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Abstract Causality research aims to reveal the law of evolution of nature, society and human.
Nowadays, the causality research receives widespread attention for its important applications of
human life and science research, but there are still many difficulties and challenges. This paper
presents a unified model to explain the stimulating and inhibiting causalities. Based on this model, we
also present a framework ICIC and a novel algorithm ICIC_Target to infer the local causal structure of
a target variable from observational data without any limitation of some assumptions, such as
assumption of acyclic structure, hidden variables and so on. Following our descriptions of causality
essence and properties, as well as several classical theories proposed by Judea Pearl, Gregory F.
Cooper and so on, we introduce concepts of exogenous variable and clique-like structure (IClique) to
get rough ordering of variables, which are necessary for revealing the causality accurately and
efficiently. To evaluate our approach, several experiments compared with HITON, IC, PC, PCMB
and several methods based on four datasets with different data types have been done. The results
demonstrate the higher performance and stronger robustness of our algorithm ICIC_Target. In this

paper, we also discuss the advantages of stability and complexity of ICIC_ Target.

Key words  causality; causal network; local causal network discovery; stimulating causality;
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eyt 2o, 234 R &M ICIC Target k& AR A K560 S m, B 8, K k5 e 5%

7 ICIC_Target 7 i B A RIF0 A 2 A8k

xgim BARXAZA;EARXAMS:;RAFBERX R LI B0 B R ; ## B R

HEESES TP391

KRG R I WE SR AE T 78 BRI Nt 2 ki
AT S DU R A7 A 0000 R ok LX)
N A A 36 TR 2= i 58 A & B B2 AR .
R R MBS LIS R ik & T4 F 127,
CEAZMT RS R RS B 20 4 80 4
RUSE V5 2805 BRI R0 5 6 A 4k 4 L DRAR OC R F
FEIAE A 1] 35 F 5 45 8k Pearl™ A1 Spirtes
GNP FE HH Ccause) TR Ceffect) AT L J2& = 14
(event) ,J& M (feature) Y& (object) 55 Z Fi ZE A )
SEAA Centities). SRy SR AE (9 AT A7 F1TH 55 A9 85 2L, % 40
B 5 3k 5 AN [) 25 B (%) B HL A & (variables) 36
7 PRUSR SEAAR AR f 1) HO(E XGRS 4 1) H0(E stk 2
(B AR SR 50 1 R0 AR Y 3 3k N T BN R R R AR
K. AR T DLAR I 52 A AR 1 BEBLE L PR AR
Ko FR R Ak B A A R R T R L. A )
JoPE A (directed acyclic graph, DAG) 8§ Il i 2
#% (Bayesian network) X #f £ & H /Y9 B & AL, 7] L)
A B b 2R 8 DR R O R S R HE rp IR 4% T AT R OR
A R (RIFRRGE) 10 s 1 i R os R E R
FEAE L J7 1) e PR DG & A7 7E Jy =K. (H 2 DLt
i ) 4% TG 10 32 7 22 78 Sk () 41 PR VR T CRED B 2 A8
() A EL A T OBLT] 1) B PR 2R O R L T 3 2 B 2R ¢ &
B HLSCAETE R UL S PR AR SR AT DA A 2 B R
XLa) 31 114 FE KA 25 44 (loose network) 7 B 5Z (1) R 4R

PRI SR OC 22 I 2 2540 1) ke B2 PR G R F o 1 o
TEN S L BRI A PR B R R ) S IR R LR A AA
P4 Jry PR AR OC 2 W 4% 506 T H A S A 1 ey A 1A SR
KEREM L. Kt BB A R OC R & )
(causal problem, CP) AL T & 45 5E 1Y H b5 28
it JA] [0 Jg 30 DR 2R I 4% 25 1) I8 A 1 22 TRl M i
42 Jry 28 BE B 3L T DE ORI A2 2% s 4 Jmy I 48 45 44 1) e
BUAL T B RXERAE 55, b & B4 @ BB &1
T ZBEIR R MG BN T R R kIR F AT
% ik A CP(V,. v, D), BN7EC HIEE 5 D B4
Y5 BHAnAE i o, FEADMIN AR 5V, Hh A2 B
SR DL s S AR i 2 ) i) DR AR B R

Pearlt, Spirtes % A, Cooper & A"V 7E &

F 2 M B VR th e 1 an e 7E A [ 1 10 P 3 57 R Ecde
BT IR R A R LR 2R O &R Horh e 0 i B S
HRAr B R E R E X (Jt H )& Granger™ Fl Pearl™
B E ) Markov 45 1. d- #] Y | (d-separation
criterion) Fl J SZ 4k 2 B (faithfulness theorem). H:
o Markov & {4 37 2 DL 37 19 25 7R AR G &R
T J2 ) BE AR, 0 2 A AR Y B T A B 4 FE R R
A 1) TG B 1 L ST ) 4% 45 A 7 T A2 1 R

FLai, R SC R BB oE 2 80732 L (H
TG NN R W I 280 HOR AT 5, B R E
T Y PRR G R R AT A7 AR 1 20 R ME A AL xR
Ry FLSEEREE R AR OC R R AR A 09 B ok 1A
Xt T UL i e e S ¢ e s O 2 SR
BT REAL R 5 R O & I [6) VR F Y 45 21, O 4 i
oAby A KL LE I 2 R A AR AT, 2 ¢ T H I By
RS B I TC VAR AE S0 A R G T
(intervention B{ manipulation) 3 26 J& 4 49 BL{E M
7T R e At o A JBCME 728 A | 3h 287 B e 1%
el FH 552 56 2 K s A T LR i g 56 SR 0 1) 48 5 4
ACER 5 3 A TR T i S 4 T 5 LS PR B R PR OC &R
W] BE A2 B T A AT AL 3R (hidden features) Y
S AN 75 SR L ] WL J& P4 (observational features)
R R SR G 3R I 246 DU A B 9 4 1E i b B e L S I R
(underlying causality mechanism). Ui fa] ¢ M\ “Ff
7L AR 30 I 3L S ) DRLSR O AR R 2%, HLUAS AU fiT
IR T I 2% 5 ALY 114 5 36 AR T8 2 7 A 7 Pl B R
IR SR AR R ROE Y 5 R B O R T A i
HE SRR AN A BE 58 AT 55

BEXS LA B 0], A SCHE T Pearl 48 A $2 1Y
ROC R 2 M R T 1k 38 i A AR DG R R AR AN
VEFI A BRI . A1 FH I 4R 7% £ (exogenous or instr-
umental variable) . 49] i A # (initial clique of an exo-
genous variable, IClique) #1 Markov 4547l 57 $1] &
KA P FLSCIREE T R R 2R 6 R R B Il (R L 2. 1
5D IR TP AR B A B R Y SR S PR R OG
N2 25K e L7 s ICIC  Target (GEIL 2. 3 F9).
A EE T B AR AR R OC R MY & B
() BN B4 X6 — (B 8508 3R 40 DX 1 80 PH2R (stimulating
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causality) F13 #il A 5 (inhibiting causality) P Fj
TRBAY, R T — e B R O R AR T IC Al
PC 4 25 875 vk B s R 2R I 2% Sy G B8l RN G o % 7% o
(hidden variable) ,ICIC_Target J7 i A i 5 1% & K
SREEG T B2 T T 5 2 AR R R . ICIC
Target AMUTERLE | HA AT 5EME R @ M TE 28
T I IART 5 2 & M )5 i S0 45 R 10 1L
BRI RE B LB PERE. 538 A SO BRI 9
M/ i 4E LUCAS(lung cancer simple set)™ 8 /£ F
W FAREZS DL M B s ICIC_Target J7 i 405 .

