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Abstract

We consider the problem of clustering grouped and functidata, which are indexed by
a covariate, and assessing the dependency of the clustengasgn the covariate. We assume
that each observation within a group is a draw from a mixtuoeleh The mixture components
and the number of such components can change with the cyasiad are assumed to be
unknown a priori. In addition to learning the “local” clustewithin each group we also assume
the existence of “global clusters” indexed over the covar@omain when the observations
across the groups are jointly analyzed. The number of glolskers is also unknown and
to be inferred from the data. We propose a honparametric dayesolution to this problem,
reposing on the theory of dependent Dirichlet processegrevthe dependency among the
Dirichlet processes is regulated by a spatial or a graphicadel distribution indexed by the
covariate. Our proposed model, which we refer to as the geabbirichlet process mixture,
is capable of joint modeling and inference of both global bowél clusters in a flexible and
computationally efficient manner. The global clusters angpsrted by a Dirichlet process,
while the local clusters are randomly selected using amdtiegarchy of Dirichlet processes.
We provide an analysis of the model properties, includingickbreaking and a Polya-urn
scheme characterization. The graphical and spatial depegdare investigated, along with
a discussion of the model identifiability. We present MCM@péing methods, and discuss
the computational implications of using a spatial or a giegdhmodel distribution as the base
measure in our model. Finally, the model behavior and imiegealgorithm are demonstrated
by several data examples, including a clustering analyslseoprogesterone hormone data.

Keywords: local clustering, global clustering, mixture models, nargmetric Bayes, Dirich-
let process, Gaussian process, graphical model, spapahdence, Markov chain Monte Carlo,
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1 Introduction

A common and useful practice in statistics is that of sepagabtbservations into groups (pop-
ulations) indexed by some covariate and analyzing theioalshiip among the groups via their
dependence on the covariate information. A particulauytfinl characterization of grouped data
is the use of mixture distributions to describe the popatatiin terms of clusters of similar behav-
iors. It is of interest to not only cluster the observationthim each group, but to also assess how
these “local” clusters are related, shared and change —enseghat needs to be made precise —
as the covariate varies across different groups.

As an example that motivates our work, consider the progastehormone behaviors in a
group of women during their monthly menstrual cycles. At @aynt during a monthly cycle,
the hormone levels are expected to be clustered into typat@viors. Such local clusters evolve
throughout the monthly cycle. Moreover, the effects of flmesontraceptive use add another layer
of variation. Individuals that use contraceptives may hgeeerally distinct hormone behaviors
compared to those that do not, suggesting potential existefi‘global” clusters. A global cluster
in this case is a monthly hormone curve represented by “&pigoman, while in general each
individual hormone curve could be considered as a hybridectinat select values from any of
typical hormone curves at any time point during the montlyisie. In this example, the covariate
indexes the time during the monthly cycle. In general, theadate needs not encode spatial or
temporal information, and the observations from differgnoiups can be of different data types.

In this paper we explore a model-based approach to clugtefigrouped data and functional
data. The data are subdivided into a collection of groupsexad by a covariate € V, where
V is a set of group indices. Within each group we wish to find lletasters that capture latent
structure in the data. The number of clusters within eachigise unknown and could vary from
one group to another. Between the groups we wish to find howltister centers may also vary.
In particular, we are also interested in the emergence dfajjldusters indexed ovér, clusters
those that are formed when observations are viewed joiotlyss the groups.

Because the number of clusters is assumed to be unknowryralngpproach to this problem,
also the one that we pursue, is a nonparametric Bayesiaoagpbased on Dirichlet processes
and their variants. A Dirichlet process DR, G,) defines a distribution on (random) probabil-
ity measures, where, is called the concentration parameter, and paranigietenotes the base
probability measure or centering distribution (Fergud®¥,3). A random draws from the Dirich-
let process (DP) is a discrete measure (with probabilityvhich admits the well-known “stick-
breaking” representation (Sethuraman, 1994):

G=> mdy,, (1)
k=1

where the¢,’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 nfindeand learning of clustered data.
The basic idea is to use the DP as a prior on the mixture conmp®mea mixture model, where
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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 (1@l subsequentially developed by
a number of authors (.o, 1984; Escobar and West, |1995; Mdeaand Muller, 1998).

Suppose that each group of data is modeled using a mixingbdison ,,, which is dis-
tributed according to a Dirichlet process RR, Gy,,). Many authors have considered ways
of introducing dependencies among the multiple DPs viasliaknong parameters, and Gy,
(e.g., Cifarelli and Regazzini (1978); Muliere and Petr{@##93); Mallick and Walker (1997); Tomlinson
(1998); Kleinman and Ibrahim (1998); MacEachern (1999ypGaand Parmigiani (2002); Muller et/al.
(2004); Delorio et al. (2004); Ishwaran and James (200Inlifson and Escobar (2003); Teh et al.
(2006); Sudderth et al. (2008); Kim and Smyth (2007)). A canritheme among the such propos-
als is to utilize the Bayesian hierarchical modeling fraragkywhere the parameters are linked by
introducing a Bayesian hierarchy in which the parametersaasumed conditionally independent
draws from a probability distribution.

We highlight an elegant approach by Teh et al (2006), who gseg a fully nonparametric
hierarchical framework for linking multiple DP mixtures.o Tink among theG,,, they assume
that G, |ag, Go ~ DP(ag, Gy). Moreover, the base probabily measuigis also random, and is
distributed according to another D&y|vy, H ~ DP(v, H). Because&x, is a discrete probability
measure with probability 1, the specification 18,’s implies that that the&~,’s share the same
set of atoms that defin€,. This explicitly allows the different groups to share thengaset of
mixture components, while the mixture weights vary acrégsgroups. In contrast to Teh et al.
(2006) we are interested in modeling the linkage among tbepg via their explicit dependence
on the covariate: while relaxing the assumption of exchangeability betwe@ups.

In parametric modeling for multivariate data, a customasthnd to characterize complex
dependency among a group of variables is via a spatialloiston (process), assuming thaen-
codes spatial information and that the group-specificibtigtions are spatially dependent (Cressie,
1993; Banerjee et al., 2004). More generallypeeds not represent spatial information, and dif-
ferent groups have observations of different data typeg,(@omains and cardinalities). In such
scenarios, a versatile modeling method is via graphicaletsoddlauritzen, 1996; Whittaker, 2009;
Jordan, 2004). A graphical model represents a class of pootiability distributions for a given
collection of random variables indexed by a graph, and isattarized in terms of conditional
independence relations given by the graph’s structure. ebaar, graphical models with sparse
graphical structure have the virtue of dimensionality i, thereby facilitating improved com-
putational efficiency of inference (Jordan, 2004). Techllycwe wish to link together a collection
of (infinite dimensional) random probability measures irmaalogous manner in which a spatial or
a graphical model links together a collection of (finite dmei®nal) random variables. Regardless
of our technical tools to be employed, there are a number afefirg issues that play the central
roles in determining the modeling strategy. For instanagwldo the atoms (local clusters) across
groups vary along with the covariat® How do the weights associating with mixture components
vary with«? How are the atoms across groups shared, given that the nofrdiems may change
across different groups? What are the roles for global etasvhen agregating data across the



groups? What is the relationship between local clustergybotzhl clusters present in the model?

In one of the first papers that introduced spatially varyiagd( correlating) mixture distribu-
tions, Gelfand et all (2005) proposed a random distribubieer a population of functional data.
Their spatial Dirichlet process (SDP) model employs a Digtprocess using a Gaussian process
as the base measure. The model is in effect an infinite mixtu€@aussian process realizations,
which yields a collection of marginal distributioids,’s indexed by location: in the spatial do-
main. These DP-distributed, are spatially varying, because the atoms across locaticare
formed by random draws from the Gaussian process. Howédwedistributions at each share
the same weight vectors,, and the posterior distributions at eactyenerally support the same
number of clusters. Thus, Gelfand et al's modeling appraagiports only the notion of global
clustering for functional data, but it cannot account fag tariation, say, in the number of local
clusters across the index dét

In this paper we offer a simple solution to the modeling ofrbglobal clusters and spatially
varying local clusters, reposing on several elementgetilin the described modeling frameworks
of |Gelfand et al.[(2005) and Teh et al. (2006). The proposedetis easy to describe: For each
group indexed by:, we assume that, ~ DP(«,, Q.), where@, is a base measure for the DP
associated with:.. To link the Q,’s together, we let), be the marginal distribution at of a
stochastic proces3 indexed byu € V. We force(Q to be discrete and yet have broad support, by
assuming thaf) is a random draw from a Dirichlet process @PH). To induce the dependence
on the covariate: € V, H is taken to be a spatial process indexed:by V', or more generally a
graphical model defined on the collection of variables imdkely V. In summary, we obtain the
following hierarchical specification:

Q|v, H ~ DP(v, H)
Gulow, Q ~ DP(ay, @Q,) foreachu € V, (2)

which we shall refer to as a graphical Dirichlet process (EDP

The GDP can be viewed as specific instance of a very genena¢Wwark for dependent Dirich-
let processes outlined by MacEachern (1999) and MacEaehein(2001). In this framework the
random variables;, and¢,. in (1) are general stochastic processes indexadby/. Thatis, each
G, can be written as (using modified notations):

00
Gu == Z Wuké%k .
k=1

There are a number of recent work that proposed spatialiyn@mixture models, mainly starting
from the stick-breaking representation given above. @rdfid Steel (2006) proposed the Order-
based dependent Dirichlet processes, which incorporatggpendence af,;,. onu by introducing

a random permutation process indexedubyg V. This permutation process is used to define the
weightsr,,, thereby inducing their dependence on |Dunson and Park (2008) proposed the
Kernel stick breaking processes, wherg’s are also dependent an This is achieved by using an
(typically) exponential kernel function to parameterizg, so that nearby locations have similar
weights with high probability. These works do not suppo# tiotion of global clustering, and
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as we shall see, the kinds of spatial dependency in theselsna@every different from the GDP
mixture model.

