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Bayesian discovery of statistical causal structure
in non-Gaussian model

Befy ok B
TSUJI, Kyomi

1 RL&IC

ERD S & HEEH 7 LT, RRBRZ o i TGV & X 1ENn s &Kl d 5. #iat
I SRR 1, 2B ORIRBRZ 77— 2 6 T 2 720 D 7w TH D, & <IT, BRI O RIFHEE 2 R H
ELTED &) A THREMEE NI TBE 22 D 22 B & 212§ 2 Biffi 2 Hat IR AR & L 5. LINGAM
(linear non-Gaussian acyclic model) (%, Shimizu (2006) 12 B\ THRE I N FRRRICE T 2RENLET
VTH L. AT, 205D LINGAM 2w 72 ARG O HER, OV Z OHEIICRA X7 7'a—F 2 v %
BayesLINGAM (DWW TR 3

2 MRETRRERER

PRI ERER 3, At R MR O Efi D 1 > TH b, REWARE TN TH 5 LINGAM 1213, KRG Z —
BICHENTZ 2 L W) RRD S 5.

2.1 LINGAM

BINZEE 2;(i = 1,...,p) ® LINGAM € 7L (linear non-Gaussian acyclic model) 1&, BiOZHUZH H 24T

51T B IEDBIEBIBICERE LS ey ZMAT
T = Z bijr; + e
k(5)<k(i)

TRIND. BINER x;(i =1, ..., p) \&, MBEDRDOLLISATOLEZ 51 S 2 S 720 & )12, IRIINER 2 BliE
TE, 2O &) RRRWIERF 2 k(i) TRY. 2F 0, BHGRBRIIFHRNTH b, ZrudFmdE&E 77 7 (DAG)
WKEkoTT 774 ANICRTIENTES. I610, RELE K e; 3T XRTIEL R FEDIEN Y 2004 % b Dl
MERERTH Y, HITHZLTw3. DD,

pler,...,ep) = Hpi(ei)

ThH5.
¥ 72, 2® LINGAM € F L7511 % T
r=Bx+e (2.1)
LR D BEBRY b o EEEERRT bV e NN, BIIER v, LA ei(i=1,...,p) &, IE

FiAF5 B IRRE by (i) = 1, p) 2 £ EHTELTW . 2 LT, FBITH B RBIERONERT k(i) 12 L7
Do TH LI ZWOHZ 2 &, FEMFICA S (7L, RS 01243).
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X (2.1) © LINGAM € 7NV 2 BIIZEBAN T PV iI2o0TES &,

I-Bx=e
— z=(I-B) e
< = Ae (2.2)

£%%.22C, A=(1-B)"! Th3. LINGAM €7 VOWRE X D, UL 73H7E 7V (Hyvérinen
& Oja, 2000) &fRFRCE 5. 1750 A ISR IHTE TV DRGITI, 1751 A D75 W (= A1) 13057 R
AT T NDEIATINCH 5. 2 LT, REATHI B L1k
W=I-B
&) BIRDIR D 370,
LINGAM € 7 WVIZ BT, (REb;; DY) R D 72 1, BINZER 2, &AL e;(W DFI EAT) DI
JPHIE L COWIG LTV 2 638538 % 23, TR 30T ¢, T ONEF & REEOARNEND S % 720, #0475

Wica = PDW (2.3)
CHEES NS, 22T, 1750 P 3T O 2 £ T IEH TS, 1750 D 3TOREZRIWNATIITH 5. Lo

T, —MRICBINER o; ERRELE R e; DIAFDIIEL CWIEL R\, 22T, iREEH e;(Wica DOFT) DIEL WIH
% Hol) 2121, 1751 PWica ORFARSIHHED /NS 2232 200 & 5 A2 B8 P, > £ b
3 L
~ Wil
RENCT 2 L9 BEBIAHI P 2T, 127U, W =PWica &L, W, 13 W O i SHaIs %2 £7.
BEEBOIE L VIR,

PWics = PPDW
= DW (2.4)

DF S NS . MNIRITIHTE T IOVIS BT 2 HE Tk, RIEEQORNERISWL S 5 72 IS RIT D r#Z 112
W 5 720, 1151 D ZHSTRY O 58E 11295 X9 BAflch 5. 22T, W O&FF2 WIS 2 MR
53 o THHEL L

W' = diag(W)"'W

TET. Lo,

12 & - C, [REATH B OHEENE B 25k % 5.
JAC, HeGE L7 ARBATH B A3 2 T S AT 7 2 & 9 BIRSUIET OE©H 2. R (2.1) ® LINGAM
EFACE LT, BT P & T
Pz =PBz + Pe
= (PBP )Pz + Pe



LREWT B L, SHUREIRFE P Ic k> Tl O A 2 BIIERAR 7 kL Pe ® LINGAM € 7L & L TR
T%%. 22T, PBP ATEAMSICTESR RS 22 L5 AT P, 5D

P — minS" B2
L% kO RIEHTH P 24, 22, B=PBP Th2.

