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Abstract: In metagenomic analysis, phylogenetic classification of DNA fragments from a variety of microor-
ganisms is often performed to understand the taxonomic composition of microbial communities. In recent
years, with the improvement of DNA sequencer’s throughput, a faster classifier for metagenomic reads is re-
quired. In this research, we focused on naive Bayes which can classify in short time with sufficient accuracy,
and aimed to develop a faster and accurate classification method by using improved naive Bayes, naive Bayes
with a hidden class (NBH) and hidden naive Bayes (HNB). In addition, we tried to improve algorithm of
HNB for a faster classification, and checked the performance and computing time by using UCI reoisitory
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P> DNA % 73, ®:#8% #%91ZEH DNA % 5AHY,
BB AE T 2 IEM OB T D0 % T D HIZE T
HD. BE, BERIZERTIMEMD 99% IFRATH
2YEDLNTEY, AXYT ) MEWFIZE ) BEMRED A
TEDHRPMAEY R DI R B R A D EEFEROFE R
HREXNTVWS., ZOEDITARYT ) AMEH I WTHE
IO S AEOMRIILBED—DTH BN, ART ) LN
TIIRERICERT I LHOMEY S DNA 2 F L HT
T 2720, B2 RMAEYRED DNA W R EdSIANEE L
F2TF—=AWEOND. TDD, ART ) LMERTIEIN
5@ DNA Wi s % BAE#RE € 212, ZTNHNEDM
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EVIREIZHERT 2EDTH D NRMURDEITHOND.
BRI, EPREIEREICAEINTES Y, phylum,
class, order, family, genus &\ o7z &5 KRR Z K-
TWb &AL, &BEEODEIEANDDIEPTHINT
W3,

DNA WrFECSIOEFIESRZ & L ICRHRNR S EHEITD
B2 RPIEPREINT VDS D, 205 IXEFIAEFRME £
DL HHEFHE L WA E D S SEFIRITKRHIND.

FFIAH R M 3D < A EEFETIE, EEES OB E
(BEFIAHENE) & ERET— X X—AthDElH| & Lhigd 2 Z &
W&V AEZITD. MEGAN [1] £W5 Y 7 b =7 Tld
BRI OELEDOHIIZE T —RIZHNGNE Y 7 b
77 THd BLAST [2) ZFHL, A&7 ABHIDRHE
SEEITO>TWDE. ZORFMEEMICED < SHEFIEL,
— I FDREEREND, DNA OWr i ECHE I k2%
T—AN—A LT D 0ERHY), FRENKEILLD
EWVSHEND D

BeAIAH A IS 5D < D FETFIETIX, DNA Wi F 4120 &
BEMH L, TORBMOELUEICE D I HHEEITS. BlE,
Bl F ML FE D < BFFIED L < Ml U 72 RN o h b
2 LICERFEEHCTHEET>TWD. —BRITHE
FEE AW AEFEIRESEAEMEICE D S EFE LT
RTCHFEOREIXMERND, —EET I E2ERETIELED
BROFHEEIZZNIZEREI LSV HARH D, BB,
BFE O ERICET 22 <O TIXE T IV 2 MET
% 72O DOFHEIFE ORI 2 REE LTV, AZT ) A
B DZRFER BBV TIEN T D 7 — 2 EHIEEITL W
720, FERM O LY B FHRIRER O RS K X 2 3E
THhd. B, WKETKRKE®D DNA EHIBFTHAR ST
WD, SHLELD DNA V=T VI DAN—TY hOD
M &) BT DNA W R BB Uktir 2 2
ENFEZLND 20D, FEESHFENROSNT NS,
T T, AWM TIEEEZ DB T S MY HE % 1
W D ETFIRICE R R YT .

B2 WA R T ) ARMDRHEAFEDOFEL L
T, RFEMZZE DIT support vector machine (SVM) %
W R H % 47 D Phylopythia [3] )+ — 7 XA X%
FAWTRMDEE T Fik 4] BREEINTNWS. SVM &
FA =T R REHEFHEE U T4 2B TRIFAINT
Wd. SVM G — MBI FHRIR & @AY, BEAKIZIE 2 2
FARFERTHD-OT VT ALIZE>TIEY 5 AN
%\ REE D GECRBEPERE T H DRI — 2 IV ME
ZBROVBBEIIGERH ) @mETIERNEINT WD, —
H, FA =T RA ZEERR T FEARET B D 37 HIK
MHEVELRNEINTNS.