Spatially varying mixture models, especially those agsmnonparametric Bayesian literature
are typically motivated from applications to functionatal@Duan et al|, 2007; Rasmussen and Ghahramani,
2002;| Petrone et al., 2009; Rodriguez etial., 2009; Duns608;2Nguyen and Gelfand, 2009).
These proposed models for functional data have a desiréaréethat the marginal distributions
at each location, are spatially correlated. On the other hand, they are sogmfiy more com-
plex in behavior and more computationally demanding thadetsofor dependent measures such
those proposed hy Dunson and Park (2008); Griffin and|St&6k(2 and our proposed GDP. This
is due to the fact that models for functional data specifyradoan distribution for a collection
of functions (e.g., curves or surfaces). For instance, énnlodeling frameworks of Duan et al.
(2007); Rasmussen and Ghahramani (2002); Petrone et 80)20random curve can be viewed
as a hybrid curve, which takes in different mixture compds@ssociating with different “canon-
ical” curves in different locations. These works offer wafsspecifying a prior distribution that
encourages the spatial dependency of the mixture compassiginment at neighboring locations.
If the individual function are expected to admit a high prioibity of mixture component switching
as it goes from one location to another neighboring locatiecorresponding prior needs to have
a broad support for arbitrarily non-smooth functions. Tésuftant models are complex, requiring
a large amount of data to fit and generally incuring expenaimeunt of computations. These
points were illustrated by Nguyen and Gelfand (2009), whesented an identifiability and poste-
rior consistency analysis for one such model. As a resulipaggh motivated by local clustering
aspects in data, the majority of proposed models mentiobedesfocused mainly on the interpo-
lation and prediction aspects of the functional data amgly®t on the learning of the clusters per
se.

Indeed, the most distinctive aspect that distinguishes &R the existing works mentioned
above is that it provides a simple and in our view computatilgrattractive solution to the mod-
eling of both global and local clusters present in the datehé first stage, the Dirichlet process
using a high-dimensional base measure provides suppagtdbal atoms, which in turn provide
support forlocal atoms for multiple groups in the second stage. A global atom is éiza#on
from the high-dimensional base measufe In particular, the DP associating with each group
in the second stage randomly selects the correspondingptré global atoms. The resultant
distributions over the local atoms have a number of interggiroperties: Mixture distributions
associating with different locations may use the suppamfdifferent subsets of global atoms.
Not only could different groups have different number ofdbatoms (i.e., local clusters), the base
measurd{ induces the desired dependency so that similar groups ésutiose indexed by nearby
locations) are more likely to share the same global atonwbédliclusters), thereby having more
similar local clusters. The role of global atoms in the uhdeg global clusters is also flexible:
each global atom could be viewed as providing a center of agiduster, but it is not necessary
that all components of a global factor vector contributeshyeport for such global cluster centers.
All these properties shall be illustrated and quantifiechim main sections of the paper. See, for
instance, Figurgl2 for an illustration on the relationstepAeen local clusters and global clusters.

Combining aspects of global and local clustering within mg# modeling framework has



proved to be a challenging exercise, as evidenced in egigtimks of Duan et al. (2007); Petrone et al.
(2009); Nguyen and Gelfand (2009) for functional data asialyAlthough the proposed models in
these works can represent both global and local clustergaimplexity of the models requires that

in practice the number of local clusters has to be specifiéop We argue that if there is a high
probability of switching among mixture components for eawtividual curve as one moves from
one locationu to another, then it is no longer beneficial to model distitrufor individual curves
explicitly, due to the model complexity and potentially ammous behavior of the prior. On the
other hand, our model is particularly suitable for suchatitins, because we bypass the modeling
of individual functional curves, focusing instead on thed®king of the underlying global clusters
and the random selection of local clusters within each grodpxed byu.

When applied to sequential data (e.g., temporal data), odehoffers a fundamentally differ-
ent approach from several existing works on the infinite @rdéllarkov models (iIHMM)/(Beal et al.,
2002; Teh et ali, 2006; Fox et al., 2009). Although the iHMNh edso represent the evolution of
spatially varying clusters, our model is arguably more fixias it is not restricted to a discrete
index spacé’/, nor is it required to satisfy the Markov properties inheériarthe iHMM. We must
also mention a recent paper on hyper Dirichlet processeaH2009), which can be viewed as a
graphical models of the DP’s. The hyper DPs have some sityilaith the SDP of Gelfand et al.
(2005), although it is a more restrictive class of modelsrmavather stringent conditions on the
base measure.

As described above, our proposed model owes several elgineitd construction to two key
modeling ideas that have been quite influential in the reliiemature of nonparametric Bayesian
modeling using Dirichlet processes. The first element, etédied by Gelfand et al (2005), is the
“nesting” of a stochastic process as the base measure faicBt process to induce dependency
on the covariates. The second element is the “sharing” ofuréxcomponents by allowing the base
measure of the Dirichlet process to be discrete. This iseaekli by taking a fully nonparametric
hierarchical approach advocated by Teh and Jordan (20b@)pioposed GDP model can in turn
be viewed as a nontrivial generalization of both the SDP dfaBd et al, and the HDP of Teh et al.
As we shall demonstrate in this paper, the GDP possessestastially rich range of behaviors
that are particularly conductive to the simultaneous madebf global and local clustering that
most of the existing works are not well equipped for.

To clarify on the connections to both the HDP and the SDP, asgphat the distributiof is
“collapsed” to a distribution of a single elemef), by insisting that), = ¢, for all v € V. Then,
the Dirichlet processe&’,’'s become iid conditionally o). The resultant model is exactly the
HDP. This generalization, in our view, is significant in bdeaing the richness and applicability
of the hierarchical nonparametric framework, by fusing ithwexisting multivariate stochastic
models for representing complex dependency in high dinoeasdata. Turning to the connection
to the SDP, if we let the concentration parameteys— oo for all w € V, each DP realization
G, tends toQ, in distribution. The resultant model can be viewed as the. $DRddition, our
choice of allowing the base measuieto be an arbitrary graphical model rather than a standard
spatial process (such as the Gaussian process in the SDRaigaaon of the same theme, but
one that can significantly extend the applicability of theted framework to problems beyond the
domain of spatial statistics, and that allows us to potéptiaprove the computational efficiency



of inference, by exploiting the rich literature on compigaal methods that have been developed
for probabilistic graphical models in recent years.

In summary, the graphical Dirichlet process that we progostcal and global clustering of
grouped data and functional data can be viewed as a canexaalple of a dependency model for
multiple (and possibly infinite number of) Dirichlet proses, whose dependency is regulated by
a multivariate distribution or a stochastic process. lblaes a Bayesian hierarchy where the base
measures for a collection of Dirichlet processes are malgof a a stochastic process, which itself
is distributed according to a Dirichlet process. Becausdtnichlet process can be expressed in a
number of equivalent constructions, including the stickaking representation and the Pélya urn
sampling scheme, this suggests straightforward extessibthe model along different directions
that each of these distinct representations can offer tieaelfar richer model behaviors.

The paper outline is as follows. Sectign 2 provides a desonf the GDP mixture model,
starting with a brief background on the DP mixture in sec@ah, while the model definition is
given in sectior_2]3. Sectidd 3 explores the GDP mixture imerdetail. It includes a stick-
breaking characterization in section]3.1, an analysisefitiderlying graphical and spatial depen-
dency in sectiofh 312, a Polya-urn sampling charactedmati sectior 3.3, which also illuminates
the roles of global and local clusters captured by the modék issue of model identifiability
is discussed in sectidn 3.4. The alternative representatiothe previous sections are crucial in
paving way for our presentation of inference methods forGRM¥® in Section ¥. In particular, we
describe two MCMC sampling methods: The marginal approactectior 4.1 exploits the Polya
urn characterization, which allows us to integrate outdbilét process random measures, as well
as the base measure in the model. The conditional approastiioi 4.B exploits the the stick-
breaking reprepresentation and resorts to sampling paeasnender such representation. In both
approaches, the implications of using either a spatial aaptgcal model as our centering distri-
bution are discussed in detail. Sectidn 5 presents seugralieent results. Section 6 concludes
the paper. Some additional details are included in the Apipgen

2 Model formalization

2.1 Dirichlet process mixture

This section provides a brief background of the Dirichletqass. The notations introduced in this
section only serve the background purposes, and are indepefrom the remaining sections in
the paper. Let®, B, Gy) be a probability space, and, > 0. A Dirichlet process DRy, Gy)
is defined to be the distribution of a random probability nueas: over (©, B) such that, for any
finite measurable partitio, . . ., A,) of ©, the random vectqiG(A,), ..., G(A,)) is distributed
as a finite dimensional Dirichlet distribution with paragrst oGy (A1), . .., aeGo(4,)).

Dirichlet processes were introduced by Ferguson (1973) proved its existence and also
showed that probability measures drawn from a Dirichletpss are discrete with probability one.
This property is made explicit in th&ick-breaking construction due to Sethuraman (1994), who



showed that a random measuralistributed by DRy, G) has the representation:

G=> mdy,,
k=1

where(¢; )52, are iid draws fronty,,, andd,, denotes an atomic probability measure concentrated
at atom¢y. The sequence = ()72, are refered to as “stick-breaking” weights, and can be
expressed in terms of independent beta variabtgs= =}, []/—,'(1 — «}), where(x});, are iid
draws from Betél, ay).

