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Abstract

The study of symmetry in inference keeps attract-
ing interests. This paper introduces a model of sym-
metric inference called pARIs, defined over 2 x 2
co-occurrence frequencies. We show that the index
works very efficiently in estimating the correlation
of the population, especially when only few samples
are given. The advantage of pARIs includes its sim-
plest form, easy update, broad definability, and the
clear theoretical underpinning as the probability of
biconditionals (biconditional events), or the bicondi-
tional probability.

Keywords — Symmetry inference, Causal Induc-
tion, Small Data, Correlation Estimation

1. ODoOdd
ooOooboooboooboooboboooba
o000 O0O0oO0oOoOooooooooooools]
gbooboooooobobobooooboaon
oooboboboboboooooooooo
gooooooooo @o,oo)ypoooooo
oooooOobooooboooboboooDbo
gbOooobooooboooobooo
gbooooboobooooboobooobooa
Oo0O00ooooooooo(@S)yoooleloOn
oooobOoooboooboooobooooonn
oboboooooooooooooooooan
gbobOoooooboobooooboboobooaon
gooooooOooooooooooLsoooo
ooooboooooboaon

OO0COODEODOODOODOOOCOOE
ooocoooo

obooboobobOobOooobooboooooboan

oboooboooobooobd
gbobooboooooobooooobooboba

ooobobooboooooooooooooon

dbddbooboooooooboooooooon
Oo0o0O0OO0O0O0oO0oO0oOoO0oOoOoO0O0n0 pARIsOO
O0000D00O00O00 Hattori O Oaksford
O@BODO0000D0D0O00O0oOo0O0d DEH
dododobooooooooboboooon
OoO0oOoOOOCOpARIsODOOOOOOOOO
goodoboooboooboooobooonoaa
goooooooobooooon

OoocooooOgod
Oooo0ooog

ggodd
uboboooobooooobobooooboo
tbmuoomooboooobooboonoo
ooooooboooooooooooooo
obobooooboooooboobooo
obooboooooooooobooboooboonn
uoboooboooboobooboboboon
oooooooooooooooboooboon
obooooooooboooboooboobooobon
oboooooboooobooooobooon
oboobOoboooooboobobooooboon
gboooooobooboobooboobobann
oooobooboooobooogooooDo
oboooOooboboobooobobooboboon
oobooOoobOooooOooooOoooonoano
uboobobooooboobobobooobon
oooooobooooooooooboboo
oooooobooooboooooboDo
oboooocoboobobooooocoooboonn
O

g

OOooocooooooooooooogodg
OoDo0DoDoooo0DooDooDoOooooogod

w

goboooboooooobobooooo

U
obooocoobOoobOobooobooooonoo
000000 cCOEOQOOEOOODOOOOO
oooobooobooooooboooooboobogo
goooocooooooooooooboogoo
oobooooOoocoooooooopoooo

— i —



20140 00000000031000

00000000000 o0ooDooODoOo0ogoCOE
ooooooooocc-CE—~EODOOODOCO
E0DDO0ODDODO100002x2000000
000oo0o0oo0oO (abed)D00D00DOOODO
000000000000 O0000O00O elemental
causal induction [2] 0 0 O O

000000000000 oooogol4]aAar
oooo

AP = P(E|C) — P(E|-C) (1)
_a c ad — bc ”
Ta+b c+d (a+b)(c+d) @

doddooooboboobbouooooooooao
000000000000 O0P(EC) 0000
P(E-C)00D00000000O0DOO0O0O00O00
oodoboooboooboooouooobooood
odoboooooooouooouoooooooo
doddoboobouoouooouoooooboaoa
0000 (a,bed0APODDOOOOODOOO
godoboooooobouooooouoboood
0000000000 (eg.,[3]0 Experiment 2)0
O O O Hattori O Oaksford O O dual factor heuris-
tics(DFH) OO OO OO @BUODOoOoCoOEQOO
00000 PEC)D0EODDCOODOOODODO
P(CIE)00000O00O00OO0O0O00O0O0DOO0

