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Latent Dirichlet Allocation [ZF (15
RERPA V54 R XEE

Pep—mdl IR &R

W, 0T — 4~ A = JIZB VT, ME Y 7 BTV E M DSR4 L
ETIVOWIEDREANATOI TS, RIFFETIE, RENRINEYZ7ETALDOL DT
& % Latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA) DA T A B FIEEIRET H. fEkD LDA
DF U TA VFERFIRE, Fo 7Y T FREIESNTEY, KEOTXFAMARN —
LT —2ZR LT, FEEESCWARMEORAEOMER S 5. £z, Ny 75Dy
4iCd % Dirichlet 3AFD/NT A —ZH{EEH A T A 2 THEE LT &9 RN
HoT-. AWFFETIE, Dirichlet 5AFD/8F A —& &%, LDAIZBIT B35 A—FD
FrTA FEETY, ZORFRS~OWFMARIET S, £z, XHEETNVOFER
IZHUVT—15 (batch) 738 L FRREOMRENH D Z L 27T

Online learning for Latent Dirichlet Allocaiton

ISSEI SATO'? and HIROSHI NAKAGAWA 2

One of the important approaches for Knowledge discovery and Data mining is to estimate
unobserved variables because latent variables can indicate hidden and specific properties of
observed data. Latent Dirichlet allocation(LDA) plays a important role in unobserved doc-
ument modeling where latent variables indicate topics in documents. We introduce online
learning algorithm for LDA based on variational Bayes in the case that documents arrive in
a continuous stream and a large number of documents are accumulated. In an experiment
using real data, this online method performs as well as batch learning in LDA.

1 BORURF RSB 5 TRt Ze R

1. T C &I

AR, BIREEOT —F~ A = ZICRBWT, Ny 7 BTN LIREN D HRAAERET
IVORFREEREINATON TN D, Ry 7 EIX, T —F ORENTER-ONE 2 R O3 EED
I TATEHD. Pz, ET—FOYE, My 7 SIEEICETOEERD LITH
EEDEW AT ) &7 5. Latent Dirichlet allocation (LDA)Y 1, fAFEMZR FE Y 7 EF LD
1>TH5H. LDA X, hY w7 Oofi%%HE (multinomial) 734 TETMELL, hE Y745y
A D43AFIZ % L C Dirichlet 4347 2 {RE 9 %. Dirichlet 534 1%, 25340 DL HR/T4547 T
2720, FETNAY XADEHORG I HEHARRET VL 5T 5. LDA &~ —
AETBHRE Y 7 BT SESERBTIHEEINTBY, B, SUENRERLEBEL
' T AV WERINT — & DET MDD, Z# R citation TEROFI O, Hypertext D& T /L
1E2, WAL~ DIER'O 22 LD 5.

FE v 7 BT NAOEEITL L OBE, 1 (batch) FETH L. —FEFECIIFERT —
ANR—FETTRTEHEZBN, RTA—LOERETH. —J, A T4 %8 (FRFEF) T
X, T 15T OBRRMICEZ DI, T—2BREX 0NN T A —F 2 BHT
L. —RENIA T A UFEEORRTE LT,

o BETCOT—HEEMT HLENRL, DAE) CREMAT—X5HW2 5
o HLAETF—ZITH L TCOREE LEFIZRVOT, $_XTOTF—ZMoHEET 515

EHLVFAEEND L THED
EWVWHZER, FFOND. LrLans

o P LIELWEASOIURED FL— RF 7R3 H 5

o FUTAUEHDTIEICL - TIE, 8T A—F OFEFOBKTH WD EE R LTS 8
T A =B OEREIHERENKTFT S
VWO MESA LD S.

