 0 A
AT SRAS W05 36 894 J7 22 F0 43 2 55 0 22 1 5 B
o Ra, e AR gy BB S R
G3A, If8E ] Gibbs SRAE DTS 43 A A2 i 5L JR AT R
FERAN TR A AR S BRI BIRAH LT EM A
P EA BRI SR B, BN 5 B A R e

2021 4R, SCHK [94] $& T — R TP R 2
)R B BT S 419K (node-average likelihood,
NAL) {977 i, % J7 ARG MG SRR B S
2T SEM (VLA LA 55 4 I, X gk bl et $
P 28 55 A 5 A R E M, JFIER] T NAL B AT B
A —ShE .

2022 4F, SCHK [95] 42 T 5 TR I8 R IFr Y
LR ) S XM B (pairwise deletion, PD) A5t 4
N AL (inverse probability weighting, IP-W) 5 1 2
V) ) Tl 0 o T BB RT I 2 R R A )15
T AT XI55k, A e T 55k ) K i £ R
B I R KO3 2 AT B I DAG FIARAR DAG 2
[E] (44543 22, REAS 10 2 W A oy K40 fole 2 5 | S 19 g
2o SN LU AT, RIA AR SR S R
PET SEM B, HHA B0 1Y~ > e 1
32 RARTEENNMHETMNELSHFES]
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Fe A% 1 45 7E DL 307 ) 28 25 4 2 o] op BRi Bl g
TE 7R 1, TR 1 7] DR S PR AR {H A BE 4 0L
A8 &, AT LRSS 1 DU ST I 28 45 4 2 2] 1Y 4 38

AT R A R LR N, AR R A S
SR €/ S O AUk 2P NG V3 NS S
T\ L 55 ) FART7 254y, 33k 26 © 1A HE AR S L
AR T N B AN BE RO 31 A A IR 2 B AR
o XS R R 2 RO A e AR LR S Y
A LREBE X o “IR R FMNAYT “G5 R B AR
GRIZRRE o AL, AT DATE 5 o )RR &, okt 4
7 AR B R R, AR e L e S R 4 ) R R
P, DTS AT R0t A T 4 B

B As b G A 2 i (DIRELS B AME R R A

E’J”’rE’ PRAEE B2 1 s QWU 5 B 2 R

AR, FRAE S RE B s D — A AR R Y D
ﬂf%ﬁﬂ%’f;‘:ﬂ%jﬂﬁ%ﬂ*aﬁﬂo TESZBRI I, 18
R EH B2 AR RO, JFa g ey
WL AZ 1 J 5 B Z (8] A9 56 &, G 1o 208 20 B 4 208
T v R A B A RO B I RS A | B 2
B, X PR B A R o]

A AR R G O 245 S A 2 ) R 2 SR B HE
YTk, K A B 2R MO O ZR Y RS il N
AN BTIGTE AR LI ) B 2 3 R (B E ), LAk
SR S 1) 2% v 5 A R A BRI 22 68 R B4 L A2
AL E L B PR EM BT SR A B R Y

SR TR MR IT T e & A B, RERETE
1] P 190 2% B ] IR, B RO Ml % 7 1) AH EL 52 0 )
Y

A BAE Y DU ST 0 255 5 A 2 o) O i R

SEEUNIE 4 B o

CORCOBC R N NN

g/ Cl s | BAk IFCHCI Il 1 MAP ! FGES
i icmﬁ% SMCMSAT g7 i DEAHEDS  DMAG DL
2000 ] 2011 | 2015 i i 2017 i 2020 i 2022 i
! 2011 : 2013 ! 2015 : 2016 : 2018 ! 9%%%0 ! 2023
otz i = ICFCI e
IF E 9+#J VLI T | | i/ ! i/ |EM+'J;;EL{
sz B A 'FGES+FCI 'RCI+BIC #¥F4> %Egg éﬂﬁﬁ\%

OEORONON TN

BT ARk

T8RN Tk AT

P4 A i DU R 2 4k 2 o) O iR

Fig. 4 Characteristics of Bayesian network structure learning algorithm with hidden variables
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W), A R R DAG?‘E“%‘?Q%?%W“ W
W 25 4 o i B O RN B SRR U i 4 H
K. SR G, Fﬁﬂ:%jaﬁﬁ‘%‘ S 1Y
DURF 2%, (HO2, sk sk H R AR, A
FE WEG A 2 DL 07 0 2 vh B 3 09 e AR B B
B0, EATE 5 T B T A BRI 4G DAG.

