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1 FC®HIC

Graphical model (&, BB D77 7 EZHETHET NV TH L. K, ZEEEHD
%2 RES % & Gaussian graphical model ¥ FEXAL, FEEITHIDOREEIC K o TER DS
AT M ERHET 2 e BENE RS, 77 7S (EREOBR) 1A =2 H%
RET 2 Z eid, METINCZAR=ZAMERIET S Z e IHIGL, FHETFIOIEN MRS
DY BRANDHENEEZ B PR ETH S, Friedman et al. (2008) TlX, IEEEMEITH]
Q = (w;;) € RPPITHLT, log|Q — tr(SQ) — p||Q1 DIRARILTEFREZNS graphical
Lasso DEEL TN T AL EIBR L. 72720, S FERZEILZEUTH, p > 0 1335
BARIRX=2, Q|1 =Y iy wis] THB. TAUZ, BEEERDHOMBIELITIS
CHBBSEUCHIN L TE YD, #HEEDIEEESEZRIEL 727 LTV XLBEZ 60TV 5.
[FARRIC, XA XOHHARBWTD, ZEAZERTELREL, BETIIDOEH T DS
T X — RITHE/ VBRI 2 IRE L 7z Bayesian graphical Lasso 23% 2 54T\ 5% (Wang,
2012) :

14
yi |2~ N0, @A~ [[Lap(wi; | A) [ [ Explwi | A/2)1aenr

i<j i=1

2L, O\ IFESULEET, Lap(-), Exp()) ZZhENT 77 AnMeifinfiz®Ry. L
DU, —fBIC, IERTEICED L T X=X EEIINUEDFE L2 T 5. LTzdio
T, AMUEICHRE 72 RS EATHI OHEE 2 52813 5 7212, Hirose et al. (2017) t&4-divergence
WZED L % FW7z Gaussian graphical model 2% L7z, —fi%IZ, ~-divergence IZ
HOL T X =% 0 DI ZHEEIT,

(n 'S0 fly; |6}
LW(B) =lo : 1/(14+y
i {[ £y | 8)+rdy} /Y

OE/METHEZoNS. 2L, B1H R(O|Y) & - LETHD, 2 HERIIH
THb. ZIZT, v>03HEEEOuUNR MELIRELELET 57 X—=XTHDH, ~
DBRELZEDITON, BARMERHLS LD, v — 0 O & ZEH O DM I
T5. XA ZMEAFOARICBNT D, IVEISTHEREEZER T 272012, LEIKR
y-divergence & WV 2IFFIIITONT X /2203, AWK TIE, HVEICHEBZZZEEIEHR

+A0(0) = R,(0 | Y) + Ap(6) (1)



DADREEITHNDNA RHEEIC L 2HEEZIRE T 5. FRZ, -divergence IZED 7z
R (MAP ~-posterior) ZEFK L, Z4UIHD < Gaussian graphical model % 5-
Z, W L7-ER2HMOMEE L LT, posterior propriety £ posterior robustness %7~ L
7z, X7z, BRAMOELEIEZITO 0D 712 ) 0% 5 2 BIEE E KT — X A\D
W2 U CH 2R L 7.

2 ~vy-posterior

2.1 -REICEILEERSH

y-divergence {2 E D { TR 711X Hashimoto and Sugasawa (2020) X Nakagawa and
Hashimoto (2020) TH# 2 6L TV 5. Hashimoto and Sugasawa (2020) TiX, /%7
X —& Q1T 3 y-posterior ZLL N TERZ LT !

mus(0 | Y) o exp (—nR, (8 | Y)) 7(8). 2)

72720, 7(0) % 0 12X T A2HEFDMTH 5. T4, density-power divergence IZFED
{E#/ (e.g. Ghosh and Basu, 2016) & [FERRDERMIC X 2FRAHAETH D, Kull-
back—Leibler divergence (ZED  @E DFERZRIM & DRERNEZ 65, BRNZICHE
LT, MEEIFICE 2 AR RERD 8= ZAHEEANDIGHZ 5 ZTWa. Nakagawa and
Hashimoto (2020) T!Z monotone transformed ~-posterior Z 25 L 7z:

a0 ] Y) o exp (—nfz,,(e | Y)) ©(8). (3)

727U, R(O|Y)=—yYexp(—vR,(0]Y)) =1} TH 5. ZDX5%K y-posterior &,
HENMIIHET 2 —HEZ 5D, —RILRA X DBIRPOHHTDH 2 Z iR
LBRTWVWS. ThH 2 DD ~v-posterior (& Momozaki and Nakagawa (2023) T % ordinal
response model I[ZJIHH XN TW3.