My 7 BT MIEICHMZ LFEETH LD, W57 — X EIFWKT, BT 5
F—FTH LT E EAT O OIFBLENTIIRWV. LER-T, A T4 ERRHE L T
W5 EEZ 5%, Canini 5'Y 1%, Incremental Gibbs sampler <° Particle filter 72 & >~
U U 7 PREICHESS DA OFEFELFRREL TS, LnL, 7Y ciks3<4 v
TAVFRTIE, KEOTFAMARN) —AFT =25 LT, SR HESCIAMEORGED 72
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12 HOXKEE s v 2 —
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WEWH IR B S, F72, My 7SI D4AE Th 5 Dirichlet 3 D/RF A — 2 HEFE %
FoTAUTHEHLTWRWNWEWIERH D, IS LT, AfECTHRET 2 LDA ©4
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U IA FETFEITIUT OR AR B .

o Loy IEICESIERINTEE FIETH D.

o YU ED A Cd B Dirichlet 3 D/RT A—H DAL T A FEELTD.

o NI A= DFENH L TRPTIE~OIER ZRFET 5.

. ?‘“*i ’\4 REBORANTEB END. BEMIZIE, FEED

FRICBT DHEAMSATD/RT A—F DORELFEMTH D

BT, %2 ’E’ﬁ'@li LDA IZoW TR L, 3 3 HiTIL, #2587 5 LDA TOA v 7 A %Y

FIEICHOWTEHAT D, F 4 B TERBERICOWTHIT 5.

i

LED, ~NA X

g

2. LDA

AHITIE, LDA IZHOW T HICHM T 5. LDA 13, HEBHES I & > THEST bR D
BAE By 7 LIHEN D RNESRE W CUEO AR AL T MET 5.
2.1 LDA IZ&BXEDERIBE
EN B NS Té?ﬂ%%wﬂ: IS T2 My I8ETDH. M %)'Ciﬁl&ﬂ‘é Vg, agi
Baomd. N 1 330E j BT 2 EHBERTH L. w13, 0FE j IS8T 2 FHOHGE
Tz 1, BEE w; . 1T Té@f ey 7 ThHD. Multi(-) %%IE (multlnomlal) ﬁ‘ﬁ&ﬁ‘
%. Dir(-) % Dirichlet 7341 &4 2. 0; X, T RITHEFR~Y FLT, XF jIIBITL ey 7
AR BIXT x VATHIT, B 13, FE Y 7 ¢ HEEv @ijﬁﬁﬁ/ff%mﬂ‘. a X, T kit
@ Dirichlet 734 D/3T7 A —4# TH %
LDA OARRKET NV ELLTRT.
e For each of the M documents j:
- Draw 8; ~ Dir(0|a),
— For each of the N; words w; ;:
* Draw topic zj,; ~ Multi(z|6;),
* Draw word wj,; ~ p(w|zj,i, B),
Z 2T, Dir(f|a) HG?‘_I,p(w =v|z=1t,8) = Bt
22 LDA OZEH AL KAIZ & ST
LDA DA 54 ZED 13, L)Toxt ST FHE A q(2,0) ZEHAT D,

IIq@Aﬁlllqoh] )

2Ty BEHINT A— 5"C3?) ¢]Zti§CE.j BT 5 i HHOHGE wj,; Ok
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By Mt Thd I Lamd. ;13 0; Lo Dirichlet 3D/ T7 A =2 Th o, T7bb,
q(0;];) o [[ 075 Aoyt RIETIL, BB p(2, 0|cD) LATELHHEI g(2,0) &

DOR? Kullback-Leibler 1 & K Llq(z, 0)|p(, 8]cD)] BRI % & 5 12535 A—4 0
AL RD B

ERUTIL, CBES DICBT DU T OMKLEICH LT, TEFESOHEEATS L
THOND FRERKIET 52 LT, 7 A5 DU ERD S

LLipA(D| o) = Zlog/ZHP wyilzsi B)p(z;10)p(Osl0)d0; @)
}:wt 3)

’y;t—at+n]t7 n]t—2¢]zt (4)

