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torization) ZHRET 5. T, EENIFATHLIMTHE, FUERPIFATHD
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WM L, fEskikE Ol U CREREOFMEE =T

Non-negative Matrix Factorization with Sparse Features

Keico KiMmUrRA ™' and TETSUYA YOSHIDA T2

We propose an approach for Non-negative Matrix Factorization (NMF) with
sparseness constraints on features. It has been believed that the non-negativity
constraint in NMF contributes to making the learned features sparse. In ad-
dition, several approaches incorporated additional sparseness constraints, by
hoping that the constraints make the features more sparse. However, previ-
ous approaches have mostly focused on coefficients, and have not considered
the sparsity of features explicitly. Our approach explicitly incorporates the
sparsity of features, in terms of independence of features and correlation of
features. The proposed notion of sparsity is formalized as regularization terms
in the framework of NMF, and learning algorithms with multiplicative update
rules are proposed. The proposed approach is evaluated in terms of document
clustering over well-known benchmark datasets. Several experiments have been
conducted on the datasets, and comparison with other state-of-the-art NMF al-
gorithms is reported. The results are encouraging and show that the proposed
approach improves the clustering performance, while sustaining relatively good
quality of data approximation.
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2.1 Non-negative Matrix Factorization (NMF)

Non-negative Matrix Factorization (NMF)® &3, 52 b7z p O BMETEREND
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TR TERBLTH D V Ik L TEFOFREEZ#EHA TS 2 <‘:7b>§b\
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=1

*1 AR T, NMF ([Z81F 550k, X e ]Rixn D& T — 2175 L IE5.

Vol.2011-MPS-85 No.2
2011/9/15

ZIZT | E Ly AL THYO, v i3RT A—2ThD. K (3) OR/MEICESE, L
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HEEPRICRBLEN 5720, £F— 21378 U OFI7 R VTR SN D R ZERIc BV T
BENDZ &z, Linl, NMF OIFEAMEIZ LD —RIZIT8 U OFR7 T EN
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OMSEEE 1TUT UL, EERYLL 2, TRio BB O/ MEERET 5.
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TITMERTA=ETHD. EROTEREAEDL & TIEUTU OFAERITTTE
BThrizw, FAMEICEY NMF T84 5 B8R LRI 2 513 UTU o
SHAERZNFITESL 20K (4) OF NS AR5,

3.1.2 B #H R

R (4) DE/MEICEY U,V &Rk ET7 AT XAERBRTH. U, VOXEHEOIFANE

*2 1.1 fiCIR R L DT 1 IRERPTRT 1 O g RILR7 MLERT.
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1 7A=Y AL seNMF
Fig.1 Algorithm scNMF

Require: X € Rﬁxn //data matriz
Require: ¢ € N //number of features
Require: \; //hyper-parameter
1: initialize U, V
2: while termination condition is not satisfied do

3. 3 3 XV
8 Uy = Ui guvr 01,17,

4 Vi< Vi /35, U

5. Ujj =4
(UTX);;
6 Vig = Vi UTuv),,

7: end while
8: return U,V

FRICEIST 55 790 Vo RERK ©, & 28ALTR (5) 2 EHT 5.

L£=[X-UV|?+\17U0"U1L, + tr(¥UT) + tr(@V") (5)
X (5) # U, VIZx L THS L, KKT(Karush-Kuhn-Tucker) &%) L0 £33 2L
LTSI %.

(-XVT +UVvV”T + A\ U1,10)5(0); =0 (6)
(-X"U +VTUTU); (V) =0 (7)
H (6), (7)ICESE, UTOEHANIELND.
(U (XVT)i
()i = (U (OUVVT + N U110, ®)
T .
(V)iy o (V)i s ©)

(UTUV)y;
3.1.3 7JL3 ) XL scNMF
X (8), (9) DHEHAUTESIEET LAY XA scNMF (sparsity constrained NMF) %

LIRd. LATRE TS 28k L, 3, 6/TE T U,V X EK#EILZ/T). 21TH DR

THRIIHRE LERK (2) OER /N SWEE ET 52 ENREZ. 22 {i TR~ R —

ST B AREMEICKHLT 572, 4, 54TH T TOEBULEITH. 547 HIRRE
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B2 (4) TOEHEEEELFER LTS Z EITERI .

