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Abstract:  Current neural network ensemble methods usually generate accurate and diverse component networks
by disturbing the training data, and therefore achieve strong generalization ability. In this paper, causal discovery is
employed to discover the ancestor attributes of the class attribute on the results of the sampling process. Then,
component neural networks are trained on the samples with only the ancestor attributes being used as inputs. Thus,
the mechanism of disturbing the training data and the input attribute is combined to help generate accurate and
diverse component networks. Experiments show that the generalization ability of the proposed method is better than
or comparable to that of the ensembles generated by some prevailing methods.
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P22 ) 28 10 Z T BV D L [ Y 5 A AU 0 VR AT LB BT 3 20 4D 90 4E4X.1990 4F, Hansen £ Salamon®
E B, T L] B b e Y 25 2 A ) 4% 014 65 AT BEE B I, B EE R T A M2 R R RIZ AL RE ) %7 5
TAE P A5 0 5 0 S — F W A R 2 S 7 Krogh #1 Vedelsby!7E 1995 4E 35 HY #2045 45 ik 12 AL,
R 22 85 TR P AN 0 288 1) Y- S92 A R 22 R B8 2 S 2 22 DAL I S R AT 48 0 8 B I IRV AL B ), — T T
JUR] B4 ANMA N 2% (I AL BE S, 55— U7 T N R R B M 8 R b 4% I 2% 2 T R 2 S AR S T B R4S I 4 4R
T 125 08 e A VI R SRS 2 S R R 9 A A 1 4% 191 G Boosting!™ e 45 9 45 11 Il 2548 vl 1 2 i 7
A 1 D 4% 110 R I, A AT D) 4% 8 LB (1 5 4910 A A K P Ak %6 HE UL T 199 8% [ YN 5 4 v Bagging ™ ) SE Atk 2 T
I (bootstrap sampling), A J5 46 1 £ 4 1 BE AL A T2~ 490 SR 2 X 288 A SO R R IR 5 | A 48 R
28 A1 IR AL J b R B0 I 2R B AP i N S M 4 5 SR, DA ORI L S B R IR A AR IR I 4% S 0 3R
B, A SCHE H ) CNE(causal neural ensemble) /7 1 72 40 g 715535 44 1) Boosting,Bagging 55 J7 ¥AAH 2481 56 45, A
M%7 M 22 5 T 5 NP B K A2 SR B 20 ) 2% B il v A4 72 e 5 ) AR & AR

i,
1 EARAI

TN B A I 2 TR A — 1 DR SR O R 90, R VA 3 1 it /K AR AT 5 K B 1) A 300 9% 3 O, e A Y
o 220 X e 2 T R SR DG R IR 43 g T L e b P AR G 4 o 2, R DA S P O 1 2 TR AH
R F I 2540 UL R F LA SE B R v 5 AR T T AT DGR B I 2 4 Y I v & IR Ik R I 2 R g I HLgh
T A IR 1% A L R O DAG(directed acyclic graph), 5 It FR 2 A S AR ) (causal models). P& J AR AN %
AN H TS [R] e 1 22 T rr BT SR AR T L3 2 AT R e HE HE A R AL

AR 8 S 1 P 0 P AN ) T g R SRS TR 93 Sy 7 248 2 8 TR A5 8 (linear causal model) 1 DL 17 £ (Bayesian
network). 2k P K AR RS SRR A B 42 B 7 (path model), #5575 Wright!® 2k 77 i vk ZE Rk 2 R 2 o ity — 2 i) 5
T Bt 1,308 3 7 J8 1tk b ) 2 1P iR 5K 3R 7 DA SR O R, L S M 0 5 2 2 82 11 DL U7 199 8 U Ay DL 4
7 M (Bayesian belief network), 1 ik 4% - M % & K 5 1o 4l 10 & P 2 11119 5 2, S0 & M Rl o 2 2 .

AN G E i 2 59 DR LA R 2 A 4 0 1) — AN A A s 0 T 3K — ) U RS DA A BE S I — R R
P 2% 48 ke, ] LIS 45 5 A mT UM UINZR B30 b HE A3 5 0 5 s 19 2 v 1) P T Jig A2 £, s 28 m] DU ZR B 3 b
HE ARG, 1M S LE T e AN e H 5% 2.