1 H#HXIE

PRLSR OG0 9 18 =X oAy A 355 Y 0F 9 S
A5 Tl PR SR e s A | DR R R R S ik K B 9
BT WL K2R - DL B R4 Pearl 3R
Ay UCLA & CMU “£JR il Cooper % N5 A At
# 1 Stanford “#IR . MLATTH RRT 1999 4F 19 L 3F
PR G R A FE B8 T 8 S50 BL A
1.1 IC,PC,LCD #1 IC" ,FCI 7%

Xt F 248 i R 58, Pearl 55 AR5 B B2 A FR
Hh AR ST B e T I B S K A5 A S R 2R
PSR G R 4544 e B R ME 9 2 )5 1A Pearl™
1 IC(inductive causation) J7 3 fl Spirtes 2 A2 1y
PC J5ik. 1fi Cooper % AN F 53 J8 B & 4 T 45
B B S 880, 4 ol — A DL 30 1) 6% R A a2 PR S
P28 $5 IR S 30 HE 8 SR 5 A DR R G 22 9 2% 5 il
LG AT 2 A T RE R 45 40 25 1) 48 R HoAT e K
S5 B R 45 A, T S R %, DL ik B B .
Cooper 2 AN 42 4 () LCD (local causal discovery)
J& TR vk kT M A — A A R
AR Ay DRI R ) 45 55 e T AR 5 AP ] L A i A
S B ST 0] RN N B ) R 72 . X RE T L) ST 3 )
JH 7] REAS By 46 1) 56 F 90 4% 45 4 119 21 560 60 4L, S 56
TIE A ) 46 75 H AT BT B i 2 B0 G AR
B R 0 vk FURIA) 4 78 1 1% [R) 8E, LCD J5 2 1
Jay BR P I T & L. Stanford 2% IR B9 BT 2% B B T
Z 0 Pearl™ A 2 O U5 A AR 1 52 b S
b HURE MR 8 2 Jmy 5 SR U HOAN 38 TN A B
ANfiE R G AL AR TE AN E AN AU AR 5 4 O L OF
HAZAT ST R 3% (BE 2 Bt 37 il Pearl 558 A9 1C,
PC J7 ¥ 52 2% FE AR AR R AE A B8 R/ NESR A

VL b YA S I TAERR & AR i R OC R
% IR ). B Y, Pearl™ f0 Spirtes & AP T

IC" (inductive causation with latent variable) #l
FCI(fast causal inference algorithm) J5 . & & 28
S A7 AR 3 BT WL B 1 2 [) A PRROC 3R A AN T
FERER AR AL I AE 1C A FCT J5 s g ek 1 il iy
J5 1) s o A HTOUm) 320 . 7B 0" AT S L) 1Y 9 3
Ji fig 2 3k i SC. AR R b 1l AR AR, ICT Fn FCT
AR 1C A PC Jr ik b 8% 17 AR 04 0 5 1 00 5 48
T H AR IR WO LLIE T BE A7 A B AR R O
] if k% 7B R PR R, 1CT A FCT 5 3% 5 R SCiR
By ICIC_Target J7 ¥E#R 16 I T Fa &5 728 & PR G &
K BLIE) AR TCT 1 FCT & B 9 45 454 1 1 L&
1.2 PCMB,IAMB,HITON %5l 7%

HITON-PC(HITON _parents & children) fl
HITON-MB (HITON _ Markov blanket) J5 ¥ &
Aliferis 58 A F 2003 4F 4 28 1) R¢ AiE 36 5 07
B T A B FRT5 5 (target variable) FYAC T &
e PCset) AL & H bp 1 5 S A 7749 5 FAC
{895 5 B Markov # (Markov blanket/boundary,
MBset) , 3X $6745 55 T B0 H AR 19 5 0 BUE A 5 B
LR AT DA HITON o m] & R 2 Jmi 36 14 2R 56 R
KT, 2006 4F Tsamardinos 28 AN #2 H HITON
G55 e B D 6 BR P 4G IF (symmetry correction)”,
FEFLIE B AR IE . (2 HITON-PC J7 #4735 il NIPS
2008 2655 2 Ji Causality Challenge H LOCANET
(uncover the local causal network around the target)
155 B9 FR 1 (state-of-the-art) [RUIR & B %, H LA 3R
A5 T 2 A E 00 4K 11 B v 45 R (baseline results)™?),
Aliferis % NMAE 2010 4F 1 25 38 SC 3 b ff B 1t
HITON fii {] 1 )3 % 5048 2 07 14 O I Ak 2P 38 Ca
wrapping post-processing) , 7E JR H 0] DL 2= 5 5 %
{9 TE 451 PR AHe A ABORT R P A5 TE ) HITON J7 32 475 H
AR P RE. 2007 4F Pena 45 NV T HLS
IEHRG ) PCMB J57 i, JH T & 3 PCset 8% MBset.
Pena 55 N4 PCMB J5 ik 5 [a] HE 7 #1ie b IE 4 {5 %%
PG R (data inefficient) i) IAMB J7 84T T 8.

ZE[FE Vanderbilt KM EYEXFEERIT L
MR B G & & 3 T H Causal Explorer library* %,
Al matlab 528 7 HITON,IAMB % £ fif 28 it )5 .
Pena ff C++ 528 T PCMB #1 TAMB J5 3017, 8k
T 3 98 Jy 35 9 4 J2 PCset 2 MBset 1 1 [ 4 45
a5 PR TG ¥ 3 2k BT 400 B O 1) DRLR A P BT
1.3 GC RIIAE

WLTE 1969 4F i DR 255 2 K 3R 43 4 Granger™
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A TR ) A 2R OC &R (Granger causality,
GO .45 R P51 U 9 Dy s A5 5 15000 i AR
i X T U thHEBRE T Y J5 B Dy s A5 B i X
FZER MY & X JRI, i 8 Y—X. Granger AR
“PRA Bl TR R O PR gL GC S S
AT AR B B T ) AT 5 4 3 104 AF 5T N 3 T 4
o, P AE R AL B T AR 2 B0 U T R & R
SREEE o B RS 2004 4 AR 5K 24 1 BF
K GC o g 22 B HE O B B2 Ctransfer
entropy) . R R R R MR N Y 2 X YA 25
B Y 19 g s Bk T B X 4R IR T G Y S
By, X ek py 2R 6 R e O GCTE Jy 25 7l LS
Bl 5% A 7] 288 789 1 B I 722 a5 () A 1R SR OC &R

B2 ) 3 F 7 A R R OC R WA T, O it
Pearl™ [ 8258 GC 1% IH Ry G0 243 s 1ni R 2R ¢
BN EARGRW BB PR R GC M X MY Z
5] FR) 5 1) AN B A BT Y — X, I B 2 31 X D S A
BY o B T L B XY R R A
1.4 HftiFE

2006 4F Shimizu % APV 2T —Fh 2B
B R &Mt LINGAM (linear non-Gaussian
acyclic modeD). %77 H| A 7 8 A5 53 B 19 J7 Ak
TF AR x=Ae IR G A FFE A, L3R A3 A8 4t (8] 41
HAE BT RE  Hor e 2 4% 728 a5 1 W0 /] 20 B
AIHEFE e th & 78 i [ A7 9 BE AL 3 (disturbance
variables) ZH i%. LINGAM 15 A 15 e 195318 /X 7]
FIE T A T 7P 2 T HL T R R X B AL B P P
7 H R ALE w5 i 43 A o R s AR G R AR 26 (T B 45
P HL LM 5 AR 45 )y i T B 2 7 AR A TR A R