BERTNLITY ZLDZHOWTLLTOMERKY 32>
FE 1. KX (4) 1703V XA seNMF OFFHRUC L 0 HFRIEHINTH Y, IFATHLT-D
VDN & a Y

I HAE O RER TR OFRE ) HAIET 5.

3.2 HHEOEE

3.2.1 MBIZES<CERNE

2.1 i TRz L 91z, NMFIZHEE SN p BORECREIND T — X178 % /0 fiE+
%. NMF CHEET LR w1, -, uq ZHNTT —F ZRHZERIC SO CGEEIMICRET 2
BRI, T — X ERICBI 2EERGE T2 ENEE LWV EBIOND. AETIE, 77—
Z BB DL T — X EMICB T BRI TOEMMEN S BET 5.

T —Z 2B DB T ORI A RS 272, BMRAE RIS L 7 7 7 M &
EL, VI 7SS EANLEERFERT Y. 2L, BxbohkT—2ZMickl) 58
BREEET D0, T2 %D LEHEES) TiEel, ARTIRT -2 ZRICBT RN
K OBMRZEBET 2.

T — X RN DR OFPEN G 2 b 5E, BUEZAOER T HEN ST
7 & LORMEROBIRAE KBS D, 22T, W e REP 2RI SV THE L7 m-it
B2 57 P OBEHMTIIE LT, UTOBRNEEOR/MEEEZS

J2 = ||X - UV|]’ + M17UTU1, + X2 tr(UTLU) (10)
L=D W 375 70REITH D S V5757537 0 ThsHM. K (10) 0F
ZHENT —H BRI ET BRI S EANRETH Y, M iTTA—FThD. L —
ADIANEND tr(UTLU) = tr(UUTL) TH Y, UUT 13 NMF T8 2544751 U
OMBNZKHET 2720, REEIZ T 7 7HEICE SO TRROMBEZIEHT2 Z &2k 5.

322 B #H A

312 i RS, 7T a RERBICE S EBEMR LU KKT &2 AV T
(10) Zi/MET DU T OEFHXAZEHT 5. K (10) T V ITEFET 5 DIEE —HO A
THDHIW, VICKH LTI (9) EFUEFRE A5, )5, 175 Uk LTI FORE
5

w1 F TR S S ICHILE OMIEIC m MO TS L B5 L TBESh s,
X2 1750 WIS L, di = 32, (W) T 57 bbd (285 < 541751 D=diag(d) % REKITH & IT5
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% 1 20 Newsgroup (2T 57 —% v b
Table 1 Datasets from 20 Newsgroup dataset

T—HEy b GENDIN—T
Multib comp.graphics, rec.motorcycles,rec.sport.baseball, sci.space,talk.politics.mideast
Multil0 alt.atheism, comp.sys.mac.hardware,misc.forsale, rec.autos,rec.sport.hockey,
sci.crypt,sci.med,sci.electronics,sci.space,talk.politics.guns
Multils alt.atheism, comp.graphics, comp.sys.mac.hardware, misc.forsale, rec.autos,
rec.motorcycles, rec.sport.baseball, rec.sport.hockey, sci.crypt, sci.electronics,
sci.med, sci.space, talk.politics.guns, talk.politics.mideast, talk.politics.misc

(XVT + X WU),;

(UVVT + \U1,17 + X, DU);;

3.2.3 7T XL scGNMF

X (10) Z//MET AT LT Y X scGNMF TiE, X1 @ 317H DOEHRXOAb v 12k
(11) OFEFRAE NS, EH 2 LB, BT L) XN T FOMEEAR Y .
FE 2. A (10) 1F EFROTEHRIZ LY HFFEHIMTH Y, FATHL72DT7 LT Y XA
PR 2.

ISR DFER I3 E OFRA D BT 5.

