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Auxiliary-function-based sparse regularized nonnegative matrix factorization
and its application to matrix completion

Yuya Wake

Advanced Course in Industrial and Systems Engineering

National Institute of Technology, Kagawa College

Abstract

Nonnegative matrix factorization (NMF) is a technique that enables interpretable feature extraction through low-
rank approximation under nonnegativity constraints. It is extensively utilized in a wide range of fields, including
audio signal processing and image analysis. In particular, sparse NMF, which induces sparse structures in the
decomposition through regularization, has gained significant attention as an effective extension for simplifying
basis representations and improving robustness against noise. However, a fatal issue arises: the inherent scale
ambiguity of NMF can essentially neutralize the ability of the regularization term to induce sparsity. While
numerous approaches have been proposed to address this scale ambiguity, many conventional methods rely on
heuristic operations, such as post-update normalization, that fail to theoretically guarantee the monotonic non-
increase of the objective function, which is fundamental to algorithmic reliability. In this thesis, I re-examine these
conventional challenges and derive new update rules for sparse NMF that simultaneously resolve the scale
ambiguity and guarantee strict monotonic non-increase. This is achieved through a rigorous optimization
framework grounded in the majorization-minimization (MM) algorithm. Furthermore, I explore the application of
this framework to the matrix completion problem and investigate the impact of sparse regularization and the
guarantee of monotonic non-increase on completion performance. Through numerical experiments using synthetic
matrices with missing entries and audio spectrograms, I demonstrate that the proposed sparse NMF-based matrix
completion methods significantly outperform non-regularized NMF. In particular, the proposed approach achieves
up to a 50-fold reduction in completion error relative to the non-regularized baseline. Furthermore, the results
show that enforcing theoretically consistent update rules with guaranteed monotonic non-increasing behavior
further reduces the completion error by up to approximately one-third compared with update rules lacking such
guarantees. By providing a rigorous organization of sparse NMF optimization theory and demonstrating its utility
in practical matrix completion tasks, this research contributes to both the theoretical and practical advancement of
the field.

Key Words: Low-rank, monotonic non-increase, L; norm constraint, missing values
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1.1 A@BXOE=

JEEEITHIR T 73 % (nonnegative matrix factorization: NMF) 1, T XTOEEIIFAE
TH 28T Z, IEEDEETH & REBATHI O 0Ea T 2 FETH 5 [1, 2. NMF
ORI % Fig. 1.1 1233 . NMF Oz BT, BEEITHIDFNEN MEREATHIOITE
W& 72 2 BEE BT OXRITTE D &/ NELRET 22 LT, Fig. 1.2 D X512, TOBIH
T PEDEIERS FLOMIERG e LTIRS 7l 2 Z e 3A[REICR S, 2D XS
12, NMF 3IFEEHI R TR > 72 @ T, 7—Xh RO AR 2
HT&E5Zehn, ZORBLURIKSWIZEENTE .

NMF %37 — & % & P D @A RER T 2 il 3 2 52601 & LT, BRI BT 2 KB
% (representation learning in image recognition) »ZEF o505 [1]. 24U, Fig. 1.3 1T~
&5, BROBEGE XY FILL THERZATI»S THY 2 T8 2o B O
ZRIIMET 2 EET BEINICHE T 20 TH 5. SHEEBRIIZNS D =Y EEDINE
HzfHAEOE L L THBR SN 720, 1ERDTERM5 778 (principal component analysis:
PCA) O FE LKL T, BEN2 OB ORS LREMEAREL 725, ZDIEDI
b, NMF &, Hiff - 58 - 73220, FAET-220ReT22/RETHETHVWON
THD, ZoNReRECFERICET ML EEZ CmESh TV [3].

NMF OIEERDO—2 & LT, A=A ZEA LA R=ZANMF 2% 5. X 8—X1EE i3,
HEEREDZ L OBEENE, H2WVEFWCAWEEZ L 2B E2EL, DPEOKREN LS D
APEREZHES | LWHIREEXRKMLUMEETH L. A 8—X NMF &, HEETHIHRETH
WCAN— R MEZHES 2 2 8T, RO B S I 2@tz s o3 2 e
HohTnwd [4,5]. BlziX, Xk [5] Ti&, EARUEEBT — &0 L TR ¢—ZX NMF
ZHEAL, Fig. 1.4 1IR3 &2, filfZ@HIMRez0Erz#HE S5 T, BohsdF
HMEIPZT 2 e 2WE L TWE. BRI, HEETHNH L Tiuv RS — il 2 3
T T, BREL Vo RAINRREA X DIt~ T, filNo52hIcko
TIREHREROMEZ R U X 5 BRI RRHOME S AL 725, 2D X512, A =X
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Observation matrix Basis matrix Activation matrix

(5% 9) (5 x 3) (3x9)
ENEEEEEEN l I [ |
H N SEES 2 3 — |
I=I I= L IEA [

| [ [ |

Basis vector
(Num. of basis = 3)
Fig. 1.1. Conceptual illustration of NMF. An observation matrix is decomposed into a

basis and activation matrices.

Observation matrix Basis matrix Activation matrix
(5 x9) (5 x 3) (3x9)
~ 1]
~~
S
OooOE
. . 4

~0OX + OX + B X

Observation matrix approximated by
a linear combination of few basis vectors.

Fig. 1.2. Low-rank approximation via a linear combination of basis vectors. Each column
of the observation matrix is reconstructed by combining essential basis vectors.

NMF (5] 72 (ERIMEHIE %8 ©C, T HINCIE U R B ER A R TE 2 2 W F|
REAELTVS.

AT, BB U T & RBEETHRABATINICN L TIERMERHI 23 2 2 T, i
A= 2R FHEE T 5 NMF &2, [ 28— NMF| #3535, 28— NMF i3%7—X
fEFTICBWTHEMN TR LTHEES N, I EFIFREAMECHISEIREINTE
72 [4,5,6,7,8,9, 10].

—77 T, A= NMF Of#tiEEICER T % &, RIEEFaRICEIT 2 HHEKO R
FIEIINPEDTBRERANCARGE 2 N7 FEFL T L H 2 < v, NMF A N IE s bR &
THY, REEHT7AVTV X LDOREERCIRESNL, EH LOMRICKESEETS. K
2, MBhBEBGRICED  EHATIX, HWBIROBHFIFEIMMENEZEREE & 2508, Ao8—
A NMF IZBWTIE, ta—VUR7 4 v 7 RIEFCREPRERINCER XN 2 HHALHV S
NTWBEA DRIV, Dk, 28— FALEEA L= NMF FEOT, &t
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Observation matrix Basis matrix Activation matrix
Matrix of vectorized face images

Learned basis images Corresponding activations

:

]

rNose '
( » ‘ Weight of each part
in each image

Face images |-™ Mouth

Fig. 1.3. Example of parts-based representation in face image decomposition. The ob-
servation matrix, constructed from vectorized face images, is approximated by
localized basis images and their corresponding weights.
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Fig. 1.4. Features learned from face image database using sparse NMF [5, Fig. 3]. (a) Ba-
sis constrained to 0.8 (regularization weight), (b) activations constrained to 0.8
(regularization weight), and (c) basis constrained to 0.2 (regularization weight).
This illustrates the ability to learn localized or global representations.

HEERICEE D QB+ ST W3 2 IEE WL,

NMF QIGHX A7 BB 2 L, ZO8NKRIKT v 7aEREcEB L, KEEE &7
FIDOEFREHEE T 2175#H5E (matrix completion) IZBWTHIEHIATWS [11, 12]. H
FEOBH T — 22BN T, BlHPLZOBRONWEIIBY %7 —XORBIIAAERFETHD,
Fig. 1.5 1R T X512, TEEBSORSTBRICBI S22V v vy ZBKR, HEGRE/ROEN
TR - B2 X 2 ARCPEBEN, X51E7 V7 — FMABICBT 2 —HEHORBE R Y,
XFEXFRIVETHERORENFET 2. 2O XS BRAERREHT — X5 5t EREET
T HTAIMTE, EELESEWN Y Y ICB I 2REEFEDO—DOTHYH, 2L D7 Ta—F
RBESINTEL (12, 13, 14, 15]. NMF b Z20FHRFEO—D2 L LTHIRFEHh, —EDRR
ZRLTWS. 295 LTI OBHAICENTS, FT—XDOERICH 5 28— 22 RE
T5HIeE, MEBEEoR B XD AENRREHEICTFS T2 L HIffE s, /EoT, R
2R—Z NMF ZATHMIZEAN LIRS 2 Z L ISR EREHEN D 2 v EX o2 H, ZOAR
PRI OV T, BRS TR T BRBEAZ SN TV 3 2 IEE V.

PlEo X351z, Z8—2 NMF @itk e el 2/ oG ARFIETH 27, ZO&K
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Recording

Ideal data Observed data
(@)

Blown-out highlights

Image capturing s

R 4

] o BlO'(;kd shadows
Ideal data Observed data

(b)
ID Gender Age &f s ID Gender Age & B
& 1 Man 40 2 5 1 - | ? 40 2 5 1
o 2 Woman 38 3 2 2 Survey > 22 ? 38 3 2 2
& 3 Woman 24 1 0 6 & 3 Woman ? 1 0 6
- 4 Man 32 4 12 - 4 Man 32 ? 12

Ideal data Observed data
(©

Fig. 1.5. Examples of missing or corrupted data in real-world observations. (a) Signal
clipping in audio recordings, (b) blown-out highlights and blocked shadows in
digital imaging, and (c) missing entries in survey datasets.

LR IS HED IRRIVREEHES, 1TFIM5EIC BT 2 FAN L AMEDRELICIIMKAR L LTR
AfORHDIRENT WS, Eo T, BHFIFHMENRILS NI RE LT VT Y X L2 RS
52X, 1THIMEMREICE X 2B EHOITT 5 2 8id, FETF—KXEITBIT 2 R =X
NMF ofEit e AR ZED 2 LT THEZFETDH 5.

1.2 AEXDEHW

KX DHENZ, A= NMF (281 5 REEH 71 3Y) X2 0BELHIME, FHICHK
B OHERIFEMEICER L, 20O EH L ICHTREEZIHO T2 e THS. B
i, B —oHE LT, R 8—XERNEN & NMFE (2 LT, MBBIRuAICHED < BEHX
ZEMU, /Vafilie BeE B R L GE O BFIFEINEZ HEmINOoRs. Zhuckb, B



1.3 FWXDWEE 5

FOt2a—VRT 4 v 7R AN—ZNMF FEE R L, mEtHEmOBR» S 2D EDT
ZHAMEIC T 5.

E_OHME LT, 2 %—Z NMF 2{75If7ERENGH L, Z8— X IERHE K U I
IMPEDIREEDS, FHTEIEREICS X 2 B R BUEFBRIC X o THGEES 5. FriC, REFEEEOHE
DA =2 NMF FER RS 2 2 & C, HFHIEBEMEZ RS 2 BHAID, 1TFIMEL W
IFEAMRXZAZIZBVWTED LS RAEE DT 0EHLNTT 5.

ARESE, A 89— NMF OR#ELIEREEZ D 2 & & b2, ZDISHATREMIC DWW THRSR
NCHETS 2 2 e 2 BN 35, BEERNRRECRIEORBI Y | JUBEFRRZ 8 U7 EHNER
TEDOMGEEZE L T, A 83— NMF OMH & HEZ b O 2 AR RT 5.

1.3 AFHEX DB

AL DORERIIRDOEY TH 3. 2 FETIE, NMF KU 28— 2 NMF (2B 3 2 FEfEr S
HEER L, R THW 2 EPHERE 2T 5. 83 ETIE, A S—ZANMF KB
B HFRIEEMMEICEB L, BIFEFEOMER 2T 2 & g, MigiicEos< /v
LI & 28— 2 NMF 28T 2. H4ETWE, BEEEOART vur I axfHvizik
BEBIC LD, &%= NMF FEOIRFFEZ g - 59 2. 25 5 BT, A 8—2X
NMF 2 £ ATHIEMEEZ ERL L, RSB 2175MEFEOVHAZ RS, 6
BT, ALREITIIROARY ba s o e HVMEsEZRmzEr T, A= ERHbR T
BRI E OB R WEE S 5. iR, 2/ 7T ETIE, AmXoOfbmzt 2o, SHOMHE
LIBEICOWTHRS.
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2.1 EC®HIC

RETIE, R TS 28— R ERHUAT ZIEAMEITHIRF o (Ro8— R NMF) 7% Pfig
TR DICREL 85 BRI RN ORI ERICOWTEET S, £3, 22T, 2
R=2ZWDBZIZOWTIRR S . R, Ly /b A= OBfRERZ b LK1
DBFEDOHAL, T HIT, A= REXFR ORGSR, RoBLREICB T 2 &ENITOW
TS 5. g, 2.3 HiTlE, NMF OEARNZAHAZEANT 5. NMF o e gtz
MU, RERCTEIRES — b KL A4 "= = ¥ 212HS < NMF 22\ T, #lBIBI%L
FErERAOEREFRHROEHNZITS. 2L T, 24 HTlX, NMF IZA - EEEA LR
NR—Z NMF ZHh EiF5. #BEIATHNC Ly 2 VA IERAHE R L 72 28— 2 NMF 0E L%
AL, —BALKL A4 N= = Y RARESS KEEH RN EH T2 22T, RaaxXoEELN
RFEEOREMEZTLT 5. BEIC, 25 HICBWTASERZRIEL, 3 ELEOHRIC BT
AT E 2 D 5.

