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Abstract

We consider the problem of analyzing the heterogeneityusteling distributions for mul-
tiple groups of observed data, each of which is indexed byvaréate value, and inferring
global clusters arising from observations aggregated thescovariate domain. We propose
a novel Bayesian nonparametric method reposing on the fammaf spatial modeling and
a nested hierarchy of Dirichlet processes. We provide alysisaof the model properties,
relating and contrasting the notions of local and globastets. We also provide an efficient
inference algorithm, and demonstrate the utility of ourlmdtin several data examples, in-
cluding the problem of object tracking and a global clusigrnalysis of functional data where
the functional identity information is not availabl®.

Keywords: global clustering, local clustering, nonparametric Bay®srarchical Dirichlet process, Gaus-
sian process, graphical model, spatial dependence, Matian Monte Carlo, model identifiability

1 Introduction

In many applications it is common to separate observed dabagroups (populations) indexed
by some covariate. A particularly fruitful characterization of grouped dasathe use of mixture
distributions to describe the populations in terms of @usof similar behaviors. Viewing ob-
servations associated with a group as local data, and teeectuassociated with a group as local
clusters, it is often of interest to assess how the localrbgeneity is described by the changing
values of covariate. Moreover, in some applications the primary interest isxivaet some sort
of global clustering patterns that arise out of the aggesjabservations.

Consider, for instance, a problem of tracking multiple cbgemoving in a geographical area.
Using covariate: to index the time point, at a given time pointve are provided with a snapshot
of the locations of the objects, which tend to be groupedlimtal clusters. Over time, the objects
may switch their local clusters. We are not really interéstethe movement of each individual
object. It is the paths over which the local clusters evohag aire our primary interest. Such paths
are the global clusters. Note that the number of global acal Idusters are unknown, and are to
be inferred directly from the locally observed groups ofadat

The problem of estimating global clustering patterns oulooally observed groups of data
also arises in the context of functional data analysis wiieeefunctional identity information
is not available. By the absence of functional identity miation, we mean the data are not
actually given as a collection of sampled functional cur@g@gen if such functional curves exist
in reality or conceptually), due to confidentiality congtta or the impracticality of matching the
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identity of individual functional curves. As another exdmhe progesterone hormone behaviors
recorded by a number of women on a given day in their monthlgsimeal cycle is associated
with a local group, which are clustered into typical behasicsuch local clusters and the number
of clusters may evolve throughout the monthly cycle. Moe¥paggregating the data over days
in the cycle, there might exist one or more typical monthligl¢bal” trend) hormone behaviors
due to contraception or medical treatments. These are ¢ihalgtlusters. Due to privacy concern,
the subject identity of the hormone levels are neither knaenmatched across the time points
u. In other words, the data are given not as a collection of lboercurves, but as a collection of
hormone levels observed over time.

In the foregoing examples, the covariatandexes the time. In other applications, the covariate
might index geographical locations where the observatwasollected. More generally, obser-
vations associated with different groups may also be oébffit data types. For instance, consider
the assets of a number of individuals (or countries), whieeeobserved data can be subdivided
into holdings according to different currency types (eU4fsD, gold, bonds). Here, eachis asso-
ciated with a currency type, and a global cluster may be tae@apresent a typical portforlio of
currency holdings by a given individual. In view of a subsitarexisting body of work drawing
from the spatial statistics literature that we shall ddsxim the sequel, throughout this paper a co-
variate value: is sometimes referred to as a spatial location unless specitherwise. Therefore,
the dependence on varying covariate valued the local heterogeneity of data is also sometimes
referred to as the spatial dependence among groups of dedeted at varying local sites.

We propose in this paper a model-based approach to leartobglglusters from locally dis-
tributed data. Because the number of both global and logatels are assumed to be unknown, and
because the local clusters may vary with the covariagenatural approach to handling this uncer-
tainty is based on Dirichlet process mixtures and theirards. A Dirichlet process DRy, Go) de-
fines a distribution on (random) probability measures, whgris called the concentration param-
eter, and parameté&r, denotes the base probability measure or centering diftiib(Fergusan,
1973). A random draw- from the Dirichlet process (DP) is a discrete measure (wittability
1), which admits the well-known “stick-breaking” repretaion (Sethuraman, 1994):

G = Zﬂ'kéd)k, (1)
k=1

where theg,’s are independent random variables distributed accortbng,, J,, denotes an
atomic distribution concentrated @f, and the stick breaking weights are random and depend
only on parametety,. Due to the discrete nature of the DP realizations, Dirichtecesses and
their variants have become an effective tool in mixture nlindeand learning of clustered data.
The basic idea is to use the DP as a prior on the mixture conmp®mea mixture model, where
each mixture component is associated with an ato.ifThe posterior distribution of the atoms
provides the probability distribution on mixture compotgrand also yields a probability distri-
bution of partitions of the data. The resultant mixture mipdenerally known as the Dirichlet
process mixture, was pioneered by the work of Antaniak (3@l subsequentially developed by
many others (e.g., (Lo, 1984; Escobar and West, 1995; Mdrtta@nd Mueller, 1998)).

A Dirichlet process (DP) mixture can be utilized to model legeoup of observations, so
a key issue is how to model and assess the local heterogemadyg a collection of DP mix-
tures. In fact, there is an extensive literature in Bayes@mparametrics that focuses on coupling
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multiple Dirichlet process mixture distributions (e.g.abEachern (1999); Mueller et al. (2004);
Delorio et al. (2004); Ishwaran and James (2001); Teh e28D€)). A common theme has been
to utilize the Bayesian hierarchical modeling frameworkene the parameters are conditionally
independent draws from a probability distribution. In parfar, suppose that theindexed group

is modeled using a mixing distributias,. We highlight the hierarchical Dirichlet process (HDP)
introduced by Teh et al. (2006), a framework that we shalssghentially generalize, which posits
that G, |ag, Go ~ DP(ag, Go) for some base measufg and concentration parametey. More-
over, G, is also random, and is distributed according to another@py, H ~ DP(v, H). The
HDP model and other aforementioned work are inadequateuiopmblem, because we are in-
terested in modeling the linkage among the gronpsthrough the exchangeability assumption
among the groups, but through the more explicit dependemob@anging values of a covariate

Coupling multiple DP-distributed mixture distributiorertbe described under a general frame-
work outlined by MacEachern (1999). In this framework, a @iftributed random measure can
be represented by the random “stick” and “atom” random ‘e (see EqL{1)), which are gen-
eral stochastic processes indexeduby V. Starting from this representation, there are a num-
ber of proposals for co-varying infinite mixture models (Du# al.,. 2007; Petrone etlal., 2009;
Rodriguez et al., 2010; Dunson, 2008; Nguyen and Gelfanti0P0 These proposals were de-
signed for functional data only, i.e., where the data arem@&s a collection of sampled functions
of u, and thus not suitable for our problem, because functiatgaitity information is assumed un-
known in our setting. In this regard, the work_ of Griffin an@&lt(2006); Dunson and Park (2008);
Rodriguez and Dunson (2009) are somewhat closer to oungeffihese authors introduced spa-
tial dependency of the local DP mixtures through the stickaides in a number of interesting
ways, while Rodriguez and Dunsaon (2009) additionally coesed spatially varying atom vari-
ables, resulting in a flexible model. These work focused mast the problem of interpolation
and prediction, not clustering. In particular, they did nohsider the problem of inferring global
clusters from locally observed data groups, which is oungri goal.