Note thatw satisfies) /)~ , m, = 1 with probability one, and can be viewed as a random
probabity measure on the positive integers. For notatiooenience, we writer ~ GEM(ay),
following Pittman (2002).

Another useful viewpoint for the Dirichlet process is giveynthe Polya urn scheme, which
shows that draws from the Dirichlet process are both disaet exhibit a clustering property.
From a computational perspective, the Pblya urn scheméda® a method for sampling from
the random distributiord~, by integrating out’z. More concretely, let atomg,, 6, ... are iid
random variables distributed accordingd@o Becaus&= is random gy, 05, ... are exchangeable.
Blackwell and MacQueen (1973) showed that the conditiorsatidution of6; givené,, ..., 0; 1
has the following form:

i—1

[Gi\ﬁl, .. -,ei—ha(]u GO] ~ Z

=1

1 (7))
i—1+oz059l +i—1+a0G0'
This expression shows th@gthas a positive probability of being equal to one of the presidraws
01,...,0,_1. Moreover, the more often an atom is drawn, the more likeiy b be drawn in the
future, suggesting a clustering property induced by thdoanmeasuré;.
A Dirichlet process mixture model utilizes as the prior on the mixture componeéhtCom-
bining with a likelihood functionP(y|0) = F'(#), the DP mixture model is given as:

yz‘|9z‘ ~ F(Qi)~ (3)

Such mixture models have been studied in the pioneering wbrkntoniak (1974) and subse-
guentially by a number of authors (Lo, 1984; Escobar and We&85; MacEachern and Muller,
1998), and provide the basis for the graphical Dirichletpss mixtures that we will introduce in
the sequel.

2.2 Setting and notations

We are interested in problems where the observations aeniaeyl into groups. Although the
observations within each group are assumed to be exchdegehé groups are not. In fact,
the groups are indexed by a covariatec V, whereV is a set of indices. To be precise, let
Yul, Yu2, - - - » Yun, D€ the observations obtained within groupAssuming that each observation is
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drawn independently from a mixture model, and that theren#dure component associated with
each observation.

Let (©, B) be a measurable space, whére= [] ., ©.. Letd,; € ©, denote the parameter
specifying the mixture component associated with We will refer to the variables,; aslocal
factorsindexed by covariate. Let F'(6,;) denote the distribution of observatigg given the local
factord,;. LetG, denote a prior distribution for the local factdrs,; )32 ,. We assume that the local
factorsf,;’s are conditionally independent givén,. As a result we have the following model:

In the sequel we shall also encounter the notioglolbal factors, which are denoted bg and
1. These are high dimensional vector (or function) whose aomepts are indexed by covariate
That is,¢ = (¢u)uev, andy = (¥, )uev- TO be clear, we always usdo denote the numbering
index ford, (so we havéd,;). We always use andk to denote the number index for instances of
i’s and¢’s, respectively (e.gsp, and¢,). The elements of a vectay, and a¢, are denoted by
¥, ande,,;,.. We may also use lettetsandw besideu to denote the group indices.

2.3 Graphical Dirichlet process mixtures

We would like to link together the collection of mixture dibutionsG,, using a dependency that
can be described in terms of the covariate V. In some applications, may describe the spatial
information of the groups, and one could envision the spdépendency among the groups. For
instance,lV C R", for some natural numbet, and the groups at nearby locatioms= V'’s are
expected to have similar clustering behavior. In otheriappbns,V could be viewed as a finite
collection of nodes in a graph, which is endowed with a cdilbecof indirected edge#. The
groups indexed by € V possess conditional independence relations as specifigdappical
model(V, E). Thus the spatial dependency or graphical dependency cdadogibed by placing
a spatial or graphical model distribution on the collectidivariables indexed by, respectively.
Regardless of this modeling detail, we shall often refehtogroup index: as a location, and use
the terms “spatial” and “graphical” model interchangeably

Let ) be a distribution for random vecter = (¢, : v € V') whose components are indexed
byu € V. Let @, denote the induced marginal distributiongf. Our model posits that for each
u €V, G, is arandom measure distributed as a Dirichlet process witicentration parameter
o, and base probability measutg:

Gu|au7 Q ~ DP(aua Qu)

The distributionz, varies around the centering distributi@r, with the amount of variability
given by «,. Conditioning on@, the G,’s are independent with spatially varying meaps.
The probability measur€ is random, and distributed as a Dirichlet process with cotraéon
parametery and base probability measuf&

Q|y,H ~ DP(v, H).
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In summary, collecting the above specifications give us gamametric Bayesian model for
graphically and/or spatially dependent Dirichlet processtures, which we term thgraphical
Dirichlet process mixture model:

Qv,H ~ DP(y, H).
Gulay, @@ ~ DP(ay,Q.), forallu eV
0.i|G. ~ G, forall u,i

YuilOui ~ F(0,;) forall u, .

The hyperparameters for the graphical Dirichlet processist of the base line probability
measured, and the concentration parameteranda,; u € V. Although it is possible to envision
a spatial or a graphical model prior ¢, : uw € V), in this paper, we shall place independent
gamma priors oy and thex,’s, following|Escobar and West (1995). The baselih@rovides the
prior distribution for what we refer to agiobal factors¢p = (¢, : v € V). The distribution)
varies around prio#, with the amount of variability is governed by Moreover,( is discrete
with probability 1, which can be represented in terms of mattate atoms that are independent
draws fromH.

The global and the local factors provide distinct represons for both global clusters and
local clusters that we envision being present in data. Ltazbrs provide the support for local
cluster centers at each As we shall see, these local clusters are spatially vaif@ang correlated).
The global factors in turn provide the support for the lo¢asters, but they also provide the support
for global cluster centers in the data, when observatiomsaggregated across different groups.

Throughout the paper we shall elaborate on the statistimhtamputational properties of the
GDP model by considering the following two specific examptgshe base measuré.

Example 1 (Spatial modelH). Suppose that the observations are collected over a geagahph
areal/ C R", for some natural number A customary choice of spatial prior distributiéh that
works well for many application is a Gaussian process giwea imean function, : V' — R and a
covariance functiop : V' x V — R (Cressie, 1993; Banerjee et al., 2004). Restricting tatiooa
where observations are available, we obtain that ufieep ~ N(u, 3) for some mean vector
p and covariance matri¥. As we shall see, it is simple to incorporate spatial stnectato a
Gaussian distribution specification by parameterizingaheariance functiop using a metric in
V.

Example 2 (Graphical model H). Graphical models (also known as Markov random fields for
undirected graphs) offer a far richer class of probabilistributions for high dimensional data,
along with computationally efficient methods for statiatimferencel(Lauritzen, 1996; Whittaker,
2009; Jordan, 2004). Suppokes a finite collection of nodes in a graph, £), whereFE denotes
the the collection of undirected edges that connect pair®dés in the graph. A graphical model
distribution H for ¢ = (¢, : u € V) is a probability distribution satisfying the conditional
independence relations: F@r~ H, ¢, L ¢,|¢p,, v € N(u), whereN (u) denotes the set af's
neighbors given by the graph. If the underlying graph is-gteactured (i.e., there is a single path
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connecting every pair of nodes in the graph), then the jawbability distribution undeH admits
a specially simple representation:

i yer P(Gu 0| H)

The conditional independence relations specified by thgthgeal structure imposes a degree of
dimensionality reduction in the space of probability disitions, and more crucially, they facilitate
a wide array of computationally efficience inference altijonis which exploit the sparse structure
of the graphi(Lauritzen, 1996; Jordan, 2004).

p(o|H) =

3 Model properties

3.1 Stick-breaking representation

Given that the multivariate base meas@res distributed as a Dirichlet process, it can be expressed
using a stick-breaking representation:

Q=>_ Bilg,.
k=1

Each atomp,, is multivariate and denoted by, = (¢ur : v € V). The¢,’s are independent
draws fromH, andg8 = (6x)72, ~ GEM(v). The¢,’s and3 are mutually independent. The
marginal induced by) at each locatiom € V' is:

Qu=Y_ Bilo,,. 4)
k=1

Since eachy),, has support at the point®.:)7,, eachG, necessarily has support at these
points as well, and can be written as:

Gu=_ Turds,. (5)
k=1

Let 7, = (muw)i>,. SinceG,’s are independent give®), the weightsr,’s are independent
givenj. Following an argument of Teh et al (2006) it is possible towiethe relationship between
m,'S and the global weight8. In particular, if H is non-atomic, it is necessary and sufficient for
G, defined by Eq.(5) satisfigs, ~ DP(«,(Q,,) that the following holds:

7, ~ DP(ay, 5).

Here, we interpretr, andg3 as probability measures on the set of positive integerH. if atomic,
the above relationship is sufficient, but not necessary.
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The relationship betweem, and3 can be made more explicit. Recall that the stick-breaking
representation for Dirichlet processes defines the vasdhls as follows:

k—1

B =6, J[(1—8) wheres; ~ Beta1,).