DFH = /P(E|C)P(C|E) 3)

0000000000000000000000
00000000000000d4d0000000
0000000000000000000000
000000D0000D0000D00000000
00000000000000000000$d$0
0000000O000P(-C-E)0000000
0000000 PC)0P(E)DDODOODOOO
0000000000D000000000COE
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
00000MO0000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
0000000000000000O000000
0000000D000000000000000
0000000000MO0OO0000000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000000000000O000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000
000000000000 0000000000
00000000000000000000000
0000000000000000000000

-3

ocoocooo0ooboobooooooooooooao
Ooboooooooobooobooooooogoano
ooboooooooboooboooobooooaoan
000000000 proportion of Assumed-to-be
Instances (pARIs)0 O O O

DFH(E|C)

P(E|C)P(C|E) 4)
= /P(E|C)P(C|E) = DFH(C|E)(5)

DFHOOODOOOOOOOOOODODODODOO
BlOOOODOODUOODFHOOOOOOOOOOO
ooobooooooooooobFHODODOD
obooooooboooobooboooboooobon
O0000OO0OOoOoOoOoooOoOOOO[B]oDFHO
OooOo0o010o0o00oobOo0o0oo0o0oooboooDo

o= ad — be
Va+b)(c+d)(a+c)(b+d)

O04(COEODODOOOODODODOOOO)DOO
goooo

(6)

DFH(E|C) = lim ¢ @)
=/ P(E[C)P(CIE) (®)

00000000 0oDoo0ooDooDooooood
gbobobobooobboooboboooboobbaon
ooooooboooobooooboobooobooon
goooboooobooooboobooogonn
0000d00D0O00OO0OOO0OO0OOOP(-C,—E)O
0000000000000 PC)DP(E)DDD
gboobobboboobobooobabbag
OO0COEODOOOOOOOOOOODROOOO
gboobooooooooooboooboooboooooon
gbobobobob@mboobobooooon
gbobooooobdobobobobobdoad
oooobOoboooboooooboobooooonn
omooobooooboobobooooooonn
ubobooooboomuooobooobooon
goobooboboooobobooboobobon
oboobOoobooobooobooboooobooonn
oboobooooobooobooboobooooboonn
goboboobooobobooobobooboobooonn
gbobobobobobomoboooooon
gbobooooooboboobooboaobobon
obobOocoobOooooboboobooooon
000000000 proportion of Assumed-to-be
Instances (pARIs)0 O O O

PARIs = )

@
a+b+c

— 1



20140 00000000031000

-3

01.00000000002x2000

candidate cause present (E) absent (—E)
present (C) a b
absent (—C) c d

0000000000000 COO00EDOOO
0000000000 COEODODODOODOO
0000000000000000000000
P(CNE)

(10)
oooo

4. 0J0O0O0O0OO:AP, DFH, pARIs

O0oo0o0o0o0ooooooooooooooare
OOoCcOEfdOOoooOoOOOoOOoOoOooooooo
0000000000000 P(E[C)0O0O0OO
cOOOO0DEOQOODOOOOOCODEDODOO
ooooooooobDOoobobOcobOoOD EDO
gboboboboboboobooobooobooooo
00 P(E|-C)000D00000O0P(-E|-C)O
oooooocoooboO0 EOOOODODO
OO00EODOOOOOCODOOODDOAPOO
oboOoobOoobOoobooboobobobonon
DFHOO COOO0 EOODODOO P(E|IC)00 E
00D0COO0OO0O0ODOPCE)D0DO0DO0OOOODN
cOOOODOEOODODEDODOODODOC
ooOobOobOobOooOooboobooobooboan
O00o0O0PCIE)DDEODOOCODOODOOO
gbobooobobobooooooboobooaon
oooocCcopooOooOo E0DOOoOOoboooono
0P(-E[~-C)000000000000D0000
DFHO APOOO0O0ODOOOOODODOOOODOO
DFHOODODOOOOOOOOODODOOOOOO
googobooooboobobbooopbboooo
gobooooboooboobbboaoooboaad
obOoooOobOooboobooobooon