2.2 MAP ~-posterior
AIFFETIX, F72 - EEZED S EHREDMTH 5 MAP -posterior ZA N TEERT S :

(0 | Y) o exp (—1,(0 | Y)) 7(6). (4)

2L, m(0) & 0 DEFAMTHS. —RIZ, TOXIBRBEDIHEEZADILTRX
DEIBMEDEZONS: 1) 7(0) x exp(—Ap(0)) ZIRET 5 &, FERIM (4) ITED
CMAPH#EREZ (1) OR/MELTEZONSHEREFLL KB, 2) BHEMICK 3 FEL
DRAFRD S, RELICED K EBRTMOELDITVRT W (e.g. Section 3.3), 3) FERD
DA IE T 2 M IR 5 2 BERRIMEE 25 5 e 30 (eg. Section 3.2). 7238,
Hashimoto and Sugasawa (2020) % Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2020) {2 & % 7-posterior
TlE, ZhHoREELNRNWTD, RIFFETIX, MAP y-posterior 2K 5.
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3 EEETI
3.1 Gaussian graphical model IC¥f 9% MAP ~-posterior

Gaussian graphical model {ZX7 LT, MAP y-posterior ZL FTHEZ 515 :

@ |y) = BT, e (25w ) (@)
s = )
7 f |Q[1/2(147) (Z?:l exp (—%y:ﬂyz) }1/7 (2)d2

(5)

DI, Q OFEFIDMITOWTIE, Bayesian graphical lasso THW 5415 HRi 0 %2 —fi%
fEL 7(Q) o [T, m(wij) laen+ EIRES 5. HRD (5) 13, BH ORI 2 LI
E L TWRWDHER DD propriety (& BIATIZRWV. N4 XETIZEER MDY proper
THDEVHWEBREDND 5D, ERE, FROM (5) IS0 L TUERDMWEEDD ILD.

R 1 (Posterior propriety). FHI7H 7(Q) o [[,o; m(wij)laears &2WT [, m(wiy)
& proper TH2L35. ZOr %, AFEDE g(wy) DEELT

wil T w(wi) < glwi) (=1,...,p),
27z 01E, 6) THEALN2E RN (2| Y) IMEEDY = (y1,...,y,) " € R™?
W2 LT proper TH 5.

3.2 DPosterior robustness

PR BFRI (5) DIMUEITH T 2RI O W TGRS 2. BIINEY = (y1,...,yn) ' €
RY? LD XS ICRED LTS !

{aij (Z S K:)7
Yij =

a5 + bijZ (Z S E)

72720, a; €R b ER 2>0(i=1,...,n,j=1,...,p) THS. TIT, K& LIFZ
NENIFIVE, MUEDIRFEEZRL, KUL={1,....n}, KNL=0 #AT. L
TeD3oT, by #0200 2 TR RERMEZIAE y; PREREZNS ZLZHD y, &
MWiUEE A72F. ¥72, D={y; |i € KUL} ZITXTOBANEDESE, D* ={y;|i € K}
ZHIVETROBIIEOESE 5. ZO X5 BAANED T, FEERIM (5) ISR LTH
BAMDBENR MMED—DTH % posterior robustness 52 5.

T2 2 (Posterior robustness). 7, (Q | Y) 2YEZEOBIHMEIZX LT proper TH2 &3 5.
DL, FRIM (5) & Ly PORICEEI L TLURD posterior robustness %z {723
lim 7, (Q | D) = m,(Q | D).

zZ—00

posterior robustness 1%, JMUEDED T K Z 722 L FRAOMICE T 29 UED R
EDHERCERAN SN e 2EBEKT 5. EH 1 LEHE 2 12X D, Bayesian graphical
lasso ZIDHHT D 2 RE L 7z MAP ~-posterior (5) & proper T# D posterior robustness



il Zebnd. BB, IEFRIEIZED < Bayesian graphical lasso X t-774f 2R E
L 7z graphical lasso Tl posterior robustness %?ﬁﬁﬁ. %‘ BNWZ EHEEATE 5. FEL LI,
Onizuka and Hashimoto (2023) 2SR X {17z . , ABFZETIE, Bayesian graphical
lasso & [AIfkIC Ly SRR ORI M2 RET 5

p P
7(€2) o< exp(—A||21)1oemty = HEXp(wii | 1/X) HLap(wij | 1/M)10em+y. (6)

i=1 i<j

3.3 Computation

—fRIC - LEICEDS S BRI MOEIRETH 5. KT, AFFETIE, Bonz Qo
B (BRY ) PIEEEITIITHZ ZeRRDLNDD, BHIXT v PRV
% MCMC Tld A= AR IEEETAZ AR LIRS 2 e WETH L Z e B EZ Hh
5. ZDl, AFETIEEFITMN (6) DR TD MAP ~-posterior 72 5 DIERIHY 724 >~

7V ¥ 7% weighted Bayesian bootstrap (WBB) ZHWT{TS5. BRNLR7 LT Y X 4
B To@ED .

