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Abstract

We propose a multivariate probability distribution for categorical and ordinal random variables.

To this end, we use the Grassmann distribution in conjunction with dummy encoding of categorical

and ordinal variables. To realize the co-occurrence probabilities of dummy variables required for

categorical and ordinal variables, we propose a parsimonious parameterization for the Grassmann

distribution that ensures the positivity of probability distribution. As an application of the pro-

posed distribution, we develop a factor analysis for categorical and ordinal variables and show the

validity of the model using a real dataset.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In data analysis, qualitative data such as categorical and ordinal variables often appear.

Examples include demographic attributes such as gender and occupation, questionnaire re-

sponses in the Likert scale [1], and the presence of mutations in DNA and amino acid

sequences. When qualitative variables appear as objective variables, multiclass logistic re-

gression or probit regression can be applied [2], however, it is difficult to construct a prob-

abilistic generative model for qualitative variables. An example of a generative model for

qualitative variables is a naive Bayes classifier using a categorical distribution [2], but this

model assumes independence between variables and cannot account for correlation. A pos-

sible method is to express correlation by latent variables, such as binary Factor Analysis [3]

and exponential family PCA [4, 5]. However, in general, introducing latent variables has

the disadvantage that the induced probability distribution cannot be expressed analytically.

This drawback causes difficulty in estimating the parameters of the model, and one has

to resort to a computationally-demanding and time-consuming approximation technique.

Therefore, dealing with qualitative data quantitatively is a challenging task.

The easiest way to handle multivariate categorical and ordinal variables is to treat them

as continuous variables, ignoring their qualitative nature. For example, in questionnaire

responses of the five-point scale, response variables, {1/5, 2/5, . . . , 1}, are treated as con-

tinuous numeric variables. Such treatment of qualitative variables is called methods of

quantification. The quantification, however, treats variables of ordinal scale as ratio scale,

that is, rudely assumes the intervals between ordinal responses as equally spaced. Hence the

quantification has been criticized for being unreflective. One of the reasons that qualitative

data are difficult to treat quantitatively stems from the fact that, unlike the continuous

variables for which arithmetic operations can be defined, qualitative variables cannot be

subjected to arithmetic operations such as addition, subtraction, multiplication, and divi-

sion. Sensible analysis of qualitative data has often been limited to statistical testing of a

contingency table, such as Fisher’s exact test or the Cochran-Armitage test. Therefore, in

order to develop a sensible statistical model for qualitative data, a probability distribution

that preserves the nature of the level of measurement is required.

Among categorical variables, multivariate binary random variables are represented by the

Grassmann distribution [6]. Also, recently, a probability distribution that models correlation
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between binary and continuous variables has been developed [7]. The Grassmann distribu-

tion has nice theoretical properties similar to the multivariate normal distribution and has a

computational advantage over the Ising model, a conventional multivariate Bernoulli distri-

bution, in that there is no need to sum over all possible states explicitly when computing the

partition function. This paper proposes a method to represent multivariate categorical and

ordinal random variables using the Grassmann distribution in conjunction with the dummy

encoding of categorical and ordinal variables.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, we summarize the proposed distribution

and then explain the reasoning that the proposed distribution reproduces the co-occurrence

probabilities of dummy variables required for categorical and ordinal variables. In Sec.

III, we propose a parsimonious parametrization that enforces positive probabilities of the

Grassmann distribution. This parametrization is a variant of the diagonally dominant

parametrization and is necessary for the proposed distribution. In Sec. IV, we develop

factor analysis for categorical and ordinal random variables as an application of the pro-

posed probability distribution. The validity of the proposed factor analysis is demonstrated

by analyzing a real dataset. A biplot visualization and its interpretation are given. Sec. V

is devoted to conclusions.

II. PROPOSED DISTRIBUTION

We first give a brief summary of the Grassmann distribution. It should be noted that the

definition of the Grassmann distribution in this paper differs from the Grassmann distribu-

tion in the previous studies [6, 7] in that the effect of dummy variables is inverted. This

change of definition is intended to make the parameter matrix of the Grassmann distribution

regular. Since the effect of the dummy variables is something like the definition of the sign

(plus/minus) of the electric current, such a change is allowable, and it is not the essence

of the problem. Therefore, we give a summary of the Grassmann distribution used in this

paper, which is denoted by G(1).