2000 4, Spirtes 45 $1& tH 1% P 3 F L 1 BE (fast
causal inference, FCI) 81" 2 —Fh 5 T 4 i i )5

i, H DR A B AT e 1 S IRE A, REGS
IRAEAS v g 2] 5 A7 B A2 Jk 40 55 1 288 AR DL - 28
P 285, (T2 580 e DL ORAIE & 42515 s Ul AT 1) 5K E
] A ERG P . 2011 4F, Colombo %542 H 14 HE
R T (R SR 3 R (really fast causal inference, RFCI) #ll
PR R SR 4 R (conservative fast causal inference,
CFCI) 53:", D)} 2013 4F Claasen % 2 M () FCI+
SRV, HR R I FCL A SOk 537, 8 2o SRS 0 11
) ey 11 R 44 vy FCT B30k 1) 408 42 B Be AL 1] I B 1Y
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TG, &5 DS 2 4 2 ) £k 2841

HERA P, IF H AT DU R — 2060 0L A2 i B H /R Al
T AR I %k G FFR Sy & 43 4 56 1] (partial ance-
stry graph, PAG) i KB B A . PAG KRR S 25
Fi DAG BY A FRE, TERFEARMOL T, 450€ T
S5 PR R R AT AR PR SR SR S Y, wl L
B th — A B L PR R PAG. FCTRL AR G
A EE R GR T MEAR R A ERE S |
4 2 BN [R) R BE R O 22 | E RREAR h iR L2
A B () o A5 ) A

2015 4F, SCHR [102] #2 i T — Bl 2% T CFCT 1Y
COmbINE 14, L)~ > A [F) B4 48 14 3 7] 4 1iE Al
CIL IS5 R . COmbINE 5532 44 K4 1] (4 4t 1 1
T STV e 45 A 2 By R AT R AR B AY (semi Markov
causal model, SMCM) H ¥ [F6 A2 25 53, I g5 kg A /R
T] i JE 7 (Boolean satisfiability, SAT) SE41 , SZ46 4%
W, 8 X i i B £ 4R 1, COmbINE 83 2
A BT R BE AR ]

2018 4F, SCHK [103] $2 i T — Bl &5 SR & KB
By He PR i R SR 4 B (mixed graphical models-fast
causal inference-max, MGM-FCI-MAX) & ¥ , 55 1
SIAT M, XF£8 4515 2 09 T A o] i 1 AT
CIAG I, K CTAG I b p {B e KA1 4R AE Ry HIE Y
TR V-2, DLILHR i T3 Y kS B
A TR A AR TC 1) AR R SR 4% By
Byt A, TR IR G 28 mIEM Z (A 1Y 254t 57
KF o Sa U LR, S8R U], MGM A 1L
CFCI 1 FCI, BB 5 13 -5 0 2% =7 1 8 B2 A (1]
By CRe =N [2]

2022 4F, SCHR [104] $2 5 7 —Fh B AS 527 2 1Y
Bl A A B AR AE DU B 9 45 850 ) i A .
B e, HH# EM B H A E-step, M-step, FF 42 H {#
NS AT B BOREA AL E, DL 25 2
BT EE ;SR A, M EE S E AR S (point mutual
information, P-MI) 4[4, 38 7~ M\ B 14 2 B30 4
KB 18] AL (directed weighted graph, DWG);
&, K 388 2 58 47 % (singular value decomposi-
tion, SVD) £k WL B A4tk A A, [7] B4l 40 5B ) 24
AT B DL 37 ) 2 ) EDIE 25 o SE e 25 R W,
ZIETE S A Rz w g DU T [ 25 254022 ) B A
AT RE
323 ATHSHENREZE I H EXLdkoH

