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Probabilistic Graphical Model

Gil Seung Ahn -

for Transaction Data Analysis

Sun Hur

Department of Industrial and Management Engineering, Hanyang University

Recently, transaction data is accumulated everywhere very

rapidly. Association analysis methods are usually applied

to analyze transaction data, but the methods have several problems. For example, these methods can only consider
one-way relations among items and cannot reflect domain knowledge into analysis process. In order to overcome
defect of association analysis methods, we suggest a transaction data analysis method based on probabilistic
graphical model (PGM) in this study. The method we suggest has several advantages as compared with association
analysis methods. For example, this method has a high flexibility, and can give a solution to various probability

problems regarding the transaction data with relationship

s among items.
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A d] o] E(transaction data)T 2o Ao u2e] Q=2
A A T, oA AR 2
HolB & w3ttt 2vtEEC] &4d3}e AH|
2 AA AR GAR Y Aol 3] A7FaL
AAYE o] &3 AlA B2C AL 2013d 1%
L2014 12 579 2o 2018l = 22 40 &
5718 Ak (eMarketer, 2014)), ©] 2 Q18] EAHA
?:*7 G EEE Ao ZHolg 7t E

AAR dolH e 1A P9fe AH HHE o o, 1
7 /‘ﬂv‘i‘pﬂr% Fuj 5 & F 1AE ofssta B v}
|5 &% 3_/\530}3 do Aot d & 50, vl79 &
14 7193 fr 5 QA E LAAE sh= nAE % I?jxﬂ CAF
ol g i”ﬂ‘”"]iv‘a mj 5= 29 SHT A o]} EARAA
HolBHE FA Fufae] 7o) P55 A5t o Sk
Ise gtE FE D AHAE AZS L EFOEN AH
&S %ﬁir/}(lnformanonweeek 2012).
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A (association mining) 3tute] EMA Mo E3he

ofol ]l o] HAF & ufotate] & o] olo|HloE FAH 4
S EEdte B4 AR £4 o E, ERAM o
oJElE #Aste H M &3] AHdEHE Wt 1y
AHEA S o] 8¢ ERAAM vlo|H EMd= 9 74 A7t
Atk A& Sof, ABEA L FAH A EA o] BE &
24l Z¥o] EASA] o} YWksirt Ebssith 3 &
A Bofo] TrQl A2 (domain knowledge)% B3] ol
o, AREA Y AHE YHHE 1A S GAEA Bt T
gk 7)o §lth.