To draw inferences about global clustering patterns frarallg grouped data, in this paper we
will introduce an explicit notion of and model for global skers, through which the dependence
among locally distributed groups of data can be describad dllows us to not only assess the de-
pendence of local clusters associated with multiple gradpisita indexed by, but also to extract
the global clusters that arise from the aggregated obsengatFrom the outset, we use a spatial
stochastic process, and more generally a graphical niddebexed overn: € V' to characterize
the centering distribution of global clusters. Spatiakchtastic process and graphical models are
versatile and customary choice for modeling of multivaridatal(Cressie, 1993; Lauritzen, 1996;
Jordan, 2004). To “link” global clusters to local clustenge appeal to a hierarchical and non-
parametric Bayesian formalism: The distributi@nof global clusters is random and distributed
according to a DPQ|H ~ DP(v, H). For eachu, the distributionG,, of local clusters is as-

sumed random, and is distributed according to a BRQ "<* DP(a., Q,), whereQ,, denotes
the marginal distribution at induced by the stochastic proce&gsin other words, in the first stage,
the Dirichlet process) provides support foglobal atomswhich in turn provide support for the
local atomsof lower dimensions for multiple groups in the second stdgee to the use of hier-
archy and the discreteness property of the DP realizatibesg is sharing of global atoms across
the groups. Because different groups may share a@isigint components of the global atoms, the



spatial dependency among the groups is induced by the kgiatr@ution of the global atoms. We
shall refer to the described hierarchical specificatiorhasniested Hierarchical Dirichlet process
(nHDP) model.

The idea of incorporating spatial dependence in the bassureaf Dirichlet processes goes
back ta Cifarelli and Regazzini (1973); Muliere and Petr(i#93); Gelfand et al. (2005), although
not in a fully nonparametric hierarchical framework as isgidered here. The proposed nHDP
is an instantiation of the nonparametric and hierarchicatiefing philosophy eloquently advo-
cated in_Teh and Jordan (2010), but there is a crucial distimcWhereas Teh and Jordan gener-
ally advocated for aecursiveconstruction of Bayesian hierarchy, as exemplified by theupar
HDP (Teh et al., 2006), the nHDP features a richestedhierarchy: instead of taking a joint dis-
tribution, one can take marginal distributions of a randastribbution to be the base measure to
a DP in the next stage of the hierarchy. This feature is esddatbring about the relationship
between global clusters and local clusters in our modeladn, the nHDP generalizes the HDP
model in the following sense: Il places a prior with probability one on constant functions. {i
if ¢ = (¢u)uey ~ H theng, = ¢,Vu,v € V) then the nHDP is reduced to the HDP.

Most closely related to our work is the hybrid DF of Petronal2(2009), which also considers
global and local clustering, and which in fact serves as apiration for this work. Because
the hybrid DP is designed for functional data, it cannot bglied to situations where functional
(curve) identity information is not available, i.e., whdretdata are not given as a collection of
curves. When such functional id information is indeed @@, it makes sense to model the
behavior of individual curves directly, and this ability ynprovide an advantage over the nHDP.
On the other hand, the hybrid DP is a rather complex modeliraodr experiment (see Sectibh 5),
it tends to overfit the data due to the model complexity. I, fae show that the nHDP provides a
more satisfactory clustering performance for the globadters despite not using any functional id
information, while the hybrid DP requires not only such imf@tion, it also requires the number of
global clusters (“pure species”) to be pre-specified. Itasttvnoting that in the proposed nHDP,
by not directly modeling the local cluster switching belwayiour model is significantly simpler
from both viewpoints of model complexity and computatioefficiency of statistical inference.

The paper outline is as follows. Sectidn 2 provides a briekgeound of Dirichlet processes,
the HDP, and we then proceed to define the nHDP mixture modetid®[3 explores the model
properties, including a stick-breaking characterizgtamanalysis of the underlying graphical and
spatial dependency, a Poélya-urn sampling charactesizaiiVe also offer a discussion of a rather
interesting issue intrinsic to our problem and the solytisamely, the conditions under which
global clusters can be identified based on only locally geoluglata. As with most nonparametric
Bayesian methods, inference is an importantissue. We detnad@in Sectiohl4 that the confluence
of graphical/spatial with hierarchical modeling allows ffficient computations of the relevant
posterior distributions. Sectidn 5 presents several eéxygrtal results, including a comparison to
a recent approach in the literature. Sectibn 6 concludegaher.



2 Model formalization

2.1 Background

We start with a brief background on Dirichlet processesd&gon, 1973), and then proceed to
hierarchical Dirichlet processes (Teh etlal., 2006).(&&t, B, G) be a probability space, and >

0. A Dirichlet process DRy, Gy) is defined to be the distribution of a random probability noeas
G over(0Oy, B) such that, for any finite measurable partitich,, . . ., A,) of O, the random vector
(G(A1),...,G(A,)) is distributed as a finite dimensional Dirichlet distrilmrtiwith parameters
(0Go(Ar), ..., a0Go(A))). ap is referred to as the concentration parameter, which gevitim
amount of variability ofG around the centering distributiad,. A DP-distributed probability
measure’ is discrete with probability one. Moreover, it has a condiue representation due
tolSethuraman (1994% = > "7 | mxd,,, Where(¢x )2, are iid draws fronGy, andd,, denotes an
atomic probability measure concentrated at atgmThe elements of the sequenee= (7;)72,
are referred to as “stick-breaking” weights, and can be esqed in terms of independent beta
variables: m, = ;. Hf:‘f(l — 7)), where(n])2, are iid draws from Betd, a,). Note thatr
satisfiesy - | m = 1 with probability one, and can be viewed as a random probabégsure
on the positive integers. For notational convenience, weewr ~ GEM(«), following [Pittman
(2002).

A useful viewpoint for the Dirichlet process is given by thelya urn scheme, which shows
that draws from the Dirichlet process are both discrete adibé a clustering property. From
a computational perspective, the Polya urn scheme prsvédmethod for sampling from the
random distributionz, by integrating outz. More concretely, let atom&,, 0,, ... are iid ran-
dom variables distributed according €. Because’ is random,#,,6,, ... are exchangeable.
Blackwell and MacQueen (1973) showed that the conditiorsttidution of6; givené,,...,0; 1
has the following form:

i—1
Qo
0,001, ..., 01, g, Go] ~ L q,.
[ |1 1, O 0 ;Z—l—‘—ao 0, Z—1+a0 0

This expression shows thét has a positive probability of being equal to one of the presio
drawsbs, ..., 0;_,. Moreover, the more often an atom is drawn, the more likely ib be drawn
in the future, suggesting a clustering property inducedhgyrandom measur@. The induced
distribution over random partitions §#; } is also known as the Chinese restaurant process (Aldous,
1985).

A Dirichlet process mixture model utilizes as the prior on the mixture componehtCom-
bining with a likelihood functionP(y|0) = F(y|#), the DP mixture model is given a&;|G ~ G;
;16; nd F(-]6;). Such mixture models have been studied in the pioneering wbrAntoniak
(1974) and subsequentially by a number of authors (Lo, 188dobar and West, 1995; MacEachern and Mue
1998), For more recent and elegant accounts on the theomeside-ranging applications of DP
mixture modeling, sele Hjort et al. (2010).

