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ABSTRACT

Blind source separation, the problem of separating mixtures
of unknown signals into their distinct sources, is an important
problem for both biological and engineered signal process-
ing systems. Nonnegative Independent Component Analysis
(NICA) is a special case of blind source separation that as-
sumes the mixture is a linear combination of independent,
nonnegative sources. In this work, we derive a single-layer
neural network implementation of NICA satisfying the fol-
lowing 3 constraints, which are relevant for biological sys-
tems and the design of neuromorphic hardware: (i) the net-
work operates in the online setting, (ii) the synaptic learning
rules are local, and (iii) the neural outputs are nonnegative.

Index Terms— Blind source separation, nonnegative in-
dependent component analysis, neural network, local learning
rules

1. INTRODUCTION

Brains are well adapted to perform blind source separation
[1, 2, 3, 4], the unsupervised signal processing problem of
separating a mixture of unknown signals into their distinct
sources. Understanding how brains solve blind source sepa-
ration is an important problem in neuroscience, and is relevant
in the design of neuromorphic hardware [5].

A special case of blind source separation is Nonnegative
Independent Component Analysis (NICA), which assumes a
generative model in which the mixture of stimuli is a linear
combination of independent, nonnegative sources; i.e., x :=
As, where s is a nonnegative vector of source intensities, A
is a mixing matrix and x is the vector of mixed stimuli.

Plumbley [6] showed that when the sources are well-
grounded (i.e., they have nonzero probability of taking in-
finitesimally small values), NICA can be solved in 2 steps
(Fig. 1). In the first step, the mixture undergoes noncentered
whitening; that is, the mixture is linearly transformed to have
identity covariance matrix. The second step rotates the mix-
ture until it lies in the nonnegative orthant. The result of
these 2 steps must be a permutation of the original sources.
This important observation led to a number of algorithms for

implementing the rotation step [7, 8, 9, 10], many of which
have neural network implementations.

Unfortunately, the above-mentioned networks do not of-
fer a viable model of brain function because they do not sat-
isfy one or more of the following three common biological
constraints [11]. First, the network operates in the online or
streaming setting where it receives one input at a time and
the output is computed before the next input arrives. Second,
each synaptic update is local in the sense that it depends only
on variables represented in the pre- and post-synaptic neu-
rons. Third, the neuronal outputs are nonnegative.

Building on Plumbley’s method, Pehlevan et al. [12] pro-
posed a 2-layer network for NICA, with each layer derived
from a principled objective function. The first layer imple-
ments noncentered whitening and the second orthogonally ro-
tates the whitened mixture. Their network performs well ex-
perimentally and satisfies most of the biological constraints
with the exception that the whitening layer can have negative
neuronal outputs. However, there are advantages, for both
biological and engineered systems, to a network that econ-
omizes the number of neurons, which take up valuable re-
sources such as space [13] and energy [14].

In this work, we derive an algorithm named Bio-NICA
(Alg. 1) that can be implemented by a single-layer network
that satisfies all three biological constraints, and requires one-
third as many neurons as the network in [12]. We adopt a nor-
mative approach which uses the fact that the original sources
can be expressed as the optimal solution of a single objective
function that combines the two objectives from [12].

2. REVIEW OF THE 2-STEP METHOD

In this section, we review Plumbley’s analysis [6] and the ob-
jective functions introduced by Pehlevan et al. [12]. We use
following notation. For an integer n ≥ 1, we let In denote the
n× n identity matrix. Given T samples z1, . . . , zT of a time
series, we define the sample mean and covariance by

〈z〉 := 1

T

T∑
t=1

zt, Czz :=
1

T

T∑
t=1

(zt − 〈z〉)(zt − 〈z〉)>.
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Fig. 1: Illustration of Plumbley’s 2-step algorithm for NICA on 2-dimensional sparse random uniform sources (see Sec. 5.1).

Following Plumbley [6], we assume the following gener-
ative model. Let s1, . . . , sT be T samples of d-dimensional
source vectors whose components are uncorrelated and, with-
out loss of generality, each have unit sample variance, i.e.,
Css = Id. Let k ≥ d and A be a full rank k × d mixing
matrix, and define the k-dimensional mixture by xt := Ast.

2.1. Plumbley’s NICA method

We start by introducing the mathematics of the two steps:
noncentered whitening followed by orthogonal transforma-
tion, Fig. 1 [6]. Noncentered whitening is a linear transfor-
mation h := Fx of the mixture, where h ∈ Rd and F is a
d × k whitening matrix such that h has identity covariance
matrix, i.e., Chh = Id. The combined effect of source mix-
ing and prewhitening steps, which is encoded in the matrix
product FA (since h = Fx and x = As), is an orthogo-
nal transformation. To see this, use the facts that Css = Id,
h = FAs and Chh = Id to write

(FA)(FA)> = (FA)Css(FA)> = Chh = Id.

In the second step, one looks for an orthogonal matrix R
such that the transformation y := Rh is nonnegative. For the
solution to be unique up to a permutation, the sources si must
be well grounded, which means they have nonzero probability
of taking infinitesimally small values, i.e., P (si < δ) > 0 for
all δ > 0. In this case, the vector y is equal to a permutation
of the sources s; see [6, Theorem 1].

