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Abstract: To enhance the capability for monthly-scale regional strong earthquake risk prediction,
this paper introduces a probabilistic seismic hazard prediction model based on Bayesian network
structure learning. Initially, a series of predictive indicators, serving as the nodes of the Bayesian
network, are derived from the earthquake catalog. Subsequently, the thresholds for each node and
the directed connections among nodes are determined using swarm intelligence algorithms.
Ultimately, through parameter estimation, the target node outputs the probability of Mw 5.0+
strong earthquakes occurring in the target region within the next month. Experimental results
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indicate that the model achieves an average prediction efficiency metric of 0.783, and validation
via the Molchan test confirms its significant effectiveness, demonstrating the model's capacity to
comprehensively explore the latent causal relationships between seismic precursors and strong
earthquakes.

Key words: Bayesian network structure learning; probabilistic seismic hazard prediction;
earthquake catalog; swarm intelligence algorithms; molchan test
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HhRE SR S LA R M L A e AT (1) 28 K 55 2 —(Andri¢ and Lu, 2017). 10 5E F00 /R Ayt
B IARHRE 52k F 14 B8 By ), 2 B 9 Rk ¢ AR AR PR AZ 0o A 1 0 T SRS () ) o VR 20T
DA R A it e 7 o 7] 45 52 B e 5 B A OGBS (Wang et al., 2019). 24 T, i 5= Tl (1) 52 F 14
FUASTF 5 PR A I — BT I B R P k. b i 1 22 B e R0 2 1) v 22 74 e DAV ff il == A O, L
LI R AR KR TIE 51X L5 5 (W B 5 2e Bradk — 20 34 I 17 5= Fo0m () e 52 1R i,
JE T 2 SR ) S22 o i e P YO A Y A T b R PR ) BRI R 2 E H AT
FERVR AN A2 DA o IR PR 3. 2009 47 ARy 28 b 5% R G 5| R P 4k 2 AR s 25 5 A
LR S O () AN o PR SR I SRR 2R TN A D B T T A e kT R AR

TR SRR 5 IS TR R DX 35 P 3 7 5 A2 RO BE A (A, 1981) A bU A% Gl s 12 T, 3t 7o XU g
RITI &5 F 0 B R BES T EU kb FR IR 3% 1 [X b 2 R A 1R A 1, A R T B RO R TAE Bk
FEHBE (B AMFEE,2025) T 4E K BEHE Ge it 7% MU LB AN T 568 J7 (3R T, M 72 A8 2R 7
D327 P g L RE Rk 2 P B A 2 —

AR FRU EF 0] ]RURE B AN [t 52 A 3 00 5 v ] 0 D = 2 K AR T .+ AR 23 Fo)
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AAHEE AN AE e B v T 0 3R AR T B0 2= B A ) b = s S E R i FH T D7 R
FIKA) i A 0 T 2% 4K /0 B 2R 0] P T ) 90 R P At 7 A 2 BRI e, 32 B T RR T T
e 5 N S R