TIT, RAFERIINDBETDIIENTEDF A — TN
A RZEEU, EEEINZF A —T XA X% AR5 ) Al
DR ENSHTZ 2 LT, AdE»OERERSEHT
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EORFEZHE LU, TDRd, KL TIEMDEFDOU
KOMDT—=2EY ML, FoA =TS ZHRTF
HEE N E N EAREINTOWDILRI Nz F A — TR
+ ACd& % naive Bayes with a hidden class (NBH) €7
)V [5] & hidden naive Bayes (HNB) [6] O F#IFR# % UCT
repository O letter 7 — & [7] IZXVMRFEL /2. T 51T,
HNB IZBIU T30 8E2 LV &HEIZT L7207V ITY X
LOWREAA, letter 7— & & FWT FHIKEE & 7RI
MIOMEREIT>7~. TUT, &4 IENBH & HNB =
T2 A BT ) LB DR TR EZRE L, SVM 2 v
R, FA —TRA & R TR
& FRIR R 2 i U /2.

2. BEMRE

BB 12 8510 B It — MR R I D— DT R A T
VAR RT—IRBHE. R TT VY NT— 0 3EM %
FHTB ) — R 2ORMOKERFEERTET — 75
SRR NG, RAYVT YRy NT— 2 Db MR
WY UT, 75 AEEE MY U BRI S i 3 s
W2 AR L A — T A, Atsp s, B 1IF 1 —T A
ZOMEEFRT. FA— TRt ZTIER (1) D& > IR
PEEETS.

P(Ay,..., A, C) = P(O) [ P(AiIC) (1)
=1
ZIT, ClEIIA, A (i=1,...,n) XEHEEERT. F
72, REIEHE = (a1,01,...,a,) WHEAONZEE, F
1 —TRA Rk B HBBIER (2) TREI NG,

n

¢(FE) = argmax P(c) H P(a;|c) (2)
ceC =1

FA —TRA DFFEBENNI L, —EDFHIKEE %2R
T, FA =T RA ZXDGAMAS EPSIHEDRE D 72 D JE
M EMBRERRREHZ2 T2y MIBLTR P F
DREWEENELNZN., F/2, 74 —TRA XEKER
T2y MIHUTZNZERWEENELNRN &
ARINTND [8].

FA — T RA ZADEMAF SHNTEDRE % FERIT D 72D
2, BUEMOKEFEEGEHEICRTHRT — 2 % #>TH
A — TNA X% HEMIZHRR S 2 ETHhN TS, B
TOHITIE, AETAZT ) AEFIOZREDPEAEAT
LREERNZHEE X N F A — T RA DDV CEHT 5.

3. F&

3.1 Naive Bayes with a hidden class €7/l

Naive Bayes with a hidden class (NBH) €7V [5] i,
FA =T RA XD G F WL MEDRE % B HT % 720
RN I AL HC 2EALLZET N THEL. B 212
NBH Ofigi & -7, 2IZmRT &I, TRTOFEMER
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1 F A =T RA XD

Fig. 1 The structure of naive Bayes

® 2 NBH O#i&
Fig. 2 The structure of NBH

T IAL T T A INEBN Y T AERIT XY &
AT I3,
NBH TR (3) D& D IS % EHRT D.

P (Ay,...,A, HC,C|0)
= [[PAilEC, C,0)P(HC|C,0)P(C|0) (3)
i=1

ZZT, OIFETNNTA—L, HCIZRENIY 7 AT
»hb.

Fr, RHFEHIE = (ay,...,a,) DNEA 5N %, NBH
WD HBRIER (1) DI ITEEINS.