Hierarchical Dirichlet Processes. Next, we proceed giving a brief background on the HDP
formalism of| Teh et &l. (2006), which is typically motivatédm the setting of grouped data.
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Under this setting, the observations are organized intoggndexed by a covariatec V', where
V is the index set. Leb.1, yu2, - - -, Yun, D€ the observations associated with graugFor each
u, the{y,;}; are assumed to be exchangeable. This suggests the use ofemixbdeling: The
Y. are assumed identically and independently drawn from aurexdlistribution. Specifically,
let0,; € ©, denote the parameter specifying the mixture componentessd withy,;. Under
the HDP formalism©,, is the same space for all € V, i.e., 0, = ©, for all u, and©, is
endowed with the Boref-algebra of subsets @&,. 0, is referred to asocal factorsindexed by
covariateu. Let F'(-|0,;) denote the distribution of observatigy; given the local factod,;. Let
G, denote a prior distribution for the local factdi,;);,. We assume that the local factets’s
are conditionally independent givén,. As a result we have the following specification:

Under the HDP formalism, to statistically couple the cdil@e of mixing distributions=,,, we
posit that random probability measui@g are conditionally independent, with distributions given
by a Dirichlet process with base probability meastige

G|, Go % DP(a, Go).
Moreover, the HDP framework takes a fully nonparametriclaiedarchical specification, by posit-

ing thatG, is also a random probability measure, which is distributambeding to another Dirich-
let process with concentration parameteand base probability measuke

An interesting property of the HDP is that becausgs are discrete random probability measures
(with probability one) whose support are given by the suppbrG,. Moreover, G, is also a
discrete measure, thus the collectiorthf are random discrete measures sharing the same count-
able support. In addition, because the random partitiodsded by the collection of,; within

each groupu are distributed according to a Chinese restaurant protiess;ollection of these
Chinese restaurant processes are statistically coupledact, they are exchangeable, and the
distribution for the collection of such stoschastic pr@essis known as the Chinese restaurant
franchisel|(Teh et al., 2006).

2.2 Nested hierarchy of DPs for global clustering analysis

Setting and notations.In this paper we are interested in the same setting of grodatedas that of
the HDP that is described by E@l (2). Specifically, the obe#@sy.,1, y.2, - - - , Yun, Within each
groupu are iid draws from a mixture distribution. The local factgy € ©,, denotes the parameter
specifying the mixture component associated with The(6,,):, are iid draws from the mixing
distributiond,,.

Implicit in the HDP model is the assumptions that the sp&geall coincide, and that random
distributionsG,, are exchangeble. Both assumptions will be relaxed. Moreawe goal here is
the inference of global clusters, which are associated glitbal factors that lie in the product
spaced := [],., ©.. To this end© is endowed with ar-algebral3 to yield a measurable space
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(©, B). Within this paper and in the data illustratiort3,= R", andB corresponds to the Borel
o-algebra of subsets @&", Formally, aglobal factor, which are denoted by or ¢ in the sequel,
is a high dimensional vector (or function)@whose components are indexed by covariat€hat
iS, % = (Vu)uev € O, ande = (¢,)ucv € O. As a matter of notations, we always uge denote
the numbering index fof, (so we haved,;). We always use andk to denote the number index
for instances of)’s and¢’s, respectively (e.gap, and¢,). The components of a vectgr, (¢,,)
are denoted by, (¢,,). We may also use lettersandw besideu to denote the group indices.

Model description. Our modeling goal is to specify a distributiGhon the global factorg), and
to relate@ to the collection of mixing distribution&’,, associated with the groups of data. Such
resultant model shall enable us to infer aboutdlabal clusters associated with a global factpr
on the basis of data collectéocally by the collection of groups indexed hy At a high level,
the random probability measurésand theG,’s are “glued” together under the nonparametric
and hierarchical framework, while the probabilistic liglgaamong the groups are governed by a
stochastic procesp = (¢, ).cv indexed byu € V and distributed according t. Customary
choices of such stochastic processes include either abpaicess, or a graphical modél
Specifically, letQ, denote the induced marginal distributionaf. Our model posits that for
eachu € V, G, isarandom measure distributed as a DP with concentratiampeer,,, and base
probability measure),: G,|a,,Q ~ DP(a,, Q,). Conditioning onQ, the distributions~, are
independent, andr,, varies around the centering distributigly, with the amount of variability
given by«,. The probability measur€ is random, and distributed as a DP with concentration
parametery and base probability measufé: Q|v, H ~ DP(v, H), where H is taken to be a
spatial process indexed hy< V/, or more generally a graphical model defined on the collactio
of variables indexed by’. In summary, collecting the described specifications gihenested
Hierarchical Dirichlet procesgnHDP) mixture model:

Qv.H ~ DP(y, H),

indep

Gyla,, @ "~ DP(ay,Q.), forallu e V
0uilGu % Guy yuilbui ™ F(-|6,;) for all u, i,

As we shall see in the next section, #¢s, which are draws front, provide the support for
global factorgp, ~ @, which in turn provide the support for the local factérs ~ G,. The global
and local factors provide distinct representations fohlghbbal clusters and local clusters that we
envision being present in data. Local fact@yss provide the support for local cluster centers at
eachu. The global factorg) in turn provide the support for the local clusters, but thiep @rovide
the support for global cluster centers in the data, whenrghens are aggregated across different
groups.

Relations to the HDP. Both the HDP and nHDP are instances of the nonparametric ienal-h
chical modeling framework involving hierarchy of Dirichlerocesses (Teh and Jordan, 2010). At
a high-level, the distinction here is that while the HDP isaursive hierarchy of random prob-
ability measures generally operating on the same probakjiace, the nHDP features a nested
hierarchy, in which the probability spaces associated diffierent levels in the hierarchy are dis-
tinct but related in the following way: the probability digtution associated with a particular level,
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say(,,, has support in the support of the marginal distribution pf@bability distribution (i.e.,

Q) in the upper level in the hierarchy. Accordingly, foe4 v, G, andG,, have support in distinct
components of vectorg. For a more explicit comparison, it is simple to see thal/ifplaces

distribution for constantglobal factorse¢ with probability one (e.g., for any ~ H there holds

ou = ¢,Vu,v € V), then we obtain the HDP of Teh et al. (2006).

3 Model properties

3.1 Stick-breaking representation and graphical or spatihdependency

Given that the multivariate base meas@res distributed as a Dirichlet process, it can be expressed
using Sethuraman'’s stick-breaking representatipe: >/, 3.0,, . Each atomp, is multivariate

and denoted by, = (¢, : u € V). Theg,'s are independent draws frofh, and3 = (5;)5, ~
GEM(~). Theg,’s and3 are mutually independent. The marginal inducedbgt each location

u e Vis: Q. = 02, frdy,,. Since eachp, has support at the point®.;);>,, eachG,
necessarily has support at these points as well, and canitbenas:

G, = Zﬂuk%uk; Qu = Zﬁkéqbuk' 3)
k=1 k=1

Let 7, = (mu)i>,. SinceG,’s are independent give®), the weightsr,’s are independent
given 5. Moreover, becausé&,|a,,Q ~ DP(«a,,@,) it is possible to derive the relationship
between weightsr,’s and 3. Following|Teh et al.[(2006), iff is non-atomic, it is necessary
and sufficient forG, defined by Eq.[(3) to satisf¢z, ~ DP(a,Q.) that the following holds:
7w, ~ DP(a,, B), wherem, and3 are interpreted as probability measures on the set of pesiti
integers.

The connection between the nHDP and the HDP_of Tehlet al. §2606be observed clearly
here: The stick-breaking weights of the nHDP-distributgchave the same distributions as those
of the HDP, while the atoms,,, are linked by a graphical model distribution, or more gelheea
stochastic process indexed by

The spatial/graphical dependency given by base medsuneluces the dependency between
the DP-distributed~,’s. We shall explore this in details by considering specikaraples off .
Example 1 (Graphical model H). For concreteness, we consider a graphical métieif three
variablesy,,, ¢,, ¢, which are associated with three locatians,w € V. Moreover, assume the
conditional independence relationy; L ¢,,|¢,. Lety = (i, ¥, 1) be a random draw frorg.
Because&) ~ DP(v, H), v also has distributiot/ once() is integrated out. Thus;, L 1y, |¢,.

At each location: € V, the marginal distributiod),, of variable, is random andy,|y, H
~ DP(~, H,). Moreover, in general th@,’s are mutually dependent regardless of any (condi-
tional) independence relations tHatmight confer. This fact can be easily seen from Eg. (3). With
probability 1, all@Q,’s share the samg. It follows that@, L Q,|Q,, 3. Because3 is random,
the conditional independence relation no longer holds aon .., Q. in general. From a mod-
eling standpoint, the dependency among dhgs is natural for our purpose, &g provides the
distribution for the global factors associated with thebglloclusters that we are also interested in
inferring.
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Figure 1. Left: The nHDP is depicted as a graphical model, where eashaded node represents a
random distribution. Right: A graphical model representabf the nHDP using the stick-breaking
parameterisation.