We denote q-dimensional dummy variables by a column vector y, where each element

takes the value 0 or 1. That is, the vector y is a bit vector with each element taking the

value 0 or 1. We denote the set of whole indices of dummy variables as R ≡ {1, 2, . . . , q}.

An index label for dummy variables is divided into two parts with subscripts 1 and 0, for
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variables that take the value 1 and 0, respectively. For example, an index label for binary

variables R is divided into a subset R1 ⊆ R and its set difference R0 = R \ R1. Then, the

joint distribution of the Grassmann distribution is expressed as follows:

p(yR1 = 1,yR0 = 0) =G(1)(yR1 = 1,yR0 = 0 | Σ),

= det

I − ΣR1R1 ΣR1R0

−ΣR0R1 ΣR0R0

 =
det(ΛR1R1 − I)

det Λ
, (1)

where the indexed notation ΣR1R1 expresses the submatrix of Σ, and I is the identity matrix.

To express the marginal and conditional distributions, we first define the notation of

index. We divide the sets of whole indices of dummy variables into two subset parts; R =

(S, T ). The number of elements in these sets of indices is represented by qS and qT , these

of course satisfy qS + qT = q. Then, the subvector comprising the subset of indices S is

represented as yS. An index label for dummy variables is further divided into two parts

with subscripts 1 and 0, for variables that take the value 1 and 0, respectively. For example,

an index label for binary variables S ⊆ R is divided into a subset S1 ⊆ S and its set

difference S0 = S \ S1, where the subvectors yS1 and yS0 take the values as yS1 = 1 and

yS0 = 0, respectively. Using the index notation described above, the marginal distribution

is expressed as

p(yT ) = G(1)(yT | ΣTT ). (2)

The conditional distribution is given by

p(yS | yT ) =G(1)(yS | Σ̃S|T ), (3)

Σ̃ =

Σ̃SS Σ̃ST

Σ̃TS Σ̃TT

 ≡


ΣSS −ΣST1 ΣST0

ΣT1S I − ΣT1T1 ΣT1T0

ΣT0S −ΣT0T1 ΣT0T0

 , (4)

Σ̃S|T ≡Σ̃SS − Σ̃ST Σ̃−1TT Σ̃TS,

=[ΛSS − ΛST1(ΛT1T1 − I)−1ΛT1S]−1, (5)

where Σ−1TT denotes the inverse matrix of the submatrix, Σ−1TT ≡ (ΣTT )−1, and ΣS|T is the

Schur complement.

4



The mean and covariance of dummy variables are given by

E[yr] =1− Σrr, (6)

Cov[yr ys] =− ΣrsΣsr, (r, s ∈ R). (7)

That is, the diagonal element of Σ expresses the marginal probability that the dummy

variable takes the value of 0. On the other hand, the conditional mean and covariance with

all the other conditioned variables observed as 0 are given by

E[yr | yR\r = 0] =1− 1

Λrr

=
( Λrr

Λrr − 1

)−1
, (8)

Cov[yr ys | yR\{r,s} = 0] =
−ΛrsΛsr

(ΛrrΛss − ΛrsΛsr)2
. (9)

That is, the diagonal element of Λ expresses the conditional probability that the dummy

variable takes the value of 0 with all the other conditioned variables observed as 0.

The probability distribution that describes a correlation between continuous and dummy

variables is summarized in Appendix A.

A. Statement of the result

First, we represent categorical and ordinal variables by dummy encoding.

For categorical variables, we use one-hot encoding; we represent a categorical variable

with (qC +1) categories, δ ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , qC}, by using qC dummy variables, yl ∈ {0, 1}, (l =

1, 2, . . . , qC), each dummy variable is exclusively turned on. That is, we exclude a dummy

variable for the base category. Table I shows an example of one-hot encoding with four

categories.

For ordinal variables, we use dummy encoding similar to one-hot encoding. We represent

an ordinal variable with (qO + 1) levels, η ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , qO}, by using qO dummy variables,

yl ∈ {0, 1}, (l = 1, 2, . . . , qO), each dummy variable represents the flag meaning equal to or

greater than one, two, etc. For example, the ordinal variable η = 2 in the case of four levels

can be expressed as y1 = 1, y2 = 1 and y3 = 0, since it is greater than two and less than

three. The dummy encoding for the case of four levels is shown in Table II.

Note that in both the case of categorical and ordinal variables, a single dummy variable

alone does not make sense, but the combination of multiple dummy variables makes sense.