¢(E) = argmax P(clay,...,an,0)
ceC
= argmax P(clhe,aq,...,a,,0
s 3 Pl )
x P(hclay, ..., an,0) 4)

ZOBRMEE 25 DIFRNT T ADMTH DM, ShIE
10-fold cross-validation T3 5413 accuracy DN EHE
FBOWRENY S A0BERHATSE I UA. £/, NBH
WCBWTIK, ETIUNTA—RORENBETHD. A
FETIE, NA AHEDEBFHRIETDH 2 MAP #EETE L 28
3 RA KIENHED < £ 43~ A X Viterbi Training (VB-VT)
O ICEVET NI A—RDOHEEITS /=,
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Fig. 3 The structure of HNB

3.2 Hidden Naive Bayes

Hidden Naive Bayes (HNB) [6] I%, F 1 —7 XA XD%
PEAs SHSIVEDRE 2 MBFIT B 72012, F 14 —TNA XD
& JEMEIZ hidden parent X IFEIEN B J@MEZBIIL ZET IV
THhd. BERIIZIE, hidden parent (& B EMEDZ LA
ADOTRTOEMEN S DHEEEETDIE0INH 5.

3 IZHNB OffiEi 2 =9, B 3I2BWT, ClEr I A
THY, IRNTOEEOETHS. £/, LBV A 13
FROM TR I NS hidden parent Apy, (i =1,2,...,n) %
FoTwa.

HNB (2 & 2 AR IER (5) DL D IZERINSD.

n

P(Ay, ..., An,C) = P(C) [ ] P(AilAny,, ©) (5)
i=1
P(Ai|Any,, C) = Y Wi x P(4;]4;,C) (6)
Jj=Llj#i

F7z, RKHFEHIE = (ay,...,a,) P52 5N L X, HNB
ICEBHMBER (T) DEIITEHING.

n

¢(E) = argmax P(c) HP(ai\ahpi, c) (7)
ceC im1
Pailanp,,0) = > Wi x Plailaj;c) (8)
J=1ji

HAW;; (1,5 =1,2,...,n, 272U, i #j) ZRET DT
HEELUTIE, R (9) THETEDIT P(A|A;,C) DEAL L
T, B A & A OB SHEHBREZFERTS.

Ip(Ai; A45]C)
Zj:l,j;ﬁi Ip(Ais A;1C)
ZIT, FRMAESHEMERE Ip(A; A;|C) 13X (10) TRE
H#IND.

Wij = 9)

LAz Al0) = Y p(ai,aj,c)PP(“““”C) (10)

(aile)P(ajlc)

a;,a;,c

3.2.1 HNB OE&{biCEiF =R
AMETIEEEP O EREE LR ETEOMAEZHE LT
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WB A, R (7) &Rk (8) 2V~ HNB OHHETIE, $5
EMEDSMEMNREFHETIBRIZMOTRTOEEIZ DOV
TEETD2HENDHY, BUHEOBRNLL B2 LEETIE
PEDRT DML, EEBEWMTS. LAr>T, #D
F—=2t Y NOBMEOEN L NGEE I TFHIERNEL o
TLED>EVSMENEZOLND. TIT, BRAITEET
BEIEDRY O E WA IE D Z L1 &Y Tl o
EiRATz.

HNB T3 &M SHEERREIC XD B OMKTE R
ZIEMLTEY, ZOMEMIEVESBYERIZ R KRR G
WHBELNVIEZ[FIEINTNWD, FIT, MMM
EAEHEOMEMNNI <, BERICKEBRRID RV E b
NBEBEHDRTIZDOWTIER (B), (9) IBWTHEL AW
I D HERKRE RO X BARMIZIE, SR E
MEMREIINTIUEIWHEEZEAL, UIWEM RO
AT EFHERRENRONDEEDO T DA (8), (9) D
HEIZEDDZZ LA F/-, LIWHEZKILTDZ
LA & BRI KIE AT B al Gl H 205, A4
ZEZBWTIIREED ONB D FliEER2 TEDZIHET X
TRVED R U T WAEZ FEERIEIRL 7.