TR 2% 45 4 2 0, 91 BT MR A R DA N Rt vh SR A, DU e m ok o Bt T DAY B 1 B 4%
W 3 2 A 4 S M 77 A BBl O A, ) AT 22 B 3 R T Bl .Geman %5 NUME L T Gibbs BUFE 5 7k (— Fb
Monte-Carlo 1%),Kass 2 AP R 7 & Wik L (Gaussian approximation)J5 ¥, Saul® 5% H T 1 Dempster 2 A%
FE Y EM B3 o028 3T 4R R 26 b (R 000, Russell 25 AU ARG & B 12T LA BRI IR 45 3

T SR 0 5% 5 ) A A0, D ) e DR SRASE 2R A i TR A 1) AR R W R B P B H 2 n B A TR ES R B H &
D n (AR ENT AR R B 18 2R 23 8] 5 A T 1 D] SRR R S 3 RR I 10, 0 T 3 L PP AN v A
HEAT BRIE . H VM #5 fE 5 MDL(minimum  description length),BIC(Bayesian information criteria) EA f&
Be(Bayesian likelihood equivalent)Z:. MDL 1 BIC )5 il 0 A2 A5 B8, HoAZ 0o 718 2 B4 S 4 1 1) G 0 K 32 1117 Be
REZEHTSEHA SR E DA MEW, L 5 E %A BDe(Bayesian dirichlet likelihood equivalent) 1
BGe(Bayesian Gaussian likelihood equivalent)!™™. % F (1) 48 2% 8 3 47 91 0 48 K (greedy search) . 1R &
(simulated annealing). % {F4 5648 & (best-first search). Heckerman 25 NU7E 1995 4538 25 I8 R 45 S A3t
HITH LR 6% 8, D008 R R I SRS . T 2u 0 Rl R e 3 R m g R, — M e £ 27 24
BE ML) 4 1

G A3 R IR S, 30 4F SR — 2 S DR AR 1) R 45 B JT %t 3K .Cooper F1 Herscovits!'813EF BDe %t T —
AR K2 193 A aC A 28 S0l 1o D004 2R TR 45 58 & SR T I WTARHE 15 B0 T, e D A 3 000 /NI kb5 vh
g T 5 E 4R R LT RE IR DL 37 Y 4% [ 4, Thomas,Spiegelhalter 1 Gilks!''JT & T Bugs R 4:,%
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Gibbs HUFF I 12 5] ] 1. AN /A Badsberg!"* Rl Hojsgaard 25 NU"VIF % th T A LA 1 22 FhobF 4 b vt 2% > 15 B0 45
Vel 1370 19 7R 5 Scheines %5 AROJF 1 T 36 T 4 £ 07 1 BB R B R S TETRAD TLIlE 9004022 ) 2 1 A
YRR ) FR e UL 7S LA BT R Hh R

2 CNE &%

BV S BT A1,4,,... A, GBI A1, Ay, Ay BN JEYE T A, 28500 Jo VR 30 7 VR Al T
() S0\ S A SR VIR A A1 3%, B0 BRENT I Ay ey B A, (RSB 1 S 28 N J P50 A i Al
AT FHEIN 53 S R BE AL 0 PR AN D] SRS 2R () P2 o 3, R0 Js A 4 5 JUAEL S0 J A I 2 (R 7 T S Al Js 41 1.
KPR AE WP 1 s ) DRRAR A b S P A RS+ LA G B M A),4,,45,40,, AR ARNL T A5,46,45.

Fig.1 An example of causal model
K1 PR 4T
70T $R 28 ) 1 () A6 56 i 4 T, T LIl o )i AR R R IA S BE P3RS N U7 ik L D K 7RDAGHE
B, Horp JC # dy(1<i j<n) & LR
dz?,%@ﬁ%%@@
o lo, wW '
SKRED (0 1021 I TE % d FoR B ETh Amd, KB [ EECTT S, S d 0 JPhRh 1

i=1 j=1
147 308 B 5 O
B,=D+D?*+..+D'(I21),

i=1 j=1

W B, ICE b R BT Amd, KBTS T 1 BT Y, Y, b0 HE RN TR T £ 130
%

HHC T DAG PAFAEN A RKERZ N -1, TR EWSF W B, i By T H
b (i, j =12, nHli= j) &R 0 AT LUS AT B A RE PARS TR A ~d, 215 A A, FIRHL G R .

FER S A 28 190 20 AR BT, W) T oL ] B S IORE SR AR 22 VI R B ol T R S MUK £ SR Bl 20 A, DRt B A
J B A rh R SR Je M AR AEL 5 S AP A T I R F A T REAR AT AN P S Ja P PR AL S i B A A I 4 AT A
WA b R I AR 00 TR P PR 56 Ja A A A N T BB 280 B AR AN [) )44 1 8% T e ek D1 AN [ £ i A\ ol
2870, F0 22 5 R 2 A 25 1 v EL e T AN P £ R A 8 A T U AR s SR ) Je R AN e s A P AR B A AT X
FEMAN 245 R A 2% 12 AL BE