Turning now to distributions,, for local factorsd,;, we note that7,,, G, G,, are independent
given (). Moreover, for each, € V, the support of7, is the same as that @, (i.e., 6,, for
i = 1,2,... take value amond.;)s°,). Integrating over the rando®, for any measurable
partition A C ©,, there holdsE[G,(A)|H] = E[E[G.(A)|Q]|H] = E[Q.(A)|H] = H,(A). In
sum, the global factorg’s take values in the set ¢, );>, ~ H, and provide the support set for
the local factord),;'s at eachu € V. The prior means of the local factofis;’s are also derived
from the prior mean of the global factors.

Example 2 (Spatial modelH). To quantify more detailed dependency among DP-distributed
G.’s, letV be afinite subset d” and H be a second-order stochastic process indexeddgy’ .

A customary choice fof is a Gaussian process. In effe¢gt= (¢, : v € V) ~ N(u,X), where

the covarianc& has entries of the exponential form(u, v) = 0% exp —{w||u — v||}.

For any measurable partitions ¢ ©,, andB C ©,, we are interested in expressions for
variation and correlation measures undeandG,’s. Let H,,(A, B) := p(¢, € A, ¢, € B|H).
Defineg(v) = 1/(v + 1). Applying stick-breaking representation f@,, it is simple to derive
that:

Proposition 1. For any pair of distinct locations, v), there holds:

Var(Qu(A)H) = g(v)(Hu(A) - H,(A)%), (5)
_ Cov(Qu(A), Qu(B)|H)
Com@ulD. QBN = Q) Var( @, (B) )
(Hu(A) — Hy(A)*)'2(Hy(B) — Hy(B)?)'/*

(6)

For any pair of locations, v € V, if ||u — v|| — oo, it follows thatp(u, v) = Cov(¢py, | H)
— 0. Due to standard properties of Gaussian varialklgsnd¢, become less dependent of each
other, andd,,(A, B) — H,(A)H,(B) — 0, so thatCorr(Q,(A), @,(B)) — 0. On the other hand,
if u— v — 0, we obtain thaCorr(Q.(A), Q,(A)) — 1, as desired.

Turning to distributiong~,’s for the local factors, the following result can be shown:



Proposition 2. For any pair ofu, v € V, there holds:
Var(Gu(A)|H) = E[Var(G,(A)|Q)|H] + Var(E[G.(A)|Q]|H)
= (9(7) +g(ew) — g()g(aw)) (Hu(A) — Hu(A)?), (7)

) ) —
B g(7)Corr(Q,(A), Qu(B)|H)
Corr(Gu(4), Gu(B)) = (9(7) + glow) = 9(7)g(a))2(g(7) + glaw) — g(7)g(aw))V/?

whereg(a,) = 1/(ay, + 1).

Eqg. (8) exhibits an interesting decomposition of variaidete thatVar(G, (A)|H) > Var(Q.(A)|H).
That is, the variation of a local factor is greater than thahe global factor evaluated at the same
location, where the extra variation is governed by conegiatn parametety, . If o, — oo so that
g(ay) — 0, the local variation at. disappears, with the remaining variation contributed b th
global factors only. Ifv, — 0 so thaty(«, ) — 1, the local variation contributed by, completely
dominates the global variation contributed@y.

Finally, turning to correlation measures in the two stagesur hierachical model, we note that
Corr(Gu(A),G,(B)|H) < Corr(Q.(A),Q,(B)|H). That is, the correlation across the locations
in VVamong the distribution&’,’s of the local factors is bounded from above by the correfati
among the distributiord),’s for the global factors. Note tha&torr(G,(A), G,(B)) vanishes as
|lu—v|| — oo. The correlation measure increases as either «,, increases. The dependence on
~ is quite interesting. As ranges fron? to co so thatg(y) decreases from to 0, and as a result
the correlation measure rati@wrr(G,(A), G,(B))/Corr(Q.(A), Q,(B)) decreases fror to 0.

3.2 Polya-urn characterization

The Polya-urn characterization of the canonical Diritpl@cess is fully retained by the nHDP. It
is also useful in highlighting both local clustering andlggbclustering aspects that are described
by the nHDP mixture. In the sequel, the Polya-urn chareaton is given as a sampling scheme
for both the global and local factors. Recall that the gldaators¢,, ¢, ... are i.i.d. random
variables distributed according 6. We also introduced random vectapg which are i.i.d. draws
from Q. Both ¢, and), are multivariate, denoted b, = (dur)uev @andyy, = (y)ueyr - Finally,
for each location: € V, the local factor variable,; are distributed according @G,,.

Note that eachp, is associated with ong,, and eacld,; is associated with ong,;. Lett,,; be
the index of they,, associated with the local factér;, andk; be the index of thep, associated
with the global factorp,. Let K be the present number of distinct global factgfs The sampling
process starts witl’ = 0 and increase#” as needed. We also need notations for counts. We
use notatiom,,; to denote the present number of local factgstaking valuey,,;. n,, denotes the
number of local factors at group (which is also the number of observations at gradipn,, . is
the number of local factors at taking valueg,,. Letm, denote the number of factos, that
provide supports for group. The notationy, denotes the number of global factafs's taking
valueg,, while ¢. denotes the total number of global factgfss. To be precise:

Nyt = Zﬂ(tuz = t), Nyk = Znutﬂ kt = k Ty Znuta
Zl[nm>0 qk—ZMt—k q—qu
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First, consider the conditional distribution f8y; given6,;, 0,2, ..., 0,,-1, andQ, where the
G, is integrated out:

o

Moy
Tt
eui|6u1,...,9ui_17au’Q ~ Ziﬂéiﬁ'ut +
— 1— 1+«

This is a mixture, and a realization from this mixture can b@med by drawing from the terms on
the right-hand side with probabilities given by the cor@sging mixing proportions. If a term in
the first summation is chosen, then we&gt= 1, for the chosen, and lett,; = ¢, and increment
n.. If the second term is chosen, then we incrementby one, drawy,,, ~ @,. In addition,
we setd,; = Yyum,, andt,; = my,.

Now we proceed to integrate o@t Since( appears only in its role as the distribution of the
variable),, we only need to draw samptg, from (). The samples frond) can be obtained via
the conditional distribution of), as follows:

K

dk Y
Y, H ~ 04y + ——H. 9
Y iz, Y 2 ot oy 9)

If we drawp, via choosing a term in the summation on the right-hand sidkeisiequation, we set
P, = ¢k, and letk, = k for the chosert, and incremengy. If the second term is chosen then we
incrementXK’ by one, drawp, ~ H and set), = ¢, k;; = K, andgx = 1.

The Polya-urn characterization of the nHDP can be illusttly the following culinary metaphor.
Suppose that there are three groups of dishes (e.g., a@petiain course and dessert) indexed by
u, v andw. View a global factowp,’s as a typical meal box where eaoly, ¢,r and¢, is asso-
ciated with a dish group. In an electic eatery, the dishesaletin meal boxes, while customers
come in, buy dishes and share among one another according tollowing process. A new cus-
tomer can join either one of the three groups of dishes. Upiming the group, she orders a dish
to contribute to the group, i.e., a local factyf, based on its popularity within the group. She can
also choose to order a new dish, but to do so, she needs totbedentire meal box, i.e. a global
factore,. A meal box is chosen based on its popularity as a whole, a@lbsating groups.