4. % il

(U)ij < (U)yj

(11)

%2 TREC 7—%tvh

4.1 EBHEE Table 2 TREC datasets (original

4.1.1 WET—4 representation)
ey Ry < . . s dataset # attr. #cl #dat
REEZ WREOBILITIES <~y MVERTET Y e Rt o A S
N A ol =3 += oy S reviews 126372 5 4069
TRASNIET =S ICEA L TR T A klb 21839 6 2340
U :/ﬁ%ff?b\ ﬁf}k{f& O)tt@%—fﬁf’) f:. 'fﬁhfﬁ Lf:_ ohscal 11465 10 11162

FT—HEy MI20 =2—2FV—7 (LLF, 20NG
L)t 2) SRAA 2, 3) TREC *® Th 5.
20NG ’ﬂbf 575 A%, 107 T AL, 157 T AZNLRE 3 OOREMEZRTEL, 7%
7 725775)%%2%%% 50 fE TS OXFEEIE L LT — &y MAERR L. &R4ER
BEND =2 — AT N—T %K LITRT. FRERITK LT 10 EF >0 7% ERk

*1 http://people.csail.mit.edu/ jrennie/20Newsgroups/ (AHETIX 20news-18828 % {# 1))
*2 http://www.cs.umass.edu/ mccallum/data.html

%3 http://glaros.dtc.umn.edu/gkhome/cluto/cluto/download
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L7=. %% 71 2 LIZ porter stemmer ** % VT stemming #17V>, MontyTagger **
& FVCL L _/\ﬁhb stop word % [ U CHAE#E T BN 2,000 35D BFEAZ IR L.

SRAA (% UseNet (281525 4 2O H 7 ) TORMFFLZEDT-ZLOTHDH. 73,218 D
§E$73>52'§jc;§fyx‘%ﬂjb, X DOFEEERIT DD T TV ST 7 ANV A XT
A7 500 fHlOFRFEA L, 20NG & FERZ2ABRAZ 1TV 10 O > 72 ERk LTz,

TREC IZxf LTk 2 1737 —% Yy bEEMH L. B L FkRABEIc LY &7 —
2%y M LT 10T >0W 7 E Rk L=, TREC TIEBRICRIEE A TH D7
OEBIORTER 72 13 T 7o 72,

4.1.2 FHERE

FROT—21F, £7—4% (ZZTHEHXE) JLICEOI FAZBRENTHD. KT —H
Ty MK LT, &7 —XIZXTHHEOI FAZ LEDYTHNZY T AZIIHESNTIEHR
LA AEFERE (NMI) ZiHliL7z. Bz T AL LED B THNET T AZTHIET DR
THAE C,C LT5L, EFUCARER SR (NMI) IZUFCERESND.

Nmi = — G0 (€ 0,1)) (12)
(H(C)+ H(C))/2

H() Eoy 2 AAEHRETHY, I(;) IFEEFRETHD. NMI HREWVIZEED T T A
HTOT—HEETCUEET DI 2RI, 77 AXFL TOREIZRHET 5.

%72, NMF kli%‘bz LT —41751 X 2 UV & LTIl L TofiEdT 2 FIETh DT

O, HRCRITS (EHLLE) FEREZ LT TS
-UVv
approx. = w (13)

X (13) OEPNNIWIEEFTHIU, VICLDEEARNWE
4.1.3 &8 F &
EREE, RENR NMF 703 ) XA THD TreOFiE & g L.
(a) AA—2HIKIEEE L7220 1) NMFY, 2) WNMF'?) | 3) GNMFY
(b) A=K %2 ERE L= T : 4) SNMFT, 5) NMFsc?
Weighted NMF (WNMF) &1%, Neut 30 1280 2 EAMNT 2IEH L TF — 2 £8 %
L, EHBEORBUK LT NMF 2l 5 FETH L. F—2178 X (k457

WZRIET 5.

*4 http://www.tartarus.org/ martin/PorterStemmer
*5 http://web.media.mit.edu/ hugo/montytagger
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TN XTX 2 BTIIW & T57 57852, WISHT HREITSH D O#it750%T
LLTF =214 X & XTV2 (284 L, XIY2 o3t LCil@Eo NMFY 2@MH7 5.