=1
For the weightsr,;’s, we have:

k-1 k
Tuk = Ty, H(l — ) wheren!, ~ Betaa, B, a, (1 — Zﬁl))
=1

=1

In sum, we obtain an equivalent representation of the gecaplirichlet process mixtures in
terms of the atom and weight variables. As in the Dirichlaigess mixture model, since each
local factord,,; is distributed according té&/,,, it takes on the value,, with probability 7. Let
2y € {1,2,...} be the indicator variable such thgt = ¢,.,,). The model can be expressed as
follows:

Bly ~ GEM(y)
mu|aw, B ~ DP(ay, B)

¢k:(¢uku€V)NH

From the stick-breaking representation, the global facter, ), provide the support for the
global cluster centers that underlie the data aggregatedsac< V. Probability measuré is the
random distribution over such global factors. Probabititgasures-,’s provide the distribution
for the local factors, which play the role of centers for thedl clusters at each locatian

3.2 Graphical and spatial dependency

This section explores the statistical dependency betwaechl2t processes:, for u € V. Fig-
ure[1(left) depicts a graphical model representation ofGB¥ where each unshaded node in the
graph is associated with a random distribution. Figureghjidepicts a graphical model for the
GDP represented in terms of weights and atoms. To avoicecingt, we exclude the observations
yui'S from the illustrations.

We shall consider specific examples of the base mealurdn the first exampleH is a
distribution given by a graphical model governed by cowodiéil independence specifications. In
the second examplé] is a spatial distribution on a spatial domain

Example 1 (Graphical model H). For concreteness, we consider a graphical métef three
variablesy,,, ¢.,, ¢, which are associated with three locatiens, w € V. Moreover, the graphical
model is chain-structured in the orderingwofv, w so that unde#?, there holds), L ¢,|¢..

12
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Figure 1. Left: The GDP is depicted as a graphical model, where eadhadlesl nodes represent a
random distribution. Right: A graphical model represdntabf the GDP using the stick-breaking
parameterization.

Let ¢ = (v, %y, ¥,,) be a random draw frond). Becaused) is distributed as a Dirichlet
process with base measukg v takes values among the global factégs,)q> ,, which are iid
draws fromH. Thus,

Yu L Yy thy.

It also follows directly from the definition of Dirichlet poesses that at each locatiore V/,
the marginal distributiord),, of variablet, is random andy, |y, H ~ DP(~, H,). Moreover, in
general the),’'s are mutually dependent regardless of any independetetgores thati/ might
confer.

This fact can be easily seen from EQlL (4). With probabilityall ,(),,'s share the samg. It
follows that@, L Q.,|Q.,3. Becauses3 is random, the conditional independence relation no
longer holds amon@.,, Q.,, @, in generﬂ. At first, this seems to be an unwelcoming feature, at
least from a computational standpoint. However, as we sfeblorate in Sectidn 4, our inference
method does not involve these random meas@Gitgsdirectly. Rather, itis possible to do inference
directly on the space of atongss, v's andd,’s for all v € V, where the independence relations
inherited fromH can provide significant computational savings. From a modeitandpoint, the
dependency among tldg,’s is actually quite natural for our purpose,@provides the distribution
for the global factors associated with global clustering.

Turning now to distributiong-, for each local factorg,, we note that7,, G, G,, are inde-
pendent giverd). Moreover, for eachy € V, the support of7, is the same as that @j, (i.e.,0,;
fori = 1,2,... take value amon@y,;)2,). Integrating over the randod, for any measurable

'Heinz (2009) explores stringent conditions frunder which the conditional independence relations castto
hold, e.9.Q. L Qu|Q,.
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partition A C ©,, there holds:

E[G.(A)|H] = E[E[G.(A)|QIH] = E[Qu(A)|H] = Hu(A). (7)

In summary, we have shown that the conditional independesiagons confered by the base
measured are inheritted by distributiop on global factorg). The)’s take values in the set of
(1), ~ H. Moreover, the global factorg ~ () provide the support set for the local factors
¢,’s at eachu € V. The prior mean of the local factors’s are also derived from the prior mean
of the global factors.

Example 2 (Spatial modelH). To quantify more detailed dependency among the Dirichlet mi
tures for different groups < V/, in the following we shall endow the global facta@bsvith a spatial
prior distributionH. LetV C R". H is taken to be a second-order stochastic process indexed by
v € V. A customary choice fofl is a Gaussian process. In effect, we have a prior distributio
ong = (¢, : u € V) with meanu = (u, : v € V), and covariance matrix whose entries take a
standard exponential form(u, v) = 0% exp —{wl||u—v||}. LetX be the corresponding covariance
matrix for ¢ ~ H. (The spatial prior just described can of course be viewedgraphical model,
whose associated graph is completely connected.)

As before, global factog) = (v, : w € V') is a random draw fromy), which inherits the spatial
dependency given b¥ . In particular,z) is a Gaussian vector with meanand covariance matrix
3.. Moreover, theyy,’s provide support for Dirichlet process mixtufg, at each locatiom € V.
For any measurable partitioh C ©,, we also have the property expressed by EQ. (7). We are
interested in expressions for variation and correlatiomsnees. Bringing in another measurable
partitonB C ©,, let H,,(A, B) := p(¢, € A, ¢, € B|H). For the weight vecto8 ~ GEM(~),
we define

—Ezﬁk 7+1

Applying stick-breaking representation in Elﬁ]. (4), it impie to derive that:

E[Qu(A)Qu(B)|H] = g(7)Huw(A, B)+ (1 —g(v))Hu(A)H,(B)
E[Qu(A?|H] = g(7)Hu(A) + (1= g(7))Hu(A)
Cov(Qu(A), Qu(B)IH) = g(v)(Huw(A, B) — H,(A)H,(B))

Var(Qu(A)|H) = g(v)(Hu(A) — Hu(A)?),

so that for any pair of distinct locatioris, v), there holds:

Cov(Qu(A), Qu(B)|H)
Var(Qu(A )\H)1/2\/'éuf(62v(3)IH)”2
(Huw(A, B) — H,(A)H,(B))
(Hu(A) = H,(A)*)'2(Hy(B) — H,(B)?)'/*

(

Corr(Qu(A), Qu(B))

(8)

It is worth noting that the expected correlation betwégriA) and @, (B) depends only on
base measuré/, and not on concentration parameter For any pair of locations,v € V,
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if ||u— v|]] — oo, it follows that p(u,v) = Cov(¢u, ¢,|/H) — 0. Due to standard proper-
ties of Gaussian variables,, and ¢, become less dependent of each other, &id(A, B) —
H,(A)H,(B) — 0, so thatCorr(Q,(A), Q,(B)) — 0. On the other hand, let if — v, we obtain
thatCorr(Q.(A), @,(A)) — 1, as desired.

Turning to distributiong,,’s for the local factors, we have

E[Gu(A)Gy(B)|H] = E[E[G.(A)Gy(B)|Q]|H] = E[Q.(A)Qu(B)|H],

where the second equality is due to the fact thatl. G, |@. As derived above, this expression de-
pends only on base measuieand the (global) concentration parametetHowever, the variation
at each locatiom: depends on both and«, (along withH). Letg(a,) = 1/(c, + 1). Because
G.|Q ~ DP(ay,, Q.), as before we have:

E[G.(A)|Q] = Qu(A)
Var(Gu(A)|Q) = g(0w)(Qu(A4) — Qu(A)?),

so that,

Var(G,(A)|H) = E[Var(G.(A)|Q)|H] + Var(E[G.(A)|Q]|H)
= g(aw)(Hu(A) — E[Qu(A)?|H]) + Var(Q.(A)|H)
= (9(7) + g(aw) — g(m)g(ow)) (Hu(A) — H,(A)?). 9)

Eqg. (9) exhibits an interesting decomposition of varian€amparing withVar(Q,(A)|H), we
observe thag(v) plays the role as a coefficient in the variancélf A). ForG,(A), the coefficient
can be expressed a&y) + g(a,)(1 — g()). Itis then clear that

Var(Gu(A)|H) = Var(Qu(A)|H).

Thatis, at any location the variation of local factors isajez than that of the global factor evaluated
at the same location. The extra variation is governed by autnation parameter,,. If a, — oo
so thatg(«,,) — 0, the local variation at. disappears, with the remaining variation contributed
by the global factors only. On the other handqijf — 0 so thatg(«,) — 1, the local variation
contributed byG,, completely dominates the global variation contributed hy

Finally, we compare the correlation measures for distidimstin the two stages in our hierachi-
cal model:

_ g(3)Corr(Qu (4), Qu(B)|H)
ComGul). GolB) = (0T T glan) = 9)9(@n) P(9(0) + glan) — gglay O

It is simple to see that
Corr(G,(A),Gy(B)|H) < Corr(Q.(A), Q,(B)|H).

This is a natural property — the correlation across the iooatinV among the distribution&’,’'s
of the local factors are bounded from above than the corel@mong the distributio®,,’s for
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Figure 2. lllustration of the assignments of mixture component mensitip via global and local
factor variables for two groups indexed byandwv.

the global factors. Note thatorr(G,(A), G,(B)) vanishes au —v|| — oco. Note also the depen-
dence on concentration paramete@nda,,. The correlation measure increases as either o,
increases. The dependence)dn quite interesting. As ranges front) to oo so thaty(+) decreases
from 1to0, and as a result the correlation measure 1@t (G, (A), G, (B))/Corr(Q.(A), Q,(B))
decreases fromto 0.

The described properties demonstrate the important rdleedBayesian hierarchy in the GDP
model, as they bring about the needed and rich distinctiobshaviors for the distributions of the
global and the local factors.

3.3 Polya-urn characterization

A valuable property of the GDP mixture model is that it fultains the Polya-urn characterization
of the canonical Dirichlet process mixtures. This is usefudighlighting both local clustering and
global clustering aspects that are present naturally immdel, and in suggesting a simple Gibbs
sampling algorithm.