1
M = N;
ﬁtvo<)\0+znjtv, njtv:Z¢jitiji:U) (@)

I() %, ¥&-~E3%% (indicator tunctlon) ET5. o lE {,H } @ Dirichle 534 D /3T A — % T,
FE w7 T L OHESTRICBIT S A L=V JIHE /25T, a 13, Newton-Raphson 75"
ROEESREED 12 L > THEET 5. LDA O%# 7 L= U X 4% Algorithm 1 {27573

2.3 Dirichlet 2% D/85 A —4 o D#EE

Blei & 13, Dirichlet /347D /35 A —4% o %, Newton-Raphson %% FIVTHEE L7=". Lo
L7¢A3 5, Newton-Raphson VEIZIURAELS, #IHEIC L > CITADEEZ L2 bH 5D
LMD, BEAKEED 202139 BFHTHD Z EBMON TN D, BEAKMEET

X, EEAFREALEHTILERHS. LDA T, ROFGR? 2HNW5ZLickb,
I(z) I'(z)exp((z — z)b) I'(n+x)

Gyt <Bruw; ; exp{ W (v —

fnta) 2 Tm+d M@ =4 >0 ©
0= {¥(n+ ) — $(@)}a,b = ¥(n + ) — W(@),c = a0 )
DFoOBEERFEREZERTL2 208 TXD
2% +nj0) — ¥(au) o
“ > (TN + o) — ¥(a)) 0 Et:at ®
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Algorithm 1 LDA (23T A &5~ A Rk
1: Set L, which is the number of iterations.

2: Initialize a, B and ¢.
3: for all iterations 4t such that 1 < it < L do
4 forj=1,..,Mdo

5: fori=1,..,N; do

6: Update ¢; ;¢ (t=1,---,T) by Eq. 3)
7: end for

8: Update v+ (t=1,--- ,T) by Eq. (4)

9:  end for

10.  Update 8 by Eq. (5)
11;  Update ¢ by the Newton-Raphson method" or fixted point iteration'?.
12: end for

3. LDA IZHEITHRERMNA >S4 EE

31 HERGRLAVSA UEE
LDA OB T RICEI 2 LB TH L. B LER BT 24 T4 4B 1T
Incremental %23 & Stepwise 28 285 %. TN BT E BICEM 743U X ACH LT
BENTWDPESSA ATHFEBEICHE Y Z &N TES. Liang 59 1%, 2025047
AT NN XL E—FEFH L DR Z W DO BIRSIEEL D X 2 7 (2B 272 L
FEITH L THTo TS, #Hlili7e LR T, RIA—HF 0o ODFEFEET—F (i=1,...,M)
NOHEE SN DHFE s T HWTITOhS.
—HEFEICBVTRO L IZHET = OHEHROFNCL > TARTA—FERE 25
&, ArTAMT D EITES THD.
(1) Initialize o
(2) for each iteration
(a) foreachdatai=1,..., M,
(i) inference s; by o /EM 7 /LY LD E AT v FITHYT 5
(b) update o =3, s IEM 7 /LT ) ALDOM 27 v TITHET %

Vo0l.2009-NL-193 No.7
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Algorithm 2 LDA IZRF B4 T A L %H
1: Set l, which is the number of inner iterations.

2: Initialize

3: forj=1,.... M do

4. Initialize ¢; and compute nj,¢, 1,0, Vj,¢ and 3.
5. for all iterations 4t such that 1 < it <[ do

6: fori =1,...,N; do

7: Update ¢;:: (¢t =1,---,T) by Eq. (9)

8: Update nj: (t =1,---,T) by Eq. (10)
9: Update nj,¢,w; ; by Eq. (11)

10: Update v; ¢ (¢ =1,---,T) by Eq. (12)
11: Update 3 by Eq. (13)

12: end for

13:  end for
14:  Update ¢ by Eq.(18)
15: end for

Incremental 75 Stepwise = (n; 1L55 %)
(1) Initialize s; (1 = 1,..., M). (1) Initialize o
(2) o= Zl Si-