& I ¥ (probabilistic graphical model)-> B7¢+
25 7k dlolHd 238 W4 749 2707 37 (conditional
relationship) & EH3l= & 2ot} && 1Y YL
HE7F WAL W 2ol AaAA T de HRE F29 Hol
HE B4sl7]o] At =4, & 219 2P A5 1)
olH7} b EAetE ol = '?“’Ff?} Aes YeidiH &
AR E S M= 59 Aol th(Jordan, 1999). o]l uwhe}
gE 1Y B %—“%%}?}‘?354 HlolE7} g oz AAts
= 2ol A, 54 14, HFH ¥ (computer vision) 52
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FEDL FFE T BATE o) g CRM(Customer Relation- Con fidence (i »j) = ofo| 'l o} ;& XSG ENNA 5
- . onfidence(i—j == —(2)
ship Management) A& E && JY= 20| 851 olo]®l 5 E3et ERNAM
Atk A& £, Ahn and Hur(2015)8] ATl A= & 18
x 289l U2l continuous conditional random fieldE ©] &3} 5, 484 249 QA2 1Al $FAS TR B4 BE
o] I BAZ BATRO 2N AF uAe) 2HTE gz THE EAR FES ASEE Z o THSon et al., 2015).
S u S A A F o AHEH S ERAA dlolHE E4sted 2488 A7
38 8% 23S 0o 22 o4z AR g g ANE FH ALE AA, AT T2 vET dBEH 9
AR vlog B0 348 5 Ak AA, Tucle] gopw  WAH WAE S AT AT, 1€ BE A= AAE
Qusr} 7bset, olgd dL o] &t 2oy Rz FES] AR AL HEE /fde] A% d7E T2
FAF 5otk B4, AP ERTE ATy fro] oz T AL
Wse E4 ojojdle 4 S5 2AH FF 52 A4 BEFHA2E A AHE AT7E, dBAAE o &
vl S48 % Aok AM, TAA Fpotential function)Z S HAAM Y BF FH A S FHS A (Park, 2005)
B3 Tl A4S w3 S onk ulA), 2 2EA o] 5 F AT 2 o] AFdAE ERAE W 2E35L
Hod 71242 B9 BHA FH & e &g A& ofoldld FejA = FHE FHA XAche AL
oo & Aol A AREHY BAYL w5 gxs AT
gl 38 19 232 vhZ = 1 E9 I(Markov net- AREH Y WA A A S =53] # 3 A=, Kim(2008)
work) 7]4e] EAAA B4 W ES Akatt 2P £ T Yang(2003)= F 7 81T Kim(2008)) A= 2717t 2 EW
Foll A A oksl= w2 o) g Whokal A% ) uhoke] the] MM EFE ofo|HYFE AL AFHET BA YL E
AN B3], A% Hrhs WAE S (unsupervised learn- @73 AA A, EAD Y] A7)0 wul R 7FEAE of
ing)Ql ATEA o] A Br}58k 1 golth ol | ol Fofsta] ol 2|t EAIE o) 23kt 4, Yang(2003)
B R ggy o] FAR Yk Al 24 E daE clAE oteldY #FA S5 s As), 184 & U
A, ok ZE Y EY A, point-wise mutual informationPMD¢] 7| 2 F A VB ATE B8t A71M 1820l 2255
J& et #d A7E AT A 3B E B Ao Folo|’l 1O BT Y ELTL FobA el A aAE 7S
A Agshe e ESs A oA BAZ TR dgd 5l
ok S A GE] 5o g &8 kel fa) At AHEA Y NEE TS /MLsty] A dF GA o
A 47 A B AFA Atehs T B5E H7ksk7] ol FolAlth o & S0l Han(2009) ol A= T2 9| 7] & )
S8 A4 ERAM dolg e FEshe FFE AYdnt up ARl B 2FS FohleH AREA S A 854 of
Ao g A sAel A £ ATFE At ATFNAE AHEA L D FAN A Wi, =
mQl 2ol AAY Fhtel gltke AHE S A ST 1
2 oy FAE A3ty 99l all-confidenceE 8 9| 32
2.3 AT EH PTFH FHL AT 5 e AREA S £
o} &, Fuguang(2015)91 4= 712 A3 & H7tshr] $
2.1 AHEA g ARA A A7} Lo, FA A 7)wbo] F-&381aL, ofo | 3t
ABEAE AolElols A WS st g T S A8 T BT B AANE, D, b
922303 Ay ofolg Abolo] Ay S shota prove, bi-confidenceZt= A 2-& A =& A 3o},
A% 8 S e F 02 CRM 59 Hofol| A SatalA ALE-H
A

o JulA 02 ATRBH L AL} AR JaAAE 22 FEEYEYS
(minimum support) & @& ¥IEHgHE 0 @ A wHkgkE 21t
S WE 3 ARG E 3 WA 4 A S E(minimum con-
fidence) S Wi FES o= A2 4330 9714 A
8 7} BA o] Z3E ERA M v &

EELEXEYEYA F
2l Z(undirected graph)
g ¢, 2 TAE

E yEg At W55 238
HE B Yo WP 1
GO W4 2o BAE YehhE =

iz
{ited

H = —

A A W TR Il —
o way AT ololdl ;2 Tas EdAd 2 ooy 1A = Gl S E(node) i= SHEWE X=(x,
’ u - L X XA FERS x 9 e UEhL, kE s &

jB BT Y EAAR Mg ool F A msp N X)W TERT LA G L, e 04
NEEE T3 2ol A, £ 78 QAE A A(edge)= FEEF X9k A3tol oAni
DA Z2HFS u gt w8 g oA A2 kE YEYT
ofol el jo} ;= Taat BN 2 Well E2Aete BE 27t 93] d4d F& 1=l &

Su pOI‘t(Z‘)) _ L= = v S T (1) N
P J A EWAA 4= ’ 2 d(clique) k& YEMATH &, XA 4= 7 ST X
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SHE W 2o A E AT oA Y, & 20 £33 =
ESE AR YEH U TOE Y9 £3 252 MR
ZHAolnt. wbA npix YEYAE g 2 248
THE o (Rajtmajer, 2012).