The Polya-urn characterization is given as a samplingreetfer both the global and local fac-
tors by integrating out random measuégsindG,,’'s. Recall that the global factoks,, ¢, . .. are
i.i.d. random variables distributed accordingHo Eachg, is multivariate, and can be expressed
in vector forme,, = (¢ur)uev. We also introduced random vectats = (¢, )ucv Which are
i.i.d. draws from@. Finally, for each locatiom € V', we have local factor variablés; which are
distributed according t&:,,.
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Note that eachy, is associated with ong,,, and eacl®,; 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 factggs The sampling
process starts witlk’ = 0 and increase®’ as needed. We also need notations for counts. We
use notatiom,,; to denote the present number of local factgystaking valuey,,;. n, denotes the
number of local factors at group(which is also the number of observations at grajp,, ;. is the
number of local factors at taking valuep,.. Letm,, denote the number of factots, that provide
supports for group. The notationy, denotes the number of global factaps's taking valueg,,
while ¢. denotes the total number of global factabss. To be clear, these count variables are
related by the following relations:

) t t
my = Inu>0); g=> Ik=k; ¢=> a
t k

t

First, consider the conditional distribution féy; given6,;, 6,2, ..., 0,,-1, andQ, where the
G, is integrated out:

nu au
9ui|8u17---78u,i—17au7Q ~ ;méd)ut + mQu (11)
This is a mixture, and a realization from this mixture can b&amed by drawing from the terms
on the right-hand side with probabilities given by the cep@nding mixing proportions. If a term
the first summation is chosen, then we&gt= 1, for the chosen, and lett,; = ¢, and increment
nu. If the second term is chosen, then we incremeptby one, drawy,,, ~ Q.. In addition,
we setd,; = Yym,, andt,; = my,.

Now we proceed to integrate ogt. Since( appears only in its role as the distribution of
the variabley,, we only need to draw samptg, from . Note that() is distributed according
to a Dirichlet process, the samples fr@gncan be obtained via conditional distribution9f as
follows:

K

dk Y
oy H o~ by +—H. 12
V{1 ity 20y - (12)

If we drawp, via choosing a term in the summation on the right-hand sidkeisequation, we set
P, = ¢, and letk, = k for the chosert, and incremeng,. If the second term is chosen then we
incrementk” by one, drawp . ~ H and setp, = ¢, k;; = K, andgx = 1.

To summarize, we can obtain samples for global and locabfaets follows: For each location
ueV,fori =1,2,... draw samplé,; using Eq.[(1l1). If a sample fro®, is needed, we use
Eq. (12) to obtain a new sampig,;. From this equation, the marginal distributionaf, has the
form:
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Note, however, that we actually draw the full vectsr of which ¢, is a component. I, takes
value among existing,, for somek < K, then,, takes on valu@,, for the choserk (with ¢
being incremented); otherwise, we incremé&naind a new sample vectgr, is drawn fromH.

Samples ford,,; for different choices of. can be obtained sequentially in any order. Due to
the sampling mechanism given by Eq.](11), if a global faetpis not associated with a group
when it is first generated, then the probability tijatis re-assigned to any member of grous
0 (because,; = 0). This implies that the set @p,’s can be subdivided into disjoint subsets, each
of which is associated with a group index The “sharing” of global factors across indicegan
be seen by noting that the “pool” of present global factatg} has support in the discrete set of
global factor value,, ¢,, . ... Figure[2 provides an illustration of the relationship bedw the
local and global factors.

The Polya-urn scheme is often characterized using a eoloufinary metaphore known as the
Chinese restaurant process, a stochastic process thaatgEnendom partitions of a collection
of atoms. We cannot resist the temptation to provide anpnéaition in a similar vein. Suppose
that there are three groups indexedgy andw. Think of a global factogp,’s as a typical meal
where eachy,;., ¢, and¢,,. are associated with three category groups — appetizer, endiees
and dessert dishes — respectively. In an electic eateryagialuniversity cafeteria, the dishes are
prepared as packs of typical meals by the way of variousettuisines. The students buy the meal
packs based on its popularity, and then freely share theethieg They sample each other’s food in
a manner that individual dishes are chosen at the frequeassdoon their popularity (within each
dish’s catergory). Although the described process maycatdia wasteful way of using resources,
it brings out the clear distinction between global clusfessn the viewpoint of the food provider,
and local clusters from the viewpoint of the food consumers.

3.4 Model identifiability and complexity

This section investigates the GDP mixture’s inferentighdagor, including issues related to the
model identifiability. It is useful to recall that a DP mixeumodel is that it can be viewed as the in-
finite limit of finite mixture models (Neal, 1992; Green anadRardson, 2001; Ishwaran and Zarepour,
2002b). The GDP can also be viewed as the limit of a finite nnéxtounterpart. Indeed, consider
the following finite mixture modeéi:

Bly ~ Dir(y/L,...v/L) m,|a, B~ Dir(e,3) ¢~ H

L L
Q" = Z Bide, G5 = Z TukOp, - (24)
k=1 k=1

2Within this section, with a bit abuse of notation, we us¢o denote the mixture proportions for the finite mix-
ture model. This is closely related to but are not the samée@ss used in infinite dimensional stick-breaking

representation.
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It is a known fact that ad. — 0 that Q© = ( weakly, in the sense that for any function
real-valued bounded and continuous functignthere holds[ g dQ* — [ g dQ in distribu-
tion (Muliere and Secchi, 1995y. Because for each € V, there holdszL ~ DP(c,QL), it also
follows thatGL = G, weakly. The above characterization provides a convenieatns of under-
standing the behavior of the GDP mixture by studying the biehaf its finite mixture counterpart
with L global mixture components, ds— oo.

Information denseness of GDP 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 acrossc V. Given(G,, the marginal distribution on
observationy, has the following density:

ﬁ%@ﬂ=/ﬂ%%ﬂ%@d (15)

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 GDP places a prior distribution, vilhvze
denote byll, over the collection of random measufés, ),y . This in turn induces a prior over
the joint density ofy := (v.).cv, Which we calllT as well. Replacing the mixing distributiondg
andG, by the finite mixtureQ” andGZ~’s (as specified by Eq-{14)), we obtain the corresponding
marginal density:

ﬁ%mwz/ﬂ%mwﬁwﬂ (16)

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

We shall show that for eachh € V' the priorIl, is information dense in the space of finite
mixtures as. — oo. More formally, for any group index, consider any finite mixture of normals
fu,0 @ssociating with mixing distribution§, andG, . Suppose that the base meastrgplaces
positive probability on a rectangle containing the suppdrt),. It can be shown that the prior
I1;, places a positive probability in arbitrarily small Kulldateibler neighborhood of,, , for L
sufficiently large. That is for any > 0, there holds:

Iz (fu: D(fu70||fU) <€) >0

for any sufficiently largel.. At a high level, this result implies that the GDP providegiampover
the space of mixture distributions that is “well spread”he Kullback-Leibler topology. A proof
of this property is defered to the Appendix.

An immediate consequence of the information denseneseqyos the weak consistency
of the posterior distribution of), for any v € V, thanks to the theory of Schwartz (1965).
Moreover, under additional conditions on the base measlratrong consistency results can
be obtained, using standard techniques that have beerodedelor analyzing standard mixture
models and Dirichlet process mixture models (e.g., Ghdsal €1999); Barron et al. (1999);
Ishwaran and Zarepour (2002a)).

3A stronger result was obtained by Ishwaran and Zarepour2i)Q0n which convergence holds for apyinte-
grable function with respect t§.
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Identifiability of factors ¢. The above results are desirable from the viewpoint of deesiti-
mation (for the joint vectow). From a clustering viewpoint, however, we are also inteek#n
the ability of the GDP prior in recovering the underlying&bfactorse,;’s, as well as the global
factorsg¢,’s for the global clusters. An in-depth theoretical treatinef this important issue is
beyond the scope of the present paper, but we shall providetialpanswer that gives hints about
the identifiability behavior of GDP mixture. This is done liydying the identifiability of the finite
mixtures that lie in the union of the supportidf, for all L < oco. This is the set of all densities
(fE)uev.z<00 Whose corresponding mixing distributions are given by Ed).(

Recall that each marging}" is a normal mixture, and th& mixture components are param-
eterized by mean and variance: for any=1,..., L, ¢pux = (tur, 02,). Again, letf, o be the
“true” marginal density of a mixture distribution for groupthat hasi mixture components, and
the associating mixing distributions are given by Eql (At)e parameter for the-th component
foreachk = 1,...,d is denoted bypur o = (fuk.0; Tog.0)-

Suppose that for any € V,

fu(yu) = fu,O(yu) fOf almOSt a”yu
In addition, the mixing distribution&'Z satisfies the following condition:

2
/ exp(L) Gﬁ(dgbu) < 00,
RxR, 2(0y — ou)

for anyu € V, whereo; = min{o,10,...,0u 0} then by Theorem 2 of Ishwaran and Zarepour
(20024a), we have:
G, =GypforalueV.

In other words, it is possible to identify all local clustersecified byy,, andr,, fork =1,...,d,
up to the ordering of the mixture component index

A more substantial issue is concerned with the identifighdf global factors. Under addi-
tional conditions of “true” global factor, o's, and that of the measure for global factd}5, the
identification of global factor, ,'s is possible. Viewing a global fact@¥, = (¢ux).cv (likewise,
¢ 0) as a function oy € v, a trivial example is that whea, , are constant functions, and that
base measur# (and consequentiall§)’) places probability 1 on such set of functions. Then the
identifiability of local factors implies the identifiabyitof global factors. A nontrivial condition is
that the “true” global factorg, , as a function of: can be parameterized by a small number of
parameters (e.g. a linear function, or an appropriatelynddfsmooth function im € V). Then,
it is reasonable to expect that the identifiability of locattbrs also implies the identifiability of
global factors.