22 ZAN—M%

REITIE, RO R AR TH 2 A=W OVWTHAT 2. 2.2.1 HTE, —i
e EmE o b ER by, EANRIC X > TROE Z 6l 2 BHA IOV TR 3.
2.2.2 THTIE, N7 PAKRITFINCEBIT 2 2= ZAMEDEF Y, L /L LICHS S BEENEE
2T, 223HHTIE, A—2AMDRECFEICB W TR TREI, 77— XEHicET 2

BERICOVWTHNRG,
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221 =BELEBECIEANL

—fic, By —% e RE 2oz &, ZhIHGT 2H#ER y e RE 2k 3
IR, RO &S el e LTEibeEns.

Minimize F(y|x) (2.1)
Yy

IZTF():RE S RBF-XEATE GEKER 2RL, BHll7—2 e HEBRL 0SS
P2 B3 2 &2 S .

L L2 6, R (2.1) @K 2B m/MEBETIE, SIS OB RI T X —&
DEFLEHBEICK D, NLED 2 WVIEREE R EIE N 2580 D 5. Z OREICHL
T 5720, HERREZMEBOMEANLFET 2FEe LTEANE (regularization) 23 A X
nas.

IERHEZ &R, —ic RO TRINS.

Minimize F(y|x) + vR(y) (2.2)
y

ZZTR():RE - RFIFANLIEZRL, v e Ry &7 — WAL FAHERIED b L— K
F 7 % T 2 IERE R X=X TH 5.

EANEST X —& v DHEERRICE 2 28 % Fig. 2.1 1T"7. Fig. 2.1(a) &, 7—&i#
HIH (Loss) & IERMEIH (Regularization), MU' ZH 6 DFTH 2 HHIBEE (Sum) OREFRZ
ML72bDTH5. EANLIEDGIND S Z 2T, 20K/ s (Min point) 137 — X #EEHED
ADOINEP LFEA AN EFE LN TWE Z e 2bh 5. Fig 2.1(b) &, 1EAEZ
A =& v ZEIELBEOHNBEBOEH 2 RL TV, v OfEEKREL T5i1o0T, HW
BB DE/NRIE X D FRAIGEWVEANE 7 LTV, 2D k51, AL ST X — & %
e s 22T, BT —2A\OEEE Y, HEEMRICHTHISZE DT v 2 E IS
2 HAREL 185,

IEHEIE R(y) OERIC K 5T, #EEINZMOMEIIRKELENT 2. HIZER, BOWES
DE,ART VI, BEVIIREDOK S OMEIZR Y, BEREIIS UL mEE 255 5
CEDARETH D, ZOHFTH, KWL TEHT 2O AN—MERFHET 2 IEAHLTH 5.

222 Ly JILLERIN—RHE

A= 2 (sparsity) i, N7 FLRITHNCBWT, ZOBERDOKIEANE, HsH0VIE
FIGEWMEL £ 2WEERIET. A= ARMEE, £ < OWEHRLESFICE W TEER&E Y
Ri-LTBh, EE0H, EEGUE, AR, SEtHEER CIREAN B TERSATHWS
[16, 17, 18, 19, 20].

BEENCE, 2 LXTERZ Mly € REACHLT, KR TERINZIEFERE |yllo 2°
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Regularized objective

Shift of minimum with v

2 i i 2 i "
‘””Loss --- - Regularization Sum X Minpoinl‘ v=01-——v=05 v=10--—--v=20
1.8F 1 1.8F | ;
L6y 1.6+
147 141 |
E 8 ‘
= 125 212¢ {
> R >
g1 8 1 N\
kst S AR
£08 508 ey
= = NG
0.6 / 0.61 \
N / N /
041" . Va 04+ \~\\\ //
N\ / e /
N 7 \\‘X" e
0.2} e 0.2} o
—~
0 Il 0 I I I
-1 0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5 2 - -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
T T
(@) (b)

Fig. 2.1. Behavior of the objective function with regularization: (a) decomposition of the
regularized objective function and (b) trajectory of the minimum point with
respect to the regularization parameter v. In (a), the addition of the regulariza-
tion term shifts the global minimum from the original loss function’s minimum
toward the origin. In (b), as v increases, the estimated solution is more strongly
biased toward the origin, demonstrating the trade-off between data fidelity and

the regularization constraint.

INEWIRE, FDNRT PILIZZASR—RATHZ LWV,
lyllo = {l € NJy; # 0}|

IIT, y 3y DEHETHY, [=1,2,... . LEA VT IRATHS. £, || ||o ZEE
VAT R, IEBRBERDEBERTIEETH D, Lot/ V2 (Lo pseudo-norm) & FHX
ns [21). Lo/ Va3 (23) OLSICRTIeNTE, ZOHERIER -
BRETH 205, Lo it/ Va0 MuUdHEesitiEcwiE T 570, NP NETH 2 2
EBHISNTWS [22]. 2070, FREOBHL S EEIIEELANHWS Z 8 IZBHERNT
720,

OB T 2 EANRAE L LT, XlckEhd Ly 7 VapEHubhTwS.

lyllh = Z|yl|
l

Ly 7 V& Lo 7 VA DEBOMEER (convex relaxation) 7o TED, ZLDOERD
BERIC B e 12 5 e 8T 2 HE 2D [23, 24, 25).

DX BAN=ZMEEINRT PR ST, (THNSH L THIRRENS. T8 L, FIED
N o175l Y € RN i2BWT, EFEENLERISH L THFRRDRWES, ZOITHNER
NR=ATHDrARIND. ZA=2ARTFOH% Fig. 2.2 1ORT. EXIEEERIEICY

(2.3)

(2.4)
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Sparse matrix

Fig. 2.2. Examples of a dense matrix (left) and a sparse matrix (right). In the sparse

matrix, only a small fraction of elements take nonzero values.

LT Y ABATHITH D, GRIFIEBERN 2RO —ERICIR 5 /e 28— 2 %1(TF|OHIT H
5. ZDXIIT, AN=RATHITIE, 1TTHIORITTNKEL TH, FEREIEZFOERIIRS
NTWBZ ey hb.

AN B B 28— 2Mi2iE, B U7z Lo/ Vo Ly 7 V%2 RAD & 5 ICHEEHFIC
HHLZEDOBHWSNS.

1Yo = L(yin #0) (2.5)
L

n
Y[l =>" yml (2.6)
In

ZIZT, n=12- NRY DDA VT IZATHY, y, 3Y OEZRZRT. £/, I(-)
EFEIMAN DD G- X NIGEIC 1, FO THRWEEIC 0 ZRTHERBEETH 2. 75Ixt
35 Ly / vamMEbERIC, fTHAIERDZ L 2 01T 28R E2 R0,

223 ZAN—RXEORBILICHITB1E!

A= AL, B2 2 BERN R TIE R S, RBEEREIC B W THEER R O S 2 il 5
57 DEERKEHERT. K, BALT —XSLHHEOKREWET L 2R 5HE, R
N—2AMWEBANT 25T, BOLERSLHIREZRELALEIEEIEHNTES.

ZANR=2ZMD D725 FTHRICOWT, ZHAT 1 v 7 14 Y7 O% Fig. 2.3 1TRT. t, €R
EHNIER, v, € R ZBHIT—2 2 L, BREOBERT — & {(th, z,)})_, 5250 TH
2255, BT —% 2z, 3HEEEA, 3L HIAMELREGRASHEMNCHARNS & IER
HRVWbDETB.

COBMEF— IR L, 1t N BRKY $2ERZBEAEFSLEHWT 2, OHEE
My, ZKD2 L, BHEOREIICL VENT — 2 2 BENGEN L HEMREIEON S, —
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1.5 \
® Observations
----Opverfitting (high-order polynomial)
L pjememe Sparse assumption (1st order) 2
. s
% . .. -
0.5F . o //.::/.,- i
0r J ° |
> 7
-~ [
K oy L -
-0.5F o' 1
b e '
I \ ’ PR
T~ f
st i
-2 L I L
-1 0.5 0 0.5 1
t

Fig. 2.3. Example illustrating the effect of sparsity in polynomial fitting. A high-order
polynomial model excessively follows the observed data, whereas a sparse as-
sumption yields a low-order structured estimate.

7T, HERRBDEOEIER T DA ORI NE, B AR-ZXTHZ LWV REZEA
T3E, BREGPIMH SN, BT —ZBEEO0TVWARHAETH > THERDOHEEE D
HEERERIEONS.

Fig. 2.3 1%, @RXZHEACLZ2BELT 1 v T4 ¥ 7, A= RMEICE L IHEEMRE %
B L7BITHS. Zofilld, A —REOREIETNVOEMS ZHIEL, RNEMRHEEL
HHT 2@ E 2RO L EHEMTIRL TV S.

ZLDERF—X1Z, AT EEIERITTH->Td, PBOKREMRZKDIC K > TilbAlFET
HHGENEZV. DX IRBUTBNT, A=A ERRE LHEZ, TED 2 WIEIE
RS HEIRNCHIRI L, 7 — X AERGERE T KL 7R R 52 5.

RELEEOBE» LR 2 v, 28— 2 FICEANLIE: LTEAXNS. RS, L /
WV LZHED CIERNRIE, ROZ DBERZHMEICEL T MR ERE, A =R RZHRINC
FETHIEPHLNTVWS., ZOMEICED, R =R EANIEE 7 VBRI EEIR O 5%
H S [FFHCRT.

RFEM 2 28— ZEAHLAT & B bR, Ko &S icRINn 3 (26, 27].

Minimize F(y|x) + v|ly1 (2.7)
Yy
ZIT, F() BF-REEEE, |yl 3R S— AR EET 2 FALIEEZ £, EARK v
DIEZFAE ST 2 22T, F— R ADFETEL 28—k DS v 22 HIMF 2 2 L HIARET
H5.

D& AR, MEFEICB W TIE Lasso (least absolute shrinkage and selection
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operator) [25], [EEUIIZBVWTIFHEEEY (basis pursuit) [24] & LTHISN, £ DR
HOEBIFEE LTHOONTE L., KX TS NMF I2BW\WTH, EETHD 20k
BATINC AR —RIEAHLZEA T 25 Z & T, 7okl R o RS & CRIE o [ E AR S
ns.

2.3 NMF
231 NMF O£

NMF ¥ i3IEE0BRIITHI% 2 D DIEEFTHDFTHIFE TN 3RS 2 BF 7 L T X 4
TH5. 2 2DIFATTHIOITHIREIC X 2EBUTHIZIKS > 71/ 5 2 & T, BHITHIDK
5 O WRIE LD RAAIREIC 2 5. NMF 1, ZoIEaFIfIR KT > 7o Eic
&0, BRTANCHEE T 2 DBOBERN 2R — > 2T 2 2 & HSATRER B2 U228 Fik
LT ERMTSNS.

FHRTX, & ORBREFERBITI RIEARZ br2Tn) PHEFOIEEITII TR
NBT—EPEZLFETE. ZOXIRT—XICNMF 2H#EAHT 2 2 2T, 1§50 2EET5
CAREATH D £2IEATH 2720, NIMENLHERESR (O—=Y) L LTORRLIESTH 5.
DD, FMOME T — X % — Vi 28] L ERDHE [11] Fo % — VBB EIEHT 2
FEHTEL VLA THS.

NMF 2 & 21751 DL fEE RO TR ENS.

X ~WH (2.8)

2T, X € Ry BREESIFAOBITICTHD, W = [w) wy -+ wg] € R
KO H = [hy hy -+ hg]T € RES & NMF THEE 3 N EIFALRATIIC, W IZHE
1791, H 3MREATA eI 5. [ R J 3 Z2hZ2hBHITHOITREIETH 5. F
7z, W DHIRZ M TH B wy IFEERZ ML IER, K ZEERZ Loz RT.
k=1,2,- \ KIZREEXRZ LA v F27 2, T IZEEETHS. NMF IZEERZ Lo
K% K<min(l,J) &2 X5WHET 2T, BT X 2K (2.8) DX H KT >~
BRI 5. Fig. 2.41%, NMF 2 X 21750 nfblofltds. 2o k51, BlRITHIZIE
BEOEEITH L RBUTHITRET 22T, 7V 7 E2EERT Mo K 1T Z 725047
5 X %R (2.8) DESICFB L B TE 3.

NMF ofgizid, FEEANIRD 2 DDEREUEIFET 2 Z L CERVPBRETDH 5.

o IHFDEEM (permutation ambiguity)
W ICEEND K KORERY L wi,ws, - ,wx DIEFEANKEZTD, HIZE
FNBHBART MV by, ho, -+ hg ZREBROIEFICANEZ X, WH I3—K7 5.

T T
) [wr ws) [Zir] = [wy  wi] [ZTT}
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Nonnegative Basis Activation Estimated

observed matrix matrix matrix matrix
N

Xix)) =&~ WIxK Hxixyn = XuxJ)

12001 Bas‘s 1 — 12001

Il13122 0 21}):12122

003 53 Aotivati 00 36 3

J ctivation

Fig. 2.4. Decomposition of observed matrix using NMF.

o REXDMEEM (scale ambiguity)
W IiZEEhs K RKOFEERTZ bV wi,we, - ,wg DZENZNITH LT
C1,C0, ,Cx EWVWIRD T —HRLTH, HITEZNZHREART ML hy, hy, - by
DERZIUSH LT et eyt et ZRLAUS, WH IZ—HT 5.

T —17T
WIJ ['wl ] |:’h':T:| = [clwl CQ’lUQ] |:21—IZ’1I‘:|

F72, W kU H OHEEZIEMEECHE L 72 5 720, KREWE#EEDF 5 2 RAER <,
WIHAEMRF 2 R o,

2.3.2 NMF ©oEz1E

NMF T, BT X 2375 WH OROTE#E (X4 "= = > R) D(X|WH)
i/ME T 2REZ RS .