(3) for each iteration

(2) for each iteration
(a) foreachdata:¢=1,..., M,
(a) foreachdatai=1,..., M, (i) inference s; by o,
(i) inference s; by o, (ii) o™ = (1 — m)o°¢ +
(i) o™ = g° — 52 4 gnew, nisi <.
Incremental %3 OFFIT,
o FEBEBET DMIENRZ,
o TRTOF—XITH L TBREDH & 59 2R L AT IR 5220,
T DK, Stepwise 1T,
o HEHE O B REET B MER R,
o FHRERETOLENDD,
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o FTEHROHPEILL - TRRIINZR M Y7 KU T FEWRSH T ENTES.
WO KN D S

FrTAFRE, KT —F TLIIANTRA—EEHEITO 20D, TRTOT =Xt
LT ERTF NI A—ZHH L 2T ) —fEFEIH, DURBEHWNGE L.

32 MERELEZT7ILIVXLOES

AFIETH S T—41%, BAEMTE2TFA AN —LT—2ThHD. LEER-T, #i
Hi CHLAA L 7= Incremental %2380 Stepwise 81X, &7 — X Zxt L CTXIE (Iteration) % K E
LTWaA, RHZETIE, RKEZRELRW. 2F0, 2XEESICH L TOREEITH
T, EXENGZHN, FEPKDoLLRLZIETTWbDETSH. L, —EFREL
T — 2 EHBOEETHALERG LA, HithTr—2 L LTI LT 5. L,
AWFFETHR D 7 —Z I E T —F T, 1 LEE 1OOBMLET LI Lnb, 1 THENTOH
HEED M By 7 OWEE TIEEEATS.

BAR 727 v Y X A% Algorithm 2 [ 2R3 3CENTOIE (Algorithm 2 @ 5-13) Tl
Incremental FEZ1T-oTWAZ &2 5. 72770, 1 LENTONERDOT, HWREHEL
PRFFL TR LEL 1 TENOHEEFIHIST 2RO THD. WOXELFET L5
B, THOOFEHEITIETTLE 5720 Stepwise 78 L [FRRICT —Z T _XTITH L THW
AR 2R L TR ST, F£77, Incremental 23813, SPEORE O FIRZ HFHIZEN
T2 EMEGRESN TS 720, SCEHBALTORAE D RO HFHIMPMEIETE 5.

—EEE L RIS, BABNIERTA—ZDOLET, HFLEICBITAFEHEBET LTI Y
I ~OFBHEEEZHET 5.

T
5% By exp { (v = ¥ (Y 710))} ©
t=1
BHZE T L IZLL T O EHE % Incremental 3% CHEFT 5.
npe =ndl — o3 + ¢75Y, (10)
nys =ngi, 4+ (=g + 655wy = v) (1)
FERORHRAE D L ITT A —F A RS L CH TS
Ve =ap + 05, (12)
i—1
BISY oho+ Y g + 15 (13)
d

33 RSA—B aDF S UHETE
BIHITRLEZEY, #7—FOMatisi(i =1,..., M) DTN L > TRT A —F Wi #4T
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2%, AU TA AT H LIRS ThoT EEE, RIffilcBWNT, NI A—F vy, Biw
%, FXEPLHONDIHEIE N, njee DL @) DFUIIR S TNWDIZDES A
VIATOEFHREEHTEZ. LovL, T A—F a OFEHRT, Eq.) bbbl
D, HEZRFFHEORIC o TV, AHiTIE, 7, Eq®) XD ar DEHRAD, oy
WZH o~ 3G ARE LT A OB RIS > TV D Z & &7, RIS, Hr~NAHnss
TRA—REF T THHFTHIEIWLEST, a A TA L THETES Z L 2T

o (2R L CTH =537 Glalao, bo) #ARET D, T72bb, ar ~ G(alao,bo)(t=1,...,T).
ZZT, ao, bo ZH=HADNRT A= THD.

