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Abstract

To address the issue of zero probability values that often arises when constructing Bayesian net-
works from imbalanced datasets, this paper proposes an expert-independent adaptive parameter
learning method for Bayesian networks based on entropy. First, entropy is used to quantify the
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degree of imbalance in the data. This imbalance is then incorporated as prior information in the
form of a normal distribution. An adaptive variance is constructed using standard conditional en-
tropy and the three-sigma rule, while the mean is derived via maximum likelihood estimation. The
optimal permissible error is identified through grid search and cross-validation. Subsequently, the
normal distribution is used as an approximation of the Dirichlet distribution, and network param-
eters are calculated by integrating maximum a posteriori estimation. Finally, experiments are con-
ducted on datasets with varying sample sizes and network structures, and the proposed method is
compared with three other major approaches. The results demonstrate that, under imbalanced da-
taset conditions, the proposed method achieves higher parameter learning accuracy without rely-
ing on expert knowledge compared to the other three methods.
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1. 5|8

DURF357 Y 2% (Bayesian Networks, BNs) [1 3 7 CH B RIS AR o0 A, R 2 A8 & (A] AR % R
U7 — PR R FR R R OR, O 2 ——— S8 S B TR R S R AT AR B R Y
PR, ARLESERRR A A, SREBIM IR BE A 20 B3 RSB, XX S H: S S vt
BT PR PR . DA 1 B BERRIE 7 PIZE e, T R (RYRT IR (S RATT AL, FE ]
SO 177 0 PRI (W)o 7ESERR IR, FEe QAT A AW “AR T - AWK X715 AW
IMER IR “FIHBIE” , HH T IMEEAR IR P ROX A GBS V& R BUIRAR, 2 30%
AR T EAR R E], 55245 B AT B . KA G KAl T (Maximum likelihood
Estimation, MLE) [2]J7 VAT S 2428 2 ML ME M,  BL4%5200 BNs HHHEFRPERE

XL R, BN RAESHCE IR BN R4 8 S HOER AR, H TR0 7% R 25 N H k.
— B WG SR ST 1) RGO T AL SR R B R A 2 SRR I R, A B AR 3 BB B VA (4R A
UNSCHR[3 148 H L e KSR B02:, W s K R B E eI, 5 AR Bl M 20 R 45 & Ak ™ Rk vl i, R
YRR A A, 5 SR KA M IARA N AT, EESBURGER. —REARES
FRIARA G, AR IR R GG D G v SRAE[S]-[11], WisCHR[91 35 5) 4 A ik 2 40
HIXTH, 56T HRHER Dirichlet S, /G456 & NG RM 245 TH(Maximum a posterior,
MAP) [12]5Kf#: SCHER[10] (1110 IES A R E AL W, FFEAE Y Dirichlet 7347 FIT LK
S8, RETTEA BRI T B 0 IR = T SIS IR . Dirichlet 4347 2 2 WA 1) 3
Pesene HARef 5, (A SEE & AR T L RN, B AR R it 2 A A DA
LR, LG I R E RS, PRI e 2E A& SRR IS T R A€ Dirichlet 73 S %, T
SRAG 48 Z B N — A SR AR A L T

I B AR R T I m SE SI RS B, A SCE MBI A 5 MR, R HNAELEE L
MG FH RIS B o TESHUF I, B B S AR I A A R A (A e PEAEE ZE 5. DAR
SIRINE], Y5534 P (R =0.5. P (R FR) = 0.5 FIARTEME, B3R THiRk i P (FW)=0.8. P
(ATFW) = 0.2 FIARHEN:, I Wi X R ASE E MR II 2 7245 28, 13 )1E N BEENL
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R ENE RO RS, BERSAS TR AR R, R AT AT, AHhE VLGS
BB/, RBH A BAN I i, AN E RS -

PRI, AR TS 20 i e 1) A AR A R 5 RO IR e AR o, IR BLiE— R A B 4R 56 A
HIERN BNs 2805251715 H 5, PR 30 MENRE A& R TJ7 22, MLE tH55(E, 25 Ead it 1
BN XAE F IR AEVF IR, SRS IES 20, KHARN Dirichlet 73 A LA A, 38
o HARER RS A, & )m 45 & MAP THE M & S HUH.