P(X=z) >0, forall z, (3)
PX,=z|X_, =z_,))=PX =z|X, =z,), 4)
9 AdA x % X, AL REiE AT RE KE &
T AR dAY RE LEE on,
28139 A4S o] &ato SEHUH xo 0 A¢SE

)=}
Ie 053 2] F9a 2uA 49 o8 2T &
A THKolaczyk, 2009).

P(.X:.’D): H]‘(ﬁk(x{],}) (5)

_1
Zx)
9 Aol M &, & F2] 29 el (configuration) & LFER & gholH,
ZHA e AT AT B3 Zo) & 1,0, (2,)
of & 03 1Ako]9 o= utEFy] {3 Atk g
(normalization function)Z, th& 3} 7o) A4ksit},

Aw) = Zpexl 101 (@(y)- (6)

Aste] HoE 8, vtz MEQAE dut oz Ay
2352 (log-linear model) &2 Th5-3} o] WM Ealo] AL
THChen and Welling, 2014).

O]

PX=z)= %exp@kwkfk(zmn. W)

Az
A AoAM w5 A S kol FoE THEA 9} 2
g3 kY JEE Y= A3 (real-valued functlon)i 5
2 84 (feature functlon)?/}i o= YA kE
= EES et A () AANE Y 2ORFH L 4
74 (4)ol Uehd vtaz Y EQ A9 F 7HA] 208 TR
TAHOE, exp(Ziwfi(@y) S Ziwfi () 3 &
b ol BE 4 (3)3 flE T EE]E’- I3
T7ETAHEE 49 x 9 ghe T ojxd X,
o,

1
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EH 21 7}" = H“?.lﬂ(maximum log likehhood method)
E M HZET S W, A (7)Y e H A wE
7] Y8l A & Tt 22 2 Jlslehs we ZotoF gt

o
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log I (w) = 22 clog fil@yy) — M log Zw), (8)

4714 c=
g

S [e3Ne) =z
3 wE TS T

EEECELDPCEE:

[&l

23 251

w= arg max, (log I (w)). 9)

H, FE(inference) | & w’} FOAHE W, P(X=2)F 1|

b 22 2 Aoln

Job ok
of¢

z= arg masz(X= w\c:))

(10)

2.3 Point-wise Mutual Information

Point-wise mutual information(PMI)& B 2~2Ev}o] Y (text min-
ing) oA Fhof he] AN = E¥ et 1 EE, 7 @of w3
w, ] PMIE Th5- 3 2] Al AHHTH(Turney, 2002).

p(w17 w2)

PMI(wy, w,) =logy (Lo o

), (11)

2 Al A plw;)(j=1,2)< ooj w17]' Zdd FAY HlE
<, plwy, wy) T w T w7t FAA 2EE A4 HI &S
BT B w5} w7} 840 13 Uk, & 52
W, plwy wy) = 00122 4 (1€ £9 Bayz 34
A, ok w, F w,7F HAE] AFE YT plw,, w,) =
min (p(w,), p(w,)) ARG RE,

o

Lo

)
o

min(p(wl), p(wg))

PMI(w,, w,) =1log,(

= —log, (max (p(w,), p(w,)))

AN AFRTE A 28, PMI(w,, w,) 9 7] “-H—E( *,

max( log, p(w;), —log, p(w,)) ©] F, o] gho] 55 ¢
o) 7te] ABAo] Fom, ol Fauld $HE ABAol

gty g 4 9l

olg g PMIY) Nd-& EHAA dlo|E o £ oo 7t
o FARE Asted 488 4 Atk FAEE T3]
& 7 ool 'S i, 3% iy2k 3F9, p(i;) & obol’ iy(j=1,2)7}
Zt ERA M| 83 v&& YErY piy, i,) & OFOl® 4,
i, 7} 2 ERA A O] Ao 2d 3 01 &-& YERAT &, o}
olel j 3} i, & Zo] Fuld &S Yehdth B AT M=
olg) g 7d & otol’l 1t FALEE Al4tete vl E&-3tth

j&

<Figure 1>3}
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Figure 1. Suggested Method

