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1 EL®IC

Graphical model 1%, ZRE D7 IHEZHET 2 ET LV TH 5. FiZ, EEERYD
% RE S % & Gaussian graphical model &M, FEEITHIORIEIC K-> TERE DS
T 22 HET 2 Z e BENE RS, 77 7ME (BB ORR) A =2 1E%
RES 2 ik, METINCARR—AMZRET 2 Z e ibL, FMETFIOIEN A7
DELANDHENEE D e HRETH 5. Friedman et al. (2008) Ti%, IEFEEMEITHI
Q = (w;;) € RPPIIHLT, log|Q] — tr(SQ) — p|| Q21 DIRAILTEFRE NS graphical
Lasso DEEBRT7 NI AL ZRE L. 720, S IFERDEHEZEATI, p> 0 135H
FRIRX=2, Q1 = Y iy lwis] THB. ZAUS, ZERIEMDHOMELILITHES
HBBSEUSHIG L TB D, #HEMEDIEEEEZRAEL /27 LT Y XLBEZ 6N TWS.
FRRIC, XA ZORAICBNTS, ZEEERLEZIREL, BETIIOERT DS
7 X — RIZHE/INERT 27 % RE L 72 Bayesian graphical Lasso 2% 2 51T\ % (Wang,
2012) :

14
Ui [ Q~ N, (0,27, Q| A~y ] Lap(wi; | A) [ Exp(wi | A/2)1aen

i<j i=1

7272 L, O\ IRIESULERT, Lap(:), Exp(-) 3 ZNZENT 75 A0 e 50 mieRS. L
MU, —fRIZ, ERLEICED I X=X EEIINIMEDHEE 2T 5. Lhio
T, AU TR A AG EEATHI OHEE %2 52B1S 5 72012, Hirose et al. (2017) 1% y-divergence
WCES L LE %R Wz Gaussian graphical model #1828 L7z, —#%IZ, ~-divergence IZ
O RT X =% 0 OFIHIN ZHE I,

(' fyi |6}
{ffy\H 1_Mdy}l/lJrV

O/METHEZ BN, F2/EL, HIHER(0|Y) & - LETHY, 52 HHEHIE
THb. ZIZT, v>03HEEEDOUANZ MELIRELRERT 27 X—XThHh, ~
MRELRDBIZON, BANR MEDTRLS D, v — 0 D& Xl E OB DOXEIE IS
T5. XA ZIMEHFOXMRITB TS, HAUEICTHELREEZERT 201, LER
y-divergence % W 2IFZEIXITONT E 72203, RIFFETIE, AIUECHEBZZZEIER

L,(0) = +A0(0) = R£,(0 [ Y) + Ap(0) (1)



DDIEEATHNIDNRA ZHEEIC X 2HEEEZRRET 5. KT, ~-divergence IZHED  Hiz
R H% T (MAP v-posterior) ZEFR L, Z4UIHED < Gaussian graphical model % 5-
Z, M LEERPAOME L LT, posterior propriety & posterior robustness %7~ L
Jz. FTz, FRAMOELEFEZITO 0D 713 X625 2 BUELE BT — ZAD
W ZE L CHEHMEZHEREL 7.

2 ~-posterior

2.1 -AEICEDCEES T

y-divergence 120 { %7711 Hashimoto and Sugasawa (2020) <° Nakagawa and
Hashimoto (2020) TH# X 541 T\ 3. Hashimoto and Sugasawa (2020) Ti&, 287
X =& 0 I1ZXF % v-posterior AR CTER L :

mus(0 | Y) < exp (—nR,(0 | Y)) w(6). (2)

72720, 7(0) 1% 0 \INTBHEFMPMTHS. T4k, density-power divergence \ZED
{H% 51 (e.g. Ghosh and Basu, 2016) & FEEOERIC X 2FRSHAETH D, Kull-
back-Leibler divergence (25D i@H OHEE I & OFFRNEZ 50 5. EERZIGH &
LT, HEEIFIZET 2 ERRED A= AHENDIEHEZ 5 2 TWb. Nakagawa and
Hashimoto (2020) Tl monotone transformed ~-posterior Z #2252 L 7z:

(0 ] Y) o exp (-m%v(e | Y)) (8). (3)

727U, R(O|Y)=—yYexp(—vR,(0|Y))—1} THB. TD&>S7% y-posterior i,
FEROMCHT 2 —HEZM72 3D, —RIERXA XL DBRNPSAHTH S Z L 2bR
LANTWVWS. B 2DD y-posterior & Momozaki and Nakagawa (2023) T % ordinal
response model IZJGH X TV 5.