000 pARIs0 0000000 deFinettiO O O
gbobOoooobobooboooooboboobooaon
gooooooobobobobobbboooooooo
OcCcOOOEODDOOOOOODEDOOCOODDOO
OO00O0O0O0C0O0O0O0000D000O0DO biconditional
probability0 0 0 0000 OO

pARIs = P((E|C)&(C|E)) = P(CNE|CUE)(11)
__ P(CNE)
- P(CUE) (12
(13)

OOo0ooOO00ooooOoO0oOoODFHOOOODOO
oood

OCOOEOOQOOOOOOOEODOCO
gbooboobooboobobobobn
OOooOcCcOEQODOODODOOOODOO

gboboboobobobobooooooon

ocoOO0oOO0O0ooocbOO0OOooooOobOOoOooooan
ocooooooboooooobOobooooooao
000000000000 (eg., [1] O singularity
principley 00 000000000000 O000OO
goboooobbbooobboobbooan
Oo0o0oo0oo0OoO0oo0APODFHOOOOOOOOO
O0O000O0O0O0OC0CO0000000OOpARIsO
oooooooooooooooooooogano
O000000000000000000D0O0pARIs
ocooooooboooOoobocOobcoboOoooOooao
coooooboooooooooooobooo

5. 00Oooboo
BloOoooDOoO0DO0DoOoOoOooDoooOooooOOo
OO0O00oO0oDOOODFHOOODOO30DOO0O0O00
OooOoobDOoO0OOooOoooooboooooboobo?
O0000O0pARsOOOO0O0OOOOOOOOO
DFHO OO OOpARIsOOOOOOOOOOCOO
OoOooooo88soooooooooooogo
OO00oooooO0ooOO0O0o0DOOODFHODOOOO
O00000OpARIsOOOOOCOOOOOOO
oooooobooooooobFHOOOOOOD
obooooobgoooobooo

6. DUOUDLDODLDDODLDDLDODLDOODDOO

ERE
oooooooobooboobobOoooDoog
ooooooooooooooboDbODbODbODbODD
oooooObOoOoOOoOO0oooooooooooaon
gbobooOoooobooobooboboocooboonn
uboboboooooooboooboobooon
ooooooooooooooDboDbDbDbDbD
oooocbooobooobobooboobon
obobooooobooboboooooon
000abc0000d4dO0O000O0OOODOO
oooobooboooboobooboobooon
abc0000d4d000000O0+10000
ooooooooobobooooooooan
ubobobobobOoboooboooooon
30000000000000V = pARIs,V; =

OoOo0ooocooooOod

— 13—



20140 00000000031000

-3

02.0000000C000000000OCCOO0ORMSOASYSOOOOOODOCODO [Hattori07]O0O OO

AS95 BCC03.1 BCC03.3 HO03 HO6 LS00 WO03.2 WO03.6 averager error

pARIs .94 .98 97 99 97 .89 .88 94 .95 9.44

DFH .95 97 95 98 96 .89 .83 .89 95 12.16
P(E|C), V2 = P(CIE), Vs = P(E[-C)DDOODO0O 8 0000

OO0OON=a+b+c+d Ny=N—-d=a+b+c
DDDDDN(X)DD[I)CDDD[IDDDDDDD
OON=N(Q),Nw=N(CUE)DODOOOD
00200000000 00000D0000O00O0
000000000 00OO0ODOO0OCO0pARIsOO0O2
0000000000000 0ooOogogbdec
gdooooooooooo