2. MHATRZEHE XL
2.1. DAHHERRIL%

DU R [ 1411250 N RIS 800 BIAB AL, SEHI N e RO TSR A = (v, ), oo s
ROV = (X, X, ), HRLES EREEREZPEBEKBRR, 0=(0,.0,.-.0,) RFN&LSH T
BRI, BB AR I SRR R . N AU MR, R A X BRI i
GO P(X) . TIARRRT £ BRIRG R 30 BIERA P(X | 2(X)) -

DU 0 S B 2 25 40 B SRR — s, 6 T S AR e (D /R SR ), 9846 A T I 1 46
WA A AT A B A A, B

P(Xl,m,Xn):li[P(Xi|7z(Xl.)), 1))

HhYz(X,)=D W, P(X,|x(X,)) A% P(X,)-

DU 9 28 S8 25 3] 3 e ot 45 8 B 4E D = {D,, D,,++, D, } » RB|— A 5HARE A T HIFR 45
MEA T BARKMNEE 2 J5, 5 ER B 5 2 6 B 2 -8 % 3 (conditional probability table, CPT)H 2% 3] .
ARSCHARTELER ORI, PR BNs S50 5] 0]

2.2. AR IT(MLE)

RAESCHR14], HRE—AHH n NMER Y ={ X, X,, -, X, } AU DU iR 48 N o Ak —piett, Bk
WX, I ABUE 1,2, HAW B2 (X)) BUEILE ¢ ME, 1,2,,q, & X, TRATRL W g, =1
W, MKKIBEN

Oy =P (X, =k|z(X,)=j), 2)
Ho i (UEERE 21 ~n, WO —AEER D, A EMETEE S AR M~ g, KT ~7 o
By, B X, =k Rl 7 (X)) = j MREARIECR, T/t SCIR[13]7 F1S 406, mCR A T

=K
mijk e I
Zri m > A Zk:l My > 0,
o= 3)
-, a1
7

2.3. RARFEHERMETTMAP)

RAESCHR 121, DUM-H 28 SR SR 30 0 AR DL R bR B 45 &, 15 0 215 30 70 A1 B -
P(0|D)x P(0)L(6|D), 4)
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X, MRS P(0) £ 0 MK FIR, BURREL(0|D)=P(D|0) Fa-HHEE D W . 1EAL
[ 43 #fi (independent and identically distributed, i.i.d.)%fF ~, (4)H L(6|D) H % WAL ok i) S50 53
Ao AR SEH 534 P(0) /2 Dirichlet 43 fii, &P

P(O)=TITITIo" " 5)
i1 =1 k=1
MG %424 P(6| D) /2 Dirichlet 445, EMIFEAT, 6 MIE% 54 P(6]D) H:
P(01D) [TTTTT €0 " (6)
i=1 j=1 k=1
FHSCHR[10], HSE G500 BUR KBRS, S 3ZS500 I K a6 THEA
m“k +ak
Q_MAP _ ij ij (7)

" _Zzzl(mif'k+aﬁk).
AICHTEAE BSEK: MAP 5T IEN— 2 oy =1, BIBRAESREAN 1.
2.4. EARERTGE
MRIESCHR[9], ARHE H R ARV AR 2R S B BUETE R, B IARTERSHRIER T, NS
HAEX R ] IR 51 2045, BN H0~U(6,,6,), N

_6+6
2 2

D(9)= (‘91 ;2‘92) .