Mi&l}in}}ize D(X|\WH) s.t.wy >0,hi; >0 (2.9)
::‘f*, Lij, Wik, &Uhk] bi%:h%?hX, W, &U‘H@g?ﬁffz@b, i:1,2,-~',I&U
j=1,2,-  JZERZNEHITHDOITA T 7 ARGINA VT 7 A%RT.

R MEBERDEZRAN=Y 2 Y RIZIE, T—XOFETIHEEIZIG T TEILTD 3 903H
Wb,

o "1 —27 Vv FifRE (squared Euclidean distance)
FEEDBIRT — & & DAY AGMITHED 2 & 2 IRE LT5E ORI O BRI HEEITHY
35.

Dpu(X|WH) = ZdEu (:L’MZwlkhkj) (2.10)
= Z (xij — Zwikhkj> (211)
i,j k
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o —f&{t Kullback-Leibler (KL) & A N—3 = > & (generalized KL divergence)
FEADEWN T —& & BRT Y Y HMIHED 2 & ZIRE L 75E DR O RIHEE 2
L5 5.

Dxr(X|WH) = j{:(iKL (a%]\jzjzuzkhkj> (2.12)

o
= zijlog =——2— — 1z + Y wiphk; (2.13)
Z( Sty 12

o MBFMEX A N—Y = >R (Ttakura—Saito divergence)
IFE DB T — & & BRI MITIED T L ZIRE L 12358 DR ORIHEEITHE L,
AT = WAZNEZFO.

Dis(X|WH) = Z dis <x,j| Zw,khk]> (2.14)

_ “—maw—g 2.15
;;(Ekumﬁw & wikh; (2.15)

INBE—MRIZ B HXAN=T 2 VR [29] & L THI—HICELRRIRET H D, S =2 " F1—
7V FEEHEOEELS, B=10"MILKLEXAN=—I 2V R, B=0DIS ZA =z
2N T 3. AT, FIIRK (2.13) TRENZ —RIL KL £A4 N—Y = ¥ 212Ho<
NMF (LR, KLNMF) ZHD#% 5. DK, Rk oz 0RD, Aiwizsw»T TNMF)
YELEEAICE, KLNMF 265802 5.

2.3.3 NMF OREEHFXOEH

NMF 128 2 wlfbii@E (2.9) 1%, W kO H ORI L CHRRIIZM TR L, —#)
IR BB 72 5. 2D 70, KRBHISEENE S N5 RAEZR <, RIENZEREL T
NV XL K> TRFINBRE/MEZRER T 2 Z e B —INTH 5. Z0 K5 RIEMRE(LRH
B LTS, ARESRZOEEZ W REEHDEZ 6N 250, TNH6DTIETIEAT v
T A4 XOBFRDBICREIN G ER G 2, KIEZ L ICHNBEEDHEFIZHD 2 L3RS %
W, R, PIEERFEE R NMF icB W Tid, RIEEHOZEESPHEEOB N2, H
A BEEL o BAFR I 2 CRAE 3 % BT HIIAYE % L w [10].

D& RERENIS, NMF OfEticBu»TixmbhBEEE (ER&H/ME (majorization-
minimization: MM) 713V XA & I Z) [30, 31] IR HWHNT E 7. MBI
EERHHT 5729, RORELHEEZEZ 5.

Miniemize J(0) (2.16)

22T, JO) I FHNEE, 0132 TORBEIAERE LD ML THS. MBIEEGET
&, HBEE J(0) 2EERMET2bDIC, J(0)<T1(6,0) > J(0)=77(0,0) %
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7 SHIBIBEE T REETL, ThEBRXEMET 3 2 & T HIBEE O BN & RAE S
3. ZOWHEICKD, mBBEEGEEIEMEELTH 5 NMF 126 LT HREDP DWW T VR
BT ERRMT 2. kB, 01380 0T 2MERTH 5.

AFHLTIE KLNMF 2 E05R e 32729, ZORKERBELEHROEHICOWTHFRT 3.
X (2.13) &b, KLNMF o HRBEEIIRD X 5 W CEMTE 3.

Minu/inhlrize JxL.(W,H) s.t. wig, hgj >0 Vi, j, k (2.17)

jKL(W H Z Z [x” log Zk wmhk] ( Z wlkhkj)] (218)

J

EROAZRM S 5 ¢, HIBEBRE XX LS icEsHions.

Jx (W, H) ZZ (:v” log zi; — x;; longzkhk] x5 + Zwikhkj) (2.19)
k

X (2.19) %2ﬁmdkK%?%%ﬂ%aﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ#ﬁhét@,mk&@hMK%?%
EEEEPEERD 2 L IR TH 2. 22T, AOMNBEBSNERTH L ZLITEBL,
18k (A1) 1TRT Jensen DFER (A1) ZHWT, BB Z E2 5% 2 MBIRIE 2 #EK
5. X (2.19) OF 2HINLT, ROFEFEXELEZ 5.

wiph
—logz:wlkhkJ = —logz&jk ZSk :3
ij

ah
E:&Ml WikTkj (2.20)
5@]1@

ZIT, bk > 0 MBIZERTHD >, 6 =1 Zili7z3. K (2.20) 1&, Jensen DAFEFERIC
BT, MBS R-R%Z f(1)=—log(-) e LTHALELAEATHSZ. ZoFrFALK
(2.19) O 2 HICHEH T2 2 2T, MR EZXAXD XS ICERTES.

Jxn.(W, H) < Ji5 (W, H, A)

= ZZ (mw log x;; — x5 Zéwkl wlk Ko Tij + Zwlkhk3> (2.21)

*:f,AeRg“Kmﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂ%%£2?é3%@%ywa®a

Rz, W 5 (W, H, A) T3 2 MBI A OF/MEIZOWTEZ 5. WX, #f
BNZEBOT B EE RIS Yo, 0ije = L DRRE LN TV S 20, ROFXHIFISMA = mfbi]
EEEZD.

Minimize Jy, (W, H, A) st. D Gk =1 Vi,j (2.22)
ot LR (2.22) @ Lagrange BIUIRATEH 2 51 5.

k
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5T, 0ijk O N IZBIT % Lagrange BADIRM T2 2h2h 0 L B 22T, XX%155.

aﬁ o wikhkj .
== Sk +1=0 (2.25)
k

K (2.25) WERBERME S8 6, =1 ZDbDTH 3. %7, X (2.24), by >0, K
wik,hkj Z 0 c]: Dmﬁ&tﬁ%

A
5ijk = wikhk]‘ exXp <:E — 1> (2.26)
¥

2 (2.26) OHEICH LT k ICDWTHRRIE & 2 e AR %G 5.

A
; 5ijk = gwikhkj exXp <5L‘” — 1) (2.27)

FoT, FRMISMA Y, dijr =1 TOXA2E 2,
A

E wirhi; exp ( — 1) =1 (2.28)
k Tij

REFRBN T kRS RNERTH 270, fifk, XA k3.

exp (1 - x) szkhk] (2.29)
ij

ZhER (2.26) KRAT 2 22T, MPIEBORNMEPRAEZGS.
Wik
Zk’ wik:’hk:’j
o, X (2.30) 23HBHBIRY (2.22) OMBIELCH T 2 RNRE 52 5. 5, ZROEHOD

RIEEEE u & L, HEEKD EFEXFe LTRRTIE, RDESITR5.

() ()

w;;. h

5Lt = % Vi, j, k (2.31)
Z ’ /Lk/ h

Siji = Vi, i,k (2.30)

GonT, FEFLMBIBIN T8 (W, H, A) R AKROZHE W KT H 1o TR/MET 3.
DI, BRI (2.21) % wy, TR LTO L HE, XXM 3.

OTg1 Siji I _
owir, ; _x”d”kwikhkj 0ijk g ) =0 (2:32)
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RN (2.32) 2RI 2 RAD X512 5.
— " iy ; !
J J
wik Y hig = 0
J J

225 Tigligh

ik = 2.33
Wy, >, (2.33)
3 (2.33) ASHBIEIEK (2.21) BRAMET B wa, L7 5. REEEK u 20AL, KREE.
u+1
(u+1) Z] x”(sz(ﬂj ) 2.34

[FIBRIC, MBNBEIRL (2.21) & hy; TR LTO 2Bk, hyy OFRPMEDHRD XS5 1G5 N 5.

SN 0ij i
jkL::E:(—xm@ﬂ:]kwk—+wm>==0

Ohy; Wikl 0iji

Z Tij hljk +szk =0
hi; Z wik = Y Ti;0ijk
5 i=1

hij = ZZZU;’“ (2.35)
RAERE w 2EZRL Tl 35, RDXI1225.
(ut1)
;0
P 2 %Ok (2.36)

Z w(u+1)

fe-oT, X (2.20) THBHZEBZEEH L, R (2.34) KUK (2.36) TARKOEK 2 EHT 5.
ZD2O0DFIEEKEDIKRT Z T, HIEK (2.19) ofiziIMbT 2 W KU H 2Rk 2 Z
EMTES.

22T, MEROKEERHN (2.31) X (2.34) UK (2.36) kAT 2T, XRAD
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OB TN REEHRLFoN 2.

(u) 3 (u)
Z Ti Wi Py
y 1 u
IS wi by

5 by
@i pw)
I Sl (2.37)
iy

(utl) _
Wik =

_ ()
= Wi
g
22 Tij (FD) ()
h(u+1) _ 2k Wi g K
kj - Z (u+1)
i Wik

Iij (u+1)
R CTE S ey w -
o ik

(u+1)
> wi;:

K (2.37) RO (2.38) 13, KD &5 IAPHIHRTHIAT 2 - LHTE 3.

(2.38)

1

WX

HeHQﬁﬁ%%j (2.40)
TIT, RRTEIOEDICKEER v OELIIERL, ZHEFZEITHETF « 2HVTH
3. F7, 10 32 TOEEN 1D IxJ DIFFITH D, HET © 13EHEFEOM (Hadamard
product), TP BERBFOFERT. XD, HHBIBEEIEKICHE S KLNMF K18
EHApER Iz, DRIV v FEHEROIREREZ A N— = v 22ES L NMF %
AR HBIBERGRIC O RIEEH R 2 EL 2 e A TE 5. KTEOEHBRIIANR B.1 &
O B2iczh ez 5.

24 X /)N—X NMF
241 RZ/)N—ZX NMF OERIL

HIHI TR ARHERY 72 NMF 13, 87— 2 2 IFa O RK & RO TS 258172 Fi
THED, BO—BEMPRIEENT, 7 —XD/ A AW L TEFLEZRITHEND
5. DML, EoICHINIIGLZEE LWEEZROMREZFET 272012, H
FIBIBU IEAMEIE Z N U 7= IEAIEA & NMF AR RS A TWn 5.

Kz, 2.2 BT R7e 2= 2% NMF IZEA L7z 28— X NMF 1, 7—&% X )P
DHEEDHASOETRET 2 e 2ilild 2. 24Uk, Foh2HESCHREITIN XD
IHREZ P ER 2D K 51272 D (B RN —ARBIOEAE), FEFIED A E R g B2
DEESHFTE S, Kl LT, NOHEBZ NMF Tty 2855, X 8—XHilfz2iRs
ZeT, HRE, Do FmAlRE# (parts-based representation) MFJE L L CHH
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NPT BB ZePALEATVWS [5. ZhuE, &7—& 2K 2HRT 2720105
i GEE) 13K PBTH2 e VI RELEST S, —IC 28— NMF 1%, REA751
H (H2VWEEETH W, dLAIEZZOMST) OEEHN0ITEDL Ko R&flyzRRe e T
EHIN5.

NMF O XARTUE, BRTTHORERBEN S L X D i < KB L 72 2 EAT5 (250
FREBUTA) ZEEICHEEST 2 2 ZHME LT, A= NMF 23 8Z {HRESINTE
[4,5,6,7,8,9,10. MADZA S—ZAHEELERL CTEALICHWSFEB) W & HOD
ITHIRE W H (2 U TR AR— AN 2R E T 2 FE [10) mEANY -2 a VIZEL—/T, 2D
FEALIE 228 TR Ly V6252 2FHECKIGT 5. 22T, HEBWNTHRS —HK
(72 REUTH H 2 Ly 7 Vv AEAHEZ RS 28— NMF [6] IZ2oWTERLT 5.

Zofltid, 2.2 0K (2.6) TRLZATINIH S 2 Ly 7 V2208475 H (T3 2 LT,
RO biEy LTERbEh 3.

i

Mi‘al/in}}ize S(W,H) s.t. wig, hy; >0V, 5,k (2.41)
S(W, H) = D(X|W H) + | H (2.42)

ZZT, plEAR—REANLIHOEAZRD 2 HARMTDH 5.

242 Z)XN—ZXNMF OREEFHRROEH

22T, BB b (2.42) LT, =L KL A4 N=Y = Y 22 HWHE0KRIE
HHAEZEL T2, HWREEE —RIL KL RAN—Y 2 Y RARZESVWTREMT 2, X%z
1%%.

SkrL(W,H) = Dk (X|WH) + p|[H||;

= Z Z (I‘ij log Tij — Tij longikhk]’ — X + Z wikhkj> + Z hkj
) k k k.j

= Z Z <—$ij longikhkj + Z'Uh'khkj> + Z huj (2.43)
i J k k k,j

T, BHW KU H OWTIUCHBEE LARWIHIZEZBE DRI X > THAT 2728, D
MO TIIEBAEL LTTORA LTS, HET = ZEBEEZRVTELVWI L 2RT.
X (2.43) O —IHIZIE, KLNMF 058 L AR, k1B 2468 %2 & OB BN 5.
DD, wiy MO hyy KET2ERHAZ2EEZERDS L 3RNETHZ. 22C, KLNMF
O REFEHREH & [, Jensen DFRFEXZ AWM EMKT 2. ZOME, BN
B Skr, 2% B M2 2B St > Sk ¥, XX kS 1chxsh3.