7. 000o0oooooooon
Bloooooooooooooooooooo
00000000 DOO0O0 EODOOO C,GCy,...
0000000oo0o0oUooOoOooooooooo
O000O0o00loo0ooooOooooooon
ooooooooOoooGoooooooo
goooobooooboboooobo20000
001000000000 ooooECOOOO
O000000o00ooO0o0oooOoooooooo
O0O00o0olo0o0ooooooooooooo
gobodobboooboboouobobbon
gooboobobooooobbbobbboobbo
000000O0O0oO0o0oooooooooooo
00oooooUoUouoo2000000000
oooo
00000000 oOo BLoooooooog
O00O0pARIsO OO O0O0O0O0O0O0OCOODOODO
o0ooOoOooooooooooOoooooooo
O0000ooooOoO0o0oOoooooOoooooo
gooooogobobbobbbbbbbbobbbobo
gogdobuooooobbooobboboobo
00 O0[3]0 Simulation2 (Fig. 5)0 0000 O

OoooooooQgoogooao

71 O000O0OO0OODOO.-000000000
gobbobouooobobob

000000000000 00O00000O00
0000000000000 000000000
000000000000000000001,2,3
0000000 (DFH,AP,¢,pARIs)0 000000
00000000000 0000O000O0000
0000 400DFHOOODODO OO pARIs OO
000000000¢,0000,.1,..,100000
0000000000000 000000000
P(C)=P(E)=020000

01,2300000000000000000
000000 ¢O000000000000000
0200000000000000000000
¢p00000000000000DFHOODO
00100000000a00000000000
0000000001000000000¢,00
00000000 ¢O00D00000D000000
00D000000D00000APOOOOOOD
00 ¢O000000pARIsDO D0 D0 O00¢0
00000000000 00000000000
070000 pARsO0O0O0O0D00O0O00
DFHO APOO0OODO0OD0OO00O0O0O0O000
O0D0DAPOODOOOODOODOOOODO
000000000003000000000
000000000000 DFHOODOOODO
000000000 O0O0DFHOOOOOO 10
000D0D0D00«000000000D0000
0000001.000000000000000
000000000000000000000
00000000000000000¢0 AP
0000000000000 00000000
000000000000 D000000000
000000000 O0DFHOOa>00 b,c>0
000000D000000000000000
000 pARIsO00 APOOOD (g,b,c0000
00000D0D000000D0)00000000
0000000000000 1000000000
O0O0DO0OODFHOODO (000000000
0)000000000000000000003
O pARIsO0 00000000 0%,b,$000 cO
00000000000 pARsOO0OOO0ODOO
0000000000000D00D0000000
0000000300000000 pARIsO0D
0000D0D00D00000D00000

000000000000 ¢000000
0000000 (¢000000000000
0000D00000000000000000
000000000000 ¢ = 000 pARIs
0.1,DFH = 02 O¢ = 1.0 0 pARIs = DFH = 1.0
OO0pARIsD 00 D0O00OD0

00000 40 DFH O pARIs 0 0 0 O (DFH
O0OO0pARSOOO0DO0D0)00D0000000
00000000000 0000000000

Oooooooo0o0oOoooao

O
O
O

ot



20140 00000000031000

———————————————————— T
100 £-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0
i T“ o $=10j 4
osh i‘tlo = f=09 o
or %\k‘e -+ do=08), 4]
[ f,““f’ae. 4 f0=0Tjpy
06} Aoi===;=§e  do=0.6bo]
r N TS S & =055
04 vAAAAAQV$ = $=04]
: Z ':::; o py=03p—2
[ - do=02"
0.2j 7 ¢0=0.1P"*]
[ o %=00
00 B
L . , . , . .
5 10 15 20 25 30
[T
10k o0-0-0606-00-0-0-0-0-0-06-0-0-00-0-0-00-0-0-0-00-0
r - _._¢0:1.0H
osh = 99=09
sr o d=08]"*]
[ a G0=0.7p—A
06} v =06
t = ¢0=0.5po
04[ = do=04, ]
[ o =03
[ b
[ o d=02
02p x%m, 2 gy=0.1""]
[ AvAviiv _._¢0=0_07J
00
:1 I N S T ST SN S SO ST S SN SN SN ST S T SN SN SN S N S ST SO S |
10 15 20 25 30