2015 4F, Ramsey £t T — F 5E T 43 B0 ) 92 4%
R R 57 25 $8 &R (fast greedy search,
FGES) 35 U, 3 i 5 3k 3047 M 2 77 4 Bt 4k
GES BE IS . M BR21  Be, B S G 2

2016 47, SCHR [106] $2 H T — 7l 2 T 538 1 4

KA 5 K # & (greedy search for maximal ancestral
graph, GSMAG) .75, B 5%, FEZ U IES /IR T,
S I BT AR R TR, DA SRR v R S il A Y
fx K AH 5 F (maximal ancestral graph, MAG), H #7,
AT 1) FURL o) 3 76 &R 4 Z (B PRAT B s WA L s e
A e . SR, 11 Richardson %5 42 H i HI F
MAG B 43 fif (1 BIC 143 e %7, K045 1T 43 B A1
P14 190 2465 1) Jrg P8 408 Ja, s A EBT L5 B S MAG., TE
A B AR B BB RS R T 2% BTl T GSMAG
SR ST FCL A CFC ZTRAETE, SR, GSMAG
SR B S 0 A n] SR AR B, (H 08 5 A
TR
324 ATREGMREZTF I HELRISH

LI 5 4 v 4 7 L AR DAG 19 5 7K AT R S5
S 1R] R A S PRI X S« A R UL I A% i 22 (AL 1Y
B AR d I, 7 AR A A AR 42 30 L R 300 B S T B R
2016 4, SCHK [108] 2 i 1 FGES 1 FCI 2H i 1) 5%
A e 3[R S 4k #E (greedy fast causal inference, GFCI)
S, T C G B3R A0 B HE 248 v Y TE DG AR 42
i o 15 B FCI e [l LU LA 7= A5 PAG 25K 1K . 528
R W], GFCIB L M BT FCILF 1 4 & 7 % I H
JE R AE ) 3R, TR /MEA 2 4 T AT B AT B Y
PERE .

2017 4F, SCHK [109] 42 H T — 5 T RFCT 5
A4 PR SR DL 307 29 R 43 (Bayesian scoring of constr-
aints, BSC) FLvE IR & ik, HI T2 2 Wl e A0 & B
AR A RIR DL A3 RI2% ( causal Bayesian network, CBN),
ZFR AR T RFCLE M, LU BSC 37 #4746
RIPE 348 2 0 24 RFCLS B3 K CHI i, ) ]
BSC S 5 I 37 PR ST B9 AE A, I LUK AT R
JRAE AT RAE, BRI 22 ] 68 5 A e iy A
RBTYPEATPEY, IR %45 R 1] 45 RFCLSR 12, i
ZE I PAG, iM% 5 RFCLR L HEAT R 1L, 1E
ANFEAR R R, i HE R R 45 g ) DI R R A AT
RECI 55 1A WL B

PRI 2R AN 9 25 4 2 ~J J7 VA6 1) T S DL i Sy
P02 1 JEL AR 1, e, A o i 7R Y e ) B MR
KA o 2020 47, SCHK [110] 45 56 T 20y J5 i 5 €
LI B VR A 45 5 4 Hh T DR ST R D) 0 PR 2R 2800 IE 4
(conservative rule and causal effect hill-climbing,
CCHM) F1%: . CCHM B3k ik i U1 w30y [ 2 2 4 vk
SEA D7 RERLAY, v, B B 22 0 e o A e
CFCI (LS, fie KAk BIC 45505041, R H Pearl
PR AR 3k LI PRI SR 2800, 38 2ok € 1L 48 R 25 A 2R
RN SE AL MAG R TE ) 1 . S8R W], CCHM B3
VAT H AR AR TR D T LA B 4 i AR R R A A
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2025 4F

2020 4F, SCHR (1117 510 AR 5G 2 AN A2 B9 TR,
P T SRS i 7 4E (greedy sparsest poset, GSPo)
S, I E A 2 5 A i KA SE R (directed maximal
ancestral graph, DMAG) ¢ Bt i) 1l 77 55 HE /¥ . GSPo
SR AR AT M A )7 4R B 5/l I-MAP-DMAG f
5, I8 i 3k D i e 4 2 8] SCHK 257 ) DMAG %,
YT IR 22 7 A AR R B B AT BE /D i 1) DMAG.
g R, GSPo F ik 7E v 7 M 45 19 SR B EE FCI
I FCIHE 1k B A T 4 14 45 F40K BE R0 PR 1 B A7
.