The “sharing” of global factors (meal box) across indieesan be seen by noting that the
“pool” of present global factor§y, } has support in the discrete set of global factor vatbigsp,, . . ..
Moreover, the spatial (graphical) distribution of the gdbfactors induces the spatial dependence
among local factors associated with each group indexed Bee Figl R for an illustration.

3.3 Model identifiability and complexity

This section investigates the nHDP mixture’s inferentighaévior, including issues related to the
model identifiability. It is useful to recall that a DP mixeumodel can be viewed as the infinite
limit of finite mixture models/(Neal, 1992; Ishwaran and Zsvar,2002b). The nHDP can also be
viewed as the limit of a finite mixture counterpart. Indeeghsider the following finite mixture
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Figure 2. lllustration of the assignments of mixture component mensiip via global and local
factor variables for two groups indexed byandwv.

model:
Bly ~ Dir(y/L,...v/L) my|a, B~ Dir(a.B) ¢, ~H

L L
Q"= By, Gl =) Tubs,. (10)
k=1 k=1

It is a known fact that a& — 0, Q¥ = @ weakly, in the sense that for any real-valued bounded
and continuous functiop, there holds[ g d@Q* — [ g dQ in distribution (Muliere and Secchi,
1995).A Because for each € V, there holdsGE ~ DP(a,Q"), it also follows thatGE = G,
weakly. The above characterization provides a convenieat s of understanding the behavior of
the nHDP mixture by studying the behavior of its finite mix@wounterpart with. global mixture
components, ag — oo.

Information denseness of nHDP prior. For concreteness in this section we shall assume that
for anyu € V the likelihood F'(y,|¢,) is specified by the normal distribution whose parameters
such as mean and variance are representet, bWrite ¢, = (1., 02) € (R x R, ). Recall that
conditionally on@, G.,’s are independent acrosse V. GivenG,, the marginal distribution on
observatiory, has the following density:

Fulpal ) = / Flyalén)dCu(6y). (1)

Thus, eacly, is the density of a location-scale mixture of normal disttibn. Thef,’s are random
due to the randomness 6f,’s. In other words, the nHDP places a prior distribution, ethwe
denote byil, over the collection of random measuxés,).cy. This in turn induces a prior over
the joint density ofy := (v.).cv, Which we calllT as well. Replacing the mixing distributioldg
andG, by the finite mixtureQ” andGZ~’s (as specified by Eq{10)), we obtain the corresponding

2A stronger result was obtained by Ishwaran and Zarepour22Q0 heorem 2, in which convergence holds for
any integrable functiop with respect tad.
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marginal density:
PG = [ Fnlo.)dG ). 12)

Let I1, to denote the induced prior distribution fof£},c-. From the abovell; = IT weakly.

We shall show that for each € V' the priorIl, is information dense in the space of finite
mixtures asL — oo. Indeed, for any group index, consider any finite mixture of normals o
associated with mixing distributiorg, andG,  of the form:

d d
Qo = Z Br,00¢,, o Guo = Z Tuk,00,5.04 (13)
k=1 k=1

Proposition 3. Suppose that the base meas#éfelaces positive probability on a rectangle con-
taining the support of),, then the priorll; places a positive probability in arbitrarily small
Kullback-Leibler neighborhood of, , for L sufficiently large. That is, for any> 0, there holds:
I (fu: D(fuollfu) <€) > 0 for any sufficiently largd..

At a high level, this result implies that the nHDP providesr@aipover the space of mixture
distributions that is “well spread” in the Kullback-Leibl®pology. A proof of this result can be
obtained using the same proof techniques_of Ishwaran arebdar (2002a) for a similar result
applied to (non-hierarchical) finite-dimensional Diriehdistributions, and is therefore omitted.
An immediate consequence of the information densenes&gyog the weak consistency of the
posterior distribution ofy, for anyu € V/, thanks to the asymptotic theory.of Schwartz (1965).
Identifiability of factors ¢. The above results are relevant from the viewpoint of derestima-
tion (for the joint vectory). From a clustering viewpoint, we are also interested inaibiéity of
the nHDP prior in recovering the underlying local factarg’s, as well as the global factogs,’s
for the global clusters. This is done by studying the ideattifity of the finite mixtures that lie in
the union of the support dii;, for all L < oc. This is the set of all densitie(sif)uev;“oO whose
corresponding mixing distributions are given by Eq.(10).

Recall that each marging} is a normal mixture, and th& mixture components are param-
eterised byp., = (pur,0%,) for k = 1,..., L. Again, letf,, be the “true” marginal density
of a mixture distribution for group that hasd mixture components, and the associated mixing
distributions@, and G, are given by Eq.[(13). The parameter for th¢h component for each
k=1,...,dis denoted by, o = (ty 0, Uik,o)- The following is a direct consequence of Theo-
rem 2 of Ishwaran and Zarepour (2002a):

Proposition 4. Suppose that for any € V, f,(y.) = fuo(y.) foralmostally,. In addition, the
mixing distributionsL satisfy the following condition:

2
oy L
€eX POE—— Gu d w) < 00,

foranyu € V, wheres! = min{oy10,...,0u0}. ThenG, = G, forall u € V.

In other words, this result claims that it is possible to tifgrall local clusters specified by
our andm,, for k = 1,...,d, up to the ordering of the mixture component index A more
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substantial issue is the identifiability of global factadsder additional conditions of “true” global
factorse, y's, and the distribution of global facto€g’, the identification of global factorg,, ,'s is
possible. Viewing a global factap, = (é.x).cv (likewise, e, ;) as a function ot € v, a trivial
example is that wheip,, , are constant functions, and that base measl(and consequentially
QF) places probability 1 on such set of functions, then thetifiahility of local factors implies
the identifiability of global factors. A nontrivial conddn is that the “true” global factorg, , as
a function ofu can be parameterised by a small number of parameters (emgeaa function, or
an appropriately defined smooth functionuire V). Then, it is possible that the identifiability of
local factors also implies the identifiability of global tacs. An in-depth theoretical treatment of
this important issue is beyond the scope of the present paper

The above observations suggest several prudent guidéinesor specifications (via the base
measurefl). To ensure good inferential behavior for the local factoy's, it is essential that the
base measur#,, places sufficiently small tail probabilities on bqgth ando,,. In addition, if it is
believed the underlying global factors are smooth funcioiine domainl’, placing a very vague
prior H over the global factors (such as a factorial distributton= [ ], ., H, by assuming the,
are independent acrosse 1) may not do the job. Instead, an appropriate base medsuhat
puts most of its mass on smooth functions is needed. Indeesk bbservations are also confirmed
by our empirical experiments in Section 5.

4 |Inference

In this section we shall describe posterior inference nasHor the nested Hierarchical Dirichlet
process mixture. We describe two different sampling apgres: The “marginal approach” pro-
ceeds by integrating out the DP-distributed random measwhile the “conditional approach”
exploits the stick-breaking representation. The formeraach arises directly from the Polya-urn
characterization of the nHDP. However its implementateombre involved due to book-keeping
of the indices. Within this section we shall describe thedittonal approach, leaving the details
of the marginal approach to the supplemental material. Bathpling methods draw from the ba-
sic features of the sampling methods developed for the Hikieal Dirichlet Process of Teh et al.
(2006), in addition to the computational issues that arisemhigh-dimensional global factors are
sampled.

For the reader’s convenience, we recall key notations anotince a few more for the sampling
algorithms.t,; is the index of the),; associated with the local factéy;, i.e.,0,; = 1.,,; andk;
is the index of thep, associated with the global factqr,, i.e., vy, = ¢,,. The local and global
atoms are related B,; = ., = Puk,, - L€t 20 = ki, denote the mixture component associated
with observationy,;. Turning to count variables; " denotes the number of local atorfig’s
that are associated with,, excluding atong,;. n;?,f denotes the number of local atos that
such thatz,;, = k, leaving outd,;. t~* denotes the vector of all,’s leaving out element,;.
Likewise,k~* denotes the vector of al}.’s leaving out element;. In the sequel, the concentration
parameters, «,,, and parameters fdi are assumed fixed. In practice, we also place standard prior
distributions on these parameters, following the appresdf Escobar and West (1995); Teh et al.
(2006) forv, a,,, and, e.g., Gelfand et al. (2005) faf's.