4. EER

INETOMRIZEVMOFHEDONL OPDT—2 &
MZIBWT, NBH & HNB i&7 1 — 7 XA X (naive Bayes,
NB) O FHINEZ LES5ERH L I ENRINT WD
5], [6]. & Z°T, AHFFETIE UCI repository DT — & &
k%# W7 NBH & HNB O F#IllEE & TR H 2 MEE U
72 1T, NBH & HNB % A &7/ ABCHI D 2550 FHA G
AU, BEFEFEL UTRIOND 1 — TR XV %
O, SVM 2 W/ R0 & FHRE & TR/ DO
%772, £72, NBHIZB W TIE, MAP #EikiC
FVETIWNT A=K EHEST HET) NBH (MAP) &
B4y N A RIEIZHD K E 5 XA X Viterbi Training 12 & V)
ETNWNTA—ZEHETZET )N NBH (VB-VT) %[t
AWz, EBRICMHE U 233O MERENE, Intel Xeon
processor X5670 (2.93 GHz), A EVIL54GB THD.

AWMETIXRMOEIIHNSZ SVM DT 751) & LT
LIBSVM [10] 2 FIfH L, #— 3 VE$07 12 RBF 7 — %
NV%EZFEINU7Z. RBF A—x )& W/ SVM &, 1EHIMb
NTRA=R C e H—FININT A= ~ DIRENBIETH
5. RFEBRTIX, NIA—AFAEHDOT—2 1w MIXL
T 10-fold cross-validation %17\, 85415 accuracy DI
BPEEENST AL DMAEDEE SVM OFE /NS
A—=REUTHHALU-.

4.1 UCI repository DT7—4% v MIL 2 FRAIBEE

T RIBF B DARGE
AIFFET A R ) MRS DRI TG S NBH &
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% 1 Accuracy & FHIFE DI

Table 1 Average accuracy and average classification time

Accuracy @ PR D

IY AR S (%) ST (sec.)
SVM 98.0 1.528
NB 73.6 0.023
HNB 90.1 0.081
HNB (speed-up) 90.1 0.053
NBH (MAP) 90.2 0.456
NBH (VB-VT) 87.4 733.485

HNB &, ZBATHHRICBEWTFRNEEIZE L T fto 5
EDHBMBITHNT BN, FRIREFIZDOWTOERIEDH
FfFbhTVRY. UL, AZT ) ABFIDRGSFE
ZEWTH, KEOT—XE@EENDOEREEICHET S Z
EWRDENT WS 728, NBH (MAP, VB-VT) & HNB
DOFHNEE & PRI %2 — T X1 X (NB), SVM & It
UK., 72, RWI%ETIF -7 HNB O &I MY 72K
RBIZE MR OMEEL T2 /2.

FHIKEE & FREEE O LE#RIZ 1E UCT repository #1D let-
ter 7—4& [7) 2L 7. letter 7— &% T T ZHNS 26,
JBVEEAY 16, T — 2 EAY 20,000 THY, 77 AmDOY v
TVEEREFELNEDER>T WD, /2, FHKEL
LT, EULKAEINSEEEZRT accuracy & HANS.

10-fold cross-validation %175 Z &2 K W EHIL 7245
HEROTHNGE & FURF O 2R 1ITRY. £ 1ITR
4 &1, NBH (MAP, VB-VT) & HNB O accuracy I3
F A — T RAAD accuracy % LY, FBiTHEOKR L
—HULTW3. 51 —7~( Z¥ NBH (MAP), HNB I
BL Tlk, SVM LHiRY 2 & accuracy 1585248, /A
DENARETH D Z e Dbnd. F7z, letter T—RILH
WTC, mE kiZm) TR U7z HNB (speed-up) &, €k
®D HNB D accuracy K FI 5 Z &4<, 1.5 ERED
EEfb R LTV,

4.2 EBRT-—4

DNA Wt ldsl DT —4 & LT, DNA V=7 V3D
22V —4TdHD MetaSim [11] 2T, NCBI 7 —4
NR—= 2B WTH AT X % Bacteria & Archaea M 390 &
DEYIDT ) LAEHID S EX 100 HEOD DNA W E5 %
319,972 A¥EM L /2. F£72, ARFEBRTIL genus JETHEHZ
TV, ZOTF—&t v ND genus JB DI IEHEIZEELT 48
Wdhd7-D, 77 ADLI8 TH5.

TUT, AMFEIZEVWTIEETEBOATTLLT, X
100 55D DNA Wi FrEAIA2 S 3-mer (3 HEEDE /3 ELH)
DOHBSHE Z MBI UBMEE UTHW .