Ak FnEFe 3 AR ofold) F FAEES A,
ofol®l 9} ofol ¥l j7ke] fALE = TS 3} gho] A Ak},
plitem,; item )

ptem,plitemy) 1 (1D

Sim(it@mi7 itemj) = log2(
A71A plitem,) 8 plitem,, item ;) = 22} okol’l i7k ERAA
Aol 33 Hl& 3 ofo] |l 9} ]7]' Ao EFA A 23T

Hl &S YEPAT 5 7] £ PMI A 3 T2 A 219 5o
1S 0822 209 A7) &= 2E A8 fgol o
TS A (12)«] 4= 10, log, (min (p(item,), p(item )] =
Al /“}‘: t”flo] [0, 1701 ob T whebA, 4 (12)7F H
-9 max; Sim (item,;, item;) & 4] (12)
'ﬂ%ii’ﬁ ‘%’:45”]% [0, 112 2A Y H(scaling) 3t S T}, o] =

74 g ol 573t ofol |l item, ol thal, log, ( +1)&

_ 1
p(z’temi)

jur]

Y S—E 2 (12)ell A A A& oo 8 7t

= 2] }
Fga0], 1 e bt 2,

TAEE

S,; = Sim (item,, item,). (13)

FAE FE oA Fho] YAA o o] o] | F ool 'l S o] £
oz} Aottt A7) A o AHEA A o) Behr] H (user param-
eter)©| T},

oA, FoJH o] & nigo 2 ]2 F(maximal clique)
£ gofefiof dhed], 714 A EYad de e =8
2e30 F71g + fle 2838 gt R E 7 A2 o
© A EYaE e AL
© 2% gt ol 3 A Zela £AE A8 -rl?'fﬂ AL
LH e AU a3 ugEd #dd 977 v ol Fo A
o, o) #HH thEAQ ¥ F 2= Bron-Kerbosch &

IYFSET ]U}(Bron and Kerbosch 1973).
ZH AR EY A 8 E = X

Fae A7 2Rl

il

oo
1:1[)15‘.:

L

0“ ‘%7'” @@?—_} T 3 E91, oJu| A T2 A (image
processing) || 4] MJMé!(plxel)-fj— LT 2 YujstEd, e 2A
LAGE GAT B Eong Fejgo L3 L& gho

Sun Hur

Zod 14E, 1¥A 4o 1 & HAgte Aot £¢ E
A dolgo] == 2eld S, 2L ERA L £
g 7hs ol 2 ofolglo] £ o} Qlom 14 & 18X o
Qg Foste oz AT F Utk 4 A re A o
of FolHE 2o 7k Ao oo A5 o2 2HHER 0
A9 o e H g Fols) = At

2 (98 ol 83ta], o] & LR Gl Fold 7HEAE
FHOEM AL YEIE 3Tt o[ FA AT vt
Z YEHds ERYA FlolE E4d s 28T
ATt A& S0, MtRZ Y EHAY 72 FHY P(X =2)
€ ol 83te], 54 ofold A2 EMAL £FHUA ¢
 otoldl A e EAA A £FHA &S FES A=
ol AHE S 4 Slth b A 2, B4 ofoldlo] ERA A 5
391w thE ofoldlo] ERAL ] SAE FAES At
A+ = %13} =&, 54 ofoldlo] EdAA T4

4.1 dloJE] A|E

Ago] A3 HolE] M EE ‘Anonymous Microsoft Web
Data’ ¢} ‘Extend Bakery Dataset’ ©. 2 ZF2F UCI Machine Learning
Repository(https://archive.ics.uci.edu/ml/datasets) 2} Trac(https:/wiki.
csc.calpoly.edu/datasets/wiki/apriori) ol A &) 53}93 T} ¢ Anonymous
Microsoft Web Data’= Y & Z A A 4,183 9] AH&27F 4+
Y HE S AO] E HEojn] B ol At £ A&
87 9130 dlo]E 9] F2E <Table 1> Zo] EHAA vl o]F
NE Fe 2 A48t th = A% vl ol E M Eel = % 5,000
O AHGATL YT YT RS 5 238t 9ok