2.2 MAP ~-posterior
ARIRZETIX, #7202 - REICEDS S BRI TH % MAP y-posterior ZL N TERT 5 !

(6 [Y) ocexp (—R,(0 | Y)) 7(6). (4)

72720, ©(0) 1F 0 DEFINMTHSD. —MRIS, TOXIBERIMEZEZLD I L TR
DEIRMEDPEZSND: 1) 1(0) xx exp(—\(0)) BIRET D &, BEDM (4) I2HED
C MAPH#ERIZ (1) DRVMETEZ SN2 HERBLFEL L5, 2) HEmMIC X 2 FEL
DFED S, FRELICED S ERPHOLLDITVR TV (e.g. Section 3.3), 3) FH D
MO T 2 FHEMEICEE 3 2 FERIIEE 258 5 e 30 (e.g. Section 3.2). &8,
Hashimoto and Sugasawa (2020) =° Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2020) {Z X % ~-posterior
TE, IS DOFERE SRR W=D, RIFFLTIEZ, MAP v-posterior =21 5.



3 EEETIL
3.1 Gaussian graphical model |IC¥9 % MAP ~-posterior
Gaussian graphical model {ZXf L C, MAP ~-posterior (I T THEZHNS !

| Q200 {3 exp (—2y, Qy;) } /WW(

WV(Q‘Y): 1/2(1 n v, T 1/y ’
J11/20+) (Zizl exp (_Qyi le)} (£2)d$

()

AR, Q DERIFHITOVWTIE, Bayesian graphical lasso THW 512 HHi9 M % — %
LU 7(Q) o< [1,; m(wij) laen+ EIRET 5. FEDT (5) 1, BH DM 2 LR
ELTOWRWEDHEEZE DD propriety (B TIER W, XA XIETIEFERTHD proper
TH2LWVHEENBEND 203, FEBE, BEDM (5) WL TUIROHEED D ILD.

EHE 1 (Posterior propriety). I 7(Q) o< [[,o; m(wij) lacar+ WK2WT [, m(wis)
% proper THd 55, 2O X, AT g(w,) DFEIELT

wzl/(%m)ﬂ(wii) <g(wy) (i=1,...,p),

23R 01E, (5) TEAONA2EERIM m,(Q|Y) BEEDY = (y1,...,yn) " € RVP
12Xt LT proper TH 5.

3.2 Posterior robustness

RERFERI (5) OHAUEITH T BB ICOWCHERT 5. BIEY = (yi,...,yn) "
RY? U TFD XS ICRED LTS .

_Ja (i € K),
Y a;j + bijZ (Z S ﬁ)

7L, a eR by eR 2>0(i=1,...,n,j=1,...,p) THB. ZIT, K& LiEZ
NEIIIE, MUEDIRFEEZRL, KUL={1,...,n}, KNL=0 ZATF. L
TeD3oT, by #0020 2 BT D REMELZIDE y; PREREZIRSZLIZRD v &
MAUEE AT, ¥z, D= {yl— i e KULY Z3RNTOBIAIEDRESE, D* ={y, |ic K}
EAHIVETHEVEIIEOR G 5. 2O XKD BAITUED T T, %ﬁ 7 (5) I LTH
BAHDUNR MMED—DTH % posterior robustness 25 2 5.

I 2 (Posterior robustness). 7, (Q | Y) 2YEZEOBIANEIZN L T proper THd & @‘6
ZOrE, BEOM (5) & L PORIZEI L TLURD posterior robustness i 7z 3
lim 7, (2 | D) = m, (22 | D).