SI(similarity index)J& Arnhold % A2 32 1y
I3 — B X B R RN 1 R R OC R R B kL Gl T
L2 AN [] e 91 7E [a] — 2 46 B 220 FF B 79 AR [ 4< BE
W7 I 10~ 2R AL AR 8 Ok S T I A ot A A AR DR 2R
KFR. RATINIZ Ty 8% T [6 20 f1 e 22 A2 4y 2 4>
R [0 J 51 f A AR 0 e B Ak L AH KR O R
mELAHIWT . O HFR B A 2 S8 R ZS S H RN
PERE IS 24 B 25 VI AR OC. SCHR[ 23 148t ST 1 5 Kk
SR ARME ) 2 55 PR 45 0 i M 2 s AR

2 RXFZKZIMF % ICIC_Target
BEXF ELSEIAEET Jil R OE R LB BIR 0 H

S W 4% T AR AE B A AR i (IC, PC 7 v B35 4% N
FREZE) AR TG M % (IC, PC, LINGAM

D5 BB M 45 DAG) S A7 AE W) iR 78 (LCD
5 A s I JC W) bh 2 B R TR) ) L 2 A T R
(LINGAM J7 3l % M 799 99 ik 7. L IR KA &5 357 43
A7 o ST 77 35 K] iy W ) 1y TR 2 ) 2 TR U ) 45, Ry 4
e R e B BE (GC J5 i 5 77 4 U4 X & HITON
ST TR B I T 4% 5 ) 4 iR B 1 R (IC
S 07 618 T R 8 . GC i STy k3 FH T by
BOHED A 38 3 43 B R R 06 R R AR R A AR JT
PE R A 46 72 1 A0 46 TR, B2 i T M RE S L B
P T 1 Ry S TR SR O R X 4% &5 4 k3 7 i TCIC
Target, FFIE XA G 1Z 5 L HESE FH R 40715 4
F8 07 50 By B B A B R R S T TR VR T
PRARHS F0 PR AR OC &R 43 #r
2.1 ERXEHAERFSE

PR R G 3R 1 A B 2 A 2R OC R WF 5 1Y) i ()
JIT A DR e 307 vk R R T I O A N TR R O &R B
fift. 1999 4F Pearl™ 45t T 40 B PR AR 56 R 10 i i
TERA XSRS 1 R g b, 3 & 45 ) T 2l 22 Ginter-
vention) H iy HEAS B R SE 8 B X, by — 26 R
Y BB A, W X J2 Y R (RTGK),Y
X MERCEA  Hh X MY HRRBEES.
Pearl Al iR 15 A AN 28X AR 50 L 38 F A [6] 4
Bl ANEE TR B A — R AR R T2
INA]. AH Pearl 148 HOAE o H e PR OC & #2441
% o AE S B T AT AR R

BT Pearl BYHAR, AT B R KR A HEIR
JE AR

DRSPS S E- SRR NSRS e F I ]
R (SO NI I 1 I i Ty Tl O O
(intervention) K R4 % A=

2) PR RN AT Y A8 ¢, (1
AfDLERAR Y AEX e fE R B AR B Y AR
Py, (B % ¢ BEY AR A A5 Py, (B2 ¢ >
cBFY RESR A, R RE AR X AR Y A4
+ & G A & 43 @ M) b AR & A=A AL B AT A
h XY FFEHER LR, 5 Pearl i34 BAHW) & H
W AT ASTR] S FRATIN Jy SR A8 S BRC(E A9 el A8 H AR G
RINRSE FRIERA R R AR FHOLZ B WHR
G RS L 3K R L SE PR BE T B T O o WL B A A
BSE SSENNE S N

3) IR IC RT3y 2 F A AL il AR AN
POHIER. FOR R R Z 5w Y B9 5Lt e v
(focused features) & A= B 3R 34 Jin CF& AT FR X 4 Y
PRI 2R 5% 2R S Ul RS ) sl s 2> (R Sy 0 ) PSR ] B



1548

HENMR S kB 2016, 53(7)

TE ) — L @ Pk A 8080 b (FR Ry DR 2R 56 38 0] T 7 1Y
P54 T B3 I GRS BRI AR HD

4) JEIAMEZR /347 (original probability distribution)
Py o — R FEAR P AR BIAE & X R Z AL A
PR SC R A I A o0 A RATTAR o A th BT
(AL 38 70 A o e i) A BE AL I 20 S S A HE
3 A PR 7 e 1 UL

BT DL bR A AL, FRATT AT LUK PR OC AR AE
R AT TR Z 2R ARV A
RE P, & Z WIEIEIRE PootFih . &5l — Bt ]
ity R A 78 2R 8 vh BT A TR AR AR T 22 IR R E
W2 ¢ MRS R AE SRS 1) 0 A0 A, id ok
Py ZAE T LIE 20 ¢ B SRBEIRAS ST P 35
FATTR IO WL K i ok B R GE VAR 2 e+ Ar R
KigkeAZ | Q' o, o<Ae<<T, T & V P i f
PRI OG 28 A= i ] 300 45 o 1 B 22 D) &2 /0 AT AR IE V
MBI IS i T PRS0 A Py oo 5 BLSE 0 JRUAT 47
i Pr el X7 VAR g dE g i 22 5 Q. Q 1Y J5UA AR
BT P . 23 K R F G0 rh AR B i 4R T T 5 R A (B
P RFE i THIRAE AL Vb BEA HTOK. Vo
At 72 S 11 SBCARL AR A8 A 8 TG 15 B2 ) ) 46 A8 L DL
A WIhR 72 B B0 A 7 R GE NI R SC R AR
Ib AR P RS L XA P B AT LAY B 3RATT 4R ) bR
A5t MR Pearl (1 do J8 55 R0, XHAE 22 0 4R AE
wIEV. I MALEME  AIEEI MR LR QEV,
PQldo(I=i)=PQII= M, Bl QKT %
PEREE ] LUE AT T 47 TS Q ML 45 R, %5
E A 0h 72 B, W KR Pearl Byfiliadk, bRk & 0
AT RIS B FRATT AR TE A 0 R OC &R O 1] B bR A
HIERG I JE 4k GF WL E 3 6 W1 4R BIR IClique 45
. UL B IR 5 Pearl 438 19 B A B W) &, 78 IE
BAPE T 52 T 34 5 1 AT 45 A P CLAFR A 46 19 5 1 1)
K ke 50 9 AT — k.
2.2 EXRFSMHE
2.2.1 BARFFS

— A K R R G (causality system, CS),
BRI SR RS E, @HAT N TR REV
MET VIRIRRLRBEECSV XV, A HEKLH
KB CP 3R 2 45 nDLIN AS & RV, SV,
H #5748 & (target variable) v, €V, f1 V, 1 —41 %
FEEE D. % WAL S B A B R R 3 JZRAR
ML B o, BYAC L HC A AR B DL R Gk ST i 2 ]
YR SR B R 7E R R 56 R W 4% 45 #4) (causal network)
R AR AR & RN R R I T 1) 2 A

A A ) R L AT AR NS R e b R
7N AL A B HINE FRE N a KRB a A
WU (BOR ) s X T ZME R G 8 % a R BUE N
TECED ] ~a FoRBUEN 0 . p. RARLH a
BUE R 1 HERE, pay FoRFZAMER Pla=1[0=1).
FH oV, Pred(v) FTm v £V H 1T A A IR
(predecessor) 5 HE S, B E A AT IR T 5 2
v WA [0 842 s Parents (0) 78 o 18V H AL 5
B H o Y BT SR AR 5 5 ] Descend (0) 36718 v
i J5 4% (descendant) 5 g 8 & s Children(v) TR v
HEVHRRTFHESES WMo MERFHRES. XT 2
W a0 ZI R TE I 1, AT a—b 3R s A 0] 34
WA a—b.
2.2.2 ByREAEA

PUERSCR M CP (V. D) WL #d 56 D xt
FRXARLMTHEE. — g, D UEMNER R
B AR RS B AT AR R — A7 WL {1 o Bk Ay
— KA (sample). A1 1 i, D W8 75 UF
2 B 1D B RAE (case sampling) » BF A [7] A9 4~ 44K
bR AR [ 1 A B AT SR AR AR A 5 2) 7 51 R A (sequence

Variable 1 Variable 2

Variable n

(a) Feature choosing

Cases Variable 1 Variable 2 Variable n

Case 1(person 1) dc¢(1,1)  de(1,2) de(1,n)

Case 2(person 2) dc(2,1)  dc(2,2) de(2,n)

Case m(person m) dc(m,1) dc(m,2) de(mn)
Total: m persons; size of dataset C: m X n.