2023 4F, SCHK [112] 2 ) —Fh iR & 22 B K2tk
AR R S LT E 43 (majority rule and fast
greedy equivalence search with Bayesian scoring,
mFGS-BS) H.1%, 6818 M it = [R5 1 25 Bosk i 4
H AT & A B R R 45 2% ), 2R L PAG, F
1 mFGS-BS %12 HEAT 45 44 7 > O TR 5 T i #
DU 4y, B0 S 2 R R BEAT X L, S
450359, mFGS-BS 514 RE % T 27 ) 15 3 BORS
) I 28 254
33 ERBESETIMEMEENFEIFEDE

H T B0 S0 e A T A B o BT R R
P, TR 58 4805 2 00 Ak JHAR 1G5 DLk 20y o 2% &5
F 27 2] 5 B R ME L, i ST E R S R TR
IRz e i STk A, AR 5 B AR T
8 DL 307 ) 245 2 Ay 2 ) R b T LAR J T -

1) KT BRRE T, 2R FX ik 2 B8 A7 b
4 ) B BR AT 227 2], kbR E R EM B
2 SO FERRAESR BT AR ) — RSB . BT, il
Ao SCHR AT DAGIESE, it 2 40 2 20 1 DL i 307 [ 2 45
25 7 Ty R B O U B AN ] ve IR © A SR A AR
Ak 2L 2 E EM SR HE R Bl B H A e A RS
A W LR A R S ST Ty 1]

2) KT AR, FEE R € A A
B AR R, VUS048 75 g5 RAE DR A 2
T A AR A A O AR X — IR R AT e ]
i A AR RR R PO A5 A L T BRI A5 Ty =X
2 1 W 2R A A 2 ) RORS B PR R e A . H T, X T
BB gt (Y 2540 2 2, AR AE R B AT RO AR L S 4
W 2% 2 ) ORI [R) R IR A D7 Rl T LA — 8
FEJE b4 v vk Ak BRI B el B, T 5 LAY
RBIAL R R AT & A o /A8 B 1 DL 307 R0 28 25 4 22 2T, Oy
AR EATHE— 2L R WF ISR AL 1 A ik phe B %

4 DIMEIMELEIIF S AN

DTS 0 268 R DL R UL 5 ke 1 52 2% 4 A A
TR Z [ A DRSRME AR 2, A R A9 T A

P o FE TRz 12 FH DU 37 19X 28 4R 4 7 () i 4
AL, W — RN HE IR PR A I AR A rh A A
WA Z A RO FR SORAS AR . H AT, DL
28 S 1Y) B AR N7 ] 4 A R R A
ARG BB Tk A
4.1 FEEHJY

5 ZE A S U b, 8 P T AE T
e IR 28 W 7 A5 D IR e B A IR o DL S 1Y)
2 e e AR e & 8 . AN (5 BAE OL T E 47 X n)
HEFRIRE T, & T S MR SR8, R, B )2 b
T S8 ERAL . B AR BRE DAL | B BT
PSR H AR 55 40

SCHR [113] S b 38 25 SRR b O B PR A0 15 5
FE A A ROPAR ST M T —Fh e B 3 25 DL
47 W 2% (intuitive fuzzy dynamic Bayesian network,
IFDBN), 7EREAY rf R B s A0k 4 FRALAE A kg 42095
FUHR A B B2 D107 R 28 v, I 42 Y — ol B s
R 2R A 7 A S R SR R ik, R AT DA
[ E R PSR AN b B A o T S BN 2 s S e |
B 4 B R, DS S SR S 9, 36 IE TR Y )
AT