29 L CIHRMNEF 2 #HEH T & 72 5, Rid Z DIEFIHE > THURIT 2170, (REETY B 2#iE 3 5. £9, %
BIMZSL o; % HIINZESOC, 2 DS o % 30HERIC L D BRI 2 3 5. 2 20, 285 o, DBENR
e & 1%, SRS 2 k() < k(i) &% 2 &9 BB v; DEADIETHS. T2 &, 5B v; O

X, = Z bij.’lﬁj +e;
k(5)<k(i)

DA S BB by 1%, 2 26 ;) ~DREYFREIC L > THEETE 5.

3 BayesLiINGAM

BayesLiNGAM(Hoyer & Hyttinen, 2009) & (&, LINGAM € 7LV OHEEICE W TRA X7 7 —F % H
WARHEEBETH D, 7= G2 6 BRI HRMERI RN L 5 DAG Z#IRL, 17T %.
3.1 LINGAM IZ&BIF BRI XETIL

LE BT —F ey b %2 D = {x!,. xN}, #2503 % DAG % Gy(k = {1,..,N,}) £¥ 3. N,
i n HOLH D RE 2 DAG ORERT. $7, F— 5 D&Y ¥ FABHIMLTH S &0 5 WE LD
p({x!, o xN}) = TIhoy p(X™) THB. SO E, A DY, FHHERI

p(D|Gy)P(Gy)

P(GL|D) = 3.1
(GulD) o (3.1)
LERINS.
9, FHOA P(Gy) 3HHIEREZRT. 2 TR 2 IKE L
1
P(Gk) = Nisz
LF 5. 27, p(D) EFREERE TRLT 2 E8CH D
Ny
(D)= S p(DIG)P(Gr)
m=1
LEMETE LS. Z LT, LEIR
p(DIGy) = / (D16, G )p(6]Gi)d6 (3.2)

EHITS. 22T, 03T RTDONRIRX=F (THOERE b, BLOIWLEE pi(e;)) ZE L OEHTH 5.
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K (3.2) ZEPT 21CH 7D, KR TIEZDRETOLELUC T 77 REREHV 2. 2 2T, K (3.2) KBV THE
SOhE%E 0 =0(F—F) DEbh T Taylor ERIT 2 &,
. - . 1 . -
DI Gup(01G1) =~ exp {log (DIB, Gup(BIG) + (0~ 00+ L0~ 0)BO—~0)+ - |

L7525, 22U, p(D]0,Gr)p(0|Gy) = f(0) kL& &
2
By = o= log
s T 90,00,

)
=9, log f(9)

LY 5. CEBET S L R (3.2) 14

bi

f(0)

0=0

p(D|Gy) = /c - exp {;(9 - 6)TB(H - é)}da
EET S, 22T, A A OMEREERBOMNE 2 T, X (3.2) 07 7' ZERIE

(27r)dim9
| — B

p(D|Gy) =~ p(D|0, G1,)p(0|Gy)

L2 5.
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K p(D|Gy), Fii5 i P(Gy), ERULES p(D) Dffie 20 ZhA (3.1) 1A LT, FHEHEE P(Gy| D) 13

6

p(D|6, G)p(8]G) ) 57

Ny Somey p(D|Gn) P(Gi)

P(Gx|D) =

LEAMETE 5.

4 HbHOHIC

AWEZETIE, HEEHIEIRRER I & © THREREE 2 — RIS RE 2 LINGAM € 7V, 8 & O A Xtz il
A L 72 BayesLINGAM 2D\ TR 7z,

SHOMIEHRE L LT, BayesLINGAM (281 % 0 12BT 2 FHia4i p(0|Gr) DEMABEITONT, KT
2 a 7HEHE T AR (MCMC) i o F ik TOFBMEROEPIOBGEESH T 5 5.
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