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Rank selection for non-negative matrix factorization

Bepdre Pl £
HAYAMA, Miyu

1 FU&IC

BET - XET I L ERL 5T — 7128 28T 2882 v oiliitie, 2hzeMeifitkor 7245
YUFHE LT REEDBEC TR AMBIECHsnTw 5. o, 77— Z2EHBOEBHEREFZ OMNS)
T2 LIck D Y OB ETR> TS, Lo, flZI3HEAME L 2T —% D%E, 2Ns0F
HEe w2 EaRROBEEPAMEZEL 2 LIk D, TREOTI 2R & L TRTICIIERDIEAME & 5 X
VAT =V TRATIBENRDZ. A7 =V v 7HD 01, FAHICE T 2R/IMEZ R T 0 L RA2H%K%E b
b, 3o IR OBRBIT IS Wik EOREMET 2. CD k)%, HRBOBERLIEAMTH 5 2 LK
DoNBGEIEN L FiED 1 5L L TIEAMEITIIIE (Non-negative Matrix Factorization, NMF)(Lee and
Seung (1999, 2001)) 3% 5.

NMF 28T, w3 BBz BWRT 2 7 > 7 OIS, PHKE2 A4S 2 BELMETH . LirL,
NETICT V7B RIC OV TER L LWIRIRIZ E A EFEL 5. RUFZETIE, NMF O 7 ¥ 7 # LI O W TR
Y 5.

2 HEEMETFIHE (NMF)

22T, NMF oLz 170, NMF ICHW 65 74 N— = v R LIERSA ORI O W TR S,

2.1 NMF OFE=R{t

NMF <i&, JFAED T =8 X7 vy, e dind K EOIFADIERN Y7 P LVOEAMEZAICL>TEINS
LT 2 TDy ZIRORAEBTE2LIC K HOREERY PLEZOEAL L 2IFARBEHET LD
HWTHZ. WE, nxm FAMHET 217512 YV = (y;;) £ LT

Y ~WHT

LI NEEEZ . W E H 22 NZ AR, REATI L v, W e RGN, H e RGN Tbs. 22T,
R>o (3 0 DL EOF B A EE R Y. BRI LICHERT L

K
yij ~ (WHT);; = Zwikhjk
k=1

&b L, T35 7 KIiE K <min(n,m) TH 5.

NMF O ELMFIFKRELFITT22oH%. 1 DHIL, FAHET— 217512 EAMHD 2 DD HIRT 5 7- 9,
HARLRIROITZ S L VI RTH . 2 2HIF, BEORIUIE L HbEDHZE M3 7 O IEATHIKY ORI Z)HR
&0, REATHI OB 0 1E DS % 2 HAD D 2 Th 5. Tk ) FIRITHI O 2, R
ZEHRERD T 2 EDRETH B,



NMF %, Y & WHT o x R THEREE DY |WHT) 2w, Rol{LREO A TRD & 5 g

Tt %:
minimize D(Y|WH?)

subject to  w;, > 0, hji > 0.
BRI D(YIWHT) &£ LTid, 2—7 Y v Fiflfi® KL 4 "= = » 2 (Kullback-Leibler divergence), IS
FAN= v A (RETEREHEERE, Ttakura-Saito divergence) & 2416 3 D&M —MICFLATE % -1 /N —
¥ x v A (B-divergence) BLIFLIFHVENS. TholdZzhzh

Deo VIV HT) = 373 0y — ) 1)
=1 j=1

Dy (YIWHT) ZZ (ym log — Yij +Mij) , (2.2)
=1 j=1

Dis(Y|WHT) ZZ <y” ~log M—” - 1) (2.3)

=1 =1 Hij

B— B _ B
Yij _luz yz_uz
Ds(YIWHT) = § § (y” o ]ﬁ J) (2.4)

=1 =1

TLHA6N%. ZIT ;= ZkK L Wikhjy TH 2. 7, pIRERTHY, #£0, 8 #1TH5. VF,
limﬂ_m(u” y”)/ﬁ log(pij/yij) THHI &S, X (24)F 20 E2—2 Yy i, > 1DEE
KL¥AN=Y 2V A, B30DEEISHAN—Y 2V ALLD I LDHERTE .

ZNENDYAN=Y 2 v A% BHEL L NMF @ 7L 3 X L3 AihEI%E (AR (2012), #H (2012)) i<
EoTHHTE 3.

22 NMF IEBIIBTA1N—I TV RALEEHHOBIR

NMF #$3E FLOBED 5 A & X, F— 5 OHA £k (2.1) 552k (2.4) THRAHIELZ PEST 2 2 &
7 — 5 OWE % S 78R Z #IRT 2 2 L HRETH 5.
X (2.1) 6K (2.4) ZHHEL L 72 NMF Od bR, y; 3200wy 2P L LR, A7 Y v
o3An, JaEOTAT (A ~ o3 Ai), Tweedie 734
Yij ~ N (yijlpig, 0) o vij ~Po(yiiliiz) s vij ~ Exp (Yijluis) . vij ~ Tweedie (yij|pij, )
IZHE > THNLICER S Nz EIRE L 728560 W, H O LHEERE & Elitdh 5. 2 2T,

1 (z = w)?
N (z\,u, 02) — s exp {— 52 },

Zp—H

Po(zln) = F5— (22 0),

1
Exp (z|p) = ;e*z/“ (2>0),

Tweedie (z|u, @) = ag (2, ¢) exp {; (20 (1) — K (N))}
Thb. 7
= R VI N )
0(#)—{1()2# B (“)_{bgu (B0



THY, p, ¢ FZNZTNFHE L S8 T A=, B € (—00,1] U [2,00) BOEERET 2L TH L. -7 4
N=L 2 VAR —27 Yy R, KLY AN—=Y 2V 2, IS PAN=2 2 v 20— TH % X 9 12, Tweedie
SARE B OMEIC k> CRABNHRFER T2 2 ENCE, EHNH (B=2), K7V V54 (8 = 1), v <534
(B=0) DML >TV5. ag(z,¢) 1%, BICL>TELED, B=0, 1, 20 L EFDOARHL LK THET 3.
X (2.1) 263 (2.4) ZEIHEE L 72 NMF O LD, y,; 250G 2 5040 126 > THSZICAER S Ll LR
E LG GO W, H OIRUCHEEMEEEMiTh 5 2 Lk, ZNEhz v, ZERE L, p; WHTMEE TS
L CHERTE 5.