E(9)
®)

SRR %I S o AT B AR N, Ti 2R bR, RN Beta 70 A5 (24, I LLiZ Beta 73
A R S0 ZHU) 7 A1 R EL

3. ETHBBIER BNs 28F 5%
3.1. B ENAE

5 R T 2 LA AN E R 2R e TR, SORRO AR A RS, AR 45 SCHR[13] 7 Shannon X 2 HihE
PR R L, DU 2 A rpoyd i X, B8 Al 5 SO

H(X,)= 20, P(X, =k)log— ©)

_ 1
(Xi = k) ,
Hor oy R 8 X, FPRESEL 8 TIEBRIRESE I, A SCRAbRHER, AR ER . AR
() (%) b 3 24— Bk
SE S (FRAESRARIE) T2 DU 2 A\, 6 TSR0 P X, =k | 7 (X,) = /) KIRRIESRATAS NH,
JE XA
 J— . .
NH, :_logr,. Y P(X, =k|x(X,)=j)logP(X,=k|z(X,)=J), (10)
Hor log r, R I3 AT IR B KR, 2 BRREAEAL 2200, 1]IXTR] . NH,; = 0 X R T 58 4 2 (70
RN 1), NH, =1 WFRERAH & HIRE .
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€ X 2 (HIEMN A Z) Dirichlet 4341 S EUd 1H FI#TL 25 A IR IE S AR [ 15],  XARYE SCRk[10] [11]H1E
BOATRERIE AU R LW, R A SCH HE % B0 45 /005 B IR M IEZS 2047 , B Dirichlet 43 A 244

azj/cNN(ﬂijk’o-yz'k)’ (1D

ot g, RIES A, @l ROHHEAR; o, RFIHARHERATRE LUK 3o #EIFIIE ) H & N

T 7%, A I H TR A8 DR, Ay AR TSN SR TR 05 8 X T i () Xk, A
B AEES, MBS EG T AT B A Ly, IR E SON:

o :%"(I—NHU), (12)

g

HAEFRE g & NIEMBEL BHITEA A0 A0 2R e B0 3R /KT, #8 U SE U il i i R
A XGRS B NH, AF R, SEELUR S B IE R , ARYE GRS 561 0 A i 2 B VE AR FE IR s
Koo sE, REHOAAR AT, & E R S, WL Z8N, o BRI w, FHL; T
HNMCRIATEA LI, FEELZHRRGEL, WMLSTEBK, ay 7F g, WIEERDHE

MG SCHR[9]-[11], Dirichlet 4345 111253 4ii A Beta 730 4ii,  H. Beta 3 iy T 43 A7 A I 50 53 A3 ik »
PR b AT DA e MU T 227 75 R GE Beta 73041 T K 2 MBS RAT IR IA 5 HAH G 1 Ug R iR

min (DNk -D, )2

_ 13
s.t. Ev, =By, (1
a>0,>0

ot g, 2 Beta GNP B D, FIE, 552 Beta S5 2 MM, HFkRN:

_ [04
B, — +ﬂ’
oo op | (14)
" (a+BY (a+B+1)
FIF(13)F150(14)R 8 Beta ST SH, B8 a, 5, HHAEAEBREAMRAR(T), HHEMN

SBH 0, .
3.2. EiA

Y EREAT Ny m (BHESE D ={D,,D,,--, D, } , B:TJ 1 DU 37 0 2 1138 B2 4505 > 07 1 AR
LI

BB ARG THFEARIEEN T R BRA R, RS M w5

B 2 MR EM T P(X, =k |7z (X,)=/), WIERA0)HHARHER NH, ;

BB, 3 PSR K e XRIEE R e, . HWNESE D Ko K AHFT4E
p={J" DY, HhpONDY =@, i, j=1- K, Vizj. WTEMEMees, FITE XL

a) VG P IR BUIR LL, (€) =0, s=1,--,K , WL DY), =D\DY, %iif4 DL) = DV,

b) MEFHINZRAE DE), AI4HT €, EMEERERBH ay, (), RBRERNERSH OV (c) 5
©) WE AP Al: I SRAEEAEMA LL, (€)= 3, o logP(d 16V)(¢)) » Herb M ARERR a O 50

H: P(d)=T1"P(X =d, |7 =d,.0" (c))

S|
W h

d) BIUA: TL(e) e LIy () + LL (¢), HEETIRPEMN: ()= 22,
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e) Rl e, : e, =argmax LL(¢) -
5%44%%%JU6WW¢HQE EN T2, RERA3)MR(14)3KE Beta HASE, KHAN

