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Non-negative matrix factorization
via empirical variational Bayes method
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1 BRUSHIC

FEAMEFTHI53 A (non-negative matrix factorization, NMF) &, li{7—4% O X 9 #IEafliz L 57 —% 1
WU, s OBEENIEAIEE & DTHIORICIRET 2 2 & CIREN 2R OMNZTRE L T2 FikTH 2 (Lee
and Seung, 2001). FEAEITIIZMZERE TV E UTHERDMIC K D RBLL, XA XHfEiwm~ LIEPTE 5.
Cemgil (2009) 1%, KL %4 N—% = v ZBHEC 51T 2 NMF 24KE 7L L LCRIRL, BEE~4 ZE 70 E
L T Bayesian NMF Z&ERIL L, 54 XFEE WS 2 £ T NMF ORI DFERZ{T- 7.

Loy A RIS HRI DA OR T X =8 DFEIC L > THERP R 2. 2 20 E, I (2013) 3£ R4 X
HER T A — & OHERE & [FIIRFIZAT 9 REBRZS 7 R A AERIRE L 72, A% ClE, Cemgil 23424 L 7 Bayesian
NMF 12/ U, By A Rk G TR L 72 2 D75 OS2 BRI TE 3 2 L 2EET 5.

2 FEETIGE
LT — 2179 X = (w;;) € RE™ IZXIL,
X~UH

EIRAMHDEHEP S 5 2 HRTHI U € R%d B LOREATI H € R‘éﬁm o TE S LIRET . 22T,
RIG™ 3IFADHIAD 7% % n x m OEEITIITH S, MR LITHEHET &

d
v~ > uih;
k=1

E%. 7L, d<min{n,m} TH2. TDLXH)% X Oz IFEMETIINRE .
FEEETTHN iR L i LR E O P 4 Tl
minimize D(X||[UH)
v.H (2.1)

subject to w, hr; >0
ELCEAMT 22 ED3CES. 22T, D(X||UH) & X &L UH OTEfiE2 R ITHHETH), 2—27 ) v F
BIME Dpy(X||[UH) % KL ¥4 3= = v ABHE (Kullback-Leibler divergence) Dk (X |UH ), WE#BES
AN=Y 2V ABME Dig(X|[UH) % EDBHV o, ZNZNBAT DX ) ICET 5!

Dpy(X|[UH) = ZZ <$m Zuzkhk1> (2.2)

=1 j=1



m d
DL (X|[UH) = Z Z (m” log ——— —wi; + Z Uikhkj>
i=1 j=1 Zk 1 ulkhkj k=1
n m T
Dis(X||[UH) = ZZ( — log ——4 - 1).
i=1 j=1 Zk 1uzkth > k1 Wikhue

21 NMFIEEFBI1N—Y TV R EERPHOBEIFR

(2.2), (2.3), (2.4) % EDF A A= = ¥ ADEMUREE, 7— & 1 HEE DM 2 0 L7 IRORLE &
BUTHE S EHRSNTY S, 5 SHEINICI, ENENOBEICE S NMF ORI, ) 7% e

W gy = Zuzkhkj >0 & LEIEBITE, K7 Vs, SO, T4bb,

k=1

Tij ~ N(xijlﬂija02)7
zij ~ P(wizlpiz),
zij ~ Exp(@ij|pij)

DEED usy, P DI HEERED i TH 5. T T,

1 _ 2
Nnao?) = 5oz oo (= D),

pe

Pylp) =
Exp(ylps) = % (v >0)

TH5%.