0. FAEERFT X =& \ LYHIE Q) 252 5.
1. A (wg,ws,...,w,) = (n+ 1)Dirichlet(1,...,1) ZEKT 5.

2. Majorize-Minimization (MM) algorithm % F\\ T, EAfT = HRIREEK

L,(Q)= ——log{ Zwl yi | Q) } ST log || + woA[|€2]]1,

DE/MEEITV, F/MUREE GEBIR) BRI I d 5.
3. Step 1, 2 &2 m D (GOBEYZR) BBV > IABNBROLND FTHDIR

TZU, f(] Q) & N,(0,Q7") OERFEEBEKRTHS. kb, SEAIIHT &ML
(Step 1, 2) IZAUFNFHADAIEETH 5. HEHITIHED < graphical lasso TiE, #HEEED0
TH L0 &Ko THEBHEEZIT 505, NA XETRERDMZ AV TIENAR DA 0TH
0T 20BN H . AIFTIE, {w; # 0} TH22ED% median probability
criterion (e.g. Barbieri and Berger, 2004) &I 2 P(lw;;| <e|Y) > 0.5 TKRDS. 7
L, e>013H2HETDHS.

4 BERER

NIUEZ BT —ZAERBBIEE LT, ¥~ (1—-386)N,(0,Q271) +6N,(0,30L,) (i =1,...,n)
RHEZD. TREL, L FRMATHIERL, p=12,n =200 £35. Q £ LT AR(2) D
MiE w; =1, w1 =wi 11 =05 wio=w_o;=025G=1,...,p) ZFOBEITH
EEZD. S EMNUEDHIETHD, I T, 6=0,01D2O0DF7—XEREEZ 5.
e FiEE, 1) BR: 282 FE (v = 0.1), 2) BT: HHE 3 O t+-LE ZR7E L 7z Bayesian
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graphical lasso, 3) BG: Bayesian graphical lasso (R v 77— BayesianGLasso), 4)
FR: y-EEICE D < BHEFRD graphical lasso (v = 0.1), 5) FG: $HEERIC X % graphical
lasso (R 28w 7 — glasso). BR, FRIZXT L TWE A = 0.02,0.06,0.1, FGIZX L Ti&
A=0.04,0.12,0.2 ® 3fER I OE Z, HIAIEBR1, BR2, BR3 £ &KL L /.

3, 0=0.1 & L7ZAMUEE ST —XIIH LT, MMUiZ &L T —& A UEZFR
W T =2DZNZNEHWTBR & BGOEESMEZFIHEL, Figure 1 \IRL7. 18RF
% (EX) TIENIEDOEHETERDHDIZEALEE Do TWIRWZ EDBDH D, posterior
robustness W DL > TWB Z eDbhb. —5T, MUEITEE TR WFETH 5 BG
TIENUEDOFETHRDHADRREL B L TWE Z b0 D, posterior robustness %
7z L TWRWZ EBSHERICHO) 5.

BEENC 2 o OFER RS 572912, root of mean squared error (RMSE), true/false
positive rate (TPR/FPR) Z&F&E L, BR, BG, BT {ZXt L Tl 95% coverage probability
(CP) & 95% 5 HIX MDD average length (AL) Z&15E L, 100 [HD#E DR L DFFDORE R %
L7z (Table 1). Table 1 /2 &, ANEDR W § =0 DFE, BE D graphical lasso
WK EBHERRDBVWHEELZ 52 TWaY, RFEBR O ZUSEWHEEZ 52 TW0W5
bbb, §=01DRER S, ERFEBRIFIMVEIZCHEETRVWETLED
» RMSE, TPR/FPR ® ZHZHDIEZICBVTIWHEEEZEZTWS Zehbhr s, %
72, BR® MAP #E IS S % FR L FEDOHRELZRLTE D, SHEE - BEHEE DB S
TREFEOEHAEIHERE TE 5. $72, AL CP2ELEHAXMEOEE,S, BG,
BT ICHANRTIERFEOEERD AN VEICEETHE Z bbb,

Table 1: RMSE, TPR, FPR, AL, CP & 100 [0l## D 18 L ® 5.