01.0000000000000000000
0 DFH, AP, ¢, pARIs(

—— T T T

= |4 ¢0=0.2]

o %=10
_m $0=09
& ¢p=08
—a $p=0.7
- ¢p=0.6
<= ¢p=0.5
= dp=04
= ¢p=03

=~ ¢p=0.1
_o ¢ =00

go

1.0

08

0.6

04

02

00

0.8

0.6

04

0.2

00

0.6

04

02

0.0

o2.000000000000000O

T e e e e T B e e e e B e e IR S s s

—e- %=10
g E g S g RE g §)=09
PS & ¢=0.8

A $#0=0.7
W‘_‘,H—A—A—A—A—H—H—A—H—A—ﬁ—_,_ $0=0.6
W—H—'—J—V—'—_@ ¢ =0.5
= ¢p=04
&E/E-EFE-E-EI-EPE-Q—E-EI—EFEFE}—EFE-E-EFEI-E-EI-E*_G_ ¢0=0.3
- ¢p=0.2
=z ¢p=0.1
W_’_ $=00

P/ -ul

[ e A

IETryey B 0

P

._.
=
[
<)
S
)
wn
19°3
<3

-3

uboobOooooboooooboboonbo

— T

L L B e e e L T e e e e B e S I S s o L

o 90=10
= $p=09
o dy=08
o dy=07
v ¢p=0.6 -
o ¢p=0.5
= do=04 ]
o ¢y=03
= . ¢)=0.2]
i ¢0=0.IB'
o d=00""

-e- =10
a =09
& ¢p=0.8
—a #=07
- $=06 -
& #=05
= ¢=04 ]
- ¢0=0.3
& ¢p=02)

£l < |

O

— 125 —

oo040000000100000



20140 00000000031000

08 k
0.6 k
04 k
02 k

00[

0 5 10 15 20

0
10F ]
[ _o %0=10
[ =09

08 = %

-3

03.0000000ooooU0oooooOooooooOoooooooooooo@cooOo)yooCd
oobo0OOOoOoDOOODOOOOODODOODDO4D0000001000D0

e P0=10
= $0=09
& ¢=0.8
- $p=0.7
- ¢p=0.6
o= ¢p=05
= d=04
= ¢p=03
A ¢p=02

a2 ¢p=0.1

e $=00

—04l

1 1 1 1 1

o %=10
= $=09
& ¢p=038
A $0=0.7
- ¢p=0.6
<= ¢p=05
= ¢p=04
- ¢p=03
A =02
- ¢p=0.1
-e % =00

1

1

0 5 10 15 20

04.DFHO pARIsO0 0 00 (DFHO -pARIs0) 00 0000O00O00O0O0OOO0OOOOOOOOOO
obOoooooooboooao

25

30

— 6 —

04

02

—e $=10
—m $0=09
& ¢p=0.8




20140 00000000031000

-3

O3.pARIs, DFH, APOO0O00O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0OOO

ooooooo pARIs = V DFH = V1V AP =V, —V,
1 -V N(C&E)+1 —_ N(C&E) -V
Nw+1 V(N(C)+1)(N(E)+1)  4/N(C)N(E) N(C)+1
b vy N(C&E) _ N(C&E) -
Ny +1 V(N(©)+1)(N(E))  /N(C)N(E) N(C)+1
c v N(C&E) _ N(C&E) 1-V;
Ny +1 VN©)(N(E)+1)  4/N(C)N(E) N(=C)+1
d 0 0 —Y
N(—|C)+1
OO 2000000 30000, 04000 03;
oooo 0O0o0ooooo O0000pARsOODOODOOOOO