Table 1. Anonymous Microsoft Web Data Structure

Site000 Site001 Site233
ID0001 1 1 0
1D0002 0 1 0
ID0003 0 1 0
ID4183 0 1 0

‘Extended Bakery Dataset’> 574 A4 9 1,0004 2] 1.7
o] Fujgh wol} Fate] W& 2351 Y dolHE, b
o] E] o] F%E <Table 2> A A3k Th.
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Table 2. Extended Bakery Data Structure

Item 1 Item 2 Item 50
1D0001 0 0 1
1D0002 0 1 0
1D0003 0 1 0
ID1000 0 0 0

A dolHo = & 1,000719 HZ=E Eesta glon, &
ATl A AL g 29 “%% ABH 02 Hrtslz] sl
70% 30%2] Bl &2 o] g ol e A ES) A5 H olE
HNEE A3 T

4.2 2%

4.2.1 Anonymous Microsoft Web Data
2 (12)8 4 (13)2 ol &8t FAE P& TSI,
1A FAE FEY AR 0] 09 34 FH ol o
= *FQ“ZP gEo] 45 ¢ oA Ato|Eof HE8kA| &L,
T A ERFHE AT AL S UENIT o] FE {4
A= 174]x] aE0.182 AA3A S o, Ade < (20670)] H
U7 AEEANS. &, FAE FE AL gl o7t
0.18 ZAH A o] a5 01880 ZA HASHE Y7 2 & 52
Auh el 2 AT, e Aol R B S
A1) 20201 4ASUG. TAHOE, oF 0172 BH3HY
233709 Adf 2] A7t Ao, (5, RE AT 2229
A717k1), as 0.192 A48t 82709 Hof S8 =27 A H
Aed, ol FAEZH0 F REE AYstaes UHEEY &
=7 %é%% UERATE EtA o 5 0.182 A3t frALE
7HAAA ol Q) F A ES o] o2 AT H, A2 A
£ A8t At EE e F 2067 G om, ko] Ho
Fe 3= 27 ofske] et 23E o] YT ol & 9l
%5& B} o} o] A&} th -0 of ¢ Abo] Eof] E5HA]
20| Ao ERE g SH] W 2o 2R ?'54*&0]?«} Bt
/‘}O]E B EAE Yele M EN D 72 <Figure 2>9]
AN AT AAA AFEA=o] R A EE 9250
Ao A7) o] }e] At EVF AR E 4= B AL &1
& it
ofAl AT E 3t 2ol Aot A IS 74
e BE 2B o] 12 Fddtd 132, 184 g de

3 k9

l_.

[}

r

1, if all components of z(;, are 1,
) otherwise.

e RER

sl

silgie
Figure 2. Network Graph of Anonymous Microsoft Web Data
B0 dy E4¢ 188 B4 94 TAR A5

gt dE &

of, Y A E7} 187 2 Ao|Eof HE) HES FE0
B Erhe A8 BEOE B34S THT 5 Ak A%
2y or 23 e dold, Art7Y HolH 52 v
¢ od ERAA dolE FHAME = A4S ST
Gooll W4 4 9l
oAl A (9)F o1&t 7FEA w(k=1,2,--,206) &
%3t} o] W) A g}a|of st o 23E MET 206700
HEE e s(EE 22t A 52 2T B4 Fo
g 4 837)0E WA 0T olg e Ho| BT maA & <
TollAE dEAQ mE Fe2g dugEd AEdoHE
o}d & (simulated annealing) & AH&3to] 7hEA & FA3IH 2
o, 4% A3 GHFE <Table 3> A A 3F5A T
Table 3. Learning Results of the First Experiment
i Weight
M.ax1mal Nodes(z,. -+ ) eig
Clique(k) (w,)
1 Site003 -6.5214
2 Site006 -4.7813
3 Site007 -3.5332
161 Site016, Site017 8.7372
189 Site014, Site024 -5.2249
206 SiteOO?, SiteOOé'l, SiteOO'S, Site009, 1.4195
Site010, Site018, Site019

Slt6017— 1, other sites = 0), Slte 0145 HEF-L 9 Site
0245 WEE 59 P(Site024 = 1/Site014 =
Bab A, P(Site007 =1) & T2} o] Ake & 9]
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P(Site007=1) =