The above observations suggest a number of prudent gueddbn prior specifications (via the
base measurf). To ensure good inferential behavior for the local factoy's, it is essential that
the base measur, place sufficiently small tail probabilities on both ando,. In addition, if
it is believed there exists underlying global factors thrat@mooth function in the domain, one
should not expect that placing a very vague ptibrover the global factors (such as a factorial
distribution = [],., H. by assuming the, are independent acrossc 1) would do the job.
Instead, an appropriate base meadtréhat puts most of its mass on smooth functions is needed.
Indeed, these observations are also confirmed by our eralpgiperiments.

20



4 |Inference

In this section we shall describe posterior inference nagtor the graphical Dirichlet process
mixture. Recall that at each group indexedby V' we haven,, observationg,, . . . , Yun,- Each
Yui IS @assumed to arise as a draw from a distributitid,;). We are interested in particular the
posterior distributions of the parameters representirig glmbal and local clusters in our mixture
model. We shall describe two different sampling approachhs first approach falls in the class of
so-called “marginal approaches”, which hightlights tledy@ urn characterization of our model, by
integrating out of the random measures that are distribatedrding to Dirichlet processes. The
second method falls in the class of “conditional approatiwere the stick-breaking representa-
tion is exploited and sampling is done with respect to assimg parameters in this representation.
Due to the hierarchical aspects of our model, we borrow tk&lfaatures of the sampling methods
developed by Teh et al. (2006) for their hierarchical Dikétlprocess mixtures. The unique aspect
for our model is that in addition to sampling about the migtarembership variables, we also need
to integrate over or sample the global factgrs- H which typically have very high dimension.
We repeat key notations and introduce a few more for the saghalgorithmsz,,; is the index
of the ¢, associated with the local factey,, i.e., 6,; = v¥.,,; andk; is the index of thep,
associated with the global factar,, i.e.,y, = ¢,,. In other words, the local and global atoms
are related by, = ¥, = Duk,, - Lt 2y = ky,, denote the mixture component associated with
observatiory,;. Turning to count variablesy,; denotes the number of local atof\s’s that are
associated withp,; n.;"" is the defined the same way, but excluding the afigmn_ %’ denotes the
number of local atom&,; that such that,; = k, leaving outd,;. t=“* denotes the vector of all;’s
leaving out element,;. Likewise,k~" denotes the vector of all.’s leaving out element,.

4.1 Marginal approach

The Polya-urn characterization suggests a simple Giblvpl#ag algorithm to obtain posterior
distributions for random variables of interest, namelg, litcal factorg,,;’s and the global factors
1,’s, by integrating out random measu®@sandG,’s. Under this approach, the overall model can
be described by the joint distribution of the described candariables:

TT TTiwiltu) < TT TT10uleru {20 3e) x {2}l H).

ueV i=1 ueV i=1
Instead of dealing with th&,;'s and), directly, we shall sample their index variablgs and k;
instead. Thé,,;'s andy,’s can be reconstructed from the index variables andif® This repre-
sentation is generally thought to make the MCMC samplingaadiicient (Neal, 2000; Teh etlal.,
2006). Thus, we construct a Markov chain on the spacg dé}. Although the number of vari-
ables is in principle unbounded, only finitely many are altyuessociated to data and represented
explicitly.

A guantity that plays an important role in the computatiorcofditional probabilities in this

approach is the conditional density of a selected collaaialata items, given the remaining data.
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For a single observationth at locationu, define the conditional probability @f,; under a mixture
component,;, givent, k and all data items except;:

fF(ym|<buk) Hu’i’;éui;zu/i/:k F(ywi|dwn)H (¢y,)dr,
fHu’i’;éui;zu/i,:k F(Qu’z"¢u’k)H(¢k>d¢k ‘

For a collection of observations of all dajg such that,; = t for a chosert, which we denote
by vectory,, the conditional probability ofy, under the mixture componed,, givent, k and all
data items excepy, is defined as:

J Waisime F @il k) Tavia iz =i EWueie | Gwi) H () depy
f Hu i3t 1 #2050 =k F(yu'2/|¢u'k)H(¢k)d¢k ‘

(17)

I u_kyu (Yus) =

(18)

fk_yt(yt)

Samplingt. Exploiting the exchangeability of theg;’s within the group of observations indexed
by u, we treat,; as the last variable being sampled in the group. To obtaiodhditional posterior
for t,;, we combine the conditional prior distribution foy given by Eq.[(1ll) with the likelihood
of generating datg,;.

Using [11), the prior probability that,; takes on a particular previously used vatig propor-
tional ton_,*, while the probability that it takes on a new valti&’ = m,, + 1 is proportional to

a,. The likelihood due ta,,; givent,; = ¢t for some previously usedis f_** (y.;). Here,k = k;.
The likelihood fort,; = t"*" can be calculated by integrating out the possible valués@fusing

Eq. (12):

Y
e ui + — Z#;\jv ut 19
+7 for (Yui) 7+ hnew(Yui ) (19)

(ym |t_m tuz

wheref %i(yui) = [ F(Yuilpu) Hu(du)de, is the prior density ofy,;. As a result, the conditional
distribution oft,; takes the form

Nt Forl (Yus) if ¢ previously used

p(ty = t|t™ k,Datd) oc{ ut Juke

‘ 20
Qup(Yu [t s = 1K) i £ = o, (20)

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

ax )" (yui)  if k previously used
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mwwzkmkﬁﬂDm@m{

If as a result of updating,; some index becomes unoccupied, i.e.,, = 0, then the probability
that this index will be reoccupied in the future will be zesoce this is always proportional tq,.

As a result, we may delete the correspondinfrom the data structure. If as a result of deleting
k.. some mixture componeg, become unallocated, we delete this mixture component ds wel
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Sampling k. As with the local factors within each group, the global fastg,’'s are also ex-
changeable. Thus we can tragt for a chosent 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 graypbat are associated with,, the likelihood
obtained by setting; = & is given by f, ¥(y,), wherey, denotes the vector of all datg, such
thatt,; = t. So, the conditional probability fa; is:

p(ks = k|t k", Data) oc { % Y(y,) i k previously used 22)
t 7 7 'yfknew (yt) |f ]{f - k‘new,

wheref&i(y,) = [ Tluie, - F Wuildu) H()do.

4.2 Computation of conditional density of data

A major computational bottlekneck in the described sangphirethod is the computation of condi-
tional densities given by Ed. (IL7) and [18). In genetails very high dimensional, and integrating
over¢ ~ H is intractable. However it is possible to exploit the stuetof H to alleviate this
situation. As an example, iff is conjugate taF', the computation of these conditionals can be
achieved in closed form, even if the possibility of dealinghwhigh dimensional statistics (e.qg.,
covariance matrices) may still be daunting. A useful sdenarthatH is specified as a graphical
model where conditional independence assumptions cangeitexi, so that efficient inference
methods in graphical models can be brought to bear on our etatipnal problem. We shall
elaborate in the sequel.

Example 1. Suppose that the likelihood functiofi is given by a Gaussian distribution, i.e.,
YuilOui ~ N (04, 0?) for all u,i, and that the prio/ is conjugate, i.e.H is also a Gaussian
distribution: ¢, ~ N(u,, Xx). Due to conjugacy, the computations in Eq.(17) (18)eadily
available in closed forms. Specifically, the density in Edl)(takes the following expression:

i 1 ‘Ck+| 1 1 —uil —ui 1
T ) = iy 0y P\~ gpat Tttt Crimd’ — o TClwt), @9)
where

Cil=%"+ d.aqn;z’;...,1+n;.zi,-- AL

i _ 1 o
Mo+ :Ck+<2klﬂk+a_?{"‘ Z yu'i'+yuiH(U2=U,Z,)"'] ),

i’:zu/i/=k
Cil=x'+ dlagn1 PO o SR DY 9
1 T
:ck(z,;luk+;{--- ¥ we| ) ey

. L
iz 10 =ku'i #Fui

It is straightforward to obtain required expressionsfiot: (y,), f. %e(yui), and frae: (y,).
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Example 2. If H is a chain-structured model, the conditional densitiendefby Eq.[(1l7) and
Eq. (18) are not available in closed forms, but we can stiwbexact computation using an algo-
rithm that is akin to the well-known alpha-beta algorithnthe Hidden Markov model (Rabiner,
1989). The running time of such algorithm is proportionatte size of the graph (i.€V|). More
generally, ifH is a tree-structured graphical model, one can apply the(jehtistic) sum-product
algorithm, which also has running time linear|ii|. For graphical models with cycles, one can
invoke variational approximation methods for the requicechputations (Wainwright and Jordan,
2008).

4.3 Conditional approach

Instead of integrating o, which is a random distribution of high-dimensional glofzadtors, we
consider a modified approach, in whi¢his instantialized and sampled from. Likewise, we also
consider not integrating over the base meadtirevhich is the prior over the high-dimensional
global factors. As such, we essentially replace the contipatly intensive step within Gibbs
updates described in the previous section with the sampfititge global factors and the associated
proportion vectors. In general, the Markov chain undedyns approach probably takes relatively
longer time to converge, but the algorithm implementatgsubstantially simpler.