(b) Case sampling: C type

Time Variable 1 Variable 2 Variable n

4 ds(1,1) ds(1,2) ds(1,n)

L2 ds(2,1)  ds(2,2) ds(2,n)

L ds(m,1) ds(m,2) ds(m,n)

Total: m time moments; size of dataset S; mXn.

(¢) Sequence sampling: S type

Fig. 1 The illustration of C type and S type of datasets

from two processes of case sampling and sequence sampling.

B CEIFD S BRI 4R 2= K
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sampling) , B XF g %8 A 1 A A8 i 78 i) () 4l _E #F 47
FRE KA. 2 Fp 7 0 SRR IRy C BUAT S B HHE
AARK A 2200, T S BB e % A B0 40 B A8 o
TR PSS A RS = g R R =N TR AN (R i)
U+ 19 2% 2 4t v e 1 B A P Cself-loop) WL IA] 341
(bi-directed edge) H E T K1Y (cycle). [RIL, Tl 4G
PR 22 DR AR O & Ta) A9 ) 4% 45 48 o 1) G R IR
(DAG) A TATHY. AR E 2. 1 W 3k AT
[ 4% 45 44 2 A 18] B (directed graph, DG) B & F. /&
SR SRR C AL S R KW FHIRA M M
RCPEML 3. 1.1 %556 T SIGNET $4i 1 40) .
B I E 4% 454 S DAG 19 778 S B AT M Al
Bl 5 b JCTE IR AR B 1 S B 4

2.2.3 ARG

BE-THREXRRE V. EDMELHEXRE
G, AT & X ¥k M ICIC_Target JF LW & T HEE
MEZ.

TE X 1. 57738 H (isolated variable, IV). iv€E
Viiv 2957 728 i 24 H A Y Parents (iv) = ),
Children(iv) =(J. S¢ fRFEE G I EGES.
WE 2, ARG v Z IR A B

=3> Common Edge

@ S et @

(a) Causal network of LUCAS (b) Redundant edges discovered

Fig. 2 Causal network of LUCAS and redundant edges
ICIC discovered.
Bl 2 LUCAS 9 59 PR 9 45 45 4 A ICIC & B TC AR

TE N 2. YUk 75 & (exogenous variable, EV).
evEV,ev W IR Y HAY Y Parents (ev) =,
Children(ev)#=(). S¢ IRER G HWIIEA BEE.
i 2Ca) AR vy v, 505 U0 B P IR AR B

E X 3. N4 7% (endogenous variable, EnV).
env€ V,env J& WAEAE 5 H ALY env € VA(SE U
S0 /G P g AR IS sk i As i Se AUREL G /Y
WA LS. K 3() AT v v JENAARE.

E X 4. #WIHE R (exogenous pattern, EVP).
evp; (i=0,1, =, m) ZWIE B XY HALY evp, =
sy U )sevp;, = (T o, e

(7o, vy, e T Vi1 Ui

Tt Do) I <m, Hp L SE = {0,y 0
v, b em SRR S N S RO B G B A Y1 iG
X ES. 3(b)H evpy=C"1 vy, T vy, 705,
V1) 2e0P, =C( T 05,055 U5 V).

EX 5. B (pattern). & XALE 2 NER v,
v, €V BB RN Pattern,; = (7 vyy ooey 0wy,
Vit sty Ty ), He 1 Parents (o) \ {v; ) = {vn v 000
svp t. Bl 3(b)
H1, Patterny,,, = (7 vs, D vy, D). B XA B &
v, €V B R Pattern,= (v, Dvg 00
Hp Parents(v;) = {0y sV s*** s 0 }.

E X 6. W)U A M (initial clique of an exo-
genous variable, IClique). IClique., {V,, H;} =Z=#] &
At ev BIH) IR AR 2 B ALY ev € S7 L ev € V,EV,
T VYo €V,\ {ev), v, € Descend (ev) , 3+ H. i /&
ho; =P (v levp,,) — P (v; | evp,) >R B E K
F 0 M BIED - RATHAE ho, € H, KRV AL i ev
X AR o WSS, H 2 Y v, € Vi{ev) B ho; HY
. Si& Ron R AW W R E A B 3 ()
(b) JEE i 5 LUCAS [RE W 25 ) w0 b AR . 50 A7
TE 23 H 3 ) 1 ATRE AR 3% DB 18 1 400 2 AT ARG &1
A 3(c) Fimn.

vy |« Parents(v)\{v;} = {v;1 »vj0»**

7_"0,'[’>7

(b) ICliques with ture causal
relationships of LUCAS

© el QE @@

hv5,0=0.30 | ; ;o Lo :
oy 9=0.16 | L@ | @

hvs,u=o.14§ @

...............................

(a) IClique of variable
5in LUCAS

(c) ICliques graph

Fig. 3 ICliques and ICliques graph of LUCAS .
K3 LUCAS 4 4 A R 4 LA [

2.3 ICIC F7ikiEZR

Ry B e TR SR R AR 1) M BRI A Ak
ICIC J7 i AE BR R Rl Wi b ¥ 2 J5 % 5 M2
TR D) B 28 W) 0 728 6 5 2) 1 S HT) 4 AT AR 5 3) e BTG ]
Bl OB 05 1) 5 5) B TC4x i

YT IC 2 )5 i 4R N v 458 (v-structure)
VS 075 1) K000 3 1 1 2 T R G0 R A e P e
SRS, ICICEE D AR 2@ kB
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7% i FH) G AT AR 3 DR R 19X 8% ) R AR 43 S 2 IR 4
. S50 RN B E o3 R B XK R DUTE v S5 2
B ARATOCT 07 ] 1) AL W 5 8., A 45 % B JC [m) 1] A %
I 75 1) B B B s AT M 2 B AR T
ICIC 2558 3) R FH B 1 d-F1 K15 S A AR 154
ABICaRB M TCm EL LLE DL T B R R AR
1], ICIC FIHT d-F1 )5 28 SR B -8 o 4 5 2%
PR 1IC F I AE S P RE A G F J- #1808 A LR
)AL F A 3 (2) ~ (5) %5 X 22— sz Bl 3
E asb Z e ICIC J7 ik —{H # iE i R AL X
3 A IR N ] PR 2R TG 1) P AT A E X R
AR 1 (E AR TR O R G R xF 1A 0 AR 2
IR OCR XA AMTHY 215 X T 228 5 &
gt n] DL ] 48 DG T A 2R 15 3 eh 0 A i AR
551,
Plalbse)=P(alc)s as by ¢=0or 1, (D
Palb,e)=P(alc), ¢=0or 1, (2
P(a| ~b,e)=P(alc), c=0or1, (3
P(—alb,0)=P(—alc), c=0o0r1, @D)
P(=al =b,0)=P(=ale), c=0o0r1l. (5
ICIC 38 O AMRYEHET 3 2L M E5 LS ml s . 78
LR 5) B BT A AT BE 19 TU A I 8 8 A TUAR IS M BR
. FRATE P A SRR g b g — AR A SR
VEN AT REAYICAY I WP 2 () T 7%, ICIC 44 B3 TR
Bem b 2 A= MIB S A B CINHLSE 30D » e 250
SEHTE 9 TUAT ) 30 FEAR AT Ll Hefb i R AR ICIC
T3 A TG R E PR 2R G 2% 0 26 5 48, DR O 0 - 7E 3L
I11) 371 B3 Bl 55 45 AA) 118 L 5 I 24 1) i L5 SR TR A0
2.4 WMBREES5VHRER
2.4.1 WIHGARE K
W) I A8 1 e Bt TCIC Jr i HEZR Y 2D B D Al
HELR AV, IR E S EV 2 052K
AL SRR A AR WY . H AR R 2800 ] b, ) iR A
W ERIIFES R, G5 A S B 5 A 06 Py
AR HU G AEAR ) 1R A2 1 AT T AT A2 i 2
] B 2% 78 % po, BB BB B2 5 M Ik O S ) T
Petaoc « I SCHI IR 78 B 1Y & B U7 22 EVD 3 25
T2 s DARER) 5 A8 5 0y B A M o Gl e A 2
2 HRCEEN T AR R T RE A IR AR 5 2) X
3 VRl AN A T LA B Ak TR A 4R A A K I XE B
EVD J5 ik iy AR SE UL G 1, b AT 2 & Y
W46 A8 1 - A ) U 7% 5 1 2P R ST ) IR A
(P W EVD Y Step2. 2), 18 7 3k 3 WL oA 2K
computelClique() , FLERE SCHUHBEN I, 2. 4. 2 5.