(D) SAME R TN 5 B T A G TG B D7 S b R AR R U R T 2 i Bl R S A,
T G TH AR T PP AN AR SR b R R AR I RARNE R H T2 R AR AR R R TR B (stress
release model, SRM),1Z A% 74 1 Vere-Jones(1978)#2 Hi, H FH i FLftk 2 AR s 5 — b X fy b 52 S
PENE 255 B ) AR SRR TR DDA D¢ F 1818 ) I R SR S (1545 e X ek ¥ . 77 7K ~F B 2 349
T 28 MR AR A N 145 DARR T 59— AN 28 M A K ) B o0 A5 2R 2 A U TR A R A1) A Y
(epidemic type aftershock sequence model, ETAS),H Ogata(1988) 1 /X #2 i .ETAS # A\ N, 75
RIETHNH ATA — R AR FE AR ] Bk B = B I AR FR T AU S FE Re % 51 KRR .SRM Al
ETAS #\ R 2KJo] Hh RE fes B PERE 28 Hh e 3 U AL 1 S il SRM SUE A R FH 1 B —
JZ M E fE B M Al T R PR, B B8 45 (2010) 42 H T 22 4E N ) B OB Y (multidimensional
stress release model, MSRM).MSRM # 1A A /& — AR F5 B S Tt AR 1Y, 5e % 75 5 2% i
JR AT T AT RE AR TS0 T ETAS B Y 3 23 Jig /2, Dieterich 45(2000) 4 ETAS B! 5oR 72
-8 AR BE HE 1 (rate-and  state-dependent friction law)4h &, ] DAARR I E 1 A5 o (A S IR
G AT R S T 7 V2 AR 2 A X LA k.
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M AP, G-R ¢ RTE KRR R AR LI “$ 2B % (Xu et al., 2015; Zhang et al., 2017)H.£>
FEUH R R AR 4 IR 22, AT 5 S50 ASE 2Y 14) fes B M v B H IR PR AN 1
XoF T H R ) S PR A R TR, ] P A A B R X S (2024) 4 HH — oo T i B e
S EW o I R R TR VR T R AR R & 4 A H Ma %5 (2024) 44 H KR &)
3 ZRdb. fedb . HERFEE 6 KMIE BT, IR HUK AR s 5 (RIS 45 EL(MR) J = FF- ¥ (Tripe-S)3
Tl 784 2R 5 Ay Vi MR 2 IO ASE 28 0] P b R ) S 5 SR FH i 20 (B3 7 9250 B T BB AE 5 4R R
FEE H R 2850, R IAIE T DX 35 R S SRR AE () 25 S S kb B 3R AE M 5 B IR 75 1) S
ZH0 1 B RO T 7 R I 3 R . s B A5 (2018) % )1 Ms8.0 b FE I AT
R HATEREX b HEIEAE TR BEEENLN 6 MH B RE A EEWREL
1k;Wang 45(2021) 3% T 2= B HIIX. b {F 75 8] 43 A REAE, 8 1 Molchan B ES: 7 HAE - A Pt o
R AFHI2EE, H. Wang 57 (2023) J5 24 Fidt— 54 AIC #ENI 5] N b B2 4 f gk 7R 28 d
KT R4, X0 2021 4F 5 Mw6.7 HifE 7 51 R AT - 3 R - R R AR AE S ThidhAT 7R,

(3) 2 SRR 22 PN - 22 A ) RURE Ay B ) 5 1 P 1P 7 A 1R T e, 3 2 T
e 55 N o B E R P A R I R R T AT DLIE FH T A B PR AR 2 Sy B b o (O
J 4, 2019), A U i AT 5 HUA R0 B A R R T AR L A A

&5 L b 1 R e B M ARE 36 TN 2 AR Hh 7R U A AT R R R R B, E AT R R s A
o P ) RS e ) 30 A 6 e M 6 T v N T8 8 R 43 Wt 22 44 00 AN e L BR B R )
535 K AR I o) AR AL T BT LS (Kuglitsch et al., 2023) f#i733E T A T2 Be i H R H %
20 557 14 MR 236 T ASS 2 i Ry T R AR T o A Y 5T 2 B R T, 2 i ) R 1 15 L AT AR M
TH AT A5 Bz T 1 B (Fleming et al., 2021), 75 M6 4 55 55 58 K < I 0 [ PR g ] fig
SECE N TSR Py RIS AE B Z AT T X L A5 RS AR A AT L, AT AT RE RN i SR
i1 SF e ) BELAS (Dramsch et al., 2025).

DLy 1 2% (bayesian  network) {F g 45 157 v i) AR A DR <« o g 1> AR bk P ] A e
P, DA AE 2278 5 ANT R 1 R AR B ) A 34 A 15 1 DAL o 7 10X 8% ) 7 Ak 23 TN sk T i,
RTS8 150 L ) 10X 8% 235 ) AR T SRARCI, DL o} 7 D) 4 45 ) 2 =) R ] A 78 5342
I HCE B 2 (1938 58 DG IR, D Ja 3 o R T A5 A 2 ) L ) T AR R B R T A AR s 4R H
R, 9 28 G5 40 2 2] AT 4 N = R B BT 2 o B T PP A 8 R DL RIR A 2 2] 7 v A T
REJJHETHFNNLAS 5 S BAR B R e B T VP o0 4 R 5 b 1) 8 R B 3 e 5011 T A 3 4
(PRI FL A . Liu 55(2023) 82 HY 7 2T cSeadh ey R 07 P01 B9 1) DLt J0ip I 6% 25 40 27 =) v 18
IHRAEE IR T BV S R R RS 7T, Yang Z5(2024) MK B R IX — ot i ke 2077
T DU 7 X 24 45 1) 2 o 1) TR B0 R A7 PR e He 25(2024) T R IR 5 T 4R B2 52 215 P 1)
G ) 51 8 TR DL S X 4 R s B €L (hill-climbing, HC) 50323 AT A i ¢
A I0R) 2% 55 g At ik DL P $87 ) 2% 456 g 25 =3 — N-P Y fo) 30 BT 5 38 A1 T L 2 1R 2% B v JORTORS: 1 1)
Jei R R 8 SR SR T S B Ao b S04 7 R 5 A LR N FH 3 55 (P B0 R 1 AR 75 5K