The main idea of the conditional sampling approach is to@kfe stick-breaking represen-
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tation of DP-distributed) instead of integrating it out. Likewise, we also considerintegrating
over the base measufé. Recall that a priori) ~ DP(v, H). Due to a standard property of the
posterior of a Dirichlet process, conditioning on the gldaators¢,’s and the index vectak, @

is distributed as DPy + ¢., %). Note that vectog can be computed directly frora.

Thus, an explicit representation ¢fis Q = Zle Brdg, + Lnen@"™", WwhereQ"" ~ DP(v, H),
and

B8 = (ﬁl;---aﬁK;ﬁnew)NDir(Ql;---an;’V)-

Conditioning on@, or equivalently conditioning o8, ¢,’s in the stick breaking representa-
tion, the distributions~,’s associated with different locations € V' are decoupled (indepen-
dent). In particular, the posterior 6f, given( andk,t and theg,’s is distributed as DRy, +

[e% K M- . . . e age . .
uQut Lt “k5¢uk). Thus, an explicit representation of the conditional disttion of G, is

ws Qy+1Ny

given asG, = Sor | Turds., + TunenGT", WhereG"®™ ~ DP(av, fnew, Q%) and

™y = (7Tu17 sy K, 7Tunew) ~ Dir<au51 + N1y e,y O‘uﬁk + Nk, O‘uﬁnew)-

In contrast to the marginal approach, we consider sampliregttly in the mixture component
variablez,;, = k; ,, and in doing so we bypass the sampling steps involkiramd¢. Note that
the likelihood of the data involves only the; variables and the global atorgs,’s. The mixture
proportion vectop3 involves only count vectorg = (q¢i, . . ., gx ). It suffices to construct a Markov
chain on the space @&, g, 3, ¢).

Sampling 3. As mentioned aboved|q ~ Dir(q1, .. ., gk, 7).

Sampling z. Recall that a priork,;|=.,, 3 ~ =, wherer,|3, o, ~ DP(a,, 3). Letn; %" denote
the number of data items in the groupexcepty,,;, associated with the mixture componénthis
can be readily computed from the vector

: e F (Yus if k iousl
Pz = k|2~ q. B, ¢, Datd) (Mg + (_)é;ék) (Yui| Pur) i prevn:acm)lusy used (14)
auﬂnewfuknzéva(yui) if k= k"W
where S F (Yuil dur) T1 F(ywir|pwr) H(Py)dd
—Yui Yui| Puk wi Fut;z, = Yu'i' | Pu'k k k
" (i) = Ut = . (15)

f Hu’i’;éui;zu/i/:k F<yu’i’ ‘¢U’R)H<¢k)d¢k

Note that ifz,; is taken to b&"®", then we updat&” = K + 1. (Obviously,k"*" takes the value of
the updatedy).
Sampling q. To clarify the distribution for vectog, we recall an observation at the end of Sec-
tion[3.2 that the set of global factogs’s can be organized into disjoint subséts, each of which
is associated with a locatian More preciselyy), € ¥, if and only if n,, > 0. Within each group
u, letm,,;, denote the number ap,’s taking valuep,.. Then,g, = > .\, M.

Conditioning onz we can collect all data items in groupthat are associated with mixture
componenip,, i.e., item indicesui such thatz,; = k. There aren,, such items, which are
distributed according to a Dirichlet process with concatibn parametet,, 5. The count variable
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my corresponds to the number of mixture components formeddy, th items. It was shown by
Antoniak (1974) that the distribution ef.,; has the form:

F<au5k)

auﬁk + Nk

p(muk = m|zam_Uk7/6) = P( )S(nwkam)(auﬁk)ma

wheres(n, m) are unsigned Stirling number of the first kind. By definitie(),0) = s(1,1) =
1,5(n,0) = 0forn > 0, ands(n, m) = 0 for m > n. For other entries, there hold&: + 1, m) =
s(n,m —1) + ns(n, m).

Sampling ¢. The sampling ofp,, . . ., ¢, follows from the following conditional probabilities:

p(eylz.Datd) o H(g) ] Flyulow) foreachk =1,.... k.

wi:zyi =k

Let usindex the sét’ by 1,2,..., M, where|V| = M. We return to our two examples.

As the first example, suppose thgt is normally distributed, i.e., undéi, ¢, ~ N (., Xr),
and that the likelihood(y.;|0.;) is given as well byN (6,,, 02), then the posterior distribution of
¢, is also Gaussian with megh, and varianc&,,, where:

=1 _ 1.
Zk = Zkl + ;dlag(nl.k, - ,TLM.k),

€

T
TRE (2/;1#% + % {Z nll(z = k) ... Z Ynril(2ars = /f)] ) (16)

€ 7 7

For the second example, we assume thais very high dimensional, and the prior distributiéh

is not tractable (e.g., a Markov random field). Direct comagion is no longer possible. A simple
solution is to Gibbs sample each component of vegtar Suppose that under a Markov random
field modelH, the conditional probability! (¢.x| ¢} ) is simple to compute. Then, for anyc V/,

P(Gukl @i, z. Data) o< H(dur|di") ] FWuildun).

B 2yi=k

Computation of conditional density of data A major computational bottleneck in sampling
methods for the nHDP is the computation of conditional dessigiven by Eq.[(15) and_(1.8). In
generalg is very high dimensional, and integrating over H is intractable. However it is pos-
sible to exploit the structure df to alleviate this situation. As an exampleFifis conjugate td",
the computation of these conditionals can be achieved seddorm. Alternatively, it is speci-
fied as a graphical model where conditional independenaarggsons can be exploited, efficient
inference methods in graphical models can be brought todreaur computational problem.
Example 1. Suppose that the likelihood functioh is given by a Gaussian distribution, i.e.,
Yui|Ouwi ~ N (04, 0?) for all u, 7, and that the priof is conjugate, i.e.H is also a Gaussian distri-
bution: ¢, ~ N(u,, Xx). Due to conjugacy, the computations in Hq.J(18) are readiyiable in
closed forms. Specifically, the density in Eq.l(18) takesfttlewing expression:

. 1 C
Jok (Yui) = ( G eXp( —

1 2 1 —uil ~—1  —ui 1 —wil ~—1 . —ui
2m) 25, |Cy| Yui T stie Cratbpy — ke Crp™ ),

202 2 2
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Spatially varying mixture distributions Spatially varying mixture distributions

Locations u Locations u

Figure 3. Left: Data set A illustrates a simulated problem of trackpayticles organized into
clusters, which move in smooth paths. Right: Data set Btithtiss bifurcating trajectories. In both
cases, data are given not as trajectories, but only as thdivpoints denoted by circles at each

where .
-1 _ —1 H —ut —ut —ut
€

—ui — 1 . . T
[ :Ck+<2kll~%+§{"' Z yu/i/—l—yml[(uz:u’z’)~-~] ),

€ iz =k
1 . . 4 ,
c;'l="+ gdlag(n;};’, Mg ),
4 ! !

7/ —Joeny ! ;
iz =ku'i Fui

It is straightforward to obtain required expressions foF (y,), f. %e(yui), and f.o:(y,) — the
latter two quantities are given in the Appendix.