®i£ 1. EVD.

ARV RS D

i SE . SE LS.

Stepl. ¥Rtk S ,S¢,SE SR~ curremt V<-V
Pl<={py spo +*"sD0  }»
Qll,~ ijpw,

Qlol -~ Z ])uk\w/[ ’kvlzovly'"’nl H
k

Step2. while (|currentV| 1 {E V8 /)
Step2. 1. if (v; € currentV,v;, B ) R<~RU
{vi}s
else if (max(P1)>»min(P1))
for V v; CcurrentV\{v,;| i= argﬁmin
(P1))
if (p, —min(PD<g| |
i ::argzninx
| Poyio, — Doyt |
( Z QL —qio, |
if (Fv,CcurrentV s. t.
Upo o, = 0o, -0 | = 11010, —
Doy, DB
R<~-RU{ vy v}
endif
else R~RU{w;};
endif
endfor
endif
else
PO<——computeOneOne(currentV,
P1),R<RU{v]| i:argkmin(PO) s

Step2. 2. for Vv, ER
IClique {V,,H, )<
computelClique(v; , S& , V) 3
endfor
if (V=1 Sg<-SgU{v};s
else
S¢ <=Sg U{w},St<Si U
{IClique{V;, H,;}};
endif
Step2. 3. currentV<—currentV\V,;
Step3. if (|currentV]|>0)
for Y v, € currentV,v; € IClique; € Sl
i (oo, = Poyi -0 ) >0)



4 5% ICIC Target: HARTY A Y JR A LR 56 3 26 1 2 B4 12 1551

Vi<V.Ulw} s
currentV<—currentV\{v, } ;
endif
endfor
endif
Stepd. S¥<—S¥ UcurrentV;
Step5. return S&,SE,SE
Function computeOneOne(currentV,P1,D)
Stepl. ®IthiL PO<(J;
Step2. for Y v, € currentV
num-<—samples { T vy, TV L,
s v, YRR 5
po <num[(| D] Xp,), where
p., € P1;PO<=POU{p-, };

endfor

TV Ui st

Step3. return PO;
Function computelClique(v; , S, V)
Stepl. ¥tk Vi<{v} . H<~J;
Step2. for Y v, €V\ S

hwv;; < Dolen, — Do leun, 3

if (hv;>p) V, <V, U{v;},H; < H,

U{hv;}s
endif
endfor

Step3. return IClique,{V,,.H,;};
VLR ISR 3 S ], AR B AR R a1 a=1

(a) Positive stimulating graph of LUCAS and Probability

of variables (Statistic values from LUCAS dataset)

G BIBER p. 8N, W a 3238060 1 BIL 238/ 5
20, € VN\{at s | pary, = par-o, [11QILQIO; [ /N, U a
2 Vorb HoAb AR B R Y T BE N 3) VeV {a) .
| Pats = a0 | << poja— po-a | & AT AT HESZ @ 3
Jil AR @ 3% b Wi VAR 7R o A5 AT RE R
PRI 2R I 28 1) ) by w9 Sy 28 L AN R 4 R R i os.
A — AR 0 R p, (R B/N B b FFEE T E
R RS 5t PR E AN S ) B 7 o B TRT 4 PR AR R s
T BR IXRE Y AR B AR SE AR &L R SC EVD U5 i
TEM E B A8 B o 2 W) IR A T OE S Z R R
IClique,. %57 IClique, RALEHR v, W FWH v EINS1
At [Clique, A0 75 FABAE & o U o 2 o B )5 4K,
HA AR o RS RG R AR current VA
AL o Fl o T3 A0 FEBCHE B rh UM Dy o H i 78 o
WAT G VIR A 1 1 R V. 5 PR O R A & 01 iR
A WL 28— A B X RS AT il TR
(BB AR AR Sy 2% 1 1) ABE 230 {0 e 1) 728 S i )
Rl 2] 1 00 i 72 e ) 1 P X 628 1) 0 4 AT AR R
£ 55 VP B SR AR L Y A S R 0 R R A R AR R
FI I FRATT L 53X 68 1) Ul e RS
W1 Al AR B Dy 0 B MR TR UL R 10 R R
com puteOneOne (). 4 5 /N HE BN 52 W0 7 19 A8 &
v B INAR) 4G A 2 4R TR RAG H ICLique; - I
WV, AL AR IR A B X current V.V R 42 728 1Y)
“SMR T (PEULSEE 1Y Step3) , i W WP 48 25 B R
INZE IClique;. BE VL Fid 8, HF| currentV }=s.

Doy =0.342 35 py 1, =0. 271 15

Pun,=0- 32365 py,, =0.3192;

Puy=0. 32425 py,,=0.316 5

Pravy=0. 317 25 py, ., =0. 331 55
Praw, =0. 33245 py ., =0.317 45

_________________________________________

Py, =0.31265 p,,. ., =0.332 03

Pvgvy=0.410 15 py,, ., =0. 093 95

Pvgvy=0. 33185 py,,, =0.296 65

Prgivo=0- 335 35 Py, =0. 315 83
Prgivy=0-339 05 pyy,, =0. 283 85

Uniform Distribution of Binary Variables v;:
Puni=P(v;=0)=P(1v;=1)=0.5,i=0,1,-,11.
Pys<Pv<Pv;<Pviy<Pv

(b) Conditional probability of vg

Fig. 4 Exogenous variables discovery for LUCAS,
4 LUCAS K% a8 1t 52 IR = 18

2.4.2 WA AR T

IR AR IClique,, J& Lh W) IR 728 B ev S MY 43
S, HARMRAT SUAR A ev IS 4k, ) 4R A RE Y 31550 DL
EVD B ¥ ) iR 8 computeIClique (). TE 2% 3L JF %

AR RIS T 3 AMER D ER IR A R
B W B SEIE N current Vb SRR AR 900 4 A2
83 2) X 7r W) iR AR e RIS AR 5 3) i A 1C 45 22 i
D7 WA A o S5 R RS N T 1) KU 3 ok F) o 22 1)
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PUK-RCRCRA I 3 2 Y (o S DR IR CHEi R Rl
PR SR I 4% 1) R AR 4 S R 2 IR 25 4 . R AN U, 490 i 14
WA AR 22 i (M 1~5) , 1] L35 B FR A 3 B b %
AR LR,

MR 1. X F v € S, v €V \{v}l.V, &
IClique; W77 JH4E EAFAETIAII v;—v; s M vi—>v;
g 5Ca) TR,

MR 2. XN T o€V, €V,,V,,V, &
IClique, s IClique, W7 pi 8 A5 AEAE LI 0, — ) »
W v, € Vi\{o } Fl o', €Vo\{w, ) s W 5(b) FIT7R.