Recall that a priort) ~ DP(v, H). Due to a standard property of the posterior of a Dirich-
let process, conditioning on the global factess's and the index vectok, @ is distributed as

DP(vy + ¢, Wzﬁ—:;q"m). Note that vectoy can be computed directly frod. Thus, an explicit

representation af) is as follows:

K
Q = Zﬁké‘bk + e neW, where
k=1
ﬁ = (517---76K75new) NDir(q17"'7q1€77)
Q"™ ~ DP(v, H),

b1, O ~ |[by,...,0x|Datak,t|.

Conditioning on@, or equivalently conditioning o8, ¢,'s in the stick breaking representa-
tion, the distributions=,’s associating with different locations € V' are decoupled (indepen-

dent). In particular, the posterior 6f, given @ andk,t and theg,’s is distributed as DRy, +

auQu+ZkK:1 n“‘k5¢uk
u) Qi+ 1y

given as follows:

). Thus, an explicit representation of the conditional disttion of G, is

K
G, = Zwuk6¢uk+7runeszeW, where
k=1

Ty = (Wulu ey TTuK Wunew) ~ Dir(auﬁl + N1y -,y auﬁk + Nk, auﬁnew)

Gzew ~ DP(auﬁnew Qzew>-

In the previously described sampling approach, each lacébfe,,; is associated with a global
factori, wheret = t,;; while each global factoy, is associated with the global atag,, where
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k = k.. We consider sampling directly in the mixture componenialdez,; = &, ,, and in doing
so we bypass the sampling steps involvingndt. Note that the likelihood of the data involves
only the z,; variables and the global atorgs,'s. The mixture proportion vectqgs involves only
countvectorg = (¢4, - - ., g ). It suffices to construct a Markov chain on the space0§, 3, ¢).

Sampling 3. As mentioned aboved|q ~ Dir(qy, ..., qx, 7).

Samplingz. Recall thata priori,| 7., 3 ~ m, wherer,|3, o, ~ DP(a,, 3). Letn, %" denotes
the number of data items in the groupexcepty,;, associating with the mixture componéntThis
can be readily computed from the vector

(% + @ Br) F(yuildur)  if k previously used

25
Ay BnewS yimen(Yui) if k= knew (25)

p(zui = k|z_m> q7/67 ¢lm Dat@ = {

wheref ui(yui) = [ F(Yuildu) Hu(Pu)do, is the prior density of,;.

Samplingq. To clarify the distribution for vectog, we recall an observation at the end of Sec-
tion[3.3 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, = 3 .\, Muk-

Conditioning onz we can collect all data items in groupthat are associated with mixture
componentp,, i.e., item indicesu: such thatz,; = k. There aren,. such items. Following
an observation of Teh et al (2006), the collection of the items are distributed according to a
Dirichlet process with concentration parametgf,. The count variablen,, corresponds to the
number of mixture components formed by thg, items. It was shown by Antoniak (1974) that
the distribution ofmn,,;, has the form:

F(O‘uﬁk)
auﬁk + Nk
wheres(n, m) are unsigned Stirling number of the first kind. By definitie(),0) = s(1,1) =
1,s(n,0) = 0forn > 0, ands(n, m) = 0 for m > n. For other entries, there holdéx + 1, m) =
s(n,m —1) + ns(n, m).

p(muk = m|z, m_Ukv/B) = F( )S(nwkza m)(auﬁk)ma

Sampling ¢. The sampling ofp,, . . ., ¢, follows from the following conditional probabilities,
fork=1,..., K:

p(¢y|z, Data) o< H () H F(Yuilpuk)-

wi:zyi=k

Let usindexthe sét by 1,2,..., M, where|V| = M. We return to our two examples.
As the first example, suppose th@t is distributed by the Gaussian distribution, i.e., under
¢, ~ N(p, i), and that the likelihood’(y..;|0.:) is given as well by the Gaussian distribution
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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 trackjragticles organized into clus-
ters, which move in smooth paths. Right: Data set B illusgaimulated bifurcating trajectories.
In both cases, the data are given not as trajectories, bytagrihdividual points denoted by circles
at eachu.

N(6,:,c2), then the posterior distribution @f, is also Gaussian with megn, and variance:;,
where:

Ek _E + d|aqn1k7"'7nM-k)7

Hk—2k<2 u,k—l——{th (20 = k). ZyMZ zMZ_k:)] ) (26)

For the second example, we assume thats very high dimensional, and whose prior distri-
bution H is not tractable (e.g., a Markov random field). Direct conagion is no longer possible.
A simple solution is to Gibbs sample each component of vaestoiSuppose that under a Markov
random field modeH, the conditional probability? (¢.x|¢,*) is simple to compute. Then, for
anyu € V,

i:2yi=k

5 Data illustrations

5.1 Simulated data

To illustrate the behavior of our proposed model and thegperénce of our inference algorithm,
we generate two data sets of spatially varying (and cogé)atlustered populations. For data set
A, we setV = {1,...,15}. We generated{ = 5 global factorse,, ..., ¢s from a Gaussian

26



Posterior distributions of global cluster centers
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Figure 4. Data set A. Left: Posterior distribution of the number oftmbclusters (atoms). Right:
Posterior distributions of the global atoms. Dash linesotierthe mean curve and the (.05,.95)
credible intervals.

Posterior distributions of global cluster centers

Num of global clusters 0

3 4 5 6 7 Locations u

Figure 5. Effects of vague prior foi results in weak identifiability of global clusters, even las t
local clusters are identified reasonably well.

27



Posterior distributions of global cluster centers
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Figure 6. Data set B. Left: Posterior distribution of the number oflglbclusters (atoms). Right:

Posterior distributions of the global atoms. Dash linesotierthe mean curve and the (.05,.95)
credible intervals.
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Figure 7. Data set B: Posterior distribution of the number of locabtdus associating with different
group index (location)..

28



Progresterone hormone curves
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Posterior distributions of global cluster centers
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Figure 8. Left: Progeresterone hormone curves. Right: Mean andldeehitervals of global clus-
ters (in dash) are compared to sample mean curves of theaceptive group and no contraceptive
group in black solid with square markers.
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Figure 9. Top left panel shows the posterior distribution of the numtifeglobal clusters, while
remaining panels show the the number of local clusters &gsug with different group index (lo-

cation)u.
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Figure 10. Pairwise comparison of individual hormone curves. Eachydantthe heatmap depicts
the posterior probability that the two curves share the skote clusters, averaged over a fixed
interval ([1,21] in the left, and [21,24] in the right figurig)the menstrual cycle.

process with mean function(u) = 3,u, a covariance functiop(u,v) = o exp —w|lu — v|?,
wheres = 1, w = 0.01, 5, ~ Unif(—0.2,0.2). These global factors provide support for 15
spatially varying mixture of normal distributions, eachvdiich has 5 mixture components. The
likelihood F'(6,,;) is given by a normal distribution with varianee = 0.1. For eachu we gener-
ated independently 100 samples from the correspondingumeiX20 samples from each mixture
components). See Figuré 3 for the illustration of this data where each circle denotes a data
sample. This kind of data can be encountered in trackinglenah The samples associating with
each covariate can be viewed as a snapshot of the locations of moving pestadtl time point.
The particles move in clusters. They could switch clusteeng time, but the clusters themselves
move in relatively smoother paths. Moreover, the numbelusters is not known. It is of interest
to estimate the cluster centers, as well as their movingspath

For data set B, to illustrate the variation in the number ctlclusters at different locations,
we generate a number of global factors that simulate thedafion behavior in a collection of
longitudinal trajectories. Here a trajectory correspaiods global factor. We sét = {1,...,15}.
Starting atu = 1 there is one global factor, which is a random draw from a et smooth
Gaussian process with mean functiefu) = 3,u, whereps, ~ Unif(—0.2,0.2) and the expo-
nential covariance function parameterizeddby- 1, w = 0.05. At u = 5, the global factor split
into two, with the second one also an independent draw frenséime Gaussian process, which is
re-centered so that its valuewat= 4 is the same as the value of the previous global factar-atd.
At v = 10, the second global factor split once more in the same mamsehefore, these three
global factors provide support for the local clusters abeae V. The likelihoodF'(6,;) is given
a a normal distribution with variance = 0.2. At eachu we generated 30 independent samples
from the associating mixture distribution. See Fig. 3.

We fit the GDP mixture model for both data sets using esséntia¢ same prior specifi-
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cation. Specifically, the concentration parameters arergprior asy ~ Gammab,.1) and

a ~ Gammd20,20). H is taken to be a mean-0 Gaussian process uging) = (1,0.01)
for data set A, andl, 0.05) for data set B. The variance for the gaussian likelihepé endowed
with prior InvGammab, 1). Of the two described MCMC sampling methods we implemertied t
conditional approach. The MCMC algorithm is run for 100@9ations. Examinations of running
traces suggest very fast mixing; we use the last 8000 MCM(pketo summarize the relevant
posterior distributions. The results for data set A arestliated by Fig. 4 while data set B by Fig. 6.
With both data sets, the number global clusters are estihadibeost exactly. It is intereresting to
study the evolution of the posterior distributions on thenber of local clusters, especially for data
set B in FigLY. We observe that a clear trend of increase intingber of local clusters asis taken
from 1 to 15. For € [1, 4], the number of local cluster is most likely to be 1 or 2. kot [5, 10],

it is most likely to be 2. For € [11, 15], the number of local cluster is 3 with probability close to
one.