posterior robustness (&, AAUADED TP KE 725 L BROMITEIT 2HUEDH
EDBHHFRCRA SN e 2EBKT 5. EH 1 LEHE 2 1ITX D, Bayesian graphical
lasso B DHEH 9 % RE L 7z MAP ~-posterior (5) & proper Td D posterior robustness



il ehbnd. B, EHRITEICES L Bayesian graphical lasso < t-71i & IR E
L 7z graphical lasso “Tl& posterior robustness %f(f%t RN EHEAFAATE 5. L <,
Onizuka and Hashimoto (2023) ZZfR I L7z, LIKE, AL TLE, Bayesian graphical
lasso & [ERRIC L, STRIRLOFEFI DA ZIRET 5 -

p 14
() o< exp(— Q1) 1aenry = [ [ Exp(ws | 1/0) [ Lap(wy | 1/X) Liaenr+y. (6)

i=1 i<j

3.3 Computation

—RIC - EEICEDS S ERIMOFRIBZNETH 2. Fig, RAETE, Fohiz QD
BN (FRY Y IN) DEEETIITDHZ Ze RO, BHIRT v 72 A0
% MCMC Tid A 8= ZARIEEMETHIZER LIRS 2 C L BREETH 2 2 e B Z S
5. ZDI®, R TIIERTTM (6) DR TOD MAP ~-posterior 72 B DI 725 >

7 ¥ 7% weighted Bayesian bootstrap (WBB) ZHWTIT5. ERKLRT LTV X 4
BT O®@ED !

0. FEEARTX—& X\ LHIHAME Q) 252 5.
1. A (wo,wi,. .., w,) = (n+ 1)Dirichlet(1,...,1) 24T 5.

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

L,(Q)= ——log{ Zwl fly: | ) } T )log\ﬂ\ + wo || 1,

DEMEEFTC, BMERE CEBIIR) BB Y T LT3,
3. Step 1,2 % m fHO (GERIEIZ) FEH Y TABESNS FTHD IR

U, f(-] Q) 1FN(0,Q7)) OEREEEKTHS. 7B, SEAIIHT 2H/IML
(Step 1, 2) IZMAHFHEDAIRETH 5. HLICED < graphical lasso Ti&, #HEEEA 0
THEPIT X o THEEHERTT O, XA XETEERDMEAOCTIEAETH 0 TH
DT 2 NEDD 5. AT, {w; #0} TH22ED% median probability
criterion (e.g. Barbieri and Berger, 2004) £ I3 P(|w;;| <e|Y) > 05 TRD 3. 7z
2L, e>03H2MMHETH 5.

4 FWERER

MNAIUEE &L T — REBGEELE LT, ¥y~ (1—-0)N,(0,271) +5N,(0,30L,) (i =1,...,n)
BHEZD. 7L, L FHAATAIRRL, p=12,n =200 £ 5. Q LT AR((2) D
Mg vy =1, w1 =wi11 =05 wiio=w 9;=025G=1,...,p) ZFORBEITHI
FEZ 5. S IFAEOHEIEGTHY, T T, §=0,01D 20@7 RERZEZD.

Le#eFiEE, 1) BR: BRFiE (v = 0.1), 2) BT: HHE 3 © - %2 {KE L 7z Bayesian



graphical lasso, 3) BG: Bayesian graphical lasso (R »¥v 77— BayesianGLasso), 4)
FR: y-REICED S BHERR D graphical lasso (v = 0.1), 5) FG: $HE#®!C & % graphical
lasso (R 2w 7 —3 glasso). BR, FRIZI L Ti& A = 0.02,0.06,0.1, FG IZXt L Tid
A =0.04,0.12,0.2 ® 3EFHE3TOE X, HIZIX BRI, BR2, BR3 Rt L 7.

F3, 0=01 22 L7AMUEZ LT — X I LT, HMUER &7 — X 2 AAUEZFR
Wz T =R DZNZNEHWTBR & BGCOEESHZEIEL, Figure 1 IRL7z. BEF
% (EX) TIEHUEOR T THROMMBIZEAEZEDLo TWRWZ EB3bHA D, posterior
robustness 23 D Lo TWB Z bbb, —HT, MUBIZEE TR WFEETH % BG
TREANVEDHETHFHEDMORELLZMLTWD Z 2bM0 D, posterior robustness %
72 L TCOWRW I EIHEENCO» 5.