MR 3. & v Mool 4Bk H IClique, T A
£V, M ICLque, W15 54 Vo HAFTEA W31 v —
Vs ¥ 0, € Pred(uv) NV, svy 5 vy NAFIE .4 v, T
T v, X vl R IR R R o, o U T 200, WL S
()P,

——> Trend of Direction

R4 v, €V N\{v},v & [Clique, 1R
A5, ) v, € Pred(wv,).

PR 5. FEATR) I R i R — 2% 30 A AR 45
(77 1], W 5 (D) .

T P AT LA B BR A 0 B ) RN YT T
TE Y 4 3 o Ul /0 B30 5 2% B O 8 v oA k. M BT 1 AN
PEBT 2 W]l ) B A8 A 8 SCHE . PR 3 0 Markov
BERIPERR. PERR 4 3R T IClLique, RWIIRAZ & v 1E
K] £ 238 ) i F S T g S B PR B S R AR 2 O ) 2 4R
B A () 5007 ) 1 320 P W) R 78 B RN ) 4 AT AR 1t
BER L ARTE T IC S SRR E v 4548 5 1B LAy
XL ICIC J7 B AE K A 46 728 1 S H oy SO sl B s
H AR TE A A 48 SR 3SR 3 A AT LA EL |
PRI S ok BEAE B AR I 5 ) AR AR R Y B 6
FR.

—> Direction

(a) Proporty 1 (b) Proporty 2

(c) Proporty 3

(d) Proporty 5

Fig. 5 Directions properties within IClique or between ICliques.

P 5 Arih RS AN by AR [ 5 1) ) 4

—> Direction - -- Direction under Judgement

(a) Rulel

(b) Rule 2

(c) Rule3

Fig. 6 Rules for directing edges quickly.
[ 6 a0y 1) A Ak R D)

M 1. & vi—>v v, hv, >hv; , L v,
v; € Vollws )V & ICLique, B9 5N v,—>v; ,
WE 6Ca) frw.

M 2. & v, v, svi—v; shv, >hv, , A v,
v, € Vi\{wv ),V & IClique, B9 5i4E M) v;—>vj;
W 6(b) iR,

MW 3. 45 v, > v,y s hvy = hv, s ho, 2=

ho, s o v0, €V} vy, €V N, ),V Hl

V, & IClique, Fl IClique, W73 5542, 0| v, —>v; , W

&l 6(c) s,

2.5 BRETANERMELME % ICIC_Target
AN B R A8 B (target variable) i W 2% 45

BRI T ICIC Target 3%, Z Wi 2. Bz

TR PR R 25 R B CP (V.o . D)V,
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— Pt g PR AR KA I TR A A R 2 1Y
Step2 X ELHEHEATAH G 43 Hr » LU 24 b B 4, S R
He T ¢ 2 B PR AR 11 538 Bl 2 Ah. Hovh TICIC _
Structure PRECAT LI T4 R G R R AL A
AR EERXA
hv,, —hvy, >Bsa.b€EV,, (6)
P(bl|a,Pattern,,) —P(al|b,Pattern,,) e, s (7)
P(b|a,Pattern,) — P(b| 7 a,Pattern,)<<e,, (8)
Hdr,0,E€SYa,b€ S8, Pattern,., fl Pattern, W.5E
56 A& R/ IEAA.
#3% 2. 1CIC_Target.
A EE VB ER o BHEE D;
i -G
Stepl. Witk GV, <{v};

1553
if (Jedge vi—uv,»v; 5= IClique,
4] iy 7%
direct v,—>wv, 7]‘@?}?3 Property 1,
Vi<V \{v,}
endif
endfor
endfor
for Vv, €V’
for Y u,—uv, 0, (V.\{v} and v, € V'

direct v, > v, BIEFL(6),(7);
endfor
if (A v, —, WHINTT 102K v, —>0,)
Vi<V\{v};

endif
Step2. for Vv, €V\{v} endior
if (o = pui-) =B Vi<V, U Steps. for v, v, € IClique
tords direct v,—u, RIEZ(6),(7);
endif
endfor endfor
Steps. for Vo, €V (0.} Step6. for V v,—wv, NTE—> IClique H
for Vo, EV\V, direct v,—~ v, IR PE(7) ,Rule 1,2;
i oy 1oy = D10 ) =) endfor
V,G\V,/U (0} ! Step7. {T.a,T.b}<FindTriangle(G);
endif [ > WK 7 s o/
endfor Step8. while (T. a7 ()
endfor for Vd=(v,—>v,)€EtET. a
Stepd. G<-ICIC_Structure(V,,D); HC3neT. bes.t det)
Step5. return G; continue;
Function ICIC _Structure(V,D) endif
Stepl. #Jth4k G<—complete graph; if (K@ A
Step2. Si,S¢ .S <-EVD(V,D); WG ERd R T.a.T. b
Step3. G<UndirectedGraph(V ,D,S& ,S%) break;
Step4. for Y IClique; € S(’( endif
Vi, <V \{v}; | %V, J& IClique; 1Y endfor
AR+ / while (T. b2 (7))
for Vv, €V for Vd=(v,—>v)€t€T.b
—> Direction ---> Direction under Judgement

o

(a) Triangle structure 7. a

(b) Triangle structure 7. b

(c) Triangle skeleton

Fig. 7 Two shapes of triangle structure (a,b,c) T.a, T.b with one redundant edge a—>b noted as dash arrow.

B 7 B =MIENES T.a MAEB=MIBES T. 0 mEE
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if (6, (T.b, s.t. d(zy)
continue;

endif

if (A
MG HERd, B8 T. b,
break;

endif

endfor

Step9. return G.

3 XBWERELHN

A SO BRI FISL 5 2 J5 14 ICIC J7 ik 3EAT T 43
HrA g k. B AT 52 5 @ A2 U W] T ICIC_Target

T AEAN ) 52 96 K A b BAT 548 ) 1 B A i
Jfi g B @ AR 4 1 ICIC_Target J7 i 9 1 € 1
FIMI AL Fe k.
3.1 KBEHH
3.1.1 Lt

A FH B WCCT 2008 [ “Causation and Predic-
tion”3% 2 HI NIPS 2008 Causality Workshop™ 1%
E R A 1 8 U 1 R /NS BAS [A] L Bl e | B 45
AR S Cnge 1 R 80 TEBERERNERD . 52
i AR B O 2 A7 6 T 52 56 AR i i 4 AR
T2 YRR L FRATT A T L A 1 9 40 2 R N 1 S g
HTAESEMN LR EECTEARSCE 1T
IR LSRR K 10 AN SEE L an R 2 i Ul B
TSRS B

Table 1 Properties of Datasets Used in Experiments

F1 XEFAFABEENSIER

Source Dataset Training/‘Test Feature/ Target Pr()l)é/Noise/ Underlying
Sets Size Types Manipulate Network
REGEDO (1000 X500)/(999 X 20000) Numeric/Binary N/N/N Target
REsimulated Gene Expression Dataset 7] REGEDI (Same Training Samples, Numeric/Binary N/Y/N Target
REGED2 Different Test Samples) Numeric/Binary N/Y/N Target
MARTIO  (1025X500)/(1024X20000) Numeric/Binary Y/N/Y Target
Measurement ARTIfact!"] MARTTI1 (Same Training Samples, Numeric/Binary Y/Y/Y Target
MARTI2 Different Test Samples) Numeric/Binary Y/IY/Y Target
Weblogl2%] Weblog (20X512)/ Temporal/Numeric N/N/N Global
Abscisic Acid Signaling Network!?6] SIGNET (43X21X300)/ Temporal/Binary N/N/N Global
Table 2 Experiments Designed for Causality Discovery Research
FR2 ERXZZUHIH KT
Aim Sample Type Experiment Dataset Methods Evaluation
ET. ¢ REGED. Train Training Set of REGED
Et. c.reGED). Test  Test Set of REGEDO+list_v, HITON