3 Bayesian NMF

TITIE KLAAN=Y 2 v AZHHEL L7 NMF Z2E~XA A€ 70 E L THERL L % Bayesian NMF
(Cemgil (2009)) 22Tk~ 2,
Y OFBERIFEARBE L, #BIES S € NWEXm 2w, Y OFHEEE

K K
Yij = Zsikj ~ Zwikhjk

k=1 k=1
L9 52 L2EZXS. b

Sikj & WikNjk
LB ATHIGIRE I BB LT S 3R WD, 2D X)) BEMAEREFIZICEAT A LTk T, %
7T ALz2E 2 ENRTES.

VE, S OREFEDELE T VML KT Y v ofi

n K

p(SIw,H) =] H p(sislwie, hje) = T T1 11 Polsinlwinhse)

i=1k=1y i=1k=1j=1

THDHETE. 6, Y ORERIMVATT VI HMIHE), Thbb

1 ife=
Del(x!z):{ . Z

0 otherwise

L) MHBORHER T TH 5. EROBLED SEZ D L, S sy £ LTESNAMERZDE E yy; DL LT
bz LEZ Tk, £, W, H ORI, K7 Y DR DM TH 5 H v <01

HHp Wik :HHGam wlk\alk, lk HHp ik :HHGam ]k\aﬁ,bﬁf)
G=1 k=1

i=1k=1 i=1k=1 j=1k=1
ET B R, M= afild
Gam(zx|a,b) = exp {(a —1)logx — % —logI'(a) — alog b}
THY,a,beRso, D(a) = [Tt e ldt THZ. Zho DREREROBIRIEZ B L, FRAi L LTHC &
p(Y, 5, W, H) = p(Y|S)p(S|W, H)p(W)p(H)

& 7% %. Bayesian NMF O 7))L 3 RADEHIZOWTIE, F7AY Y 7V v 72O GiknEDRH 5.

3



4 NMF IE&ITBF >V 7ZERE

NMF 2813277 K&, ET—FBITICEWTT =8 oD 8 v 20 T Z2RET 25D T
H%. KE#RELTHIETDY|WHY) ZNS %50, FT—2IGBHEAGT 3 LEZONL o, #@h K %
RET D EVNETH S,

T 2T, Lee 5232 R L 7 NMF ISR 2 ARG HERLIHE (Akaike’s Information Criterion, AIC) & XA X
TR EHBLME (Bayesian Information Criterion, BIC) Zfl\»72 7 > 7 #IRZ % 2. NMF O 7 > 7 EFU v
% AIC & BIC lkznZh

n

AIC = -2 Z Z (y” longzkh]k — szkh]k — log y;;! ) + 2K (n 4+ m),

=1 j=1

n

BIC = -2 Z Z (yw longlkhﬂc — szkh]k — log ;! > + log(nm)K (n + m)

i=1 j=1

TH 5. B CTIEEEINEZ T\, AIC £ BICIZEDICED I V7 XD /NS0T v 7 238 IRT 2HA2H
22 EDbhrot. TR, ETVOHAM NI A=Y HTERBINT VLN, 7 ADEID, RETEL72HTH
LEZONS.

% 72, Bayesian NMF 12 X % 7 v 738 R &2 B, X723 7)) v I8 2 F91MHE, hIdil, sz e
e U, 2 (2.1) Bim/he %57 v 7 28 IRT 5 L L CBUEFER 27> 7. Z DR, EoffEiEz w56 7T
BED7 V7 XD/ 0T v 7 2 EIRT 21 H 25 2 EBbd ok,

b FTEHESERDEE

AT, XU BIc NMF 0Estl, 54 8= = v 2 LS OBIRIc oW Tlb~ 7. 7, NMF % B@his
TRET S 2: £ 0, XA A E A\ 7z Bayesian NMF 28 (b L 72, ®fzic, AIC & BIC # w7z NMF
ICBIT 277 K OBEFUC OO TEMERRZ T OIGEEL 72, SBOF-EL LT, 5107 v 7EROKEZ L
T 57012, A E REICES  EHEAEEZ A7 7 v 73RS, Bayesian NMF D287 X — % Z2HiE T %
BRIC7 v 7 2 RARHEE § 2 TiEGR EDREZ 6N 5.

SE

[1] Cemgil, A. T. (2009) Bayesian inference for nonnegative matrix factorization models, Computational
Intelligence and Neuroscience.

[2] Lee, D. D. and Seung, H. S. (1999) Learning the parts of objects by non-negative matrix factorization,
Nature, 401, 788-791.

[3] Lee, D. D. and Seung, H. S. (2001) Algorithms for non-negative matrix factorization, In Advances
in Neural Information Processing Systems, 13, 556-562.

[4] ERIEART (2012) IEAMEITIIN T & 2 OEEE 5 UBIGH, 5780k, EA2012-118, 53-58.

5] BEMIZ (2012) JEEEATIIN T2 NMF QKR & 7 — 5 /G B MIT~0IEH, B EahaEEa ik,
95(9), 829-833.