0=0 |BR1 BR2 BR3| BG | BT | FR1 FR2 FR3|FGl FG2 FG3
RMSE | 0.07 0.11 0.14 | 0.06 | 0.11 | 0.08 0.14 0.18 | 0.08 0.13 0.16
TPR | 0.03 0.74 0.85|0.10|0.10| 0.39 0.68 0.80 | 0.35 0.64 0.76
FPR | 0.00 0.02 0.10 | 0.14 | 0.16 | 0.00 0.03 0.14 | 0.00 0.02 0.09
AL 028 025 023 024]036]| - - - - - -
CP 091 080 0.72 094091 | - - - - - -

0=0.1]BR1 BR2 BR3| BG | BT | FR1 FR2 FR3|FGl FG2 FG3

RMSE | 0.07 0.11 0.14 | 0.21 | 0.21 | 0.08 0.14 0.17 | 0.21 0.21 0.22
TPR | 0.01 0.72 0.85|0.06 | 0.06 | 0.37 0.67 0.80| 0.06 0.18 0.28
FPR | 0.00 0.02 0.10 | 0.06 | 0.05 | 0.00 0.03 0.15 | 0.04 0.13 0.21
AL 0.30 0.27 0.24 ]0.19 | 0.07 | - - - - - -
CP 092 0.82 0.73 047052 | - - - - - -

5 ET7T—XEEN

RZEFE % yeast gene expression data (Gasch et al., 2000) 2 L 72FERZRT. 2
DF—RE p=28 DEMLTERICERLEZDDTH D, RIFFETIE MAD THRMEL L 7=
n =136 D7 —&X%EHW3S. Hiroseet al. (2017) IZX > TREEINT W3 13 HDINEE



y=posterior (BR y=0.1) standard posterior (BG)

-
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Figure 1: wos 1203 2 F %M (LB | AANEES LT — XIT X 2F &R, N S
HzfRN 7 —XIC K 2 FH& 1) . &£ BR (y=0.1), & : BG.

BT —& (136 f#) LB\ 7 —& (123 18) D2 Z N THEZITWREREZHET 5. A
SLDED 9 DI272 5 X HITFEIR Uz, HEEFERI Figure 2 1R L7z, BR & FRIZ, 4t
UEOHETHEEM RIIZED ST, Zhei (1), (2) D X5 wiEnfte Iz, —/ 7T,
AAVEICTEIZ TR W FG Tid (3), (4) D &5 RANEOFERTHRIRZ L ELR>TWVS
bbb, KT — XN OMRDOFFMIZOWTIX, Onizuka and Hashimoto (2023)
EHRI N0,

(1) BR with/without outliers (2) FR with/without outliers (3) FG without outliers (4) FG with outliers
GAL7 GAL7 GAL7 GAL7
GAL4 GAL10 GAL4 GAL10 GAL4 GAL10 GAL4 GAL10
GAL11 GAL1 GAL11 GAL1 GAL11 GAL1 GAL11 GAL1
GAL8 GAL3 GAL8 GAL3 GAL8 GAL3 GAL8 GAL3
GAL2 GAL2 GAL2 GAL2

Figure 2: BB (1) AA0UE (B - #) 12X 2 BROFER, (2) 440Ul (B - ) I X% FR
DFER, (3) AEZ RN 2T — XX 2 FG OFER, (4) ANz &L T — X2k 5 FG
DAER.

6 &HHDHIC

AT, IUEDTEET 258 OHDEATHIOHFITHN DR A IHEEIZOWTER U7z, £
12, BRAN=Ix Y RIZH I e MEEICHERZ Y T, -divergence IZHD { FFiEH
HEDHOBRANAR MEREL ZeBbhrolz. XA N=D 2 v RIZED L HIEIFHRA 1 E
T U TIHRNSE T X 288035 2 — 77T, FEROMOGTEPEMEICL 2 50
MERE LTEFONE. ARETIE, 777 ABOERIDHICE DS BAR RN, Y
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TYTTT 4 ATy DERKERER (MAP) #EED Hirose et al. (2017) THREZ
NEFEOREHE —HT 2L RBRIMEEZATVWS O, mBLICESSHEERYD
MoV )V PEZHWTEIEZITo%. LrL, ZHUIH < ETHIRLNLRETRE
HETD 21 DFHTHE T OTHEEEOERZLICET 2 Z L ITOVTIIFHREDIL .
ETANR—=ZADHNEIT U TR GEL LT, fROBEWImZ W 7ENE <
POFHNTED, IF Gagnon et al. (2020) 7% EIFBHEELR 2 (super-heavy tailed
distribution) Z HWAUIERDHO R AN MEZZER T 5 Z L 2R L TW5 (Hamura et
al. (2024) BRI NZWV). RIFFICOWTD, FREICOANZ MERFEF L OO ER
ERZERDTEIENDMEZ AW TEPERTZ 208 LAVZW.
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