BAEINC 2o DFEZ RS 5 72912, root of mean squared error (RMSE), true/false
positive rate (TPR/FPR) Z&FHE L, BR, BG, BT T8 L Ti& 95% coverage probability
(CP) & 95%[E XM D average length (AL) ZFTHE L, 100 [M DD R L DFEDFER %
RL7z (Table 1). Table 1 ZR 2 &, HAUEDZ W § =0 DIFE, #BH D graphical lasso
WEBHEERDBRVHEEEZ 52 T0W52, BEFIEBR b ZUSEWHEEEZ 52 T\W5
edibhd. §=010fRERS, EEFEDBRBIMVEICEETHRVWETLELD
% RMSE, TPR/FPR O ZNZHDIFEICBVTIWHEEERZ S X TWE I hbh b, %
7z, BR® MAP #EIZXIET % FR  [FFOMWREEZ/RLTED, RHEE - HEHEOH A
TREFEOEFEHMDHRTE S, ¥/, ALY CPZEL-EHREORKEDS, BG,
BT IZHARNTREFEOERDMHHBNIUEICTEBETH S 2 bbb,

Table 1: RMSE, TPR, FPR, AL, CP @ 100 [A# h ;&8 L D).

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 | 035 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 023024036 - - - - - -
CP 091 080 0721094091 | - - - - - -

0=0.1 | BRl 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|0.21 021 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 0.27 024 |0.19]0.07 | - -
CPp 092 0.82 0.73|047]0.52]| - - - - - -

5 RT—4MEN

BZEF % yeast gene expression data (Gasch et al., 2000) \Z#H L7z/RERT. Z
DTF—RiE p=8 DELTHEBRICER L DTHD, RIFFLTIE MAD THEELL 72
n =136 ®F—X%EZMHW3. Hirose et al. (2017) IZ &> TREZIN TV 3 13 HDINEE



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

with outlier j\

non-outlier
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Figure 1: wy5 105 2 HH DM (LB AMUEES LT — XIT K 2R, T A0
HZfRWe T — XX 2FH %D £ BR (y=0.1), & : BG.

BT =2 (136 8) LRV 7—& (1238) 02 2N THEZITWEREZHER T 5. )
WFADEAI 9 DIZ72 % K HIER LU 7. HEERRI Figure 2 IR L7z, BR & FRIZ, 4
UEOHETHEERERIIZED ST, 2heh (1), (2) D X5 B HEE SNz, —/5 T,
AMAUBEICTEE TRV EFG Tk (3), (4) DX S IHANEOERTHERIKEL BR TV
b s. FET— RGN OFRDFEMICOWTIE, Onizuka and Hashimoto (2023)
EZRI N0,

(1) BR with/without outliers (2) FR with/without outliers (3) FG without outliers (4) FG with outliers

GAL4

GAL8

Figure 2. kB (1) SAUE (B - ) 12X % BR OFER, (2) SME (B - #) 12Xk 5 FR
DOFER, (3) IMUEZER V27— X2 Xk 2 FG OfER, (4) AAEZ &7 — K12 X % FG
DFER.

6 HHLOIC

AT, HNEIEET 258 OHTEITHOMITIN DR ZHEEICOWTH L. F
12, RAN=Y x 2 RI2HD R MEEICERZ YT, y-divergence 1230 < J71ED
HRAOMOUNZ MEREL ZeRbhol. XA N=T 2 y RZED S FHIEITRRAIZE
T U CIAINCHEATE 288035 25— T, FERDHOHEDIEHEICK 2 8
MR LTETbNS. ARETIE, 777 RABOEFSHICEIS BAR PRRL Y



TUTTT4HNT Y ORKERER (MAP) #E(E2S Hirose et al. (2017) TIREX
NEFREOREMRE —HT 2 IO BRERIMEEZTVWELY, RELICED S EERY
POV T Y THEERACTEHEERITo72. LiL, ZhUEH FTHEMMNRETE
FETH 3 7 OFHIER IO EEEDE R T 2 Z IOV TIEREIKS.
ETAN—=ZDOANEIH U TR GEL LTE, HOEWSMAZHWAENE <
PHHISNTED, I Gagnon et al. (2020) 72 EIFBHEEL 75 (super-heavy tailed
distribution) ZHWAUTHE MO BN MEZER T 2 L Z/RL TS (Hamura et
al. (2024) B BHI NSV, KIFEIZOWT S, FEEICE AR MEZRE L OO ED
ERZEROEPEODHE AV HEMRERTE 206 LAKL.
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