SCHR [114] FFH DU 35y 19 26 Ab SRS i 5 52 2% ()
REOE A, 1 B 2 DL iy X 28 5 Jgl W DAk A5S 20 AR 235
G BN T TIPS U S R AR B R R
W, B 25 D107 5 2 HE 6% 2 0 oo B A SEmE P LR
5 PE RS AT T0URHPE 9 R (5 AT BB A5 G0TAl

SCHR [115] A 8 T —Fh | E WSk R 48, %
RGNS SRR R K AT e o #E, R DL e
PRI 23 S ST T A RO, AR AT
fl a5 R, B2 1 I AL 3 ok 5 KL 7R, i H AR o
B A B, RUETC N SEHL B A S e, S 4
R T AL BNt 3 T s i L A
42 EF I

AR, DU 17 o 2 2 78 B 24 A 53 v 1) 24 40
AT BN, AR WA I RIS Meta
SR A R HER R IR E 4B T iR
7 BB . BEA AR SR WaI . A 43 A
T A 4 R

2016 4, Machine Learning QR FPE T —HTF
“BRIT AR B2 ML AR A 2 BRI, e T A
T 2 ) 2 2R i 5 O s e %o R g A B
. HLES % ) (machine learning, ML) FI A\ T % &€
(artificial intelligence, AT) ik E 3 H AT Mgt~
FNFE PR B 3A 97y ik R R 2 SR mum ) i) 4%
FREE2EIRE, 5ok A 8RR ZE ML 5 A b, DLt
P 265 114t 2 DL : TERC A BRI 00 T, AT LRI H]
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TG, &5 DS 2 4 2 ) £k 2843

LG ARRTEAE AT A0 78, DAL A 5 M A5 o
PEATEE 53 M, 5 B B A= S BURS HE I I IR IR0 DL OR
X AT RESE H AR AR BT I T R —

SCHR [123] 32—~ 2h 25 A = 4 DUt H7 4 A
B T4 2 COVID-19 A 5 Bk o il JH OC T 1
12 A B FE T 1 A5 1 4 RS A Ry S 0 A
R SR B ) P SRR, AR A% BT COVID-
19 76 K #1438 (long term care, LTC) ¥ Jiti P 4 it iif
PSR ™ R B O S PR, B T A 4RO

K5 Stein A8 7Bk BE T D7 1k T M o e 4 4
B AERCREE, LT TR COVID-19 445 ™ H A%
JEANHE AT BEAT AR B, A T TR R
HE R B T 08 UE 25 2R o %05 ¥ T X COVID-
19 ASRAL BB FEAT B, DL 7w KU L 5kE | Bl AL
AR R] R 548 5C T COVID-19 B4 22 fiff SR I
T HEAT T A fi AR

22 SR A gy DL 3 ) 495 7 25 AR [] 2 2
PRI F R 1 I B3 9 7 PR S A D T A I

=5 DIMETMLEIE SHhRm PR R A

Table 5 Application of Bayesian networks in various diseases

[124-131]

GRO) AU DL 4575 5451 SCHkG I
2017 ERE e =S T PR R 3-SR v T A 1 S P e [124]
2018 PP CHEDR | G5 256 {8 FHDBN 1438 2 WAty 1k T 0 P R [125]
2015 AT REEE M2 R T UM A T 5 12 [126]
2017 FEIE e T D v 407 000 2 S AR ) S ATL A T LIRS T RS A A R T [127]
2016 JFEAE e D v} 407 0 4 7 7L B A AR R TN (R P o g A R R [128]
2015 CNESES S Ao L {0 S A D ST X 44 RS T 1 55 XU [129]
2017 CESES Fe AR A T (0 FH DL eS0T X 45 A ST PR g P S RS P O R AR Y [130]
2018 g A6 T D 307 0 246 e 7 AR S AR [131]

43 EBSREPERENA

SCHR [132] ¥ K | BEIR S5 AE WA S X R E 2
DU 26 v, SR AL T RGEEE A BERAT N 1 IE U
PN, AT T 2% 50 AR KR B HIKARBE,
K BEPRAE BRSSO 58, JRIER 1%L
AR08 22 Ak i N AR S fE L