St éz (—xw Z&Z]klog Wik + szkhk]> + ,uth] (2.44)

1,3
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WHBIREE S 1T LT, MBAR A BT 2 /MEEE X 3 2, 2.3.3 HE FAOHRIC X
D, Sip = Sk Eifilz THBAR Y LT xeE3

Wikh;

_ 2.45
Zk’ wik’hk’j ( )

dijk =
hug, R (2.30) T 3.

D ECHIBIBIEDIEIR S iz 7z, X2, W kO H BT 25Mbz1T5. %3,
¥ (2.44) % wyp TRMLTO 2B &, EANKIE |H|j & W IKF LRV, KLNMF
DHEER—DOFREEIEOND. F, MIEROERL T2 r6, W OREH
# 2.3.3 HIZBI 5 KLNMF 05 e FAfIcEHTE, XX%2155.

X T

W H

iz, FHBIRE%L (2.44) & hy; TR L, THhz 08B 8T, hy; BT 25MEZ K
H35.

881'& 5k Wik
= — 240k —2 . i =0
Dhy,; %: REACLmy L B

_Zl'w(ls;ik +Zwik+u:0
i J i

hii > Wik + =Y Tij0ijk
i i=1

> i Tijik
hy, = =22 WE 2.47
& > Wik + 1 ( )
XoT, TR TRRD LI ICRHT LR TE 3.
W' a

PEXD, =t KL X4 N—=Y = ¥ 212HD 28— 2 NMF OKEFEHAEH X
7o, AREEHNTIEX, EARE u 2F% T2 22T, FREITH H O 28— 2245 %
ZEDA[RETH 5.

25 AKEEODXC®

ARETIX, A%—ZX NMF 25 7D QBRI OWTER L. 2.2 6T, R =2
HOMEZEAL, L1 / VAR K Z A=A EDOFETESR, TINCBIT 2 A -2 %DE
2, RO S—= 2R ORGSR e ol LRI B 2 EENC O W TRz, R, 2.3
#iT NMF 122WT, ZDHEARMNZE 27 BENER L Z/RL, KLNMF (20 LT, b
Bikze W REEHROBEH 21To72. X512, NMF 2 28— ZEALZEA L 7z 28—
Z NMF #ERbL, HREITHNC Ly 7 Vv AERHEE R L2550 — L KL &4 "= = ¥
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ZRESL KIEEHRNEEH L2, ZhuckD, EARKREBLTT 774 N— 2 V{750
ZR—AWEHIHTE 2 Z e 2R L. BB, ABTEA - R EANLZHREITY H (<8R 3
BaEREH L LT - 7208, ZUE—FhaEEizwn. 28— 2 ETH Wik LR
FTLHARETHD, ZOHEBFEMIZ L, /7 VAFALZEAT 2 TERMLTE S, W
ThOLEIBWTH, MBIREREICHE D K KEFHROERIIFABEOPHAATITS Z 25T
%, RETORLUERE B2 RDRV. (o T, RETHN/]Z R =2 NMF OERLK
Ui b FEE, EANEE SRR RATHI ORI S T RER, 28— 2 NMF OHEARK
PlAZEEZ 25D TH 5.

RETIE, A8— 2 NMF ICHTET % R 7 — AT B RE N OB B RO 1o 50 { RIE
BT B EFAIEEMEICOWTHRT 2. X512, ThOOMER RIS 27272 28— 2
NMF OoZERb 2R %R T 5.
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EIE

ABIRRECEAICE D < X/N\—X NMF

3.1 ELC®HIC

AETIE, A 8—Z NMF ZEAEYT, 2oL BRiEbicBT 2 AERZREICOW
TEET 2. JiFETIE, A2%—2 NMF 23R £ R KRB O iR A _EoRim i RE o s v
W I OWTIRR . — /T, Z%—Z NMF 13, ®iE Tl filhizh -7 NMF FH 0
27— EEMCER F 2 BRI N OEE FORBEEZNEL TV 5.

WoT, AETIE, T 32HICBVTRA - NMF 202 2L, [ERFEHI -
T&EE7 70 —FITOWTIHRRINCHEER T 2. 2, 3.3HITIX, TSDRERERT 37
HO7Fa—Fr LT, /LHFNICHES L 28— EAEfT & NMF 2E2:1b3 5. £,
3.4 fiTiE, WHBIBEEEE AW KEEHAOEHEEL T, X7 — LR iR
o I 2 R i 72 3 Rl b FE R IAMEIC S 5. RiRC, 35 HITIE, ABEEZ L
B, {ERDZ =R NMF 02 28, IREFEOHGRMN R RE LR O REEIC DWW TR
35,

3.2 i
32.1 R/IN—XNMFIZHITZRT—IILEEMRE

HIE T, REBUTHIH 2 WZREITHNC Ly / VAEANLZMAINST 5 2 ¥ TR A= 22 H
HBFBA—ZXANMF ZEA L. 2o X5 ENMUE, A =X EDORRZ ERANTHRE L
3L, A =X NMF O#HOMFICBWTIAS HOLNTET: [4, 6, 7).

ARETITFEMEZAKICT 2729, BiETRLE T—H D175 Ly /7 v 4 IERNEZ Bl
L 7z A= &2 NMF | % simple sparse NMF LR Z 2123 5. T, simple sparse
NMF 8075 H &L TAA—=ZXIERHEZRER L 2 ROFR#ELEE e LTRSI 5.

Mi‘]/t‘lfianlrize S(W,H) s.tawig, hiy >0 Vi, j, k (3.1)
S(W, H) = D(X|WH) + | H] (3.2)



22 H3E MEEEAICE D < ZX/N—X NMF

ZoEREIE, NMF IZARR=2MZ2EA T 2R ERNLMEAZ G 2 52— T, NMF O
RO R — UERMEICER § 2 REN R MEEZNEL TV 3.

NMF T, FEOEDEH a > 01 LT WH = (aW)(a ' H) B bH3ior, 5
[EATH E AREBATHNID R 7 —MF—RITEE S0, ZOMEIE, BHENR NMF i2B8W0» T
Y 72 57203, simple sparse NMF TIIFEAN L EEY RIZT.

B 213, REUITH H 12 Ly 2 VAERAHE R L 5A 0 HINER D(X|WH) + u|H||, %
E2B. ZorE Whafi, H%Z1/affddt, A7r—EEMHIC X DEREK D IIE
fbtLing g, ERLEDOAD (u]|H||1)/a k, 1/affEShzZerind. ZOME, a—
3528 T, AN—RWZHET 2 L VWIARRKROHR M, ERHEHEOED A2 TR
WXL T3 eDAlREr 2 5. D7, IEANLIED 28— 2 W& HilfE§ 2 &%+ 3
FX BB LW REAEL B [7, 33).

Z D X512, simple sparse NMF (& 28— 28 NMF O 27 — UEEH L OFREEE R
HINCHZTBY, ThzhEtd 27200 TRBHEL LS. XETIE, s OREIN
L, MEROFEDPED IS 7 Ta—F L TE L2 lEls 5.

322 RT—)LEEM=EEY 3EEFEFE

FROMER R T 5720, A= NMF (CBF 2 Z2RRAIGEFEI RSN TE .
Table 3.1 12, ARG TRAN2Z 28— NMF OB GFEFEe zo#fEEzE 5. HL,
Table 3.1 FOFRBELHEICHBWT, NMF ARKD W K H xS 2 IEEHIFNZER LT
AP

PO 28— X NMF TiX, X7 —WAEREMEREZERS 2720, 28I |wy|| = 1 Vk
BB AR ERTHE 4] BREXN. chE, KOS ICERIN, ARLTE
norm-constrained sparse NMF ¥ FE5.

MIVI‘I}IIILIIIZG SKL(W,H) s.t. wik,hkj >0 Vi,j,k, ||wk|]1 =1Vk (33)

FRFEICIE, RO K S5 ITRE NS AT —VIHKIFIR R — A RERIEY sparseness(hy) Z W
TR DA 5T X 5 Fik 5] bR SNk,

Mi‘r}VirIr}ize Dry(X|WH) s.t. wig, hy; > 0Vi,j, k, sparseness(hy) =1 Vk

VI = (3 1kl /IRl
V-1
INHOFHEEF, I MBBEREIC L 2 RELPNETH D, REAEE (projected
gradient descent: PGD) S W o Nz, ZD72, KIEFEHNIC X - THMEEED B
T AREEE R, PORBEIRRMEIEIIA T v T A ZOREHELMKFET 2. 20 X5 wHE
X, IEMMRIE(LTH 2 NMFEF BV T RATBANDO L E R BRI E2 23 L, HimNcd E

EEBIFFL SR,

sparseness(hy) = (3.4)
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%7z, simple sparse NMF 1250 U CHHBIBIBGEICE D K REEHXZEH L, X7 — 1Tt
BIERMRIE T 2 7- DICEREH B w, ZIERML, wph] PFEL %5 X5 IERILRERO
WHE hy ITRL 2713V XL 6] bIRESIN. LI L, KIEHEOERCOUEIZIEREIE
DEZZL S 270, ZOFEDHEFIFEMERRIES LTV,

ZOWH, W ORIINY MARERELIATII W = [wi/|will - wi/|wkl:) 2%
BBUCH WS Z & TR — AERMEREZ [EE S 2 [7, 8] RSk, Zhid, ROk
FLFEE Y U TER SN, RFmTIE normalized sparse NMF & FEA.

M%%Pe&ﬂﬂﬂ)m;wthZOVLLk (3.5)
S(W,H) =D(X|WH)+ pl|H| (3.6)

COFRIZ, BHEETHIBE S 1S 2 MBI ST D AEL & EfEHE & B EHIC 7 E| L
HHEHZ MRS % heuristic update rule [34] Z AW 2. BERRNICIE, WBIBEE ST o 4kd
ZXAD XS ITIEDHE L BOEITHRL, REEHXZ/HMLT 5.

VS = [Vwst], - [Vws*] (3.7)
[VwS*]_
W« Woqo m (3'8)

ZZT, [+ BAFEMADEDHETT, [|— 3AERAOEOE T OfftHEZ Zh2hkT.
ek, X2 LTIEDHD A2 LRI N 2 REHOEHRXZGEL2Z B TE5. %
7z, BOBELRIEOERITKEL T, W OFIRZ MAPEIZIERLE NS 720, X7 — L ZEE
THIEDWTE, MR L TR — U EENREZERTX 2. L2L, 20X 57 heuristic
update rule 1230 < BHHAUL, BRI REF R RERELERELZ RIGELDHEDDD,
BFIEHEINME 03 2 BERY R BT SR w2 e e S A Tw B [10).

JEAEClX, norm-constrained sparse NMF IZX L, 777 ¥ Y 2 DREFBIEICHE O WT
FHEHAZE S FE (9] PMERI N, ZOFRSHEFIEEMELZ RIEL DD R 7 — IV EER
HRES AT X 2728, AROMEEZ TR TR TEZ2 LT Y M RI7L—L Y= TH
5. F7z, EERBEHESCHINFAFCOWTH RN TE Y, ZoMAHHPIIEN. LAl
BHG, FEREICBWTT 7T Y 2 BEDIEHEROIRE R 2 M L 72 b @ INcEH T
=3, BEOERORKIEFEH TRUEM 2 KD 2 NEIREUH 2 HE L § 257 a2 X + o@D
5.

X 512, norm-constrained sparse NMF & XD fzli L EBARENICHEMTH 2 2 %
wL, MBPBIEICEDS S REEHXZEH T2 FE [10] RSN TB D, KX TR
model-sparse NMF ¥ FER,

Minimize R(W, H) s.t. wiy, hij > 0 Vi, j. k (3.9)
R(W, H) = D(X|WH) + | WH]|, (3.10)

ZOFHEE, FHHLIER W RO H OWMERICE /213 2 & TRAT7 — AT EMFE % B L
20, [WH|, =Y, [[wihf] &9, X OIS v 7 ELEHKRT 2 K @05 > 2 1175
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wihl DZENZIUTKH L TRAAR—ZME2FHELET 22T, [THIWH HRAR—RL¥#b. —
AL KL X4 N—2 = ¥ 21281 5 BB Rir, (AT 2 BB R, 2525 L, KR
2F 51, Jensen ORFERICHK T 2 WBERL 6,5, OFEHOLEAFIE KLNMF (2381 2 HiH
LT 5.

REL £ Z <_xij Z 51]]61 wzkth + Z Uhkhk]> + 1% Z ’U)Zkhk] (311)
k

%, i3,k

FECHBIBEECE wi T by DENZIUCOWTRMALTO 2 BL 22T, XA%H5.

IREL

5 —}2 +hm +u§:mv_o (3.12)
Wik

87%1'& _ mk

D ZZ: < + Wik | + 1 E wir =0 (3.13)

kb, REEHRE LT 2155,

waH "

W« Wo LD HT 4+ gW L) (3.14)
WT X

H+HOo WH (3.15)

WT1UxJ) +M1(IXJ)HT

T &I, BEBREHREES e TE, MUPBEEEICE> BHick D &ERIEICEITSH
HIRE R D B IER I DS B I RAE X LT W B, L L, A8—Z NMF %2/ $ 2 Bl
W RO H O—OEBICZ =225 23 22 TH 254, RElbiE (3.9) k2o HM
WIEE LR,

323 EXFWXDILLAIE L FERTE

Table 3.1 IZ/RT £ D12, A=A NMF IZBWTIE, A7 — UEEMEDEE  FoEbics
VF % BFRIEE M O LREE 2 FAIRR IS 72 T E AU EETH 5. RLTLE, /L AadflicEos
{ 28— Z NMF Z#H L, wWBEfgEcE W IREEHRZ2EH T2 22T, ZhoDHE
A RIS 72 SR HAZ R T 5. FHC, Leplat & [9] OFETHREL 2> TWKEHD
BRI EZEREL, —(E KL #AN—Y 2228 Ly 7 A AGIROHAGDEICBWVT,
A B 72 B R B ATRE T H 2 T 2SI 5.