A THWD RIS WT, SVM & NBH (MAP,
VB-VT) 13735 A — X OMHEABETHS. AWETIE
ERTHRRZT— 2N 319972 THE3T—X Y vD
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I0DKREIDY Ty NaNRTA—ZOFHEAD T —
Ay b UTHWE.

4.3 RROBER

AR ) WEHI DRI FANF 72125 % NBH (MAP,
VB-VT), HNB L BEIZIGHINT WD F oA — TR A
(NB), SVM OFH¥5E & TR DL % 175 7=,

REBRTHND AT ) ARFIDOT =2 XY MIBENT
&, 727 A0V TV BREL, YU TIVED
/M & BRI 35 5D ENHS. £TIT, &7
ADT = BB THD T — XY MZRKUTHEHT
& % receiver-operator characteristics (ROC) Hi#R N D
B (area under the curve, AUC) AUCTOC % /3%t DM
BERLAMIZ N 5.

ROC Hh## [12] 1&, true-positive fraction & false-positive
fraction 2 70 b L7ZEHDTH Y, sensitivity & speci-
ficity D NV —RA7%2KTEDTHD. £LT, AUCROC
13 ROC HiIFRDO NUlDOTEBTH Y, ROC #hifRD B X % 3
TEINED—DTHD. AUCROC X005 1 ETODH%E
&), BRBSENIRAGEEX 1L ERY, TVALEY
HOGEIZ 05 &85,

AEERTIE, EEHTL7 7 A%EH, TAUNDT T A
EFIE UTHRY, &7 AD AUCEOC %E3HE L. X
5T, &7 5 AD AUCEOC % GWIZFHiid 5 7212,
AUCROC RN EWELAETH D 7 7 ADE&RFHEL,
Uz 23T, fifilic AUCHOY, Htiic s 5 2
DEGEL->TTEY MU, TOMEER 412°F. F
7z, B 4 OffikkE e RIS 2 22O D HfiER T~ DHiRE &
WG 5 PHIRR 2R 2/ (R9. 72720, #hfk FOERAZ
051 ETOMEZE LS.

B4, % 2173 & 512, HNB OFHHEE XS — T~
A XD TFRKEEE LY, HNBZF A — T RA XD T HIk
EEUEELTOD 22 Dh5. HNB O FHIKEIZ SVM
DOTHREE L DIEL DD, FA4 —T XA XL SVM DfH]
REOTHNKENMELNT WS, £/, HNB OaE#Eicm
7R OFEFR E LT, HNB (speed-up) i& HNB O ¥l
MEZENIEL 28 <HN 55 FDmdE bz @R L T
>IN bnd. fEREUT, HNBE2HWS Z &Itk Y,
FA =T NRA XA D L FRIRHAE S 225, SVM
LR D EIEFRITHOD PRI T SVM & F 1 — TR X
OO FHEEMFS5 NS, UL, NBHIZBIL T,
SEFHALEZT—2EY MZBOWTIEF A — T RS AD T
HEEZ L2 ZEWNTE RN 7.

4.4 HNB 0%t

AW TIE, 3.2.1 TR & DI SHEHHRE
WWUEWEt 2BATEILI2&Y) HNB DB #1To 7-.
£ 2IZRTEDIIMRD HNB D FHIEE %2 TI 3 210K
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Fig. 4 Comparison of accuracy

x 2 EfR T OmR L FHIKR

Table 2 Area under the curve and classification time

e MR F DR PR (sec.)
SVM 0.893 21,457.4
NB 0.878 27.3
HNB 0.885 738.9
HNB (speed-up) 0.885 134.5
NBH (MAP) 0.875 57.4
NBH (VB-VT) 0.872 31,841.0

TIEARVWEDRUSWEt 2 BIRLU 2%, R3ICLE
WMB ¢t 223 SOFHKEE L FHIMZRT. %~
7ZU, fEk0 HNB O Pl z EiE L, 2>, KX (8) D
plajlapy,,c) 2 0 & UBWL SVEZERU 256 ORER
#mR9. £72, HNB(t = 0) I3f¢kD HNB 2R .
FEREUT, RO SHAEHREOL SVME ¢t 2 KE<
T2 ONTFMIRFFEIZIEA U, /D HNB O FHIKEE %
ETFIE2 e R<EmELEERTED U I\WMHE t BFEAE
UAZelbhnd, £/, ZOREENS U IVME t OPRE
WIEEILEETHDEEILND.