SCHR [133] A= 25 %040 w2 2 DL S8 R 2%, %f
IR AR A5 AR GE R W e R P DL I S8 0 4 4
B, S A O SRR R T, B DL S ) 45 DT A
Ay —Fh AR e e B 5 ik, Ik 0 465 o AN 4 4L b
AR o 22 T 2, SIE B DL I S8 ) 2% 7 ik g AR 25 ) 2% T
T HATAR KNS 1, VAR AE A PG 2 AR L H0dk 1 i)
ST BE ST

SCHR [134] $2 i — T X5 B¢ 45 #4g 3 DU - SBir o 2%
(pair-copula constructions Bayesian network, PCCBN)

RIRY, X7 A 1~ AR W B 2 v 32 o P 8 3 R 9

¥ M 4% (gene regulatory network, GRN) #f 17 £ &
T PR TR S AR BT, 38 4 25 JE A P R] 1) 25 47 57
P, XF305 By 26 6 B (BI0RG BEJE B ) AR 0 R AT
PEAG, M EE T 5T GRN A4 D1 307 ) 25 A A0 I
PCCBN 532 5 7 4 DL i J8r I 2% A7 1 LA
44 TR

VAR, DU ST 0 28 34 5 HC At B8 4is 53 A O v A
GG, TIZ T B0 43 B AT AR A3 B B R 12
W 50, F T ORBE Tl R G0 IE #2417 42T R 4
B2 A o A9 G, R DU e T 0 2 4 AT IR A2 T
2 DL Jr 0 28 78 Tl rp (9 B RY R FH o R A il B
T8 K 22 95 38 N7 % 7 14 DL PS8 1) 245 i s 2 T A 8,
FH DL 357 0 268 568 22 G AT S ) 4B, 7T DAHESA L R
5t IR, B A B R R AR SR AR DL
ot I 2% AE BRI T L XU DAk B 78 7 7 R 58 461
6" ER

R 6 DIRHETMEIESIRISHT . RURITME % Tk 2 A

Table 6 Industrial applications of Bayesian networks in fault diagnosis and risk assessment'**"*”

A el

AR SCHRS 1

.
2015 HREEREHT e om0

LN A S (5 e L TE s N VN e K g R e e S e el (DR e e D e

[135]

2016 BREMRISHT B ES S MTELAE S, TP T — R UM S T R G, LA RS (), W TS S A [136]

38 3 AR A= 7 91 L (FT-ESD) 44T, 357 T R G0 S SN F SR A i SRR L (4], 4 FT-ESDAR Y i

P
2018 TRUREHT oo 1oz o, B TR DL T4 A 2 24 SR BR o [137]
2018 DA 321 T —Fh2 YR LALE R2 W7 T DR-BN, %07 5 TIPMM R R IS SR [138]

2016 A KU PFA

PRIT — T UL ST 20 AR AR s i i ) 2 R sl S XU A A3 07 125, REAS U AR
PSR A, X S S T R B AR

[139]

45 DIMETMELERFEIHFENRRE
U307 ) 28 5 R S o — Fh R | BN E

R AR A TR, N I E 2 L Hin | R R
L2 R TRV T A AR 2 A 22 SR



2844 B AT /O NN S

2025 4F

ST AR, AR DU Sy R0 468 3z A TN A
AT A AR Z2 7 T, 3N T DL 38 ) 28 B TR A5
Mo Pk R BA R ZE L.

5 £ FRIE

DU R 46 G “H kT | TR S SR
TEEH M TR Z T [l 0
P 28 1) 8 T3 A, TS DL Pt 1) 245 5 52 4% TR el sl v
FAAE R BRI AR 7 L~ ST XMERE R | B B A ) 8 e 1
iR S XA, “ 2 TS [R] s BE B2 48 T 22 b i R 47
Ut I AE 2 AU IS T PR B T DL S ) 245 1)
WFFERIE M fEL