Table 3.1. Comparison of related sparse NMF algorithms.

3.3 JILLHEHICED < /X=X NMF oER b

All optimization problems

listed below include nonnegativity constraints for the elements of W and H

25

Rof Optimization Optimization Theoretical
eferences
problem method guarantee of
monotonic
non-increase
Minimize Sg (W, H)
Hoyer [4] W H PGD
s.t. szHl =1V
Minimize Dg, (X |W H)
Hoyer [5] W.H PGD
s.t. sparseness(hy) = 1 Vk
Minimize Skr,(W, H) MM algorithm
Liu et al. [6] w.H ‘ with iterative
5.t [|willy =1 Vi normalization
Eggert and
Kérner [7] Minimize SB(Wa H) Heuristic
Le Roux W.H update rule
et al. [§]
Leplat Minimize Sg(W, H) Combination of
w.H . Lagrangian and v
et al- 19 st [lwifly =1 Newton-Raphson
Marmin Mi&;rﬁize Rs(W, H) MM algorithm v
et al. [10] ’
Minimize Sk, (W, H)
P d KL )
ropose W.H MM algorithm v
method s.t. HwZHI =1W

33 JILLFEKICE DK R/N—X NMF OEZAL

ARFH X TlX, norm-constrained sparse NMF I LT MM 713V X a%k@HL, HFIE
W2 PRAE L 2R EEHN 28N T 5. NRe 32 REFEERATERINS.

meifgze SkL(W, H) s.t. wiy, hi; > 0 Yi, j, k, Zwk =1Vk

SkL(W, H) = DxL(X|WH) + 1Yy
k,j

(3.16)
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BHREIENRZ PV wy 1 Ly VLRI Y wie =1 ZBRT 2T, W & H BORT—1E:
BEEE ks 5.

3.4 FHBIAZCEICE DK AN—X NMF OREEHANDOEL

AHITIWE, mELEE (3.3) et L, fHBBEBIEZEH T 5 2 & THEFAIEE I Z REE L
FREEHRZE LS 2. 22T, filRSEAZROBRBEE Sk, 10 U TET L 7= #liBhBI%L
St OEHELFIEICHIFISREES S S 2T, BRILZHNEGEZER S B 22 8%
w/MET 2T [35] WS, iRz 2o BB O REIE, 77570 a2D
REFRBENR SN —> 2« 77— « &y H— (Karush-Kuhn-Tucker: KKT) $&ffic &b,
—EDFEMH T TREMOEHFAZENT 5.

T3, “ILEKL XA NN—=Y =V RTEIZH LT, Jensen DAEREEHAT 2 Z & THiBIEE
Boe s 5. BB Sk, s 2 BB St 1% 2.4.2 fiie ARkicikstcx, kalz
155.

SkL(W,H) < SI"EL(W,H, A)
c w; hpq
= Z (—:Eij Z 5ijk log ;':] + Zwikhk]’> + ,LLZ hkj (3.17)
i3 k K k k,j

Z 2T, ik (& Jensen DAFERICHR T 2HBIEKTH D, dijr >0 )36} Zk 0ijr = 1 7% Jifi
723, ¥, FERULFEHFEIRATEZSNS.

Wik

Siipg = =0 3.18

Ik Zk’ wik’h’k’j ( )

I, W St LT, ROFR - REXFIISEMT S R/IMEEEE 2 5.
Minimize Sty st wik, hiy > OV gk, > wie =1k (3.19)

ZOrE, WIZHLTE VAR Y, wiy =1 BEESNTWE D, RDF T TP a
B L ZEAT 5.

L=8H+> M <Z Wik — 1) (3.20)
k A

CIT, M > 013 k BHOEERZ LD LV LAHIRNCHIET 252750 2R/ ETH 3.
JEEFIRSEM = KKT &b &b, XX%2153%.

oL .
Wik Do 0 Vi, k (3.21)
oL
> ] .22
By > 0 Vi, k (3.22)
0L _ vk (3.23)

e



35 XEDFXL® 27

X (321) &b, L ORNDMEF wi, =0 F72E 0L/ 0wy, = 0 DWT 2T, £,
OL/Owy, =0 ZfE &, ITORFRAI T LN L.

0ij
Z <_-75ijjk + hkj) + A =0
; Wik
_ Zj $ij5ijk
Zj hkj + A
MAT, X (3.23) &b Y. wip —1=0%1522%, ZTHUI/ VLK Y, wi, =1 VE LT

Hb. 2D NVAHRNCK (3.24) ZRALTEH T2 22T, 777 Y a fE MBI
fpd e TES.

Wik (3.24)

)‘k = Z hkj + Z -Tij5ijk (325)
j ij
1 (3.25) 230 (3.24) DB EHTRA LTI VI Y a N, ZIHET S, XAk,
Zj xijéijk
= TR 3.26
ik > i Tijlijk (3.26)

DUE& D, WBhRA% St ORlRISIET 2B Mt (3.26) TH 3. B, WMBEBOENSE
fF (3.18) 23X (3.26) ITRAT 2 &, wi, BXKE 45,

a?ijhk]'
Z] Zk’ wik/hk/j
(Eijh j
2L Wik D S
fER, wix > 01BWT, K (3.27) ERTDA T 7 AT IL/Owy, =0 i F L, AT

FIR 7 v Lilf) 2 637 T EH e 7R 5.
—%, H ZoWTRERINZWED, 0SS, /0hy =0 & D EMICXRAEENS.

Wik = Wik (3.27)

STl 2T w i,
Sown a9 w ta
kb, K (3.28) b hy; > 0 TIEARKIK LT T.

X (3.25) L LTT 277 VY aFBBOMMMMBF LD, TOXIBRFHREFZA -2
NMF Ol iEs — il KL SRR Ly 7 L AR 2 W58 13 WE#TH 5.
P2 1&, 3k Euclid BERES Itakura—Saito HEEREDEKLEZ W2 35E, K (3.24) Ok
Wz EARVHENEND. ZOMRE, N\, OISR [9] 0 b HEEKORERD 2 HE L
2o TCLEW, BIEMBOFESBEL 5.

hij = (3.28)

35 AEDXC®

AETIE, A 8—RIERHMLfE NMF (B9 2 BEFETE 2 8 L, 2@ LKk * Rk
WBITA2ARENRREZHO2IC L. KT, — DTN A =R IEALZ 3R A =R
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NMF Ti&, NMF IZHNET 3 27 —UEEMICE Y, FANLIEASZE I B L 72 2
PECBZRRLE. ZOMBICHLT 2728, /I LaflfgeEREERE, TP 5
EANER Y, BRABRFESRRINTELA, BREIEBEMME O BERRGERFH EMROBIAICE
W, AL L THEDSERIN TV, AETIE, / VAR EEA L2 o8— 2 ERILA &
NMF ZEt L, wBBEEeE oW HRBE O BRI MM RAE & iz RIEEHT %
BHLZ. Zhickd, RV TERZL 22—V 2T 4 v 7R IEMBEEICKS Z v i
{, A&7 — VEEMERER AL 2o, HHINCEAEORN-REL 7 LT XL Z2HET
X232 rhmL7. ¥, AFEER, 22 THRREEETHOHINRZ AT 5 2 v L5615
EAREATINC T 2 28— ZIERIMKICER &5, BUEATHI & (REATHI 0% E 2 AN 2 1581
BWTH, —EERS 2 e R FRICGHERTTRETD 5. RETIE, ARETEH L 7-HMBIEI%
HFITED L 7 v AT & 28— 2 NMF 235, HEIBIE O BRI 2 EERICRAES 2 Z &
%, BIHERZ®EL CHRT 5.
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o4 5

2 /5—Z NMF DU R4

FEHHSE AR

41 ELC®HIC

HIF T, A 8= NMF 1281 3 27— UEEMRE & BARIEEMMYE 2 RIS 2720, #f
BIBAEGEIC D = 7 L LI Z B I E B L 72 E#H X (norm-constrained sparse NMF) %
HH L7, AETIE, BBESOAXRT b ur I a2 02T, 3 ETHmL 7
simple sparse NMF, normalized sparse NMF, M {f norm-constrained sparse NMF @ 3 D
DFHEIZDOWT, IHFMEZ K - TS 2. AEBROF2EINE, R 2 mMbEEghIcE
< norm-constrained sparse NMF O gt B #8568 D B BIREEUE 2 BRI IEEm <
B2 2L, RELETRE LTOZYMEZHELT 2 212 5. 42 8T, AFEROD
RTLEIC BW TV 2R 7 — U T Z IO W TEAT . 4.3 fiTl, AEBOHEICD
WAL, 44 8IS TEBRMERZMBH TS, 2L T, A5 HITAEZ X, FEHRHERLD
norm-constrained sparse NMF D0 RIGFELEREIC O W THRIES 5.

42 SEERT—V) IZ#H

BX N - BEEE L IFATYI e LTRIAT 2 ke LT, MRE 7 — Y =24 (short-time
Fourier transform: STFT) 2% %. STFT ¥ i Fig. 4.1 1IR3 L5112, —XRtORRES %
CRITCOR ARG B AT 2 W TH 5. STFT OMEMBOREI/RTY 7 M RE
zhzh Q MO r e Lt ®, KHEMEBRDES 2(p) (p=1,2, -, P FBEEURHEY > 71D
AT RA%ERT) O jHREOHKHEXE (K7L —24) OESIEIXATREINS.

29 = ((-D)7+1),2((-Dr+2),,2(( - D7+ Q)"
:[zﬁxlxzwxgx.”7zﬁwq%.”’20)“”]T c R@ (41)
2T, j=1,2,-- IR0 q=1,2,---,Q %, THAZNRKH 7L —2LNUFE 7L —2H

DY TINDA VT I A%RY. Tz, K7LV —28J 3Rk ->TEZLNS.

g=L (4.2)

T
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4 Time domain N Time-frequency domain h
Time waveform e
3 WM‘MMWMMMWWMMW >
7 =1 Q
=
)
A~ 5 L L]
LI I U‘
j=2 Discrete Fourier >
jx2 - ‘ >
i wnstorm || 7 Time s
'Window S
- ectrogram
function| M\ Discrete Fourier Mat 'ph gl | ¢
7=3 transform atrix has complex elements.
ol Mi WMW i Element-wise X
Shift length \ Discrete Fourier | absolute ¢ | |
. | transform Amplitude spectrogram
Gourier transform length VAN Matrix has nonnegative elements. )

Fig. 4.1. Process of STFT.

HL, BGEELEZEEIZ XY VT PEELZZ X5 ICERE 7L —20E50OMEICER %2
FATRZUNE (EuxFg v2) diichTnd, K (4.1) TERINIRKE 7L —LDES
ERTOjIOVTE DR 7L —20E5% 2= [z 2 ... 2(D] e RO v 3%
L35k, STFT OUHIIRAD LS icKIh 5.

Z = STFT,(z) € C'*/ (4.3)

22T, w=wl),w?2), ,w@)]T € R X STFT THWAEMETH2. ATty
UL ZD(i,)) BHOEZRIXATRINS.

= Tt e (4.4

CIZTFE|F/2] +1=1%M388 (|| 3RBEED, i =1,2,--- [ ZAEKL YDA

VTR, VBB ERLTWS. 2D KD, RETFEOEE IS L T—EEo R

TR e e U CHER Y — U A AT S T & T, MEEhHSRERE, #EEhH R D R
7 ba77 AN EFEITH Z TRT LD TES.

HE(Z512 NMF 2EM$ 28548, REESICSTFT 2#HL TR AR FarS
2 (EHRTH) OfRIEME RIEARZ barT L) 2T —f (RT—2ARTZ +ar7Ln) 2
:éJ BT X e R e LTS e —RITH 5. RIEAXZ F a2 54 X % NMF

DIRLUIAETD Fig. 4.2 TH 3. R|ARZ vurJ 4 X I NMF 2HWS Z & THET
W e AREATH H OfTHIRETIEM S A TW3. Fig. 4.2 128WT, EETHI W I 250
HEXRZ B2 (K =2 CREXNTWS). Bb, BHETTH X OARZ va s A
Z2RDARY PR Z—Y (FEERZ ML) TEBINCRTEL T3, [k, H#EAT5 H
X, W HOD2ARKDEERY MLBEDOREICE ORE DR X TR T 2 2% £ T REE A E
ZLEATRNZ L2 LTEHEATVS.
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Observed matrix Basis matrix Activation matrix
(amplitude spectrogram)  (spectral patterns) (time-varying gains)
X (axJ) ~ W UxK) H (xx7)
w1 |[LWa '§| l hT
3 a €
~I|z] < J\V\,w.\ h,
o Time
8 J
Amplitude
K

Fig. 4.2. NMF for amplitude spectrogram of an audio signal, where K = 2.

TDEIC, BEEETHo>TH, STFTICE->TARZ vur 5 6%f8% 22 TNMF %
WHS 222 TE%5. NMF THili S 2 IFAMRERIBRIESTH D, HEESTOD
ARY FNRR = BB LFETE 2720, BERESHNT [36] LS TR HE 29, 32, 33] &
WCHHEBICHEA XN 5. AFEERTIE, BUICKREO D 2 HEE5% NMF 1250 < 1T5I#isE DBl
150 LCHEM T 2729, STFT IC& > TIRIEARY b1 2o ACEHRT 5.