T N st R S B AR R A] R DR R DG R RS b R A R SR A TR
PEIB A IR A SCHR H T BT DU H0 [0 6% 45 ) 2% 50 () 1 72 e B M DA S 28 i S AR b 7R ) 5%
BETE DLIH-37 288 15 55 98 J5 R R e vk b SR B 7 & (bald eagle search, BES)#.7%(Alsattar
et al., 2020),FF45 &€l B % (Al-Betar, 2017)#4 % 7 758 34 2 DU 34 /0 4% (bald eagle search
bayesian network, BESBN), %4 1| FH 7t & 4 & BIE AT 7 B 3h 1) BE AL HR X Fh 20 A A 2R
M7 BES MILF 4 RERZR AL J1A HC (15 ks 4B A OL RE 77, 50 324 R B 25 5 (M 2 0 AR 4k
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T, Fd it B BR 2 A Molchan #6256 2 W AR 50945 2 H T 2.
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H B H SR BRI i 4E R G, FL v 4 P 49 1 7R 2 AR MERT HdH AT IR R T BT 4R 2 &
By 7= 2 07 AT A K AT BEA ) H 5 SR 2 0 3= 8 15 8 (E R FHHL &8 27 21 HORFE W) AT
2 V) FRY ] i A2 v e R )BT O 2R 7 T A A% 95 AT (Beroza et all., 2021), G2 HE T H =%
10 30 72 S IS PE A 8 DAk 77 0%, A @ i R b 3 1 B MRV AE R R R ) 5 S B B TR A
NI 22 A A AE DR 35 T SRR R 11 338 1k ) IR I BT 17 ol % SR 0 2 W 1P 5 T A e e (R B R
£5,2021).

NN SRR DX I 72 B0 ) 2 AR AL, B FUAE b [E MR 5 X ety 1970-2024 4R (=
H 5% 8 DRUEESHt B 1) v o 2, ) Datist 01Fxf B SRgEAT I8 e AR AS i 2 46 2 5 R 2 i 2 T
B DX A8 5 2 A R R A7) B A 4 B 2R BRI 4 8 I T 1) R 1) A% o e A, Wl DR A 2% 10 S AT
FEIEW G LR RE . KA ] 72 GORR 5 S5 S e 2 R H5as el 0 20 2 A F— 2 1110 %64
IR Mw7.0 BL B KRR — /2 81090 2% 4 [H =2 ], .45 2900 2% 4= [F Mw5.0 DL L= ). 4= [H
A4 BRI 58 5= 0 A S T 7T IX 4k 54 o i B 1 s,

Hi 5 e o 1 PR S S T I R DX S (B ST b 5 A A B A T AS R A A PEL M) SR AT Y,
L A2 2 R R P FH R I 78 R G5 5 X e, Bl e T E A A PR A e 1 3 X, R B 2 A
X, an3% 1 Fiross () DX 3kl 7 35 H B b R S 6 X, Sl 2 v B 3 S 6 T W 8 1) 4 1) R AT R AE A2 T
SRR R G SRS R, B DR BT B A L R A T R