FHIOME LTCH U ~DMAEEAT S ZLICLY, Eq@®) THE2 515 # 5T, Eq.(7)

FHOTUFOL Sk, .
ao—1+) . aj
apew = 1A 2y it (14)
bo + Z]. bj
aji = {O(g" +nj) — U}, by = U(N; + o) — U(ag'?) (15)
IIT, FANRERLNE T COHN U A OFENME G(alar,b) &L

at
Bl ) ajarn = 3 (16)

M M
ar=ao—1+Y aji, b=bo+» b (17)

LAY, ap OEHR (14) 17> TVB S ERbmD. LERST, ajub) 1% DF—4
FIBBLNLHERE BT ENTE, bbIRA Y T TEHT 57 A—2 1%
i, bTHDHZERDND. ThbiE, HF—2bELNAMEEROMICE > TR S -
ORMA L TA LV OFEHFREENT LN TED. jEAOT— 2 RELNE F TN
FA—=K D DT AMEIIUT L2 5.

o) ZEar] o = (18)
t t G(a‘dg.i)j(j)) - B(j):
j—1 j—1
dﬁ“ =ag — 1+Zad,t+aj,t7 bV :b0+2bd+b]‘ (19)

d d
aje ={T(af " +n;) = V(af el Y, b = (N +af ) - B(afTV) 0)
34 NSA—RAZEDINEME
ARIFIETIRE T D LDA DA T4 328 Tk, WEBNMN TEREONKEZ1T O %54 Incre-
mental £ 217> Tz, AFiTIE, jEHOTF—ZNELNETFTONRT A—4 al), gU)
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DAY T A OEFHAD, Stepwise FEIZHB T DT A —FHEHFRER-oTNDH I LER
zk Z, Stepwise FHOFHHAL DT aP), BY) DF T A LB N R AT R~ A

T EFRT. BN RZESL Ny BT LOYER %%“Ti ELW#EE Bl
LT L <, JRPTEREREASDOIUH MR RGE S LALIE 4 T
Eq.(18) £ ¥ -
Gy _0 =143 aay o @jt G-1) o @j,t
@) = <d 1—n%) + =a 1—n%) + 1)
¢ bt by (1 —n5) +mn; b, ¢ =0+ b,
o b]
Ny =——Jt (22)
! bo + Z{i ba
Eq.(13) £ .
; Xo+ D0 nat n; i n;
G) _ d B BT, tsv G-1) B 8 My, t.v
t,v V)\O + E] 1 N.t.. ( 77] ) 77] Nyt t,v ( 77] ) 77] Ny ( )
= Pl (24)

V)\0+Ed Ndt, + N,
BIHiCHBILIZ®Y, Z0a, ﬂ@ﬁ%ﬁTinf‘,n] B R L35 Stepwise T/ o T

W5 EE, Stepwise FEICEBWWTIE, FEEEZAFTER L2, RUETIE, Lo k>
WWEHLEDOZERWS. EFRoBEHIZEBWT, FEEHBIL, ~A/3—F XA —HF b, A IT
FoTEEDZ &L, XA XFEEZBWTHAINME ED L IITRET D0 eV H ML
FEMTHD
WIT, /T A —FEHOPWHFEMIZ OV THIT 5
fbLcELZENTED

FEE ) 13, DT L) g

nj = 753
! T+Z] Sa
L7l oT, RTA— 57%;’20)1125#1%%@(25)0)77] TOWVWTCigmd 5.

n; MU T &z d & &, %Fﬁﬁ# TR B Z A: PDERIESHTNB!O

Zn]_oo an<oo (26)

Fio, UTOFEBOGE, M4 (26) =92 &75)%[1 LTV,
m = (r,m > 0) 27)
L7=3o>T, UFOEBI1IICEID NI A—% a, BPRET DL T4 U FEHIZBNT
JRPTIEA~IRMET 2 2 EMRARES LD
Theorem 1. LE®D jIZxt L Te< S <v &iMiizT ev (> 0) BFET D &, LLTOFH