43 RERAHE

AREERTIZ, STFT 2 & D KA RBREBICZ L L - 5 BEB I L, 28— Z NMF i
X DERATHIE RS, ORI EHE T 2 22 T, SFEOINHEEF 2T 5. FHIC
& SISEC2011 [37] 77— &ty b6 F X —FHHTDH % devl_wdrums_src_1.wav ZHW\ 7.
BTV AR 16 kHz OFFRICH L, BER 1024 HONVEEAN—T7> 7 PTEL,
Fig. 4.3 D X5 7% (I,J) = (513, 313) OBHEITTH X ZRERL L 7=.

REFFTE, 3BECEHH LREFROGIMEERIES 27290, X7 — W EEEORVIT L
FEHHIOIEN R 2B TD 3 00 28— 2 NMF FiEx T 2. $XNTOFHEICBVT,
RMETANEHGED HBEELE, — L KL £4 N—Y = > 2 ¥ L ERHLEOR R (2.42))
TH3. toT, TOHNEKOEEHZZDE FHET 2 TE 3.

1. Simple sparse NMF': 2.4 fi TR R/AZER) 72 28— 2 NMF. BE#HERIZ W 05
Z AN IERIES 225, 2 OBREZBENBEBOR/MLZ BEEICHRIEL TH 53, X
F— I EEHMEDREZZT 5.

2. Normalized sparse NMF: 3.2.2 JHTubN7=, HERE DO ZRIZEFR L ZHAAA
72Fik. Heuristic update rule IZESWTCEH XN EHNEH W S.

3. Norm-constrained sparse NMF': 3.3 fiCEH L7z, MBEAKIEICE DS Z /7 v Al
% B 2B B L AR DIREFIE.

FEERTHWBET T X — X DREM% Table 4.1 12133, REEH K 1%, BHEITH O A
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Observed matrix

[}
E First 10 s (Ia J) = (5137 313)
&
<
z(p) &
o
&
e
S

Time

Fig. 4.3. Generation process of the observation matrix. The first 10 seconds of each audio
source are extracted and converted into an amplitude spectrogram via STFT to

form the observation matrix.

XuERBL, K7 > 7B LO&EHANE LT 10 205 100 £ THMEIC 108D, EALHEOE
ARE p 2oV TE, BB RIFREIEDS IR SN 2 2B ST 2720, 107 25 1 %
THREMERA S — LT 20@YFRELT.

W Kk H OWEUEIEXE (0,1) O— koo bER L. Zor &, WIEMEREEZ PERR
T2720, K, p DFTXNTOEBEICOWT 50 HDRL ZEES — FE2HWTRITZITWL,
ZOFEN BB EEH U, £, BNBEBODGRES 235 McBlE T 2720, ITRHIEIR
X 2FFOITHBYID 3 TH 3, —HT 10000 B O KEEH % FEi L. KIEBICIERLZ 2%
2L ¥ % simple sparse NMF IZDOW T, &RIFICEWTEBERER & ERLLEEZEOH
(RS R % PR CREER L 72.

Table 4.1. Experimental parameters for convergence analysis

Parameter Value

Number of basis K 10, 20,...,100 (10 values)
Regularization coefficient p [1075, 1] (log-spaced, 20 values)
Number of iterations 10000

Number of random seeds 50

4.4 EERER

Figs. 4.4 R 4.5 1%, A =R EANLDRE p VNI WGEE L KEWESICBT 5, &F
FEOPCREFDENEAL L7285 DTH 5. REH K = 100, EARE 4 =10"%1cB17 3
BTFEONHA — 7% Fig. 4412, 72, p=10DEE% Fig. 451177, WIhoX b, i
HNXEHMBERERL, ZoE/NIWVIEY, BRITHZ XD IEHIGEMTETWE EEZ 5.
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——Simple sparse NMF  ----Normalized sparse NMF  ---- Norm-constrained sparse NMF ‘

5 —
6000 7000 8000 900010000

Objective function value
=

[}S]
T T

10% £ E
1 . L] . Co ] . Lo ] . L
10
10° 10! 10° 10° 10*
Tteration

Fig. 4.4. Convergence behaviors when K = 100 and p = 107°. Lines and colored

areas respectively show mean values and ranges of standard deviations.

—— Simple sparse NMF  ----Normalized sparse NMF

---- Norm-constrained sparse NMF
107 € T —-E L

x10°
e e L oy Y U

Objective function value
=)
W

10*
3 . | . | . | . L
10
10° 10! 10° 10° 10*
Iteration

Fig. 4.5. Convergence behaviors when K = 100 and p = 1. Lines and colored areas

respectively show mean values and ranges of standard deviations.

T 2T, By — IS 2 HBEBIED P9 2 iR T, R REZEBHF TRAL TV 5.

7238, simple sparse NMF iIZ2WTiX, n+ 1 [EHOEHICBT 2 EFRCAIERTOEE, EH
En+05HEHOEHOEL LTTHY FLTWS.
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FEBREREID, FFEROVWTHHET 2. £3, HIFIEEMEICO VTR, #EFETDHS
norm-constrained sparse NMF (&, $XTOREIZHEWTHWBEBUED BHFIFEMTH 5 Z
EDHERTE S, UL, 3FICHT 2 MBIBIEGE R CHERAVEHAIES TH 2 2L Z/RLT
W5, %72, normalized sparse NMF ([ZDWT b FEIEEIC, TNTORKIEIIZEWTHWBEEE
HHIIICH 2 2 L SR TE 3. ZAUZ, T [10] THRASATVBED, heuristic
update rule IZHERIRIEIZ R VWD DD, ZL DEMFITBVWTIEENZ L, SHOEMHICE
Wb HFIE DRz 2d e E X b 5. —J5T, simple sparse NMF iI2BW T, A
NR=ZAMDEL p BREVFGEIZBWT, KEFICHWBEBUE S EM LD, DORBALE
WCiRo 7D 2 ZEFMBBHITE 2. T, HHEROMEINZIEFLRED, BRERDEZ
L EF2AMERALTED, RE(LOEGRNESESRIZN TRV L ZEKT 5.

F 7z, PCHEE OB M 1%, 18R FIETH % norm-constrained sparse NMF 1%, normal-
ized sparse NMF & FEE U TR B ARWIERE Z /R L, &AERNICERET 2 HAYBRERE S [F
ETHDIeWahol. R —VEEEREDHEZE 2L NI simple sparse NMF TlX, W
¢ H OO R r — B BEYNCR R Wi, 1IERVIE ||H ||, OFENREIEITHIOH] )
NEDREZIMKIFLTLE S, XRRANC, 1BRFIEKM Y normalized sparse NMF T,
JEATAND 2 V=G (Y wie =1) RN D7D, NAN— TG X =& ) 1TX DR~
AV DA BGEREA D ZE L TITRAZ EEZAHNS.

D& D, AEBRCHERE S N AR INTEICBE 3 2 S FEORHBIC DV T, Table 4.2 D X
FIFedoNb. Thbb, simple sparse NMF 132 7 — WV EEMHREZANET 5 Z LT,
FERAIC & HEHIEEIIMEZ R < 2 & 23#RR 2 11, normalized sparse NMF (3 5EBRAYIC 13 H3H
FEWEMEZREE S 2 Z e R a . £, IREFIETH S norm-constrained sparse NMF
FHERAVORAE & & DI, FEBRIC S BERIFEIIMEMRIE S N 2 2 & B2 5EEEL 7.

45 XKEEDODFC®

AETIE, BEERSDARZ v a7 52HWELEREZELE T, 3ETRE L MBI
BFI2H D < norm-constrained sparse NMF OICRMEREZ #R-i L 7z, EEROMR, REFIE
BIERDOE 22—V 27 4 v ZRFEPEZ TOREICROARZEEEZ 7R L, i@ b #BicH
MBI Z D X85 Z e BFEE L7z, ¥72, BEFE®D normalized sparse NMF & LT [F
FEDOIHMREZ R L 72.

REOERBIC LD, MBBEIRICHE S Z8—2 NMF 1, 27— UEEMZ EYNCHIE L
DO, HIBEE O BFFIEEMME 2 (RAE T X 2 b FIETH 2 Z e BRI iz, Zho o
HiZ, BT8R £ %63, RIBHEZSOITH 2R THMZEREICBW TS, H#HE
DEEESLHBAMICERENREEL5EZ 2 EZ 605, T I TRETIE, RETHIEL =&
Z8—Z2 NMF Q¥ A ZATHIEREAN AR L, BEmABE I NFEREZ A7 I2BWTED
X5 BRI THhEMGEET 5.
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Table 4.2. Comparison of theoretical guarantees and experimental results regarding the

monotonic non-increase of the objective function

L. Theoretical guarantee of Experimentally observed
Optimization method

monotonic non-increase monotonic non-increase

Simple sparse NMF
Normalized sparse NMF v
Norm-constrained sparse NMF v v
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EHE

28— Z NMF IcE D < 179)#52

5.1 ELC®HIC

ARETIE, 3ETHMCHERL, 4 BBV TR ZMEE L 72 28— X NMF O#:4 %4
%, RIBEZ G OMEREANLGHT 5. ZhETHRRNTELED, 28— NMF &
FIER IO A ERER M 3 2 W o 122K DFIEER L, ZRARET —X
fRFTICICH SN TWS., 22T, R T, EBOLHZXZZI2B0W TR —ZEHILD
AR OCHFRIEEME O RIED RIS E D K S RFEE 5 R 20 2ilEE T 5. BiRflL LT,
NMF O FZRICHETH D, R = MEDE NI K 2 REEPAF IR LD, TE
THARMEPRENTIRh o2 NMF ZHEDIATHIfZEERD i3, £72, DR
N—=Z NMF 713V X L% g - FHilis 2 2 & T, BFAIEEIED IRIED G EA D FEEE
BEMICEZ 2B ONWTHHL2IZT 3.

CDEIHRHEMDD L, KETERONEIZOWTHENS. %3, 5.2 HiTi1E, KIEMIH
J5T B84 F V= 27175 % vz NMF (2HD <ATHIRIE O & 2 DFRE, 2 L TR —
2 NMF %ZE A § 38OV TR 3. W T, 5.3 &iH S 5.5 HiiciE->T, 23— NMF
WKHEHD L ATHIRTEDERL Y, ZOREEHRNOEHICOWTHHT . £/, 5.6 fHiTiE, 3
BETRRE L -MBBEEEEICHE D < norm-constrained sparse NMF DM THI5EIC#H T Z 720
ZrIZOWT, FEY 2 BHITRT. 5.THTAREICOVWTE LD D,

5.2 Bk
52.1 NAFUIRI1T5% BV NMF ICED < 1T5#5T

EF—RERNRE T2 OF — XEHEMICBNT, ZOMRE T 2/757— &1 LI
UIRRIBEDRAET 2. O &5 BREEZETLITINCH L, ZREMTT 57D O 217
FIRHSE 2 WY, 2 TR NMF (23D < AFHIRH5E IO W TR B .

NMF (25D {ATHITEICIE, 4 =7 RFIERE LTRBEREOA V77 22758 L,
NAF VR RZTH R V2 5ERD 5 [11]. ZOFEOMES Fig. 5.1 1&/RT. NMF 124
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N(')nneg‘ative matrix Binary I'nask NMF-based matrix completion

with missing values matrix o~
X (rxJ) Maiaxs MOXuxs) MOXx)
1 1001 10111 10001 10001
13020 11010 13020 12020
103 5[] 01110 00350 00360
Set missing elements to 0 and others to 1 Minimize KL divergence between matrices

(@ (b)

Fig. 5.1. NMF-based matrix completion using binary masks. Missing values are ignored
in calculation of KL divergence during estimation of approximated matrix X.

DLAFHIRE T, Ioic, BTHIORIBESR % 0, 2Oz 1 ¥ 32554 F U< 27175
M € {0, 1} BERT 3. ERININA F V) < 27175 % BHFTH R SERFTAI O Z h
FHCEREMT 2 22T, RIEERPEMA L TIMENHEL 72 5. B%, BHIATRER B3R
WZOWT DA, BHITTHI L ERATS O HBEEBE L R IME$ 2 2 2T, BHIRERERICOWV
THITHRERDEEICE SN TR S DIFEEERET 2 FIETH 5.

NMF (20  f75f5ElE, RAORELEETRIh 5.

Mivr%}fgze I(W,H) s.t. wi, hi; >0 Vi, j,k (5.1)
1,3

ZIT, mi BAAFVRRITI M OERTH 5. N4 TV ZAZATINIEBITIITH %
72, 233 HEFAKOFHTAAOEHAZEHTE 5.

) MijTij h(t)
3w R

(t+1) (t)
Wi~ = Wy, (5.3)
525 mighy)
MijTij <t+l)
(t+1) ) i Y wgz-{rl)h;tl)j"wzk
P = Bt L (5.4)
D2 Mij Wi,
2 (5.3) RO (5.4) WA TRIT 2 L RA L 1 3.
(M(DX)HT
Wewo Wi i 5
T(MOoX)
HemoWwi (5.6)

BT, N4 FVU<ZZ155% W= NMF 1280 & 78l o B s X .
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5.2.2 NMF [CEDKITHETDFREE E X/N—X NMF OB A i

NMF (25 L f75Mise DB % Fig. 5.2 12”7, Fig. 5.21%, 7> 2 5 ® 2547 25 5D
EATHION, 50% OEFRE KB B7BHATINN L, AFEZEH L 2 0Et751T
Hb. ZDLDIZ, NMF 12D THIM57EE, HENREGE TICBOTIZER TEREI A
TERWVIZYEREE RO RETH 5. HEMNREAE N 3HS, KERTOBRIITE] (EM#
790 @2 > 7B (K =5) TH D, BTN ) 4 b EEATVWRWTr —XTH 5.