* 1 RENHFT X TE B A ki 1 5t
Table 1 Delineation of the extent of the study region and its structural background
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Fig. 1 Spatial and temporal distribution of earthquakes in China and globally
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Fig. 2 Framework and process of the research methodology
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W, B AN ] 223 8] FRUBE 18 1B 72 V5 SRR 4 T AT J2 G DRG0 TR0 i 7k 2% B4 R 1) 90%
F T 158 2 350l 1, 10% FH T HE il . Dy 28 G DR Rl 73 AN 24170 32 3505 o o 404 1) R, A I A
AN X el 3ok 2 FRE 8 7R S TR REARTE I 2548 SR AR P AR 9:1, HLAf CR7E I (W) 48 )
EAHFHEES.
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Table 2 Design specifics of each node in the Bayesian network
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B1 X1 3 F N ML3.0 L F i E 4% P MRS

B2 4:[H 1 £E Mw7.0 BL BB SR i R
B3 4:[H 1 £E 4 Mwb.0 BL_E B S i R
C1 X% 1 H W ML3.0 LB B SR i R
c2 X35 Mw4.0 DA_E b 55~ 3 R4 A ] T PRI [A) 5
D TANHRE KA Mws.0 DL EHE ANKE KA

2.2 G5H%E3] T S H A A5 R B YT R T D T S e B R K AR Oy S A
5 ) AR T 1, T BORCR To Vi B e e o o R ) 2 o i R S S R B R 5 BN )
PR DR IR 1) R, O LU A [RG5S 2 e B O e 22 80, 3R 3 B 1 S 48 BRI AL
% (Ant Colony Optimization, ACO)(Dorigo et al., 1996), BL A i 44 0 75 1R Rk 48 48 2% 451k
(Sparrow Search Algorithm, SSA)(Xue and Shen, 2020). KR4 E 1% (Grey Wolf Optimizer,
GWO)(Mirjalili et al., 2014)#fi fa {4k 7% (Whale Optimization Algorithm, WOA)(Mirjalili
and Lewis, 2016) ¥ REXS EE. g/ S92 [T A7 R REATLIE M5 44 2% =) N-P B SR fR 5208 6 41
XIKESE 50 K EVEE 8 MHEFL XK FAME. e AET KR I Ay X~ B 347 I
[A];ASD F/m B RIS SRV 2 45 K 22 St L AKS RS AE i AT X 3 b SR AS 1R~ 38 70 L 85 SR 36
P 75 O 480 2R B A T e £, DT M a2 JL ARl X 28 S5 4 2 20 Bk R R S5 40 % 21 By S BUR B e A
it FR) 1) 830, AR I R R R e Bk S €L B 2 5 TE LU BV — Fh e T B 2 R 1 = B A A 5
W 2 BE IR BT A2 B PRI /T 46 I 258 $ D S5 K T4 S AT AN« N Bk S e A P B4
X DR 5% AN EAT R, T B {0 22 o0 FL WA S50 B PR L b i 226 2 = ) oA % 45 ) o
R A SCSEEG A 4 R :Windows 11 #:4FE 52 4:8,CPU iy 13th Gen Intel(R) Core(TM) i9-13900K
3.00 GHz, NVIDIA GeForce RTX 4080 SUPER &2 Ab L 8% B 2 #H 5 1H 5K H :pgmpy0.1.25 #E
B R LG SR I S5 AE IR T AT
® 3 AFBEVEE 8 MR EVERELLER

Table 3 Comparison of average performance of different algorithms on training set of 8 regions

Hik AET ASD AKS ARE S FhEEHCE
ACO+HC 243425 2.75+1.24 939.52+10.25 50 40
SSA+HC 230431 2.124+0.63 1142.79+1.16 50 40
GWO+HC 238+1.7 1.834+0.53 1211.68+3.50 50 40
WOA+HC 202+18.0 3.58+1.37 1416.37+2.44 50 40
BES+HC 203+8.6 1.034+0.11 2087.29+0.00 50 40
BES+HC 235+11.3 1.0040.00 2099.85+0.00 50 50

K BES+HC BEAT 45 #2 >) SE I Oy AR AN bR =% 1 P JE i TR B8 R AR 13h &
T B4 2R R AT SR A TSR AT AR R AP T 0 286 4 5 A 2 ] )49 2% St e 1
FIN TAZ B I L] AR AS A AR ZR 2  S HAASA AT D, B AR 2 SRR ) 1
I 225 B 28 $h 402 2T 1) LA S IR 36 B S0 1 BE AL A M AR B R LA 4R
A ASLALL 0 S S 356 ) 4 R T e R I P 3R BB, 45 R L 4 /D AR v A JR
P RS FE 55 B i B, SRR ASE 17 T T A 8 P F) 5 o AT D TG WA S5 A 8 5 AR ) e A
figt.