Graph regularized NMF (GNMF) & 1%, 3.2 fi & [k m-Uif5 27 7 7 2 AWBFiET
H 5D, GNMF TIE7 —Z %N 2 m-Ef5 7 7 7 28 L, ZOBWHEATY A 1ITx7 5
75757537 L=D-A 0L FO BBRORME%1T5 Y.

Jo = ||X = UV|]> + Atr(VLV") (14)
TITABSRTA—LTHD.

Orthogonal NMF (ONMF)? & IZERHIKIO b & TITHIN MR ETT 5 FETH 5. 3.1 i
TR B OMNIEIIATH U okt 5K (UTU =1) &28EfmL, ¥ UTU o
A BER~OFIEZIR L b DL BT LN TE 5729, ONMF L DOLE AT 7.

4.1.4 EEBRFIE

BTETHEBE LIBREITAI VT L, T =48y hDJV T AXH k %5 % 7T skmeans
EEBEA LT IAX Y T %{To7-. NMF 3R (ba1T ) FIETH L2, 5o
DR (1151 U, V) IZ0BHEIC KA T 5. 2o, O EHDF— 2115 %k LTIl U,
V OMEZ T A 210 BIEZTERLE. 51, 54y b T1L0HOY T
SRR AR Z ATV, O E Rz L

4.1.5 EEBR/NTA—4

XBIR (F—axt, R, BYERD) TR AEEUE & LTI SCEAEE TR 2 o Y
A VEREE G, B 10 21TH TOMRTSRITEIR LE 30 & L7z, JEELEEAS BT 10 {#
DA T m-iEE 7 7 7 2 M5 L (m=10), GNMF (253 23 (14) TO A 1E3cik?
THERE S (A=100) & L7=. SCHRD 12960 SNMF 123810 585 A —% v & 100 & L,
NMFsc I2#51F 238 (22) D sp OEIL 0.2 & L7 2. {hod Tk L kL, REEL T A—4
BICEEEZ T DN, TIHEROIZESE N\ & W FENEN 04 & LT=.

4.2 % ES

2.1 BTk ~7= & 912 NMF 138 E SN g D b & TOITHISfERATH. LUF T
R q 27 T ALk D 1,... 20 5 CTEXCHER L.

4.21 USRIV IRE

7 AL ) IR E (NMI) %M 210773 (BETRHEd ¢, #tshix NMI) . o L

*1 BTN LIz 10 BEAT L7272, # 100 BORITOFH 28+ 5.
*2 A= RIRATHNEAG D TdICK (27) OfEE /NS < LIZGEIZIE 0 DHDFIRT MAPAERSIUFIELTLE S
ZERDDID, PRIERICHKSE 0.2 £ LT,
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Multis Multi10o Multil5 SRAA
B A, N .
2{% - N Y <) Prag, RgagazyryTayTyreTevy
2 = WNMF S LN S osohinantan, < BREARAA, M Dabs
s Jos. Mtass, GNMF ﬁm'méééMng: PP EOANRA LT e ¢ Teln b
e b S N S B S ety
52 5‘3&" 5T oMl 2 eae,| 2 i 29 °
o 88+~ NMFsc 3 o] *
B SN
o4k - "+
iinaaes AR SRR ETENN i TS 3Pttt \ P i, " o
20 40 60 8 100 50 100 150 200 50 100 150 200 250 300 20 40 60 80
q q q a
sports reviews k1lb ohscal
g’%ﬁ Fg TR T g Ty s TTTIVITTITITY =
any 2 jXZX 0Nt M 1 BBapsappa,
o | B ERPY. A, g ABANBA
H] gﬁm‘%g’é_ ﬁﬁgﬁtx’exxx § %.ﬁg;zxmmg e&.gﬁAAAA ol vw%%xgggwe"eem
o 35 < 2 o |o¥aa ¥ eg00,
_° dieg, _c aﬁh&g . . it N aee T
2 3 E o R e LT
2, % 3 ©
° *,
o] \M 51 ey S, L.
s o B NSRS bbb g P © by

20 40 60 80 100 120 140 20 40 60 8 100 20 40 60 80 100 120 50 100 150 200
a [l q a