Example 2. If H is a chain-structured model, the conditional densitiesneefiby Eq.[(1B) are
not available in closed forms, but we can still obtain exachputation using an algorithm that is
akin to the well-known alpha-beta algorithm in the Hiddenrktew model (Rabiner, 1989). The
running time of such algorithm is proportional to the sizetloé graph (i.e.|V'|). For general
graphical models, one can apply a sum-product algorithmppraximate variational inference
methods|(Wainwright and Jordan, 2008).

5 [lllustrations

Simulation studies. We generate two data sets of spatially varying clusteredilptipns (see
Fig. 3 for illustrations). In both data sets, we $ét= {1,...,15}. For data set AKX = 5
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Posterior distributions of global cluster centers

Num of global clusters 1t S
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Figure 4. Data set A. Left: Posterior distribution of the number ofligbclusters. Right: Poste-
rior distributions of the global atoms. Dashed lines derb&emean curve and (.05,.95) credible
intervals.

Posterior distributions of global cluster centers

Num of global clusters

5
o 1 2 3 4 5 Locations u

Figure 5. Data set B. Left: Posterior distribution of the number oflglbclusters (atoms). Right:
Posterior distributions of the global atoms. Dashed linesote the mean curve and the (.05,.95)
credible intervals.

global factorse,, . . ., ¢5 are generated from a Gaussian process (GP). These glotmkfaco-
vide support for 15 spatially varying mixtures of normaltdisutions, each of which has 5 mixture
components. The likelihood'(6,;) is given by N (6,;,0%),0. = 0.1. For eachu we generated
independently 100 samples from the corresponding mix@es@mples from each mixture com-
ponents). Note that each circle in the figures denote a datplea This kind of data can be
encountered in tracking problems, where the samples adswriwith each covariate can be
viewed as a snapshot of the locations of moving particlesra pointu. The particles move in
clusters. They may switch clusters at any time, but the ifleation of each particle isot known
as they move from one time step to the next. The clusters thlggsmove in relatively smoother
paths. Moreover, the number of clusters is not known. It isntérest to estimate the cluster
centers, as well as their moving patlﬁsFor data set B, to illustrate the variation in the number
of local clusters at different locations, we generate a remab global factors that simulate the

SParticle-specific tracking is possible if the identity ofthpecific particle is maintained across snapshots.
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Posterior distributions of global cluster centers

Num of global clusters

= Locations u

Figure 6. Effects of vague prior fo{ results in weak identifiability of global clusters, evenlas t
local clusters are identified reasonably well.

Num of local clusters at loc=1 Num of local clusters at loc=3 Num of local clusters at loc=5

Num of local clusters at loc=8
10 1. 1

80| 50l 100 100
80| 80
60 60|
60| 60
40 40
40 40

20 20| 20| 20|

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

Num of local clusters at loc=10 Num of local clusters at loc=11 Num of local clusters at loc=13 Num of local clusters at loc=15

140| 140)
100 120|
120| 120)
100f 100
60 80) 80
60| 0|
40 i

40 40
20 20

Figure 7. Data set B: Posterior distribution of the number of locaktdus associating with different
group index (location):.

bifurcation behavior in a collection of longitudinal trajeries. Here a trajectory corresponds to a
global factor. Specifically, we sét = {1,...,15}. Starting atz = 1 there is one global factor,
which is a random draw from a relatively smooth GP with meamcfion p(u) = (,u, where
B, ~ Unif(—0.2,0.2) and the exponential covariance function parameterisedbyl, w = 0.05.
At u = 5, the global factor splits into two, with the second one alsanalependent draw from the
same GP, which is re-centered so that its value at 4 is the same as the value of the previous
global factor atu = 4. At © = 10, the second global factor splits once more in the same manner
These three global factors provide support for the locadtelts at eaclh € V. The likelihood
F(-]04) is given by a normal distribution with, = 0.2. At eachu we generated 30 independent
observations.

Although it is possible to perform clustering analysis fatalat each location, it is not clear
how to link these clusters across the locations, espegalgn that the number of clusters might be
different for differentu’s. The nHDP mixture model provides a natural solution ts fiioblem. It
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Progresterone hormone curves

Locations u

Figure 8: Progeresterone hormone curves.

Posterior distributions of global cluster centers o
Posterior distributions of global cluster centers

0 5 10 15 20 25 0 5 10 15 20 25
Locations u Locations u

Figure 9. Clustering results using the nHDP mixture model (Left), afé hybrid-DP
of |IPetrone et al. (2009) (Right). Mean and credible intenfl global clusters (in dashed lines)
are compared to sample mean curves of the contraceptive gnodi no contraceptive group in
black solid with square markers.

is fit for both data sets using essentially the same prioriipations. The concentration parameters
are given byy ~ Gammdb, .1) anda ~ Gamma20, 20). H is taken to be a mean-0 GP using
(o,w) = (1,0.01) for data set A, and1, 0.05) for data set B. The variance is endowed with
prior InvGammas, 1). The results of posterior inference (via MCMC sampling)oth data sets
are illustrated by Fid.14 and Figl 5. With both data sets, tmalmer global clusters are estimated
almost exactly (5 and 3, respectively, with probability90%). The evolution of the posterior
distributions on the number of local clusters for data se$ Biven in FigL7. In both data sets,
the local factors are accurately estimated (see Eigs. 4JanBds data set B, due to the varying
number of local clusters, there are regions dorspecifically the interval5, 10] where multiple
global factors alternate the role of supporting local @dustresulting in wider credible bands.

In Section B we discussed the implications of prior spedifica of the base measufé for
the identifiability of global factors. We have performed asavity analysis for data set A, and
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Figure 10. Pairwise comparison of individual hormone curves. Eachydantthe heatmap depicts
the posterior probability that the two curves share the sk clusters, averaged over a fixed
interval ([1,20] in the left, and [21,24] in the right figurig)the menstrual cycle.

Nurm of global clusters Num of local clusters at loc=5 Num of local clusters at loc=18 Num of local elusters at loc=22 Nurn of local clusters at loc=24
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Figure 11. The leftmost panel shows the posterior distribution of thenher of global clusters,
while remaining panels show the the number of local clusies®ciating with group index.

found that the inference for global factors is robust wheis set to be in.01,.1]. Forw = 0.5,

for instance, which implies that, are weakly dependent acrass, we are not able to identify the
desired global factors (see Fig. 6), despite the fact thet ifactors are still estimated reasonably
well.

The effects of prior specification fer. on the inference of global factors are somewhat similar
to the hybrid DP model: a smallet encourages higher numbers of and less smooth global curves
to expand the coverage of the function space (see Sec. [7.@uyied and Gelfand (2010)). Within
our context, the prior for, is relatively more robust than that efas discussed above. The prior
for concentration parameteris extremely robust while the priors far,’s are somewhat less. We
believe the reason for this robustness is due to the modefitige global factors in the second
stage of the nested hierarchy of DPs, and the inference #iesé factors has the effect of pooling
data from across the groups in the first stage. In practicaakesalla,’s to be equal to increase
the robustness of the associated prior.

Progesterone hormone clustering. We turn to a clustering analysis of Progesterone hormone
data. This data set records the natural logarithm of the gategone metabolite, measured by
urinary hormone assay, during a monthly cycle for 51 femalgexts. Each cycle ranges from -8
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Figure 12. Pairwise comparison of individual hormone curves usingiarid-DP (Petrone et al.,

2009). Each entry in the heatmap depicts the posterior pilitlyathat the two curves share the
samelocal clusters, averaged over a fixed interval ([1,20] in the kafid [21,24] in the right figure)

in the menstrual cycle.

to 15 (8 days pre-ovulation to 15 days post-ovulation). Véeiaterested in clustering the hormone
levels per day, and assessing the evolution over time. Walaceinterested in global clusters,
i.e., identifying global hormone pattern for the entire rtidy cycle and analyzing the effects on
contraception on the clustering patterns. See [Big. 8 foillimgtration and Brumback and Rice

(1998) for more details on the data set.