F ARG B A A R 1 A (1.5, 2) I BEHLECP: $6 12 T8 | AEFP R b 14z
B Prean ZRANFERIHE AP I%E H (R0 1 S8 (57 B Prest 72 24 R 9 B¢ (57 B Poandidate 2 24 HlT AR 24607
H.c1 A c2 AT i B Ay B AT O BRSS9 R BUE D (L,2) 18] I RE AL AL L(0) A y1(i)
THIRTEIE AR AR, BUE VI FE D (1,2) 18] R REATL £
2.3 BIEMA  BUEADCAE 2 D Ty T, e — D o B R M R S e 0 S TR U A
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5,8 5y e ERRAEAS B . BES TE i F2 AR R & (1 2 A3 = AL B HON (S B K i
AN EE AR R T O R R R E, B A ) S SR P(D=1|E) 7R i SR A
R I TS 5 25 R BT IR R I AU, 3 38R R (B KA AL B A
o =argmaxR(a) (1)
ael0,]

(L) H R () B o 22X R B G 2 RTE I3k 77 1| G £ 4 . BES 7 2 4E A [X (A1 E AT &%,
e 8 A AS R A B K B AL BE o I Zhid R B8 B S50l TR F J656: 43 #ii 4 Dirichlet
4347 1 L34 1 (Bayesian estimation, BE), 75 Ml 1A HE KT i 56 8 % R H A8 & yH R £ (Variable
Elimination, VE), 2 A 2040 Fros:

P(E|D)xP(D)

POID-—=15

2

> T, P(X, | Parents(X,))
Yo 2y [T, P(X, | Parents(X.))
HX(2) ', P(DIE)2 4 EMNNESAE A E 26 1F T HinA & D R A1 32, P(E|D) 2 1E
HARAz & D CURnI IHIESE E A2 A 26 PR, 8K 9“8, P(D) /2 H Fn A2 D e I il 3,
Stz B P IR P(E) & M NESE E RIIASM 3 AE N IH— 1L

P(D|E)=

®)

FoR HbRZ & D WA v e IUE (BRI D A& R). 70 7 ARG HEFRAE B A& D LRl
16,50 BE VA — A0 LR D 1) 5 B0 A 2 R e 0 2 B I RE A N IR R AR, A = A AR A,
S5 ST (R T AG R FH AT B A ) PPAN R A,

2.4 VRAEFRFR AR AL I S5 2] 045 R, AT RS PR R 2 TR 25 SRR AT 40 S VR Ay X 45
(45 ¥4 2= 21 {8 Cooper Fil Herskovits(1992)# tH i) 25 T V1718 22 777, V14 e £ Score R FH I
IH- 3745 S5 14k U (bayesian information criterion, BIC), BUR] & B2 A 5 {8 EL % BIC 1/ N —Fh 3L T
DU v AR AL e % TR B AEAT SR DL D 25 R A R R Bl d A 11 2 B8 B R s
36 A X 7 B AR AR, 5 A 2R i) B A (1 5 A R T, N T e i A0 ko T A R A AR
LI K& T8 R fH(Peng et al., 2006; Panakkat and Adeli, 2007; Adeli and
Panakkat, 2009). ROC fh4k F [ F1 (AUC) MR 2 (Accuracy) R PPl Y H A o A oN:

BIC = —2In(L)+kIn(n) 4)
Score =-BIC (5)
TP FP ©)
TP+FN  TN+FP
Accuracy = TP+TN @)
TP+TN+FP+FN
AUC = [ TPR(FPR)I(FPR) ®)

(@)L ALER BR BRI B AL K B ] E S 3R n AR R R/D R =L
T AR b 5 B S REAE RN R WA PR B ST RE B B RE 0, & T IE SRR AT . AN E
PEAUR B b FE MR T R B 0 R T 38 58 A BEAL; O 1 3R AR A 56 4 Pl 1E fff . AE 1
SEH] DI J WA TR F B A SR B 7,110 AUC SRR 1 HERF) B 7E AT 18 K a4 - 1 S B 12k