(25)
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FIL, G (26) ZiiiT= 7 g

J
N 28)

i t Z; S,
Proof. 0<e<Sj <v&lilcd ev WFEETDHEE
€ < —_— S; v 29)
Ty TV Y8, THe

Eq.(27) | ;t*ﬁ: (26) %zﬁ%tz L . .
B eflv v o vie
ZTHV_ZT/HJ_OO’ DD Dby b Y
J J J

&% 5 E DRI

oo

P B 31
; T+Zd5'd
E
oo S 2 e} 1//6 2
Z<7+Z] ) <zj:<T/e+j) < o0 (32)
L7223 T, Eq.28) @ n; 1350k (26) %177 U
4. E &

FrTAVEEDOIEREER LT O 2 20 3 — 82 % IV CRIIT%: TRECH THW ST

% “AP(Associated Press)” = —/3XZ (M = 10,000, V = 67,291) & “WSJ(The Wall Street
Journal)” = —/ X2 (M = 10,000, V = 56,738). $HE 1 DFEKNA by T U— R&ZfREL
72 & & FESCE &R, 7 A B 3CE (1,000 3TE) O Perplexity(RUVDME £ R V) TREIG L
7o, AHCCEONRE IR RINCFE Uiz, FIHEAZ 272 5 RO EBROFH L 2 /iREE
My 7 TEIZER LR, BEE 7 T 7R ST L 2AIFEAERST R0 o
eledd, 77 7IIEHOHEETWD. FRIDAAD /ST A —F B2 ZNEIN A = 100/V
ao=1,bp =1 & L7, —§EFEH%Z LDA & LT, Algorithml (2 Té)i@@i&lz &8
THEBREIT-o/. BETDHF LT A 8% OLDA & L, AlgorlthmZG KEV\TCOD
FAEEE ] 22 CTEBREIT-o 72, K LIZERERE R @”521‘/74’ VBRI —E
FHEFRBEOHREH D Z LBRDND. IHIT, ﬂ%h””li, FE Y ZEBZNEE, K
BB ARA3 LR VRPN BT DBBNRHOLNDLED, v T4 U FETIIHENED

*1 http://trec.nist.gov/
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AP AP
- 6000 - 2900
g P Eom 1,
5 4500 ,' L 5 2500 N>
S a00 — - WAL=200) £ »_ ~+ OLDA(I=3)
<
a asm ( —= LDA(L=100) 5 10 (- ~= OLDA(I=4)
2 0 4 71—t —4— OLDA(I=5) 2 o S2- -+ 4 ODA(=5)
g)) 2000 T 8 =
= 1500 = 1700
50 100 150 200 250 300 50 100 150 200 250 300
Number of Topics Number of Topics
wSsJ
> 0 >
£ 1500 - =
x Vi x
L 4000 g9
g 3500 yd —+ LDA(L=200) g -+ OLDA(I=3)
& 3000 7 —= LDA(L=100) & —= OLDA(I=4)
g 2500 + 8
2 2000 Sy —&— OLDA(I=5) 2 —&— OLDA(I=5)
'G_J 1500 = |q—)
50 100 150 200 250 300 50 100 150 200 250 300
Number of Topics Number of Topics
B 1 EBRFER

BV, Fz, I=5 BETIGRLTWS Z Lbbhd. FHIFHICOWTIE, My 7
T =300 ®%#A, LDA(L = 100) Tix, AP T, 61,810[s], WSI T, 50,118[s] Td D DIZxf
L, OLDA(l = 5) TiX, AP T 3,690[s], WSI T, 3,075[s] Th 7.

5. B Y I
AWFFETIE, LDA ICBITDIRERCA Y TA v A RERBRR LT, BR LTS
VRN, T A= OFEEBNCORPRE~OW SRR RGET 5. £/, XEETLO
FERICBWC— 528 L RBREOHERS D Z L 2R LT,
Bl i
AHFZEIE, SCRHARIEIIEE FrE Mk 7 MERIER ] oMz / iThhl-.
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