ggoobobobooooobobobogd

gooooooboooao

ooooObOOoOoOoooooobpbooobooboooo
fig:sequential U0 OO ODDOOODOOOOO
OOODFHO 100 O0O0QOO0OOOoO0oOoOoDbDOon
O0O000OpARIsOOO0OO0O100O0000O0
ocooobOooooOoOoooboDoOoooobooooo
00000000 ¢ 0000 (¢pp=10000)
OO0O0ODFHOOOODOOODOOOoOoOoOOoO
coooODOOoOOOODOOOOODFHOOOODOO
oooooolooooooooopobbbooboo
O0O00O0O0O0bObOOO0ODbODOO fig:sequential
ooobOooooODoO0oo0oobDoOoooooooo
000000000 ¢ 00000000000
obooooboobOooboobooboob so
ocooobOoOobooooboooboooooooo
ooooooooooboOobobooooDboo
0000000000 pARIsOO0O0O0O0OODO
00000000 O000¢OO0O0COOO0OOOO
oooo200e000D0DO200000C0000
PARIs0 00 0000O0O0O0O0DFHOOOOO
ooooOoOoooooooODFHODOODODOODO
oooo0ooOoooOooDoOooooooooo

O000O00pARIsODOO0O0O0O0O0O0O0O0OO
ooooooooOooooooooooboboooo
ooo0ooooooOoOooooobbooooboboooo
00000000000 O00D0O00O0 300 NW-
0Oo0000oooooooooOooooodooan
000000000000 0000000 pARIs
ONVODODODOODODOOODOODOOOO
ooooooobooooOoboooooboooo
gooooooDo0ooooooOooogoooo
oooooooooooooooooobooboooo
ooooooooobooooooobobooobooo
oooooooooooooooooobooooon
oooooooooooooooooooooon
000000 (pARIs) 000000000000
oooDoooOOoooOoooooDo

Oo0ooooooogoogogooao

7

9. OO

oboooOobooocoobooooboooonoo
000000000000 00 pARIsO 0O O
uobooooooooboboboooboon
OO0O00OO0pARIsOOO0OO0O0OCOOOOCOOOO
obooooooooobooobooooboDbon
obobOoooooooobobOoboooon
oboooobobOobOoboboboboboon
ubooobooooobooooboobo
obooooooooooboboobooboon
obobOooooooboobobobobooboon
oboobooboooboooooboboobobooon
00000000000 pARIsODOOOOOO
oooboooooooobooooboooon
obooooboobooooboboboobobooo
ooOoobooooonoao

Oooooooo0ooooooo

%]?onmathman St. B. T. Evans. Hypothetical Thinking: Dual
Processes in Reasoning and Judgement. Psychology Press,
2007.

[2] Thomas L Griffiths and Joshua B Tenenbaum. Struc-
ture and strength in causal induction. Cognitive Psy-
chology, Vol. 51, No. 4, pp. 334-84, December 2005.

[3] Masasi Hattori and Mike Oaksford. Adaptive Non-
Interventional Heuristics for Covariation Detection in
Causal Induction: Model Comparison and Rational
Analysis. Cognitive Science: A Multidisciplinary Journal,
Vol. 31, No. 5, pp. 765-814, September 2007.

[4] Herbert M. Jenkins and William C. Ward. Judgment of
Contingency between Responses and Outcomes. Psy-
chological Monographs: General and Applied, Vol. 79,
No. 1, pp. 1-17, 1965.

[5] Hongjing Lu, Alan L Yuille, Mimi Liljeholm, Patri-
cia W Cheng, and Keith ] Holyoak. Bayesian Generic
Priors for Causal Learning. Psychological Review, Vol.
115, No. 4, pp. 955-984, 2008.

[plOODO0O,000,0000,0000.00000
ocoooooOooOooOOoONOOOOOOOODOOO
00.000000000, Vol 22, No. 1, pp. 58—
2007.

[7lOO0ODO,0000.000
0 O.JSAI2013 (20130 O
270))0 0 0O, pp. 1IL5-O!

oo

~

goobooooooooao
oooooooooo@
24¢-3, 2013.

— 147 —



20140 00000000031000

goooooOo.0o000
. 0000, Vol 15, No. 3, pp.

— g —

-3