CNE YR AL T 45 52 W 458 S0 1 /] 3 R HOREAR1G — R I ZR4E S0, . S AR T AE A T I 2R
LA R A CM,CM,,.....,CMp, AEAEAS DRER AR 45 Y S0 Je P O AEL 58 Je A1, P SE A 5 s 11 0 i A\
2 TTUNER A A N 46 08 i G o B2V EEAT 4 B CNE S O i it ik 4 1

Input: training set S, neural network algorithm N, trials 7

Output: neural network ensemble N*

Process:

for i=1 to T{

S=bootstrap sample from S
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CM=CausalDisc(S;) /*discover causal model from S;

N=N(S;,CM,) /*train a neural classifier using the ancestor attributes of the class attribute

}
N *(x)=argmax 1

ye¥  iN;(x)=y
3 SR

A ICK CNE #H9%. Bagging H5HI Boosting Hidi(A U A/ Adaboost SEVAPHEAT T A 76 A 1 I
IREAL ) DAG P 02 Murphy 75 2001 4EJF & Hf) BNT @2 Li% 4% EBAL B ] Matlab 523, 3
TN HEBR AT AHE R . 23005 ) NGl 2 ) ] TS R B 2 8 7 24 2% 20 5 T AR SCR H IR 2 55 T- MDL
1) T Lo A R T T R A B K 1, LA B0 2 I 1 N T L Uk (R PR T DAG B2,
S 2 e A, T A I A 2 X 8% el D D (L A o 4 T 8 A F 38 A0 5 10 A B BRUZ BP Al o 224,
BRI TCEII BN SR BRI S, BT A SO 12 CNE 55 2L 48 I 2 1R 48 1 7 1 AR L 5, DAtk
A SCBEAT AN LS W 2% 1) 45 4 F ) o R AT AL

SIS # 4 Balance,Diabetes,House-votes-84 LA A Vote #5335 4 11 UCT ML 2 ST 88 15 A (5 B
1.

Table 1 Details of experimental data

R LRBIATME R

Data set # Instances Discrete attributes Continuous attributes Classes
Balance 625 4 0 3
Diabetes 768 0 8 2
House-votes-84 232 16 0 2
Vote 435 16 0 2

g T BT DU 45 A SO M A A P 10 A S E 5 15, 14 JEL B K S0 43 AR A/ B
LA AT 10 A7 ER S AR LR P 1 AT EREA MM R 9 4 7 Bn R K802
A B e — il JCHEAT 10 RSEH JF il R I SR 85 R AR 200 T HAT B3R 2 ikl sk T — BP f4
LM AR

Table 2 Comparison of testing error

F2 WKL

Single (%) Boosting (%) Bagging (%) CNE (%)
Balance 9.09 8.30 8.61 8.94
Diabetes 27.10 25.92 25.27 25.14
House-votes-84 7.42 6.10 4.79 3.52
Vote 7.61 6.89 6.43 5.97

M 2 nTULE HL,CNE HIZ A BE I AE 4 N B 48 L34 B30 T 58— 0 4 M 4% #F Diabetes,House-votes-84 LA
J Vote 1X 3 AN 4 143 B R B2 LT Bagging F1 Boosting 5l /£ 7F House-votes-84 _|-,CNE [1]iz % L
Bagging /> T 26.5%((4.79%—3.52%)/4.79%=26.5%), Lt Boosting Jf/> T 42.3%((6.10%—3.52%)/6.10%= 42.3%);
7% Vote L ,CNE Ki% 25 b Bagging ik 2> T 7.3%((6.43%—5.97%)/6.43%=7.3%), tt Boosting & > T
13.4%((6.89%—5.97%)/6.89%=13.4%).7E Balance _I-,Bagging I Boosting fIt T- CNE,iX 1] it & 8 4 % Fu 4k 42 )& 7k
8D R I BB /E A K AH CNE 7348 B2 00 T 5 — #2245 S R SR U,CNE (132 6 fE J) 5 Bagging
Fl Boosting J7 VAN G BE A T X PRI T V4.

4 HXRE

AL CNE J7 8 S0 80 I ZR 8 M sl Ja 15 1 P9 77 0 A SR A5 2 5 LR AR A AR, AT 488 i o 462 144
2R AR 2 AL BE ) AL B I G KR T, R R] S IORE U5 i AE S Bl e A A 5 1T R A R R BB R S B
45 L W,CNE 1z 4 fie J) 5% H1 1Y) Bagging I Boosting /5 2 AH 4 BAE 0 T-3X W R 7 vk dE— 20 1 TAE 240,
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FELIVIT A 7 PN P R S S 2 O T AT PR Bl AR HRZ A R 0 ik L2 5 BE KIS i, 3k — 2D g e i 22
W 2 B PR AL e

B3 — 42 ) 2 BT, Dai® V45 A K e ) BEAR 51N G2k R SR R I A0, 31453 1 L LA d5 v A () &5
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