Fig.[4 and 6 illustrate the esimates of the local and glokztbfa. We shall comment specifi-
cally on Fig[6, which is more interesting because the nurablercal clusters is varying with time.
Note that foru € [11, 15], the data are support by all three global factors (as evittby the his-
tograms in FigLl7). Accordingly the (0.05,0.95) credibléeival estimates for the local clusters
for u € [11, 15] are good — they are tightly concentrated around the trueesurivoru € [1, 10],
although the mean estimates are good for all global factmiy, one global factor has tight cred-
ible band (in blue color), suggesting that this global facsaused to support local clusters for all
u € [1,10] with very high probability. The other two global factors lealarge credible bands,
suggesting that they do not support local clusters with Ipigibabilities. In fact, for, € [5, 10]
for instance, these two global factors alternate the rokupporting local clusters. This is related
to the standard issue of label switching that could happémehocal clusters. Note that this is not
an issue in either the estimation of the number of local ehgsthe pairwise comparison analysis,
or the interpolation and prediction problem.

In Sectior 3.4 we discussed the implications of prior spedtions of the base measufiefor
the identifiability of global factors. We have performed as@ve analysis for data set A, for both
o andw and found that within ranges of € [0.5,2.5] andw € [0.01, 0.1] the inference for global
factors is robust. Fav = 0.5, for instance, which implies that, are weakly dependent acrass,
we are not able to identify the desired global factors (sgd®)i, despite the fact that local factors
are still estimated reasonably well.

5.2 Progesterone hormone data

We turn to an application of the GDP mixture model to a clusteanalysis of Progesterone
data (cf. Brumback and Rice (1998)). See [ig. 8 for the ilatgin. This data set records the
natural logarithm of the progesterone metabolite, mead byeurinary hormone assay, during
amonthly cycle for 51 female subjects. Each cycle ranges fi®to 15 (8 days pre-ovulation to
15 days post-ovulation). After removing obviously outlyinormone curves, we have a total of 69
cycles; the first 52 cycles belong to non-contraceptive grthe remaining 17 cycles belong to the
contraceptive group. This two “clusters” are of couns&nown to our analysis. Nor do we know
the number of clusters. Moreover, we take as input to ouryaigabnly groups of hormone levels
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indexed by day numbers in the menstrual cycle, completalsedarding the functional aspect of
the data. The latter information is used only when we perfampairwise comparison of hormone
curves.

A clustering analysis for this data set was performed by Nguand Gelfand (2009), but in
that work the number of clusters was specified a priori. Hezewe interested in learning both the
number of global clusters and local clusters using the GD&ure. For prior specifications, we set
v ~ Gammab, 0.1), anda,, = 1 for all u. Leto. ~ InvGamma2, 1). For H, we setu = 0,0 = 1
andw = 0.05. We found that the MCMC sampler mixes very fast. Fig. 9 illatts the posterior
distribution of the number of global clusters, as well asrthenber of local clusters at each day
in the cycle. It is found that the there are 2 global clustathk wrobability close to 1. Examining
the local clusters, we find that there is a significant prdiigmf having 1 local cluster during the
first 20 days. Between day 21 and 24 the number of local clise?2 with probability close to
1. Fig.[8 (Right) illustrates the estimate of the global thugenters (atoms), and compares them
with the sample mean curves and the (0.05,0.95) credibdevialls from the contraceptive group
and the no-contraceptive group. It is found that the meamast of global clusters match very
well with the sample means from the two groups of women.

It is quite illuminating to examine in more detail the loctlstering behavior of the hormone
levels by performing a pairwise comparison analysis, néiwngainto account the functional aspect
of our data. For every two hormone curves, we estimate thieposprobability that they share the
same local cluster on a given day, and then take averages# fhrebabilities over days in a given
interval. It is found that during the first 20 days the hormtawels among these women are almost
indistinguishable. Every pair shares the same local alwgté probability in the range of5% or
above. However, in the last 4 days, the hormone curves aupgdanto two distinct regimes. The
pairwise cluster-sharing probability among the first 52legor among the remaining 17 clusters
continue to be in the higR0%, but for cluster-sharing probability between a curve frdva first
group, and another from the second group are dropped towht)ld. This clustering result agrees
well with the contraceptive/no-contraceptive groupinprmation given about this data set.

6 Discussions

We have described a nonparametric approach to clusteralgsisof grouped and functional data.
We proposed a nonparametric Bayesian solution to this enopby introducing a graphically de-
pendent and spatially varying and correlated Dirichlettomi model. This model has the virtue
of simultaneous modeling of both local clusters and glohsadters present in the data. The global
clusters are supported by a Dirichlet process, using a agtichprocess as its base measure (cen-
tering distribution). The local clusters are supported oy global clusters. Moreover, the local
clusters are randomly selected using another hierarchyrafilet processes. As a result, we ob-
tain a collection of local clusters which are spatially vagy whose spatial dependency is regulated
by an underlying spatial or a graphical model.

We provided an analysis of the model properties, includisgjek-breaking and a Polya-urn
scheme characterization, which are inherited from the gmggs of the canonical Dirichlet pro-
cesses. The graphical and spatial dependency were investjglong with a discussion of model
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identifiability. We presented two MCMC sampling methodg] discussed the computational im-
plications of using a graphical model distribution and atigppdistribution as the base measure in
the GDP model.

The canonical aspects of the GDP (because of its use of theh@ir processes) suggest
straightforward extensions to accomodate richer behsvising Poisson-Dirichlet processes (also
known as the Pittman-Yor processes), where they have bee fio be particularly suitable for
certain applications, and where our analysis and infereretods can be easily adapted. It would
also be interesting to consider a multivariate version ef@DP model. Finally, the manner in
which global and local clusters are combined in the GDP méxtaodel is suggestive of ways of
direct and simultaneous global and local clustering focfiomal and other structured data types.

7 Appendix

7.1 Proof of information denseness property.

We borrow the same technique from a proof of Ishwaran andpdang(2002), who proved the KL
dense property for the standard finite normal mixture modads(), andG,, ¢'s are the associated
mixing distributions that defing, ;. In particular, they have the following form:

d d
Qo = Z Br,00¢,, o Guo = Z Tuk,00,,5.04 (27)
k=1 k=1

whered is a natural numbers; ¢)¢_, and (m.x0)¢_, form d dimensional probability simplices,
and(¢,,)¢_, are global atoms which lie in the supportif The KL divergence betweef), , and
f. takes the following form:

Tuk F yu7¢uk d: Tuk, F yua¢uk,
fu0||fu Z/fuo Yu) IOng 1 0 0 <Z/fu0 ¥.) log de1 o ( 0).
ueV Zk 1 7TukF<yu7 ¢uk weV Zkz:l WukF(ym Cbuk:)

(28)

Note thatzzz1 muko = 1. Due to Lipschitz property of density functiofi, the RHS can be
made smaller thaa > 0 if |mue0 — Tur| < m1(€) @and|duro — dur| < m(e) forallk =1,...,d,

u € V for some smalh; (¢) > 0. The condition onp,;. can be achieved with probability bounded
away from O for anyu € V andk = 1,...,d. Regarding ther,’s, note that given3, m,.’s
are Dirichlet random variables, and can be written in termsmdependent gamma variables as
Tuk = Euk/ Zﬁzl Euks» Whereg,, ~ Gammaa, [S;). Thus, the condition om,;, can be achieved if
there holds:

L
Gt = Turol <m2(€) D &ur < male), (29)

k=d+1
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for some smallj(¢) forallu € Vandallk =1, ..., d. We need to show thdt (29) can be achieved
with positive probability. Using facts about gamma deesitwe have:

Z guk < 772 ‘ﬁ Z auﬁk7n2

k=d+1 k=d+1
p([€ue — Turo| < m2(€)|B) ~ O(Bx) forallk = 1,...,d.

HereT'(-,-) denotes the incomplete gamma functiofs, ) = [ y* ‘e vdy. Recall that3 is
distributed as Dify/L, . ..,v/L). It suffices to show that there is a positive probability abaking

d random variable$s;)¢_, that are bounded by arbitrarily small and strictly positive intervals.
(Conditioning on this event, it is clear that the incomplgéenma function values is also bounded
away from O for any sufficiently largg, so that the proof is complete.) To see this, again, v#ite
fork =1,..., Linterms ofL independent gamma variablésg)ﬁzl, and note that the probability
that anyd components of to be bounded in any arbitrarily small and strictly positingervals

is at leastO(L~?). Moreover, there aré”), or at leastO(L) ways of choosing them, so that the
overall probability is bounded away from 0.

7.2 Sampling of hyperparameters

Sampling of v and . We follow the method of auxiliary variables developed by dsr &

West (1995). Endow with a Gamméa.,, b,) prior. At each sampling step, we draw~ Betay+

1,q.). Then the posterior of is can be obtained as a gamma mixture, which can be expressed
asm,Gammaa., + K,b, — log(n)) + (1 — m,)Gammda, + K — 1,b, — log(n)), wherer., =

(ay + K —1)/(ay + K — 14 q.(b, —log(n))). The procedure is the same for each whichn,,
andm,, playing the role of;. and K, respectively. Alternatively, one can force al] be equal and
endow it with a gamma prior, aslin Teh et al. (2006).

Sampling o.. This is the variance for the likelihooH (y.;|¢.;) given by a normal distribution
with mean¢,; and standard deviation. (for all v andi). Place an inverse gamma prief ~
Inv-Gammda,, b.). Then the posterior update is given by Inv-Gantingab. ), wherea, = a, +

% Zu Ny, andbe = be + % Eu,k Zi:zui:k<yui - (buk)z
Sampling of o2 and w. o2 can be endowed with a gamma prior, an@n uniform prior within

a bounded interval, and whose posterior distributions eaoldtained by Metropolis-Hasting sam-
pling steps.|_Gelfand et al. (2005) provides guidelines eséprior specifications.
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