5. f5im

5.1 AWFROBKR

AR TIE, MOFTHLOhDF—&t Y ML
A =T RAZXE) BOFHIEENFOND ZENREI N
TWAHLRINAF A —T XA XTdH5 NBH & HNB D
THIKEE & T %, UCI repository D7 —& &y k%
FAWTHREEL 72 ETA XY ) AR OZREDEIZIGH L
Tz F77, KWIEOHMNTH 5 EE» D EkEE R0 H Tk
DOBEFED 7212, HNBIZ X 2 D E#EALD 72D DR
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R 3 KT EIHEBREDO L I\WMH ¢t 223722 ED HNB D
HhAR N O IR & IR
Table 3 Area under the curve and classification time when

threshold of conditional mutual information ¢ is

changed
g e F ORISR (sec.)
HNB (¢t =0) 0.885 738.9
HNB (¢t = 0.01) 0.885 736.9
HNB (¢t = 0.02) 0.885 323.6
HNB (¢t = 0.03) 0.885 134.5
HNB (t = 0.04) 0.883 76.4
HNB (¢t = 0.05) 0.881 54.5
HNB (t = 0.06) 0.879 45.2

2707, #BRE LT, HNB 2 W/ R0 EFED T
HIREEIL SVM 2 HWAIBE L VIZE 2D, S —TRA
AHVBEAELIVIRAEL TR Z DRI NZ. U
MN->T, HNB DEAIZ LY, SVM L KT 3 L IEFIZH
BT D ENTE, SVM &F 1 —TR1 XD
FREOTFIENGOND D EFELE2ARKTLIZ ENTSE
7o, F/, KFETHNZAZY ) ARMIOT—2X2 Y ~
IZBWTIE, HNB O&E# D ZODWBIC LY, FHIKE
EEENIEE I e R<M 55 MOmEE=ERL 7.

5.2 S10ORE

AR TIL, DNA MR TIPS HBONLRHE LT
3-mer (3 ¥EFDOEBHES) O HBIHE 2 IO EIEICH
WTWB A%, JfTiigEd SVM % /2 Phylopythia [3] T
I 5-mer DO HBISHE % @M L U541 RE RWOMEREN S
LENTWD. &7, T —TRA XMW -REDETE
[4] Tl& 12-mer 75 15-mer O HBHE Z @M L U THW
EGEICROERENELNTWS. D), HxtEk
U k-mer D k 23&IRNT D2 212X D) FHIBED
B ENRAEFNS. UL, DNAKSIEA, T, G, CD
4 XFCREINDG 728 k-mer D HBSEE 2 EMEE T2
G, BRI A LY, kOfEREL<TIIconTER
BRI RS, FHZHNB O & 5 BOHEBIZEW
TIZEMEES PRI RESHET S0, #EIRT DS k
DB & > TIIREORIRIZ & O @R 2 /NS < T2 BEN
HdLEZLND.

Txld, O EBRSBEICHA TR SHEBHRED
UEWHEZBEAT S Z 22X HNB OE b % &R L 7~
A, BAEIF U IWMHEZ cross-validation (2 & VD HE L TV
5. 2Dk, SHOBEE U TTHKELZETIESZ
R EFEILEERT DU I VEDIE HiEZMNLT 5 2
EWEITFOND.

F72, SHBDNA V=T VY OERBRLIZHEIZLY SUE
AR T REBD T —AN I nd L5128, BfEL
DEILICEERDEFENRODOND LEZOND.
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B AL TESAHBE 2T W HABEE
FMAASHNTT 33 2= —¥ a VRZEBWIRHRDO 4
EENKICEHOEERT D,

AL, SCBRRIFE WLREEY —T v/ 7ns
75 MERAEGELEER OXBE2ZTFbhZs0D
Thd.

SE X
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