For prior specifications, we set~ Gamma5, 0.1), anda,, = 1 for all u. Leto, ~ InvGamma2, 1).
For H, we sety = 0, 0 = 1 andw = 0.05. It is found that the there are 2 global clusters with
probability close to 1. In addition, the mean estimate obglcclusters match very well with the
sample means from the two groups of women, a group of thosg esintraceptives and a group
that do not (see Fi@] 9). Examining the variations of locastgdrs, there is a significant probability
of having only one local cluster during the first 20 days. Bmdwday 21 and 24 the number of
local clusters is 2 with probability close to 1.

To elaborate the effects of contraception on the hormonaweh(the last 17 female subjects
are known to use contraception), a pairwise comparisorysisais performed. For every two
hormone curves, we estimate the posterior probability ttheyg share the same local cluster on a
given day, which is then averaged over days in a given inteivia found that the hormone levels
among these women are almost indistinguishable in the frsta®s (with the clustering-sharing
probabilities in the range ab%), but in the last 4 days, they are sharply separated into istmdt
regimes (with the clustering- sharing probability betwésntwo groups are dropped 36%).

We compare our approach to the hybrid Dirichlet processr{tlybP) approach (Petrone et al.,
2009;/Nguyen and Gelfand, 2010), perhaps the only existipgaach in the literature for joint
modeling of global and local clusters. The data are giverhéohybrid-DP as the replicates of
a random functional curve, whereas in our approach, suattiural identity information is not
used. In other words, for us only a collection of hormone leaeross different time points are
given (i.e., the subject ID of hormone levels are neitheeaéed nor matched with one another
across time points). For a sensible comparison, the samegpecification for base measuteof
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the global clusters were used for both approaches. Theemerresults are illustrated in Fid. 9.
A close look reveals that the global clusters obtained byhfteid-DP approach is less faithful
to the contraceptive/no contraceptive grouping than otitss can be explained by the fact that
hybrid-DP is a more complex model that directly specifieddleal cluster switching behavior for
functional curves. It is observed in this example that anviddal hormone curve tends to over-
switch the local cluster assignments tor> 20, resulting in significantly less contrasts between
the two group of women (see Fig.110 dnd 12). This is probabéyttie complexity of the hybrid-
DP, which can only be overcome with more data (see Propasificand 8 of Nguyen and Gelfand
(2010) for a theoretical analysis of this model’'s comphesihd posterior consistency). Finally, it
is also worth noting that the hybrid-DP approach practycadfuires the number of clusters to be
specified a priori (as in the so-calléehybrid-DP in Petrone et al. (2009)), while such informatio
is directly infered from data using the nHDP mixture.

6 Discussions

We have described a nonparametric approach to the infecdrgiebal clusters from locally dis-
tributed data. We proposed a nonparametric Bayesian soltdithis problem, by introducing the
nested Hierarchical Dirichlet process mixture model. Thizdel has the virtue of simultaneous
modeling of both local clusters and global clusters pregetihe data. The global clusters are
supported by a Dirichlet process, using a stochastic psogagsts base measure (centering distri-
bution). The local clusters are supported by the globaltetss Moreover, the local clusters are
randomly selected using another hierarchy of Dirichletcpsses. As a result, we obtain a col-
lection of local clusters which are spatially varying, waapatial dependency is regulated by an
underlying spatial or a graphical model. The canonical etspaf the nHDP (because of its use
of the Dirichlet processes) suggest straightforward esttgrs to accomodate richer behaviors us-
ing Poisson-Dirichlet processes (also known as the Pittifoarprocesses), where they have been
found to be particularly suitable for certain applicatipaad where our analysis and inference
methods can be easily adapted. It would also be interesticgrisider a multivariate version of
the nHDP model. Finally, the manner in which global and l@basters are combined in the nHDP
mixture model is suggestive of ways of direct and simultaisegiobal and local clustering for
various structured data types.

7 Appendix

7.1 Marginal approach to sampling

The Polya-urn characterization suggests a Gibbs samalgagithm to obtain posterior distribu-
tions of the local factorg,;’s and the global factorg,’s, by integrating out random measur@s
andG,’s. Rather than dealing with th,;’s and), directly, we shall sample index variablgs
andk; instead, becausg,;’s and1p,’s can be reconstructed from the index variables andtfie
This representation is generally thought to make the MCM@@eng more efficient. Thus, we
construct a Markov chain on the space{éfk}. Although the number of variables is in principle
unbounded, only finitely many are actually associated ta datl represented explicitly.
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A quantity that plays an important role in the computatiorconditional probabilities in this
approach is the conditional density of a selected collaaialata items, given the remaining data.
For a single observationth at locationu, define the conditional probability @f,; under a mixture
component,,, givent, k and all data items except;:

I F(Yuil dur) Hu’i’;éui;zu/i/:k F(ywi|dwn)H (@) dr,
f Hu’i’;éui;zu/i/:k F(yu’l"¢u’k)H<¢k)d¢k ‘

Similary, for a collection of observations of all dajg such that,; = ¢ for a chosert, which we
denote by vectoy,, let f, ¥*(y,) be the conditional probability @f, under the mixture component
¢, givent, k and all data items except.

Samplingt. Exploiting the exchangeability of thtg;’s within the group of observations indexed by
u, we treatt,; as the last variable being sampled in the group. To obtaicahéditional posterior
for t,;, we combine the conditional prior distribution foy; with the likelihood of generating
datay,;. Specifically, the prior probability that,; takes on a particular previously used vaiue
proportional ton,**, while the probability that it takes on a new vali&' = m, +1 is proportional
to a,. The likelihood due tay,; givent,; = ¢ for some previously usedis f " (y.;). Here,

k = k;. The likelihood fort,; = t"*"is calculated by integrating out the p055|ble valuek;ef:

fur " (Yui) = (18)

—ut qk —Yui 7 Yui
p(yuz|t tuz - tnew k Data) u (yuz) + —fu new(yuz) (19)
,; g+t g+t

wheref, Sei(yui) = [ F(yuildu) Hu(d,)d¢, is the prior density ofy,;. As a result, the conditional
distribution oft,; takes the form

Dt = t|t" k, Datd) o {n;t“i o (Yui) if ¢ previously used

‘ 20
(Yt b = 1K) i £ = oW, (20)

If the sampled value of,; is t"®", we need to obtain a sample igfex by sampling from Eql(19):

(21)

p(k new — l{j|t k_tnew Dat@ o qkf;;fym (yu2> if k preV|OUS|y used
t | | Vo) i k= ke

Sampling k. As with the local factors within each group, the global fastp,’s are also exchange-
able. Thus we can treat, for a chosert as the last variable sampled in the collection of global
factors. Note that changing index variableactually changes the mixture component membership
for relevant data items (across all groupghat are associated with,, the likelihood obtained by
settingk, = k is given by f, Y*(y,), wherey, denotes the vector of all dagg; such that,; = ¢.

So, the conditional probability fak; is:

o(ks = K[t k" Data) afr, Y (y,) if k previously used (22)
T Vwti(y)) i k= ke,

Wherefk,new yt me b=t yu2|¢u) (¢)d¢
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Sampling ofy and o. We follow the method of auxiliary variables developed bydsr and West
(1995) and Teh et al. (2006). Endowwith a Gamméa,, b,) prior. At each sampling step, we
drawn ~ Beta~ + 1, ¢.). Then the posterior of is can be obtained as a gamma mixture, which
can be expressed asGammda,, + K, b, —log(n)) + (1 — n,)Gammaa., + K — 1, b, —log(n)),
wherer., = (ay + K —1)/(ay, + K — 1+ ¢.(b, — log(n))). The procedure is the same for each
oy, With n,, andm,, playing the role of;. and K, respectively. Alternatively, one can force al|

to be equal and endow it with a gamma prior, as in Tehlet al.gR00
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