R(7), BERLATBE: ) .
4. SRR
4.1. THWAR

ASCAE TEBERE AR BB T X ARSI VE ISR SR RS ATRERT #4701, JF H5 MLE. GfE Bk
5 MAP (BRAEIUFEA 1) S LHRRLR[9] 3 Pl vt T L EAT LU

AR SCAE BB AR 7 (Grass Wet). Earthquake. Asia —/NANFEIE 24 ) BNs _Eib47 526k, Hd
Grass Wet I8 W1 | Br7R, iZBR0E T 32 B T PP Al & Fl 2 802 21 B0E AN SCIR[7]-[10] A1 UBUE N
0 8L 1, M alUEN OB, FRRFMAAKE, BUEN 1N, RRFMHFKE. 1% BNs TR EL S50
X 1R,

X (S) @

ST
(W)

Figure 1. Structure of grass wet Bayesian network

B 1. SRR DI 4

Table 1. System resulting data of standard experiment

* 1. EREANETREH

TR ZHH
c P(C=1)=05, P(C=0)=05
P(S=1/C=0)=0 P(S:0|C:0):0.2
s
P(S=1|C=1)=04, P(S=0|C=1)=0.6
P(R=1]C=0)=0 P(RzO\C:O):O.6
R
P(R=1|C=1)=0 P(R:0|C:1)=O‘2
P(W:1|C:O,R:O):O.l, P(W=0/C=0,R=0)=09
P(W=1C=0,R=1)=08, P(W=0/C=0,R=1)=0.2
w

P(W=1|{C=1,R=0)=09, P(W=0[C=1,R=0)=0.1
P(W=1|C=1,R=1)=099, P(W=0|C=1,R=1)=0.01
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FESERMEA, ARYEE 1 R ZS S AR | s SUSES8UE, R BEHLIIRE 77 12 A2 BORE AR 3
o RIGMARIAEE N : Windows 11 R4, AHEEEA Inter CPU 2.40 GHz, V& #4 N PyCharm2022.2.2,

A5G LA KL B A5 5 1% 25 (Mean Square Error, MSE) NS85 S B 0T s fa bR, 25 Sl
WIS RO S, BRI an=(15)#1(16) [16].

KL(8])= ZZ (1)

1k= ijk

9i

MSE(6.60)= 3 3 (6, -6, )" (16)

q;1; j=1k=1
4.2. I [E e BUER KL #EF1 MSE BI$20m

LA Grass Wet i, #RFT A LT IRAEREAS BN 200, 500, 1000 150K, e BUEA5125 0.0001. 0.001.
0.005. 0.01. 0.05. 0.1. 0.2, 0.5 A%} KL #% 5 MSE fs2m, @i 2 fros.

0.072 ]
- HAER = 200 9:0280

== fEEE = 500
0.070

=k - FEARE = 1000

0. 0275
0. 068

0. 066 0. 0270

5 0. 064
20 0. 0265

0. 062

WriRE (MSE)

0. 0260 4
0. 060

0.058 0. 0255

—A
0. 056 At —— b+ e A b e —p— Ak bl
0.0250
10% 10 10 107 10 10% 102 107t
RIBH e LRBH e
(a) Impact of Prior Parameters € on KL Divergence (b) Impact of Prior Parameters € on MSE
(a) SEHZ % e X KL B KIFE (b) Ja5 24 € X MSE [fI501

Figure 2. Impact of different € values on KL divergence and MSE (Grass Wet)
[# 2. T[E e BUEXT KL 8E F1 MSE BIEZNE(Grass Wet)

WRIEE 2 fos, ATLVE N, ARSO5EREE ¢ BUERIHE R, KL B MSE #iFE 2 K. £e=0.052
I, SOEZ LRI LT AHEE; fEe=0.052)5, HKIEZIHE ¢ HIKMIZHIE A, KL BUZAM MSE 8%
WK, R e MUK, HIEMZ A TR, PR EERESIE ) e BUE.