A TP. FP. TN FN BI5E XN 4 s TPRWHR A 73 (8] 3 Bl R f50%F , o B IE A iR
S TEREAS A5 FPR iy 8 67 A4S A B 2R A 58 VA1 288 A B A 1) B 49
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Table 4 The definition of confusion matrix in this study

TRVEHEFE TAH KA Mws.0 BLETRE A AR KA Mws.0 LA _ESRE
Ji SO R I TP FP
JELiti T S A& 2] FN TN

3 4

3.1 RkEeEAl  JEI LT R S A o] AR SRR T 8 AN A IX 3 14 1 R e B M AE R T
MELRY BESBN,R 5 R T 8 DX 3T A A B8 T R -5 0 S M 23R B AL, A T3] X 4k Py R0 4L 22 S
BN 5, TO6(FB) 4R 25 [ 48 % 1% (0=0.0146), 1 TOA(TK) ) I 5% 51 (0=0.1948). H: 7% i) 72 i
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362 F T BESBN 5 A G i1 24 R i R Xt Lk, b ETAS #5284 H Ogata(1988)#¢ i (1 48
SRR AT X o, S HCR B AR Al THOL A, P b AR R AR 2R HUE 0.01,4F 7= 6%y 0.034, 7%
P S HR N 1.027 1 A ZEIR S A 0.007, FEhkdh Bt e N 1.012, )53 T &30+
SRR R BRI T R 7 19 R R AR 2R F 5 BESBN SR AIAHIAI Y R {E S5 VR4
T bR HEAT PEREXT .2 /0 M AT WL BESBN  7EAS [R] X 3R 1 R IS A8 T H BT 2 01 G v 2 A5 Y
ETAS J% Poisson #5284 %f T BESBN,TO3(HX) ' R {E % =1, 24 0.892,AUC ik 0.949, H: FPR=0.107
SR A IX 3k B AR, 7 B 2R 28 0o 7 e iR AR b % ik R 1) TR 3 g A A AH &, TO2(DX) 1) R EL
=0.649 F AUC=0.808 HHX Mk, T it 5 VE AR 2% R 7 1 - 100 v 2 & B Hb FE ML A 5. 3
N 8 AN X 34T v BESBN VR I FE Y, 25 A K % BESBN (15 75 e R SR B, MR U8 XU pe SRR,
TR H 3 52 P T 450 2 A A R A % 4 5 B0 R ik 9 H 7 PTG 0, AN T R 110 S s K] 4%
AR U 4 B, BT DX DL 7 I 286 35 S B HE << 4 3R K 7R - 4 [ 5t 78 - [X 3 7B - [X 43 e
ST OB IE S 1) DR SR 3 B AR, 22 B IX ST i C2 5 H AR 1T i D T B % 12, 38 B X 5k
4.0 2R M0 FE P 4 0 G S R EAG T A P EIE T AR ERZ Bl 38 8 )4 32 R e X 45
ST B, UE B 12 I 26 25 AL 0 X e 2 77 F7 B - R i i R (R ) BE SR AE BB 7.8 A X3t 2 BESBN )
REBES R AR TR RIE 5 Fis.

6 111 4%F % 2 (conditional probability table, CPT)#& 7~ T As A #4idk B oo = A& AE
REZE (D=2) 23 18] 43 5 J& T b 1) TOA(TK). TO8(TD)D=1 #% % 17E 0.2-0.4 [X &) T H
3 VAR, sz e EDFEE AR s AR 5 o 0 438 e DTS ks SR 4Rp 482 8 7 gk, 5 5 /23 P10t B
Sy KRN S R M B TR Y IR 4 X 3k TO1(HH). T02(DX)~ TO3(HX). TO5(TS). TO6(FB)
) D=1 #EF LT 0.2 45 H)& TO2(DX)TE 0.1 &b Hi B &, AT RE TR 1 -0 b 2 & HU e 2
FGE N S TRETRE 9 i TOA(TK)AE 0.2 A1 0.4 Ak 5 30 XIS A1, 7] RE X N 4= BR 0 72 170 A firh
55 b R AR R RO 1) A7, O 45 0 1 23 8] 2 SRR 5 45 DX 2 s PR RE P )
TR i 2R 5 LA AH .