Et ¢ rEGEDL. Test  Test Set of REGED1 +list_v,
Et ¢ rEGED2. Test  Test Set of REGED2+list_wv, HITON_MB)
ET. ¢ MARTL Train Training Set of MARTI PCMB

Target Er ¢ martio. e Test Set of MARTIO+list_w, IAMB
Et.c.MARTH. Test  Test Set of MARTIL+list_wv, ICIC_Target
Er . MaRTI2. Tt Test Set of MARTI2+list_v,

(HITON_PC,

Case Samples Score of Cost Matrix

Weblog
SIGNET

Sequence Samples Et.s Weblog

Mix Samples Et. s siGNET

FCI,GCTE, HITON,IC,IC* ,
ICIC_Target, LCD2, LINGAM, PC, SI

Mean Score of

Cost Matrix

REGED" ™ #4845k [ = 2240038, B 1) 28 o &
IR ik 22 I 9 5 9 1140 e A1 0 I 98 e B A 1) R AL T
i 9 1 % 9% Mk . REGED 4 4 f 3% P 3 3k it
(gene expression data) $(4fi i B 519 DNA 3§ [ 571
$09% (DNA microarray data) Il 25 H #4481 25 4 5.
ZEAREN 3 A~ FAF % REGEDO, REGEDI, REGED2

BIG AR 1A H bR &85 999 A HAth A8 5, Horpr
REGEDI il REGED2 ()] 2 £ 4l r % £ 4% 11 52 3]
e LB 25 ) 5 RNA # ] (RNA silencing) i
SR L. MARTIV ' J& REGED i A B 35 ) bl
A 1024 ANAEHE o 25 ANERCIEAS & T B
SR 52 . MARTT 9 R W 2% 254 5 REGED
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AATR]. — 28 B0 & 2 A il 5 5 22 i (binary 28 #1)
U B F 1 B L AR S S5 H Y g A I PR OC &R
gtk AL By P Re L It WCCT #il NIPS 23 i
T REGED #1 MARTT Jr 1 2 4t (% B 45 45 44 5
TP EANTE — AU ZREE AT 3 /i 1k 42 48 FH R PEAk A
R S B AR A R B MR B AR BT
AE. B T I AR 1 H AR AR 5 45 R 24 R A TF A SO
HI SimplePredict 53k (WL 35 3) FE A A 1 ) 4%
SEAKE B AR AR R R (RIS 2 v List_o ) AMFESE 3.
& % 3. SimplePredict.
A BAnA8a o Jr M gs N GAEEE % Drs
Bt s FARGE SRAESN R list_v,.
Stepl. for VY sample, € Dy
if (Fve&€ Parents(v,) s.t. v=1 in
sample;)
list_v,.add(1);
endif
else if (2/3 children in N are 1 in
sample;)
list_v,.add(1);
endif
else
list_v,.add(—1);
endfor
Step2. return list_wv,;
WebLog 3¢ H Grozea il Romaniat™ i 1 1y ¥
U W S 5 1) L A AR R e L A 20 S I 5
HEATI NG, BRSO B 53 19 A 0T B 4. S8
WU fE T s12d MR H AR R R KA W T
AR SE KT R AT WebLog dls . SC g /E#
5 B 0 AT LA A AT 25 T W i e H Al R
NATTHY X 64T B0 S RN G T 1 ok L AR S 5256 19
S PRI ) 48 5 ) G S A A TE XL 1 5k 2 R O —
KU1 page, BB K AT page, . [FIEF page, 11
RE A AAMTMYE page,. Weblog (91114 2 2 % BA
PRIR G 28 I 2%, DR kG i 84 4R T I 3 B 8 SIGNET
BRI RO, 8 1 A% RR.
SIGNET J& B £ 48 45, & 19 BS54 & — 1
A WS 4 [ AT R BB Jenkins I Sonit™* X 43
MEWE S AR T RO FE ) 2 M7 AR R
R AR AT 38 AR LS A BRI R
L 300 NFFIURFEA, A S 21 AT 5K
FECHAEE 1 ARAE 43 72 5 B9 I B2 R, H
flls 20 A~ R A J2 5 22 I R] R b AR Y AR Al 1 L.

SIGNET XJ F.4fi 1) 5 il B8 PR 3R e B 5 3% (i 16)
FF 51 E i R K 307 s (an S #R 2 8K 1 Pk A

A1 2 % NIPS 2008 £ i iy 18 M 46 B 45 43
(score of cost matrix) "V 2k Sz 06 2% 5 19 1846 A U
Z s HP A HE B 1 T 3R 2 Jay 78 0 2% 25 44 v A )
A R RV R AW/ ' RS N R (R (S
JIT 7R 72 g A P 4% v 6 L o B BRI L AR Y
FRM B R 5 AR 22 L AR BB . TR I
I, 5 S T 4 25 Ho i AR 3 IE Bt F HITON,
PCMB,IAMB J5 i 3 14 & PCset 88 MBset 1M JE
W 26 25 K, JC vk H 1 PC Al MB AR A0 46 14 15
55 L FRATTHF PCset 5 MBset 43 5 (1 1E 1 (19 5
T T ORI TC A T 0T N AR H AR R A
R AU AR RS T AR R
T BT 7 AL KR SR 1 I 2% 25 A 2 B
P20 E A A 2 A A8 PR T AR AR AN RS A R
HITON 2877 3% 9 i /MU (L S BR i AU (A &
INTRRAME L, I ER 3 sk 4 p =738 HITON
S5 R Y SR AR

Depth Desired 1 1 2 X

Obtained Relationship Parents Children Spouses  Other

1 Parents 0 1 1 2
1 Children 1 0 1 2
2 Spouses 1 1 0 2
X Other 2 2 2 0

Fig. 8 The cost matrix of MB and PC.
K8 MBIl PC {44

FEA SCI S 56 25 S 7 of X F IC i FCT 45
WP AEEAT A BRI . DL & IC A1 ICIC_Target Jy
A A O R D7 )i (R R G 1)) BT i
XEETE NIPS 2008 35 3% Ho oA i W 4 L 5 19 1% L. 7
e S ) 445 285 H6) 1 408 422 0 T B, FRATT A% 3 A TR D Ak L
1)2 A3 a5 77 10 24 B Aff 2 e i o 0L ) F
JEA 7 T b B 2) — St 7 [ R B R A (i FCT Jy ik
FRid A “o” M1 (a o> b) W B a ¥fi 2577 1] 1t AS B
W 1C" PRI A M a0 B o o J5 2
B a b AR — DR B a0 52 a Ui
T3 WA 5 2 St # AN A7 AE % 7 1 A 3L 3) 2 A iy
ST AN CAn TG 13D L 4% 2 4 i s 3 O
[i] b B Sy 3 N S 50 45 A AR BT | P A I 4% 45 K 1)
[R) J, 56 AR A0 A 4 AT FRATTR T 4 A S
AR 1) X NIPS2008 2 Hi iy # E 3 Bl P 19 4 1R AR
M e J5L A AN R R (B A B G IAT 8 TS 5 2) X B
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Table 3