4.3. SEHER

(1) TR AL AR

MRAEF 1 FioR Grass Wet MIZEE5HIRIZE 1 s S HUSE, SRATBENLA RS2 B A sl A
79 100 200, 500, 800, 1000, 1500. 2000 fIFEALE, L W 45i 4 MSHP(W=0[C=1R=1).
P(W=0[C=1,R=0), P(W=0|C=0,R=1). P(W=0|C=LR=1)Ml, iHHALHEHIIMLES
HfE, JF5 MLE. Jofd BOEK MAP. S5 2R 8Triondth, 45 R W% 2 s,

B 2 WTRAEH, ASCESTEE R R MAP. JETB5 007 B8 e Ik T /MR F SR
BREMESL, WA 100, 500 FIEHL T, MLE ¥ P(W =0[C=1,R=1) {4} 0.000, BI7E “Fi -
TR R AR T “ AR BBEEY 0.000; MAEFEAEN 100 KL T, MLE ¥
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P(W =0[C=0,R=1) ffil 75 0.000, B} “/Rifisk - FR” M5 SR (@IS 0.000, X5
RATRF M ICE BRI R ER . A T 05 B% MAP. JE 59515650 10 7054 RO v 7
TR R, A SO A R R

Table 2. Parameter learning results for node W
F2 TREWBHEIHER

FEAE A5k ALK Tofe B 5% MAP MLE
100 0.181 0.157 0.212 0.921 0.381 0.138 0.257 0.873 0.352 0.140 0.244 0.875 0.000 0.000 0.098 0.924

200 0.108 0.125 0.193 0.914 0.329 0.129 0.193 0.872 0.300 0.130 0.192 0.871 0.100 0.014 0.107 0.895
500 0.010 0.114 0.203 0.882 0.189 0.110 0.137 0.898 0.173 0.111 0.138 0.897 0.000 0.104 0.102 0.907
800 0.010 0.106 0.200 0.897 0.122 0.102 0.131 0.893 0.115 0.103 0.132 0.892 0.008 0.100 0.110 0.899
1000 0.010 0.100 0.202 0.900 0.111 0.101 0.111 0.898 0.104 0.101 0.112 0.898 0.009 0.098 0.092 0.903
1500 0.010 0.102 0.199 0.901 0.084 0.105 0.107 0.899 0.079 0.105 0.108 0.898 0.020 0.103 0.094 0.902

2000 0.010 0.100 0.198 0.900 0.064 0.101 0.110 0.893 0.059 0.101 0.111 0.893 0.013 0.100 0.101 0.896

(2) ZH IR BN (KL %)

N WEAR E U A S ST RRE B, B T RS BB KL BBESR T LU ARSI 4 F
Tk I HERNFMSEEHERLH BNs Exfb, WS E%E 3 fon. 1 300 Bl il fay L pE sl
KEEAFE], —IRERHARERBEIEIIR S, FIA SRR SER I EE 100 K, g5 R W%k 4. & 3 filE 4
FizR.