< 3 BRAUAEIASE b HEER A B TRIE R R
Fig. 3 Confusion matrix for BESBN inference results on the test set
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Fig. 4 Comparison of BESBN network structures in different regions
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Table 5 Thresholds for BESBN in different regions

e
i Olwarn AL A2 aB1 B2 B3 aci

oc2

BESBN-T01 0.0656 17541 21.02 52.93 4.44 52.74  82.20
BESBN-T02 0.0553 19286 19.98 25.57 3.48 30.24  10.39
BESBN-T03 0.0472 196.42 16.65 9.74 2.48 35.19 2.98
BESBN-T04 0.1948 176.32 17.73  75.16 2.81 4573  11.43
BESBN-T05 0.0575 209.92 17.16 591 3.81 40.36  12.82
BESBN-T06 0.0146  153.80 20.71 7.76 1.90 34.96 3.19
BESBN-T07 0.0938 147.01 2226  11.48 4.44 34.78 9.18
BESBN-T08 0.1593 17415 17.92 2.97 1.42 79.14  13.96

661.75
151.57
604.50
214.70
669.81
1187.76
607.50
378.22
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Fig. 5 Alarm thresholds and R for BESBN in 8 regions
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Table 6 Comparison of models performance in different regions

A FLIX 35 Rt R Accuracy AUC FPR
BESBN-TO01 0.873 0.880 0.980 0.127

TO1(HH) ETAS 0.742 0.821 0.876 0.179
Poisson 0.612 0.746 0.723 0.254

BESBN-T02 0.649 0.768 0.808 0.240

T02(DX) ETAS 0.548 0.716 0.745 0.284
Poisson 0.421 0.642 0.651 0.358

BESBN-T03 0.892 0.894 0.949 0.107

TO3(HX) ETAS 0.769 0.835 0.882 0.165
Poisson 0.634 0.752 0.731 0.248

BESBN-T04 0.659 0.777 0.825 0.250

T04(TK) ETAS 0.556 0.716 0.748 0.284
Poisson 0.418 0.627 0.642 0.373

BESBN-T05 0.825 0.836 0.897 0.175

TO5(TS) ETAS 0.697 0.776 0.824 0.224
Poisson 0.573 0.701 0.692 0.299

BESBN-T06 0.832 0.835 0.871 0.168

TO6(FB) ETAS 0.714 0.775 0.812 0.225
Poisson 0.588 0.695 0.698 0.305

BESBN-T07 0.790 0.809 0.898 0.210

TO7(TG) ETAS 0.672 0.750 0.821 0.250
Poisson 0.534 0.676 0.687 0.324

BESBN-T08 0.740 0.866 0.890 0.136

TO8(TD) ETAS 0.628 0.806 0.823 0.194
Poisson 0.495 0.731 0.708 0.269
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Fig. 6 Conditional probability tables for BESBN in 8 regions
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A7 TP 375 Y 1 v B AR 23 P A 2R 18 4 000 B v I DA 2 18 25 (probability  gain)fi
BL(AKI, 1981).0y 1 X AH 58 J7 3047 Ak % A i Rar 3 FRAT TSR F 1 32 I FH T b 722 T 1)
4t it J7E—Molchan #5345, 1% 7% 1 Molchan(2010) 42 Hi il 1 # 7 Molchan P& A B Tl
RE TS5, J0HIE FH T 2 T M 1) e B e Tt A
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REAE B RS AT BB T+ 76 T A —Hfi 412 B0 50 /N B Bl A 10 D8 7 7 A1 T v o A 24X
R BEAUE I ATATT A7 250 TR 77 92580 AR T 3% 2% 00F 1 R (PN 255, 2018).