Results of Score of Cost Matrix in REGED

%<3 REGED B HILR

Algorithm EI C. REGED. Train ET. C. REGEDO. Test EI C. REGEDL. Test EI C. REGED2. Test
HITON_PC >=18.0 =12.0 >=12.0 >=12.0
ICIC_Target(PC) 9.0 5.5 1.0 1.0
PCMB =20.0
HITON_MB =40.0 =>128.0 =276.0 =12.0
ICIC_Target(MB) 21.5 21.0 9.0 3.0
PCMB >=32.0
IAMB >=36.0 >=34.0 =20.0 =4.0
Table 4 Results of Score of Cost Matrix in MARTI
%4 MARTIZHMZER
Alg()rithm EI C. MARTTL Train EI C. MARTIO. Test EI C. MARTII. Test EI C. MARTI2. Test
HITON_PC >=30.0 =22.0 =12.0 =8.0
ICIC_Target(PC) 17.0 15.0 9.0 4.0
PCMB =28.0
HITON_MB =86.0 =78.0 =71.0 =8.0
ICIC_Target(MB) 40.0 31.5 21.5 6.0
PCMB =46.0
IAMB >=42.0 >=34.0 =20.0 =4.0

TEEHA AL E B AR PC 3 MB 453547 8 1 3L
AR ER 4 T A N P 1 AR 5 3) X R 7E I B A
B H Z R AE MB ) Al B B AR B 45T B
FEST ;4) Weblog #1 SIGNET |- fi% 52 36 2% 5 )& LR
AR B AR A HE BT 1)

3.1.2  H ARG 4% & IS B0 45 R K o B

AN — UL Z BRE A5 T A
TR0 4% S BRI ST A0 RN S0 5 SR L A5 T A5 .

AL Al ] SOk [27 J 48t Y 58 O A T ik
BSE , 4 % 2L 5008 1 A6 o 85 WOBUE 5 75 AT 4% SRk
28 S L B FIEAL . ICIC_Target 53k £ 4b ¥ & H
X BRI (S 25 @) LA 25 T O 1
DA% W TR A o () 7 7 BT G 36 1 A 7K - i
5 B AR AR 25 0k % ICTC J5 v & B0 R 3L 6 &
M AR E ¢ =0.05.8=0. 1. B e, &L/
() 1IEAE A SCHUE ¢, =0. 000 5.

AN ICIC Target 5 HITON, IC %57 ¥ 78
HART S S 254 & B E R EREE AT T g, S0
iR 3~7 PR, Frhas AR RATE S5 EIESEE
SRS 2 Rl R IR A - 1D 5 ¥R R AR AR AT ]
PC 75 g MB 35 55 (403 3 f13k 4 fron iy PCMB Jy

78 REGED Al MARTI fy {48 B4 A 454 52)
Ti AT FHTIZIUE 55 (& 5 flEk 6 fras iy LCD2
Jiik I Weblog 1Y W 2% 25 1 v B0 A FLIE B9 9 1R
2555, Bl Cooper'™ Jif 8 B9 instrumental variable, A 1t
LCD2 JriEAE S8 Ers wanoe "1 I R A A 2045 4.
e 3~6 ORI R R — PR DN AR v R Y R 4 B
PLSEES Er . recen, tan (AFE 3 FF7R) K451, ICIC_ Target
I VETEAL T W 48 45 (PC 45 #9) F14C 7 e A ) 2% &%
F(MB Z545) & B 2 BT 55 rp B9 A M JE FE A 23 (9. 0
A1 21, 5) 4350 /hF HITON_PC J7 ik 455 CR T4 F
18. 0) Al HITON_MB J5 3% i) #4373 CR T2 F 40. 0)
P AS SC 7 ¥k 78 i 52 B o A A TR RE AL B 7R SE 5
ET. S. Weblogﬂsﬂ E'Iﬂ M. SI(},\IETEP 7ﬁ1l‘]u/l\/xﬁ§j"7 E 1:5.\-%
STTEAR B [V A 53 5 25 25 4 L OF LA M 4 P AR
o3 WS AELAE o PR BE DA Bm v, S SR S5 Rk 5 FI sk
6 . R 7 R TARSCINEAE L5 Evowsioner PR
TR F8 8 ity PSR AR ) R R AL O 5 1C D7k kAT
T Horp e X R FE R IR R IR R OE R
“ RN IERG R LR O R AR b A A
PRLIR A 25 20 e T 28 B AT il PR R Y 45 5L 4%
S5 AR T A O R AR L AT 2R O SRR
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Table 5 Results of Mean PC Score of Cost Matrix in Weblog Table 6 Results of Mean MB Score of Cost Matrix in Weblog

and SIGNET Experiments and SIGNET Experiments
& 5 Weblog #1 SIGNET 4§ PC SEI6 &£ R % 6 Weblog #1 SIGNET fJ MB SR8 45 R
Algorithms on PC Discovery Et s weblog. pc ET. M. siGNET. PC Algorithms on PC Discovery Et s Weblog. MB  ET. M. SIGNET. MB

FCI 18. 00 12.16 FCI 35.51 21.67
GCTE 26.10 9.88 GCTE 31.05 17.51
HITON_PC =17.80 =8.47 HITON_MB =44.55 =>14.51
1C 27.30 7.95 1C 32.16 15.29
IC* 18.15 8.23 IC* 41.33 15. 96
ICIC_Target(PC) 25. 40 4.23 ICIC_Target(MB) 27.52 7.93
LCD2 12.65 LCD2 26.31
LINGAM 17. 40 37.12 LINGAM 44.10 100. 30
PC 15. 45 127.00 PC 41.93 201. 90
SI 22.65 58.77 SI 39.00 133. 80

Table 7 Comparison of Stimulating and Inhibiting Causalities Discovered by ICIC_Target and IC in Ey v sioner
x7 ICIC_Target 5 IC B Er msioner B E R ( i%ﬁlﬁi]/?[ﬂ il 5 ) %3 b

ICIC_Target IC

True Equations (Boolean)
Stimulating Inhibiting Stimulating  Inhibiting

X CAIM="+-+ and not CLOSURE

CAIM=ROS and not DEPOLAR
and no / CAIM=+++ and not DEPOLAR
ATRBOH=O0ST and ROP2 and not ABI X CLOSURE

HATPase=not PH  HATPase="+++ and not PH
asene X HATPase=-and not CLOSURE
Actin=not RAC X Actin="-+-or CLOSURE </ Actin=-+++ or not RAC
ABI=not PA and not ROS

< KAP="+:+ and not PH
XKAP="+ and not CLOSURE

KAP=not PH

Ca= (CAIM or CIS) and not CaATPase

AnionEM=not ABI or Ca X ATRBOH
X DEPOLAR=-or PH
DEPOLAR=KEV or AnionEM or not X DEPOLAR= L DEPOLAR— HATPa
HATPase or not KOUT or Ca --or CLOSURE . orne ase
X DEPOLAR=-+-or ROS
. X CaATPase
NO=NIA12 and NOS :
X KEV,/NOS
CLOSURE= (KOUT or KAP) and ~~ CPOSURE=or KOUT
. . / CLOSURE=":--or Actin
AnionEM and Actin .
 CLOSURE="+++and KAP
¢ADPR= ADPRe¢ / ADPRc
 IP6="-:+ or InsPK
1P6=Ins
P6=1InsPK X IP6=-+-or CLOSURE
 NIAI2=--or RCN
NIA12=RCN
X NIA12=-+-or CLOSURE
ROP2=PA X ATRBOH
S1P=SPHK JSIP="++ or SPHK

Note: Symbol “X” means wrong equation has been discovered by ICIC_Target or IC method, and “</” means right equation has been

discovered.

ARTCT0 XS LE SR R A5 SR (N3 3~7 Fira) & PEfE R ZHR 4R B4ade. 7e et # b iZ0r iE R B
/R T ICIC_Target J5 3k R 45 B 1E RE - 1% 07 ik A9 ME ) T ARG A G R R AR E M . B L Ak BN [R] 2
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