1 1 1 1
Zszzeooo:o Z&zeooo':o Zszzeoogzo"' Zszte233:o

{P(Site000, Site001, ---, Site007 = 1, Site008, ---) }. (15)
9 AL el g Ao BuE, WA o ANE &
itk e, A ()9 hd e 283 SEe AT ¢
ATE Z, Site0072 <Table 3>o4 EEo] HZYA 3(F
k=31 39 ol %] gl SYAQ Eolth bl thg
3} o] A4ke % 9k,

P(Site007 = 1) = exp(w,f; (Site007 = 1))/ Z(Site007). (16)

ook

%

B £, (- )2 Site007 = 1% W¥H10] 2 1 0] 99 A 4=
OE B EATTY g2 001tk mrebA 4 (16)S] £4
F2 explwyf, (Site007 =1)) = exp(—3.5332x 1) o]t} 11

29| Z(Site007) & 4] (17)3} o] A4+ & 9l

o]

(o3

Mz

A
al

o o I dm

Z(Site007) =X} explwyfy) =1+exp(—3.53321). (17)

AF}A O Z A (16)3 4 (17)S o]&3te At P(Site007 =1)
2 (.02840]t},

2972 P(Site016 = 1,Site017 = 1, other sites = 0) <
R YEY 7t Algste 2SEEEE o] 4314 47
T& 4 AT} <Table 3> A B 18} 2] Site016 7 Site017
oS JHRGE, Ho F83 1619 tssts BT
Fio T 1AE 7HA ™ U A EATrE 04S 7M. A 2
g3 1619l th&3ste 7R E wyg = 8.73720| E& tha 3

2ol AR 4 Atk

2130:616XP(wxfk)
PX= =
o 205><exp(0)+exp(8.7372) .
= 7) =0.0021. (18)
A 2O 2 Site0145 WERS W Site0245 HEY FE
P(Site024 =1 Site014 =1)+ ZAF F&59] 7] & 29l

P(Site024 =1]Site014=1) o
P(Site014=1)
P(Site014 =1, Site024 =1) 9} P(Site014=1)
S I YA AT = T B AT A
£ o] &3t A4k A3 1 g2 0.0150|
B ATl A A ES YA S ol A A 2 vl
3171 913l Support(Site016 — Site017)%} Confidence(Site014
— Site024) & Tha 3} 2o A4tgtt

rr
o
o,
2
>,
of.

>

il

Support(Site016 — Site017) = AT 0.0041,

4183 19

Confidence(Site014 — Site024) = 9 0.0000.

101 (20)

3 A

ofA B ATA At WHOE A # AREH S
3l 2 (19)% 2] 2000141 A3 §-& <Table 4>0f ¥ a3}
LER AT

Table 4. Calculation Results of Suggested Method and Association

Analysis
P(Site016 = 1, Site017 | P(Site024
= 1, other sites = 0) = 1|Site014 = 1)
Proposed | Association | Proposed | Association
method analysis method analysis
Training |0 0021 | 00041 | 00153 | 0.0000
data set
Validation 0.0028 0.0162
data set
At Ao A Hzol, B Ao A A|ekst= W ES o
EA AHEA Y Ae dolEd w7 AE L F 9
o &, S5 dlolE AEAA A AR 5(0.0041) 2 A1 E
5(0.0000)%} 7 wlo]E MECA AAHE 2 A £(0.0028) 2
AE %(0.0162)9] ol 7k Atk o] of wha] £ Ao A A kg
THES LS <5 dolE AECdA AT AAEE

0.00210]2 AZT= 0015302, Hrldolg A EANA AAk
g AA = P AR 0o 2ol 7} uf - ZobA o] B o H
A

4.2.2 Extended Bakery Dataset

21 (12)%F 4] (13)& o] &3t frAE FE& F45HH2H,
FAE 8 AR Hro] 05093010, 068 2 AR
S F 24719 ool FAIZ AAA oE 0622 HHTIA
FAETE AAA] o]l F A EE o] 202 H o3t 5, A
2 2E gASET B2, AUFYaE F 100719
o fRE HuZe 3 I7)= 30|k ofolEl Tt AAL
UYERE Y EY I 2= <Figure 3>l A Al 33t

& !',—-,s_‘._‘i.’;
ko~ SIS T

Figure 3. NetworkGraph of Extended Bakery Data
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