2.2. Similarity matching objectives

To obtain a 2-layer network that satisfies most of the bio-
logical constraints, Pehlevan et al. [12] proposed novel ob-
jective functions optimization of which leads to the noncen-
tered whitening and rotation steps. Here we recall these ob-
jective functions as they are closely related to the single ob-
jective function we introduce. Let us define the k × T con-
catenated data matrix X := [x1, . . . ,xT ]. In the first step,
Pehlevan et al. [12] optimize, with respect to the d×T matrix

H := [h1, . . . ,hT ], the following objective:

arg max
H∈Rd×T

Tr(X̂>X̂Ĥ>Ĥ) s.t. Ĥ>Ĥ � T IT , (1)

where Ẑ := [z1−〈z〉, . . . , zT−〈z〉] is the centered matrix, for
Z ∈ {X,H}. As shown in [15, 12], objective (1) is optimized
when H is a noncentered whitened transformation of X.

For the second step, Pehlevan et al. [12] introduce the fol-
lowing Nonnegative Similarity Matching (NSM) objective:

arg min
Y∈Rd×T

+

‖Y>Y −H>H‖2Frob, (2)

where Rd×T+ denotes the set of d × T matrices with nonneg-
ative entries. The objective minimizes the mismatch between
similarities of the nonnegative outputs Y and the noncentered
whitened mixtures H (as measured by inner products). As
shown in [12], any orthogonal transformation of H to the
nonnegative orthant, which corresponds to a permutation of
the original sources, is a solution of the NSM objective (2).

From objectives (1) and (2), Pehlevan et al. [12] derive
a 2-step algorithm for NICA that can be implemented in a
2-layer neural network, consisting of at least 2d neurons in
the whitening layer and d neurons in the rotation layer, that
operates in the online setting, uses local learning rules, and
whose rotation layer has nonnegative neuronal outputs.

3. A COMBINED NSM OBJECTIVE

To derive a single-layer network for NICA, we propose a
novel combined objective function for NICA. The key is to
replace the Gram matrix H>H in the NSM objective (2) by
terms depending only on X, which will avoid the need for the
noncentered prewhitening step derived from the objective (1).

Consider the eigendecomposition Cxx = UΛU>, where
Λ is the d× d diagonal matrix of positive eigenvalues and U
is a k × d matrix whose column vectors are the correspond-
ing eigenvectors. Then the whitening matrix F must be of
the form QΛ−1/2U>, where Q is any d× d orthogonal ma-
trix. Thus, F>F = UΛ−1U> is the Moore-Penrose inverse



C+
xx. Since H = FX, we can replace H>H in Eq. (2) with

X>C+
xxX, which results in the following NSM objective:

arg min
Y∈Rd×T

+

‖Y>Y −X>C+
xxX‖2Frob. (3)

4. DERIVATION OF BIO-NICA

To derive our algorithm, we rewrite the minimization prob-
lem as a min-max problem which we solve by taking gradient
descent-ascent steps that naturally correspond to neural activ-
ities and local synaptic updates.

4.1. A min-max formulation

Expanding the square in Eq. (3), normalizing by T 2, and
dropping terms that do not depend on Y yields:

min
Y∈Rd×T

+

1

T 2
Tr(−2Y>YX>C+

xxX + Y>YY>Y). (4)

We introduce auxiliary synaptic weight matrix variables W
and M, which results in the following min-max objective:

min
Y∈Rd×T

+

min
W∈Rd×k

max
M∈Sd

++

L(W,M,Y), (5)

where Sd++ is the set of d× d positive definite matrices and

L(W,M,Y) := Tr

(
2

T
Y>MY − 4

T
Y>WX

)
− Tr

(
M2 − 2WCxxW

>) .
The equivalence between the minimization problem (4) and
the min-max problem (5) can be verified by taking partial
derivatives of L(W,M,Y) with respect to W (resp. M) and
noting the minimum (resp. maximum) is achieved when W =
1
T YX>C+

xx (resp. M = 1
T YY>). After interchanging the

order of minimization with respect to Y with the optimization
with respect to W and M, we obtain:

min
W∈Rd×k

max
M∈Sd

++

min
Y∈Rd×T

+

L(W,M,Y). (6)

The interchange of the minimization with respect to Y and
maximization with respect to M is justified by the fact that
L(W,M,Y) satisfies the saddle point property with respect
to Y and M.

4.2. Offline algorithm

We first solve the min-max objective (6) in the offline setting
by minimizing L(W,M,Y) over Y and then taking gradient
descent-ascent steps in W and M. The minimization over
Y can be approximated by repeating the following projected
gradient descent steps until convergence:

Y ← [Y + γ(WX−MY)]+

where γ > 0 is a small step size and [·]+ denotes taking the
positive part elementwise. Next, having minimized over Y,
we perform a gradient descent-ascent step of the objective
function L(W,M,Y) with respect to W and M:

W←W + 2η

(
1

T
YX> −WCxx

)
, (7)

M←M +
η

τ

(
1

T
YY> −M

)
. (8)

Here τ > 0 is the ratio between the learning rates for W and
M, and η ∈ (0, τ) is the (possibly time-dependent) learning
rate for W. The upper bound η < τ ensures that M remains
positive definite given a positive definite initialization.