3 Bayesian NMF

Z 2T, Cemgil (2009) 2MEZL 7= KL #'A4 A= x v ZBHEIC BT 2 NMF ZBEF~4 2EF L L LT

HE=R{t L 72 Bayesian NMF IZDW TR %,
BIASE X e NXm L L #liBhAES S € NvXmxd 2w, X OFET %

d d
Tij = E Sijk R E Uik Mg
k=1 k=1

ETT B EEZD.
WE, S DB DERLE T NI R T VoA

n m d n m d
p(SIU, H) = T[T IT p(sisnluins hus) = TT TT TT P Csisnluintins)
i=1j=1 k=1

i=1j=1k=1

ET%. 3512, X OFWITIIIL T TV 8 5540

p(X|S) = HHp L HHDel(wU

1=17=1 1=17=1

Tij = E Szjk>
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Del (l‘ ij
otherwise
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(3.3)
i=1k=1 i=1k=1
m d n d
p(H) = H Hp<hk.7) = H H Gam(hk]laHovﬁHo) (34)
j=1k=1 i=1 k=1
S T 5. ZoLE, AR
= ///p(x,s, U,H) dSdUJH (3.5)

TH%. (3.5) BB AT CRS L TERLOT, TERAIEEET 2 2 LA TERL,

4 RBREHSNA XEICED S FEETISER

FRBRZE 7 A RIENILEGy A A L HHGAA DT X — 8 OHEE & FIRFIAT ) LR TFETH 5. Loy~ A X
TRIGERLAT DRBU I EREEL & v ) HERZBRE OFRZAERIFY 2 21 ), 2 OflFID T, S804 2 i b IE Vo7

i (i) CRBT 2 FiETH % (Jordan et al., 1999; Jaakkola, 2001).
3fiid KL #'4 N—2 = v ABHEIZE 1T % Bayesian NMF ET VTR L, #ERZE A X2 v 5. 20
& E, RoB b
maximize LqU,H,S),au,, Buy, ¢Hy, B,

9,2U,BUq 2 HgBH
subject to  q(U, H,S) = qu(U)qu(H)qs(S), (4.1)
Qug, 6U07 O‘H(pﬂHo >0

THZ6N5. (4.1) OHMWBEEIZZS TR E VW, ITO X ) ITE#ESNS:

X H
L’[q(U,H,S),aUO,BUO,aHO,ﬂHO]E///q(U,H,S)logp( ’S’U’q(rf‘fgﬁgj’O‘HU’BHO)dUdeS.

@l &, BoRRofizznzhn

n d
:HHGam uzk|a aﬂU)v m dk]) (42)
i=1 k=1 3% = Bu, + Z o

n
~(k,J ~(k
ay” = an, +Zzu iy

m d

= [T I] Gam(rslaly” . 51). A g (43)
n m d

:H H Mult( s”k\ﬂ' ) (4.4)



THALNG. TIT, S OENFENMELENMGTH Y, B R7 A =5 &) BT L5 10T 2

o exp [(ag™) —log ) + (v(af ") ~log 8]
Sy exp [(W(a57) ~10g BY) + (b(a ) —1og 3]

i=1 k=1 i=1 k=1 BU
) 1 m d o) ~(6) 1 m d dg,j) -1
QHy = ?/1 (10g/3H0 + % ZZ l:"/}(a J ) logﬁH :|>7 /BHO = QH, (@ ZZ B(;C) ) (4 7)
Jj=1k=1 Jj=1k=1 H
L%, DLofEREHWT, 837 X — 8 OPIHEZ RE L, BRINRAMEZLT ETHEERTT ) . B LR

CTIREBDOYIIEDBEE ISR U TBIEFERZ 1T\, fHEEREi 217> 72

b EHEFRER

A, £9, EEMHETHDROERL, 54 N—= = v ZABIME L HERIAOBIRICO W TR, F/,
NMF ZERETNVE LTHRRT 5 2 itk b, XA Xz v 7z Bayesian NMF 2@ L L 72, w2, #%
B Sy RA X% $ 25 2 & T, NMF ORXTUBERE L DD, 7 A= DHEER T T 2L —Y a v Z2fTOR
AEL 7. Z ORGSR, BB T~ A 7:‘?%@7575*‘5@%?5&&%‘“?)%‘“(%@% D, #RTX— §7®TEEE7FEFF¥)E®}\TE
FUSEWIZER W I EDMERCTE o, B E L UIREATI H I2BT 2837 X — 8 DHEER LB S
TN MREINET S 2 EICKDETVOIRRR EVH TSN 5. fﬁf BET =TI L, XA A @TIL
EZfTH->T0»5.
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