ARSI BT DU -S4 0 45 64 e I A, A4 T
A B o Ofg DL ST X 28 S AR o S D A0 3 2K
ST AR ITE . FET IR IE LIRS
VE, IFRHAS BRI BUHEAT T B A Mr . B
K, BT LAY 7 vk LI AR B 6] A CTARS 36y S,
WIRRMC R, FEBARFEA SR IR AF T, BB
5 2 BJAT i R 1) DL ST [ 25 AR 5 B T 4
BRI TT BTV o0 pRROHE DAy DL I $07 90 2 A5 7 30k %
fabR, 2 LR KR S R 0t i, i 2
R RS e 5 07 1 T LLEE & 25 T 290R
I T IF 8 R0 05 1k 0900 A, i i CI G 58 4 /)
R ], IR T E R 977 15 2047 R 45 45
Ha 2 o, R R M 2R 2 kg 2 o) i e AT W R AR i . B
Xof B S IO P R A e A A B AR S A, DA AR B
3 b BN 22 o o) 2 A TR T AR 52 4% DLt
i o 2% Sl A 2 2] B DR ST AR . RS T DL S I 4%
TE 22 U B TAR RS B0, 878 1 W52 35 3
FELAT B4 ] IO T35

LEA TN, AR DL 387 0 45 45 K 2 ] AT IR
KSR H:

1) AR 58 % 15 B A 0F T B DL 7 9 246 25 1 =
> o TERH IR | RANBE SRS Wy 25 52 7% N 43
s, AR 52 A 15 B AAFAERR R I I 1 DL 38y [ 24 254
S B MR JEE el VB 3ORE Sk 2R RO 2 A Ak, LK
B e AT I A e AR ) 2 o RS if 2 R Ok DL BB
W2 4 Hhy 2 AT AR B 2 — o

2) KRBl 41 DU S M 2% 254 2 ) . HRi,
DU 307 9 28 S5 a2 > 15 T R TRLB)32 , A2 2R B
) it 2R (AT DL 34 () 48 53005 S ) 4 3 T ) R
TR 46 BT ) 7 1) A S o 6 FR YT R S T 2
F VLI 307 ) 28 A5 e o S MERAVE AR . R, i i 4
JEE UL it 307 190 24 B30 1 0F 5 v e i 2 G B )R AR A A0 i
AL, 3 BUR A G A 22 K o i figk ke 26 1]
R, 3SR IR Y DL I 507 ) 2% 2 R 1 2 ) O ik 2

RABFTEE A

3) Rite N TR RE SR Y DL ST 0 2% 45 4 o
Ao BiE N TREBEEARBL, REEH B g2
W5 Rl A [ 48 BE 580 1 DL I S8y 19 28 S5 R 3R 5
AT, VR EA TR RS L AL, i B2 ) &2
ZRPRE AR | R TR R RE R H A AT LA
W1, B RES A TS B AR WTTR A, i i Rl St
B0 R AN W 72 3 DL I J4 I 4% 45 4 252 2] 7 B 1
ARARBETT R K FaH
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A review of Bayesian network structure learning

MENG Guanglei”* ", CONG Zelin"*, SONG Bin"?, LI Tingting’, WANG Chenguang’, ZHOU Mingzhe"’

(1. School of Automation, Shenyang Aerospace University, Shenyang 110136, China;
2. Auviation Science and Technology Key Laboratory of Air Combat System Technology, Shenyang 110136, China)

Abstract: Bayesian networks, as a tool combining probability theory and graph theory, have the ability to
efficiently handle uncertain reasoning and data analysis, and are widely used in various fields to solve complex
engineering problems. Furthermore, the model can be learned by combining prior knowledge and training samples,
overcoming the limitations of establishing the model solely relying on expert knowledge. Based on this, the
development history of Bayesian networks was reviewed. The proposed Bayesian network structure learning
algorithms were classified and summarized from three aspects: constraint-based methods, rating-based methods, and
hybrid search algorithms respectively, and the current research status of various algorithms was summarized and
analyzed. Since the data in practical applications often have incompleteness, the research status of incomplete
Bayesian network structure learning is explained from two dimensions: missing data processing and latent variable
learning. The application of Bayesian networks in different fields is expounded and summarized, and the development
trend of future research on Bayesian network structure learning algorithms is discussed.
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