2 JTAXY TREE (NMI)
Fig.2 Clustering performance (NMT)

Bl TR = 1332 (BRI seNMF, 771% scGNMF) Th 5. ST 4.1.3 o (a) 123
F=FiETHY, HiZ NMF, MAT WNMF, 23X GNMF TH 5. (b) I22351F7- SNMF
13ZW, NMFsc iZ+F TR

2 DFER L VIRED (scNMF & scGNMF) [3REOBLE» b FEE LRI- 72, R
g B/ BEVIGEITIIM LT scGNMF OREE R R Ao 7228, g ORIV L
7. M7, scNMF OREEIL g 12k L Toh E W (k372 <, SRAA, reviews, klb 7 —% &
b Cli% scGNMF % % _E[E - 7-.

4.1.3 D (b) IZZEF T2 A= 2R & E 8 LT 5EkiED 5 5, SNMF OMEREIX NMF &
EIERIFRE Cdh 7=, )7, NMFsc OFEEEITIER IC&D - 7=,

4.2.2 1THNREICEL HELEE

X (13) OITHGFRIZ L B E 2K 3 18T (A TG E ¢, hEWIigE Ll
MEVY) %3 3 O/RERLY, 4.1.3Hi0 (b) (2572 23— HlK & ZE L= FEUS T

*3 GNMF T3 (14) 0% “HAPEFICREWHIZ (13) Off2 100 MLEE 7220, FEEITITEUREEE A -
DIZK 3 TITEM L.
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Multi5 Multi10 Multi1l5 SRAA
E - E : 3 E
: PR - e i L |l o na et
o 1%, . v er\\fli ° e‘A T, ° $A ."'---.... M)y rranll
" - SCl © L1y - LT} < -
£ 34 % g, A- scONMF| £ 3 “%A Srremaa| 23 W, 1%, b L LT
% "o swE | 2] bas, Sal Twlna, S5 e, .
B -.@ee -+- NMFsc 3s TYoola, 3 Vo “0n, 3 Vyhna,
= . X o Voolia, S Vog,,  “08a, %2 Yvvsiaa,
=gy e =3 * e Vog 0, =e vy, Bap = Vegglang,
H 7005 T TN ° v - <TITvghasa,
w | AL F v Vg ° V%, ° Sy ¥
s . . ° s <
- < . 3 *e, s e,
3 3
2 4 @ o 100 s w0 130 20 S 10 1o 200 250 300 )
a q q q
sports hitech k1lb ohscal
H o] s H s s
ERLY o |rp gt 2 {"maay Y o 1tT
- pL T ° . T LT T T ° AAA ol T
=o éA L L LT =2 é bt T =°la, = SR "8y L] T
B S b na B~ =
£, VAAAA a £° V@AA e, Ex LW 7] KVV AAAAA am
B VWVYA% 3 Voo, 3 o] Nglaa,, 3 V. ™
%3 v BApn, X o Vg, Bon % ° Vg tbasranssns o] Sann
T Tvg, A808 -c ¢ VVVVV “Ban, T8 YYVVVV =° 2% 4
g < Vv, " Aoy *e Vv, o | T
: o iy o T e SO
e 3 3 Seel 31
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a Ll a a

3 T ZTHI O
Fig.3 Normalized quality of approximation in eq.(13)

IR g DM X D 1E EIT RS EE AN | Uiz, RO g AN \VIE EITHI IR T O B 2R
W2 57 DICBRRERTHD. TERD NMF (ZIZ IR0~ 1228, TSR OBLE B I
REMHEIT (a) © WNMF (BXTGNMF) , (b) @ SNMF, NMFsc % Lal-7-. scGNMF
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5. BH Y IS
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ERL, EXYE LIz A =22 EAEEE L TERT 5 FIEERE L. A=A EE
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T 27 0T XLERE L., 6, RET NI XLOIHRMEZR LT,
WRREEZLEI T AL ) A LTI L, ERFIEE O # U TEORME
TR LT-. RS, RBIEIC LV BMERO AN AEEEZETH 2 Lick v, (TR E
FAERNEEEZ RN L7 T AKX YV MERENR R 5 2 L AR L. A% R &
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