FEAHIEFE b, 1 e AR A [] DX 3t A5 2R AN [) 10 08 ), 44 1 T 3K 8 A1 1) et .
N E 4 (Molchan, 1991; Zechar et al., 2008). H: VX AR Molchan P m 1545 AN B 41 (A R 18
g, FEA XL
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LR IIE] BESBN fEA R X 8 5 BA 5 FIREAUHE LB 4F ) 2LHE. % 7 %75 T Molchan
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Fig. 7 Molchan plots of models in different regions
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Table 7 Molchan test results

T 5 IX ik P 1-S Gavg(0.17) Gavg(0.21) Gavg Grmax
BESBN-TO1  0.8397 2.5401 3.9184 3.9184  5.0646
TO1(HH) ETAS 0.7655 — 2.1971 2.7819  3.4907
Poisson 0.7175 — 1.3591 2.2365  3.0535
BESBN-T02  0.8724  4.3758 4.9931 48400  5.7177
T02(DX) ETAS 0.8204 1.1539 2.9804 3.1457  4.3605
Poisson 0.7264 — 1.2751 2.0895 3.0101
BESBN-T03  0.8969 8.4707 8.0725 8.0725  9.0826
TO3(HX) ETAS 0.7486 3.9238 4.4729 3.8457  5.0220
Poisson 0.7845 — 2.8829 3.2403  3.9549
BESBN-T04  0.8188 1.7413 2.7459 2.9667 45102
TO4(TK) ETAS 0.7462 — 1.1167 2.1102  3.2548
Poisson 0.6833 — 0.5434 1.6730  2.6438
BESBN-T05  0.9012 5.5313 6.5704 6.5704  7.9346
TO5(TS) ETAS 0.8485 — 4.1518 41518  5.6057
Poisson 0.7030 — 2.1088 2.4478  3.4342
BESBN-T06  0.8810 5.5937 6.1956 6.1956  6.8644
TO6(FB) ETAS 0.8325 — 4.1616 43332  5.1925
Poisson 0.7477 — 2.1652 2.8250  3.2429
BESBN-TO7  0.8170 1.7776 2.7290 3.1786  4.2281
TO7(TG) ETAS 0.7627 — 1.5192 24213 3.4031
Poisson 0.6780 — 0.8558 1.8000  2.3684
BESBN-T08  0.7828 1.4123 1.9221 2.5638  3.5455
T08(TD) ETAS 0.7254 — 0.9308 2.0043  2.8357

Poisson 0.6146 — 0.7047 1.5353 2.2019
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Bt 1:BESBN A LA

SVE 1 1 BES NI HC SE0EHEAT DU H7 W) 28 2 kg 27 2] Dy A0

BN LS I SE B 4 data, 7571 A HUE Y [ space, FRAE R population, iEARIEL k
g5 2] 5B BESBN

1  Randomly initialize the point P; for n.Point

2  Calculate the Score of initial Point: f(P;)

3 While the termination conditions are not met do
4 Select space

5 for each point i in the population do

6 Phew = Prestt5>¢and(Pmean-Pi)

7 if f(Pnew)< f(Pi) then

8 Pi = Prew

9 if f(Pnew)< f(Prest) then

10 Ppest = Pnew

11 end if

12 end if

13 end for

14 Search space

15 for each point i in the population do

16 Prew = Pi +y (i) >X(Pi— Pi+1)+X(i) X(Pi—Pmean)
17 if f(Pnew)< f(Pi) then

18 Pi = Prew

19 if f(Pnew)< f(Prest) then

20 Ppest = Pnew

21 end if

22 end if

23 Perform Hill-Climbing at P;

24 repeat

25 Generate candidate structures by:

26 1. Adding an edge 2.Deleting an edge 3. Reversing an edge
27 Evaluate the fitness Score f for all candidate structures
28 Pcandidate <— argminpf(P")

29 if f(Pcandidate)< f(Pi) then

30 Pi = Pcandidate

31 if f(Pcandidate)< f(Ppest) then

32 Poest = Pcandidate

33 end if

34 else

35 break

36 end if



37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55

Check DAG condition for P;
if isSDAG(P;) == false then
Continue Hill-Climbing until P; satisfies DAG condition
end if
until no candidate improves the score and P; is a DAG
end for
Swoop
for each point i in the population do
Prew = rand>Ppest+X 1 (1) X(Pi — €1 >Pmean) +Y1(i) X(Pi — €2>Ppest)
if f(Pnew)< f(Pi) then
Pi = Prew
if f(Pnew)< f(Ppest) then
Poest = Prew
end if
end if
end for
k=k+1
end while
Return Ppest as the optimal bayesian network.