Table 3. Simulated networks information

=3 TEMSKER

W 5 44 TR A EH ZHAH
Grass Wet 4 4 9
Earthquake 5 4 10
Asia 8 8 18

Table 4. Contrast of average KL divergence for the four algorithms

< 4. 4 MECERI T KL 80 XTLE

q 2% S ART5i: WEARER  JEfE 25K MAP MLE
100 0.075 0.127 0.121 0.453

200 0.066 0.102 0.099 0.233

500 0.056 0.076 0.074 0.101

Grass Wet 800 0.056 0.068 0.067 0.083
1000 0.056 0.066 0.065 0.086

1500 0.056 0.063 0.062 0.079

2000 0.056 0.060 0.060 0.074
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5%
100 0.078 0.121 0.121 1.052
200 0.067 0.101 0.101 0.799
500 0.059 0.078 0.077 0.326
Earthquake 800 0.062 0.078 0.077 0.132
1000 0.058 0.074 0.073 0.209
1500 0.055 0.068 0.066 0.083
2000 0.041 0.064 0.060 0.051
100 0.101 0.133 0.128 0.378
200 0.082 0.120 0.114 0.313
500 0.048 0.091 0.084 0.210
Asia 800 0.032 0.078 0.082 0.172
1000 0.042 0.077 0.071 0.180
1500 0.008 0.049 0.043 0.083
2000 0.013 0.049 0.045 0.070
HEMEALR (AX)
0.25 A BRI S
TA5 H K MAP
AR (MLE)
0. 20 A
1
®
.1 0.15
[
0.10
0. 05 A T T T T T T T T
250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
FEAE

Figure 3. Contrast of average KL divergence for the four algorithms (Grass Wet)
& 3. UFHE LT KL B XL (Grass Wet)

H 4 A& 3 & 4 BIHTTDLR B, RS H0R (KL B 7T, 4 FOEREE FEA BRI 5 F sk
SHH R BB HTR NI T — 8L BA SO LB B T4 . 5 B e MAP, MLE 3 fiy
o WHEARFMIME T, FEAER 100~500 B, ACI7EMSRIN) ) KL BEA% AT 0.1, 7E Grass
Wet P25, 5 MLE ML, ZEFEAE M 100 _EFF5] 2000 b feErd, A7) KL BUE M 0.075 %
K3 0.013, MEFEEASALE/N: T MLE BJ-F3 KL #UE M 0.453 [F#MKF] 0.074, TEEARMNMEBIR. RLWITIE
AEXTF MLE /DK T 83%.
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X, X

HIEMIEARR (A30)

0. 35 - WS LI RS
Tofs B ke MAP

0. 30 WARAUSAE T (MLE)

0. 25

i

#£0.20 A

—

e

0.15

0.10

0. 05 -

0. 00 4 ; : : : . ! : :

250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
[EZN=—s

Figure 4. Contrast of average KL divergence for the four algorithms (Asia)

[ 4. PUFEEF I KL BUESTEE(Asia)

(3) ZH% >IHS BE A (MSE)

Table 5. Contrast of MSE for the four algorithms
= 5.4 MEJER) MSE XfEE

e PEAR A7k BRSNS 5 RS MAP MLE
100 0.032 0.048 0.045 0.038
200 0.029 0.038 0.037 0.032
500 0.025 0.029 0.029 0.026
Grass Wet 800 0.025 0.027 0.027 0.026
1000 0.025 0.026 0.026 0.026
1500 0.025 0.026 0.026 0.026
2000 0.025 0.026 0.026 0.025
100 0.029 0.046 0.046 0.059
200 0.024 0.037 0.037 0.045
500 0.021 0.028 0.027 0.028
Earthquake 800 0.022 0.028 0.028 0.027
1000 0.021 0.026 0.026 0.025
1500 0.020 0.024 0.023 0.021
2000 0.015 0.022 0.020 0.016
100 0.030 0.050 0.048 0.042
200 0.026 0.041 0.039 0.033
500 0.020 0.031 0.028 0.022
Asia 800 0.013 0.026 0.023 0.019
1000 0.017 0.026 0.024 0.019
1500 0.004 0.015 0.012 0.010
2000 0.005 0.016 0.014 0.015
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X, X

, HEMIEA%R (A30)
0. 036 - WS LR
Tofs B3 MAP
N w& i

0. 034 HRRAIRA T (MLE)
A 0. 032 -
oK
R
£ 0.030 4

0. 028

0. 026

250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
SN
Figure 5. Contrast of MSE for the four algorithms (Grass Wet)
5. PUFhE K MSE Xtk (Grass Wet)

0.054 4 HIEMIESLE (30
YIS R A
’ Tofs B AGL MAP

0. 04 - WRAASR AT (MLE)
0. 03 -
oK
=
._’E_\Q

0. 02 1

0.01 -

250 500 750 1000 1250 1500 1750 2000
AR

Figure 6. Contrast of MSE for the four algorithms (Asia)
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Table 6. Contrast of running time for the four algorithms
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