L L6, EEOBIHF — X ICBWT ZOBEBNELN-SNE L i3mTH 5. B
EOBEITING A RDBEAIC L > TIN5 > 7L LTEY, NMF OIRET B1K5 > 27 b
BEEIIOL LRV, e, RIEDA U 7B OITHH & IETHIO 7 > 7 % IEHEICHEE T2 2
LIREETH D, HREHR K OMEICX 2 ETLIREIHTREELE LK NI 2B H L &
%. fE->T, NMF (&S THIflisenERIIE, Bl 1 X5 > 7 ofEEiRE e LT
TR FiEPRD BN 5.

LTI, TOFEIIHL, 28— NMF O#EAIZ & > Tl 3. 28— EHNHE
&, BREATHIE R R—RWCHEET B 22T, FEENY AR T—XOKE R ZHEED AR R
By2 X5 @ItEE2Eo. ZhickD, K 27HcHFES LRV 4 RS 2 HEST 2%
B TE, MBERY T ¥ 7 HEERZ IS 2O LA RAD 5.

523 AMXDILBLEL BN

KD T, AEOHINIZOWTHENS. Lidoi@b, Z-8—2 NMF OB AATHIH5EDH{E
M EcHEETH . Lo L, BFEOMFICENT, R 8—RIEAHLE BB AR A 72175
FSTEDOMENI T TldR v, FHZ, 3 B Taam L7 X7 — UEEMERE O [E)5E & IR
DERGE &\ 5 FERINELRE & R I 72 Mt A TITAIR e OB #h Ik 2 MEE L 7= BRI R s
WTHERR T E 720,

ZTAETIE, 3ETEE LK R —ZX NMF OFiER, N4 F U227 %HNW=175]
MTEAN NIRRT 5. BARRNCIE, 1T~ EHTREZR 3 DDA 8— X NMF oERfke, %
NoDOREEHRICOVWTIHENRS. Fiz, 3FET/RLZMBIEEIEICE S { norm-constrained
sparse NMF O1TFIfZEN DB BT 2 BIEIZOWTiAR .

R DHINE, A= NMF OEADTHIHTEOHEMENEIC S X 2 B ZWHL2ITT S Z
Lizh . [AFHIC, 3FETRLAEATFE (simple sparse NMF, normalized sparse NMF, K
* Model-sparse NMF) (28 2 b FiE e UTOMERNIEE X 23, 78If5E e WO EH A
AZIZBVTED &5 ez 002 ERH - EWRICHERT 212D 5.
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Oracle matrix Observed matrix Estimated matrix

Fig. 5.2. Example of performing NMF-based matrix completion using binary mask. This
method can estimate highly accurate completion results when number of basis

is set to ideal value.

5.3 Simple sparse NMF [ZED < 175##5%

2.4 ik ) 3 B T#R7z simple sparse NMF 1230 { 1785 % # X 5. Simpele sparse
NMF (250 <ATHIMSEIE R ORELE e L TR N TES.

MinWirIIleize RL(W, H) s.t. Wik, hkj > 0 Vi,j, k (57)
Tir (W, H) =Y mijdi, <~’%‘| > wz’khkj> + pll H|lx (5.8)
i P

ZDESIT, A=A NMF ZBWTTHIfiTZE 2 5356, m/MERE (5.8) ITRLED,
—fBAt KL XA N=2 2 Y RADHHIZDANAL F U R7 M ®#EHAT 5. ZoHMNBEBORN
L&, A F VR ZITHIRERATHTH 2 Z b, 242 Hir AKICEH TS, RKNZ
EHRERA L 5.

(A‘//IVQij)HT
Woeo 2242 —— .
Wewo oo (5.9)
T (MOX)
H+«H-— WH 5.10
CHO WTM + (5.10)

ARFHEZ, BIFETHEmLIED, 27— UEEMEMEICED pic &3 23— 2ol s
WETH 2 VWHFELIWA TV 5.
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5.4 Normalized sparse NMF (CED < 175! ##5¢

3 BTN normalized sparse NMF [7, 8] 1250 {THIMEIE RO RELE e LTH
FTIENTES.

Minimize TkL(W, H) s.t. wig, hg; >0 Vi, j, k (5.11)
TKL(W, H Z mdeL <QZZ]‘ Z wzkhkj> + MHHHI (5.12)
2%

ZIT, 322 HDMD, W IE W ORFINY bk L /A TERILLETH W =
[wi /w1 - wi/||wk|:]) TH 2. BEITH H OEHHKIL, simple sparse NMF & [Alkk
WEER, XL B.

wTMoX)

H+HO—YH_ (5.13)
WTM + p

F0T, F/MERIE (5.12) 2EEITH W 20w TR/MET 5. BIOBEE Ti, XL, 1
UL XN BEATH W OB Wy, = wi) 3, wir, T 2RMS EEHET 5 e X215 5
hs.

OTxL Tij
= gl1l- =22 )h
Owi ZJ: " < Dok wzkhkﬂ > *
_ h_ L R
- meh,ﬂ Zm” S i hi; (5.14)

2T, XBR8 &V, HERZ ML w B w=w/|w|; ¥EFRLLTEE Tk (@) 1A
fo_hj‘m, 41%( Wik @u%?%@@ﬂ&i/ﬁ(@i?ki@éﬂ%

0Tk 1 0Tk, - OTkL
— < i ;w"k&%J (5.15)

Ow, H'wk || 1\ Owig

FRI @y BT BIRMOERAL, FAOEICHHET 2. & (5.14) KB 3 EQEE (i,
HOMEE & b8 Y, ZRZPAMTOX SR T I LA TES.

87-KL
Czk - mehk] = MHTLJ{ (517)
Tij M © X) T:|
1k mMij h j = — H 5.18
ik = Z Tk Wihig K WH i (5.18)

THEHWS Y, wi &:Bﬁ@“é@ﬁﬂ IRDES I TX 3.

Ot _ 1 [(g;-k — )= Y Ton(Gon —@/w] (5.19)

Owg,  |lwgllx
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Heuristic update rule (2%, 3K (5.19) ZIEDIHE (i +) -, Wik EADIH 4>, WirkCirk
WHHEST 2 22T, BENZE W oBFHREIXRATEZ 6N 5.

. Eik + D WirkCirk
it + Dy Wark€irk

. Lij . oy ., .
Zj Mij S~ " Tinhn; i + 20 <wl’k Z]’ mz’yhkj)

Wik = W4

> Mighigg + 32y Wik 3 (mi'j mhk])
TR TEHART 2, UTDOLKI1Tk5.
MOX prT +{,‘7® 1IXJ) (1 IXI)T W@MHT
W« Woe WH ( ( ) { ) (5.21)

MHT + W o (1(IxJ)(1(1xJ)>T(f;;7 o ]VIW@;HT))
ARFERIZ, HUBEEZ OB DIIEREZEAAAT NS 20D, 27 —)UEEEREZ [FLE S 2.

5.5 Model-sparse NMF (CE D < 175##5E

3 B TR 7= model-sparse NMF 1255 < ATHISE I3 R DB LB Y LTET I LM T
R

Minimize V(W , H) s.t. wix, hij > 0 Vi, j, k (5.22)
.7 k

BEHRIE, 3.2.2 HE FMOMBIBEEZANA F USSR ZEHITITS 28T, XOXS51TE
5%.

e HT
W oW O MHT + w19
TMOX

WH
H « HO gy i (5.25)

(5.24)

5.6 fEBIBEHUEICE D < norm-constrained sparse NMF D &1t
ICE T B O RS

3EIWIBWVT, /ALK Y, wir =1 ZFR L 7 norm-constrained sparse NMF DB/
BRI E S Ry, —Mb KL 4 N—=Y = v AZ2HEKBEFICHWS 2T, 575>
Va2 N\, ZRANCENTE S 2 2R L. L L, fTAISED LS IIANA F USRS
M ZEALRSE, ZOBNHNREERRDbNS. BARKICIE, ~R27 M ZERL7-MM)
B Tl O L, wa BT RO E 0 LB, KASEENS.
_ Zj mijTij0ijk

> Mijhi + Ak

(5.26)

Wik
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BEDFMHE, JVLHIK Y wi =1 ZHEHIT 2L, A\ KET2RXOGEXZHE 2.

Z Z mZJwZJ ijk

=1 5.27
Z mz]hk:] + )\k ( )

3EDEN (my; = 1Vi,j OH&E) TR, TEOH LD i \[TKIFLRVER ) hyy) T
BHoleted, A\ ZIFFEDOINHED H UMBHITHNCHEL Z 22 FARETH o . L L, 1751
FECBVTIE 3o, mijhyy PMTA4 ¥ 72720 THIFS 2729, K (5.27) & A (BT 2 IR
ARz, BHNLREEHRZ Z P TERV. 8o T, fTAMTEICBWT /L AT %
BT 5 121E, ERBICBWTK (5.27) Z= 2 — b VERE OBUEFHEIC X D RED
HY, SAHaAXPPFELIHERT 20 REPIET 5.

5.7 AEEDXC®

ARETIE, 3ETHELLA - NMF OHEiHARE, REMERHTE VI EHNR LR
INEPER LT, £5, N4 F VU X775 vz NMF (1255 78w o € bz 7~
L, ZOEH LOFEL LTEHMl A X2F v 7 DETIREIINT M55tk etafiL7-. 2
TR L, AR—=REAULDEA DS, KT > 7 GO 2@k L, /7 4 Xicxt3 2t
Zh EXVZENRBIRRTDH 2 Z e iRz i, (TN IR L2 3 DD R~
A NMF FEOREFEHRZEHR Lz, —/F T, 3BICBOVTRE L MPBEBREIcE o<
norm-constrained sparse NMF 23, N4 F V< X7 ZE A LTI B TIE TRz K5
MBI L. RETE, AETEHLASFEZ AV, 4 BTHER LR EOE
WA, A RARETNMREEGVITIIRMTEX A7 ICBWTED XS kMfiEEr LTHAZ 2%
FERHNCFHE T 5.
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FE6E

25— 2 NMF I285 < TR DT
ey

6.1 ELC®HIC

AFETIE, 5 B TERNML LA 89— NMF CHO TR0 E, BEERE
WU CRHIIS 2. RS, ARXTREUTOZRICERTS 5.

H—12, A= EALEEA L7z NMF 23, RE[ERHTZE WS XA ZI2BWT, {ERDIE
HfLEL NMF L TED X5 AR 2 b0 Th2WL2ICT 5. 5 BTHNLED,
AR TIIEIH 2 4 AR EERDE T ARENEIT 6T, Ao 2k EE
%5, AETE, NLHERIBZMNEG LTz HuEBRICK D, £ZX %=X NMF F£ED
FEARR) 70 258 & MEREMH N 2 B 3 5.

B2, A= NMF 2B 2 KIEEFHR O BB O BFIEE ML, 1755ekqE
W5 Z 582 MAET 5. 3 ETIX, simple sparse NMF 23 BEFRIEEINME %2 £R5E L 72 wvw—75
T, model-sparse NMF (JHERINC HAFAIEEMMPEZREET 2 Z e 2R L7z, 7, 4 BIZBW
T, normalized sparse NMF ([ ZSEBRINCIZBFAIEE M2 RS Z e 2R L. —F, b E
TubR7z38 Y, norm-constrained sparse NMF (13174 5CREICERE#EH T X 20 2 wv» 5 il
WD 5. 2 TARETIE, HFJEEINMEEZRT Z2oDFE (normalized sparse NMF M O
model-sparse NMF) &, BHFAIEHEMNMEZ K72 72 simple sparse NMF Z LL#¢3 % Z & T,
BFIERIMME D HEL TR L WO EHARZAZICBOWTED IS BRE L Th VS
T EIRDWTERIICHS 22T 5.

AFETIE, $76.2HICBWT, ALHICREZNG L 2ELBITHZ W iise 25z 1T,
HFEO R E A » EEE R FHME S 5. R, 6.3 HiTIE, ET—XDO—fle LTRARY b
7'Z L EOREEMT 2TV, FICHICBI 2 HMMEZMEES 5. &ERIZ, 64 HiTAEZ X
v, KERFER X D ITHIRHRICB T 32 23— ZEANLDORRICOWT, ZOMEERRIET 5.
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6.2 ATXKIRITHDMTTRER

AEERTIE, 5 ETRLEZS—Z NMF ([ZHD L ATHIEDHEREICOWT, ATHNSHER
L RIBELE T — 2 2 W THGEES 2. REBROBMIE, 28— NMF (&0 75T
EORARN R 2R L, FRC 23— BRI R R A8 B3 0 BFAFEE N O B A i 5e 1
REICH 2 2 EBROICT 8 THS. HoTHETERMLL 3EHED 21— NMF
WS L ATAISEIC N 2, IERMEEE L KLNMF (255 < f70is5E s &b¥ 7, 4 FEENR
EUTHIZTEERZITS . DI, STAIMTEFEEZE L 25 NMF G LT, KD X 5 IZHEFF
T5.

1. Non-regularized NMF: 5.2.1 JHTIRR7ZIEAILEE L NMF 125D < 1THIHH5ETIE.

2. Simple sparse NMF: 5.3 fii C#R-X7z simple sparse NMF 1230  fTIfH5ETFIA.

3. Normalized sparse NMF: 5.4 fiC&H L 7z, normalized sparse NMF 1235 < 1T
HIFTEFIE.

4. Model-sparse NMF: 5.5 fiCEMH L7z, model-sparse NMF (230  {THIMEFIE.

6.2.1 RERGE

KREBTIE, —HEELEDRSERLIES > 7 DIEMTH T 2L, /A4 X&MELEER
BEEMZ BT X ZRAEL, #HENRE 32 NMF I X o THIRIEE TV, ZOf5E
HREEZFE S 5. BT O BGEIEZ Fig. 6.1 IIR7T.