4.3. Online algorithm

To solve the min-max objective (6) in the online setting, we
take stochastic gradient ascent-descent steps. At each time
step t, we first minimize over the output yt by repeating the
following projected gradient descent steps until convergence:

yt ← [yt + γ(ct −Myt)]+, (9)

where ct := Wxt. We then take stochastic gradient descent-
ascent steps in W and M by replacing the averages 1

T YX>

and 1
T YY> in Eqs. (7)–(8) with their respective rank-1 ap-

proximations ytx
>
t and yty

>
t . While we could approximate

the matrix WCxx in Eq. (7) with W(xt − xt)(xt − xt)
>,

where xt :=
∑t
t′=1 xt′ , this approximation does not lead to

local learning rules. Instead, since ct = Wxt, we note that

WCxx =
1

T

t∑
t′=1

(ct − 〈c〉)(xt − 〈x〉)>,

and replace WCxx with the rank-1 approximation (ct −
ct)(xt−xt)

>, where ct :=
∑t
t′=1 ct′ . This yields our online

algorithm, which we call Bio-NICA.

Algorithm 1: Bio-NICA
input mixtures {x1, . . . ,xT }; parameters γ, η, τ
initialize W, M, x0 = 0, c0 = 0
for t = 1, 2, . . . , T do

ct ←Wxt
repeat

yt ← [yt + γ(ct −Myt)]+
until convergence
xt ← xt−1 +

1
t (xt − xt−1)

ct ← ct−1 +
1
t (ct − ct−1)

W←W + 2η(ytx
>
t − (ct − ct)(xt − xt)

>)
M←M + η

τ (yty
>
t −M)

end for

Bio-NICA can be implemented in a single-layer neural
network, Fig. 2. The network consists of k input neurons and



Fig. 2: A single-layer network for NICA.

d output neurons. At each time step t, the k-dimensional mix-
ture xt, which is represented in the input neurons, is multi-
plied by the weight matrix W, which is encoded by the feed-
forward synapses connecting the input neurons to the out-
put neurons. This yields the d-dimensional projection ct =
Wxt. This is followed by the fast recurrent neural dynam-
ics in Eq. (9). Here the matrix M is encoded by the lateral
synapses connecting the neurons of the output layer. The
equilibrium value of the dynamics (9) corresponds to the non-
negative output yt in Alg. 1. We assume the k input neurons
store the k-dimensional vectors xt,xt and the d output neu-
rons store the d-dimensional vectors yt, ct, ct, so the update
for each synapse is local, i.e., it only depends on variables that
are represented in the pre- and post-synaptic neurons.

5. NUMERICAL EXPERIMENTS

We evaluated Bio-NICA on synthetic and real datasets. The
experimental details and the evaluation code are available at
github.com/flatironinstitute/bio-nica.

5.1. Mixture of sparse random uniform sources

We tested Bio-NICA on a synthetic dataset generated by i.i.d.
samples, Fig. 1. Following [12], each source sample was
set to zero with probability 1/2 or sampled uniformly from
the interval (0,

√
48/5) with probability 1/2. We used ran-

dom square mixing matrices with i.i.d. standard normal en-
tries. We compared Bio-NICA to 2 online algorithms de-
signed for NICA: Nonnegative PCA [8] and 2-layer NSM
[12]. Nonnegative PCA requires noncentered pre-whitened
inputs, which we implemented offline. To quantify the per-
formance of the algorithms, we use the mean-squared error,
Error(t) = 1

td

∑t
t′=1 ‖st′ −Pyt′‖2, where P is the permuta-

tion matrix that minimizes the error at the final time point. In

Fig. 3: Performance of competing algorithms on mixtures
of sparse random uniform sources. Shaded areas denote one
standard deviation from the mean, computed over 10 runs.

Fig. 3, we plot the performance of each of the algorithms on
mixtures of 3- and 10-dimensional sources. We find that Bio-
NICA is outperformed by the competing algorithms. Bio-
NICA performs both the whitening and the rotation steps in
a single layer which leads to a trade-off in performance. We
view this as consistent with the fact that biological and en-
gineered systems must make trade-offs between performance
and resource efficiency.

5.2. Mixture of natural images

We applied Bio-NICA to the problem of recovering images
from their mixtures. Three 252 × 252 image patches were
chosen from a set of images of natural scenes previously used
in [16, 8, 10, 12]. Each image is treated as one source, with
the pixel intensities (shifted and scaled to be well-ground and
have unit variance) representing the 2522 = 63, 504 samples.
The source vectors were multiplied by a random 6 × 3 mix-
ing matrix to generate 6-dimensional mixtures, which were
presented to the algorithm 15 times, with randomly permuted
order in each presentation. In Fig. 4, we show the sources,
mixtures and recovered sources.

Sources Mixtures Mixtures Recovered Sources

Fig. 4: Recovery of image sources by Bio-NICA.

github.com/flatironinstitute/bio-nica
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