Moz, EEITH T € RUP RO T, € R offfffic k> C, T=T\T, £ LT
77 K =10 OEMATH T € RIVOX200 245 Uiz, e, ETH T A5 274X
T8I N € ng’ ZAER L7z, 1T DAEBICIEIXE (0,1) O —kRafmalEE Hv, 7 4 X175
WESMHEE L (signal-to-noise ratio: SNR) DIEf#THNCX LT 20 dB & 723 X 5 IS
L7z, 518, ETHNC 7 4 R ML, FHIRERICNT 2 RIBEZOEIG  LTER
L72RAER o 1ITHEOWT, FEBEIMILICT VX LIRIEB U BHTH % AR L 7.

M EOFIEC &Y, [ERITHIOMERERDRVEED ) 4 &2 8 A DD, FHEDHIENX
BERNAHAT LW — A 72 BB 2 18E U 28T 2 R L7z, 2 X 5 7 ey 72 /R
BT — R 2 ERE 2 Ml s 3 2 2 T, Zo8— R FANLK ORI E RO E WD T4
SEVEREIC G 2 2 R I L /-,

B THWEEE AT X —XDFREM% Table 6.1 1IZ/R”F. KRIBR a1X, NMF BMET 3
Ko v 7 fEEGHARS 2 BATRERHIPFAL LT 025 0.7 £ TEMRIC 40 SFEELE. %
7z, AR—ZRIEANLOEAGRE 11X 1073 205 1071 FTHER 7 — T 20 sl X8 7.
HFEORERENL 500 Fl e U, EERZEMAZ 21 10 BEO R 288> — F 2 W THETY]
AL, ZAUTHT 2 IR IR 2 B & 5T L 7.

EERT B 27 7 EOME % Fig. 6.2 IR . FFEOFMICIE, 500 [F o KIEFEHIC
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Generating oracle matrix

Ti(I x K) Noise matrix Missing elements
To(K x J)

JEER A

Addi . o o
Oracle matrix T ing noise Artificial missing
(=TT)

Observed matrix X

Fig. 6.1. Process flow of producing noisy random matrix with missing values.

Table 6.1. Experimental parameters for random missing matrix completion

Parameter Value

Missing rate « 0,0.025,...,0.7 (40 values)
Regularization coefficient 1 [1072,1071] (log-spaced, 20 values)
Number of iterations 500

Number of random seeds 10

Evaluation of completion error
at missing elements
[

£
7

Oracle matrix T Observed matrix X  Estimated matrix X

Fig. 6.2. Overview of the evaluation method for matrix completion. The completion
error is calculated as the KL divergence between the oracle matrix T and the
estimated matrix X for the elements corresponding to the missing elements in
the observed matrix X.

X o THBNEMITI L ERTI L OMsEEEE . AT, BHRIFINCE 5K
HERIHIET 34 ¥ 72 A0oWC, ERTHLEUTIOMO L KL X4 ~—2 = >
REFH L. ZORKBERITED MR RAINRHIEEE L LTRBIC V.
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6.2.2 ZRERFER

FEEFER % Fig. 6.3 177, Fig. 6.3 12BW\WT, Ml L2828 (RIEEH) o
B Ml e Ot KL #4 A=Y 2 Z2DMHZRLTED, ZOMEBMMEWELEED
INELHTERBEDNE W R RLTWA. 7z, Fig. 6.3(a) (IMElNCEARE u ZED, X
R Z 03 RCEELLL 2B 28 TFIEOEAFREICHT 2R 8 VWE, Fig. 6.3(b) X
RN RIER o ZELD, BFIECBOTHRED u ITHEE L L 21281 2 EARBUCHT %
a8z, ZAZFIURLTWA. Fig. 6.3(b) IZBWT, simple sparse NMF D& ARE
@ = 0.0108, normalized sparse NMF (& p = 0.0073, model-sparse NMF X po = 0.0108 T
Hot-.

Fig. 6.3(a) & D, RELREARE 1 1I2BWT, 2L ORIBLOSMATIEAMLEL NMF £ b
H A= NMF Z W 7475 m e E 2R L TWa. ZORNP S, A =Xk
At OBABTHIMTAEE DM LICHE T2 R nd. £/, Z2LOEMFITBVT,
S AG T O BRI N %= £RAE U 72 model-sparse NMF 23 & BAF e fisekgE 2R L, X\
T normalized sparse NMF DffSEfEEREWZ W ER SN2, 2D s, HGHIERM
2 REE L 72 28— 2 NMF (28D L ATHIR5EE, MisefE o Bz, R/ 4 s
L E T AR E IR S B,

Fig. 6.3(b) 1%, KRER o = 0.3 1ZMEE L, Mz EARE, Mzmeiisr Lz vy
FTH 5. Fig. 6.3(b) &b, HFHIEHEINNEZRAE L 7 model-sparse NMF (& p 2R L
THLELTEWHTERE R L TB D, AL T X — 220 2 AR 2 & 3T
HTE5.

Db ofERp o, BEFIEBEMM: 2 AL L 72 28— 2 NMF 1, BichisekEzm 3w 37
TR, NAR=RT X=X DOEENIN LT HID CTRE L2 Hif s 2 Z 2 HH
Bhriol. THUZX, BELRECEECE S S EHA OB A, FERHNRITAIEE X X 2
WKEBVWTHMARARE B2 EZRLTWS. XTI, BEEEOARZ v urJ L%H
WATHITEEEBRZ 1TV, XD EAIGEWR X 71281 2 8WIEZFHES 5.

6.3 ANRZ +OJ S LOHTERER

ARERTIE, SHEIMEONHEZE L TEHAESICHAEL S 2 JEEOFHTICOVWT, R
28— A NMF ORSEREE DT ZITS. ZDERIX, EFRDOARY FrT T LITREVPRET
ZREOSAFE LT, RREREE~ R 271X 2 B8RDHE (38, 39, 40] 2S5 . X b EISHIW
MWAREBRZELT, ZhETOEBRTRINT X /22 3—REHIL & BFHIER MO RAEIC
X BATHITEAEE OW B2, EH LS HAMTH 2 2 L RS 5.
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Fig. 6.3. Results of matrix completion experiments with artificial missing data: (a) com-
pletion error vs. missing rate a with the optimal x4 and (b) completion error vs.

regularization weight p at a = 0.3.
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for extracting red source

Spectrogram of mixture signals
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Black and white show zero and ones, respectively
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Fig. 6.4. Overview of time-frequency mask: (a) mixture signal and time-frequency bi-
nary mask for red source and (b) extracted red source by time-frequency binary

masking.

Table 6.2. Experimental parameters for missing spectrogram completion

Parameter Value

Number of basis K 20,21, ...,89 (69 values)
Regularization coefficient x  [1073,1071] (log-spaced, 20 values)
Number of iterations 500

Number of random seeds 10

ZAERL, Zho O FIgHEEFHEEE L.

BFEOFME, 500 BIRIEHZRDOHEEITH L IERITHI e ORiTFEIRAEICED 21T o7z, Fig. 6.7
R R OB 2 RS, BIHITTENC B 2 KIBEHE (R A7 DD 0 TH 3 ER) 1[HEs
A4 YT RZONWT, ETA e #HEETAIORO—IL KL X4 "=y = v X ZHEML, &
RGBT BT 2 2 DR & FAEH R iliseaizs & U CaHililc Fuv 7z,
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Time Time
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Assign 1 where
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Compare amplitude
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Fig. 6.5. Procedures for generating oracle matrices and binary masks. (a) Each audio
source is converted into an amplitude spectrogram (oracle matrix) via STFT
and magnitude calculation. (b) The two oracle matrices are compared element-
wise to create binary masks. For each element, a value of 1 (white) is assigned

to the mask where the corresponding source amplitude is stronger, and 0 (black)

otherwise.
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Fig. 6.6. Construction of the observed matrices with missing elements. The observed

matrices are generated by applying the binary masks to the mixed matrix. This
process simulates data loss, such as signal clipping or occlusion, specifically for
each target source.
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/ Evaluation of completion erroh
at missing elements
Mask matrix

b=

Estimated matrix

Oracle matrix Observed matrix

Evaluation is performed using oracle matrices for each source, rather than the mixed matrix.

Fig. 6.7. Overview of the evaluation method for matrix completion. The completion
error is evaluated by calculating the KL divergence between the oracle matrix
and the estimated matrix, focusing exclusively on the indices corresponding to

the missing elements defined by the mask matrix.

Table 6.3. Comparison of completion errors for Source 1 across selected number of basis

K. Bold values indicate the minimum error for each K.

Method K=20 K=35 K=50 K=656 K=80 K=289

Non-regularized NMF 1100.24 73198 61143  392.47  162.13  184.98

Simple sparse NMF 42.30 42.77 54.08 56.88 57.40 56.20
Normalized sparse NMF  36.03 34.98 37.12 30.31 24.51 24.42
Model-sparse NMF 33.45 31.27 26.86 26.14 29.37 28.67

DR EIIEPICHHE T 2EHAN R SN2 D DD, MFEIIVTHDOFMEITB VTS simple
sparse NMF % L[\ 25 2 #EFF LT 5. simple sparse NMF 28 K OHEINEWiEEZD E
AHH2NNIEIEE D ZRT DI L, model-sparse NMF & T normalized sparse NMF (33
JEBDE RIS TICBOCTH I ZE LMTEBEZRLTVWS. ORI, HIBIK
O HERIEE N & BERANCARAE L 22 E AR W3 2 & T, MREZRERRICE T 2882
il s, X DEEREEREESARE Ko TS I 2RK LTV,

6.4 XEDXC®

ARETIE, A= NMF IZED L ATHIHZTFEORENEICOWT, NLREITHIR AR
7 bu2 o nEHOWEBIEERZE L CHiz T - 72, ALRETHIEZHWZERTIE, X
R—ZEHHEZE A L= NMF 235, [FAHEEEL NMF ¢ iR L TZ L &M TEWHseEE %
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Fig. 6.8. Transitions of completion errors for each method against the number of basis K:
(a) Source 1 and (b) Source 2. The regularization parameter p is set common
to both sources for each method, fixed at the value that yields the best average
completion error: p = 0.3162 for simple sparse NMF, and p = 0.0268 for both
normalized sparse NMF and model-sparse NMF.

MY e EMER L. FRC, RIEEHNCE W T HWBIE O BFAIEE I % ZERN £ 72 X BRI
WZARAE U 72 normalized sparse NMF Kz ¢f model-sparse NMF 1%, f5efEE M R ERHE S
A= 2 RERDBRD S, BUIMREEZRT ZEPHLrE R oK. T HIT, ARY
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3R Lz, e hblY, BEEIDNZIWFAICBWT, BEFHIEE MM 2 BRI IREE L
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Table 6.4. Comparison of completion errors for Source 2 across selected number of basis
K. Bold values indicate the minimum error for each K.

Method K=20 K=35 K=50 K=65 K=8)0 K=289
Non-regularized NMF 1471.15 2024.18 530.42  330.29  151.58  175.07
Simple sparse NMF 57.62 57.68 60.69 62.46 67.30 65.67
Normalized sparse NMF  50.82 49.73 42.36 37.63 34.86 35.04
Model-sparse NMF 41.11 37.26 37.44 41.09 56.16 52.88

7z model-sparse NMF 23 —H L TEWHTEHEZ R LTEBD, ZOWENERNZITIIMHE
RAZICBWTHHEWRTH AR RR SN, M EORRD? S, [THZICB VTR —
ZEANLE AN FERTH S & & HiT, REEFEEICEH T 2 BFHIEEMMEOREED, Misett
RENM QZEMEDA FICHEG T 2EHERERTH D e pREhi.
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A.1 Jensen OARZEL

i A.1. (Jensen DARZER)
a; > 0%, >, o, =1 Z I MBERE 5. BE f(x) IMBERTHL L E, x; (i =
L., 1) IR LT NOARERDRILT 5.

I I
! (Z Oéz‘l’z) < Zaif(wi) (A1)
i=1 i=1
flz) BRFOBEIKTHZ e &, FERTOFEEPRLT 200 ME v = =2, =

=27 THS.

A2 FERAFL

W A2, (BERRER)
flo) BB TH S L &, UFORERDRIT 5.

f@) < f'(@)(x - 2) + f(T) (A.2)

AEAPOESHHRLT 570D ME 2 =2 TH 5.
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2 REABER T Z D F FTRERREZRD LNR VA, MR THEL I WCEHT ST
Jensen OAERK (A1) 12K D U TOMBIBIED G 5.

? Wikh; (’? h’(“t)
. h ) < 7 ¥ ; h 2 h 51 — # B.1
(Zk:wk k]> S Zk: 5ok (wikhk;)”,  where 6jp > (t)h(t) (B.1)

K 1 Wy

Z OFBEEE R Wik a6y hk;j DEFENFNIZDOWTIRMO LT B Z ZT M‘F@%{fﬁ
AN ELNS.

XHT
wTtx

Pk XD, EuNMF OMBIBISGEc S < REEHR L LTk (B.2) RO (B.3) 21553.

B2 WEASEBAAN—TYRICED< NMF OFEFR

WA (Itakura-Saito: IS) X4 N— = ¥ 2 Dig % HREE ¥ 3 % NMF % ISNMF
LIS, ISNMF @ HHBIBUIEREZ RO TARD X S ITEKTZ 5.

Dis(X|WH) < Z <Zki}khkj —i—longzkhkj) (B.4)

5 198 (WEIED 1o LTl Jensen @T\%iﬁ (A1) %, #5250 (MBI 128 LTI ie
(A2) WWRTEGHRER (A.2) 2T 2 - L CRMBERERRT 2. chelMeT 3oy
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WHED S RIEEH N LTH (B.5) MUK (B.6) 215 %.
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