Binary variables can be treated as categorical variables with two categories, or as ordinal
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variables with two levels. We, therefore, treat binary variables as a special case of categorical

variables.

TABLE I. Categorical dummy variable.

δ y1 y2 y3

δ = 0 0 0 0

δ = 1 1 0 0

δ = 2 0 1 0

δ = 3 0 0 1

TABLE II. Ordinal dummy variable.

η y1 y2 y3

η = 0 0 0 0

η = 1 1 0 0

η = 2 1 1 0

η = 3 1 1 1

Let us consider the case where there are multiple categorical and ordinal variables. First,

we define a notation to represent these variables collectively. We denote the number of

categorical and ordinal variables as c and o, respectively. The number of jth categorical

variable δj is denoted by qCj
. That is, the categorical variable δj takes the value in δj ∈

{0, 1, 2, . . . , qCj
}, (j = 1, 2, . . . , c). Similarly, the number of jth ordinal variable ηj is denoted

by qOj
. That is, the ordinal variable ηj takes the value in ηj ∈ {0, 1, 2, . . . , qOj

}, (j =

1, 2, . . . , o). The categorical variable δj is encoded by the column vector of dummy variables

yCj
, where yCj

is a qCj
-dimensional bit vector in which at most only one element can be

turned on and all the other elements are zero. Similarly, the ordinal variable ηj is encoded

by the column vector of dummy variables yOj
, where

yOj
= [1, 1, . . . , 1, 0, 0, . . . , 0]T (10)

is a qOj
-dimensional bit vector in which all elements that take the value of one are flushed

left. The dummy vectors of categorical and ordinal variables are combined into a single

dummy vector y,

y = [yT
C , y

T
O] = [yT

C1
, yT

C2
, . . . , yT

Cc
, yT

O1
, yT

O2
, . . . , yT

Oo
]T , (11)

where the number of dimensions of the combined dummy vector y is q = qC + qO ≡ qC1 +

qC2 + · · · + qCc + qO1 + qO2 + · · · + qOo . We denote the set of whole indices {1, 2, . . . , q}

by R. Of the index set R, we denote the set of indices corresponding to categorical and

ordinal variables as C and O, respectively. These indices set satisfy O = R \ C. The set

of these indices is partitioned into those of individual variables as C = (C1, C2, . . . , Cc) and

O = (O1, O2, . . . , Oo).
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The above categorical and ordinal dummy variables are modeled by the Grassmann dis-

tribution,

p(y) = G(1)(y | Σ = Λ−1), (12)

where the parameters of the Grassmann distribution are represented by the following parsi-

monious expression:

Λ− I = Ψ−1 − I +WΩV T , (13)

where T stands for matrix transposition. The parameter V is a q × a matrix, where the

positive integer a ∈ {1, 2, . . . , q} represents the number of auxiliary latent dimensions and

controls the representability of the model; larger values increase the representability of the

model. Ω is a diagonal matrix of order q whose diagonal elements take values between zero

and one. The q× q matrix Ψ must be a block-diagonal matrix such that each block element

of Ψ−1− I is a quasi-diagonal matrix with nonnegative principal minors defined below from

the requirement that certain co-occurrence probabilities of categorical and ordinal dummy

variables be exactly zero:

Ψ−1 − I =

(Ψ−1 − I)CC O

O (Ψ−1 − I)OO

 , (14)

(Ψ−1 − I)CC =


(Ψ−1 − I)C1C1 O · · · O

O (Ψ−1 − I)C2C2

...
...

. . . O

O · · · O (Ψ−1 − I)CcCc

 , (15)

(Ψ−1 − I)CjCj
=


(ψ(Cj))T

(ψ(Cj))T

...

(ψ(Cj))T

 =


eb

(Cj)

1 eb
(Cj)

2 · · · eb
(Cj)
qCj

eb
(Cj)

1 eb
(Cj)

2 · · · eb
(Cj)
qCj

...
... · · · ...

eb
(Cj)

1 eb
(Cj)

2 · · · eb
(Cj)
qCj


, (j = 1, 2, . . . , c), (16)

(17)
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where ψ(Cj) and b(Cj) are qCj
-dimensional column vectors, and

(Ψ−1 − I)OO =


(Ψ−1 − I)O1O1 O · · · O

O (Ψ−1 − I)O2O2

...
...

. . . O

O · · · O (Ψ−1 − I)OoOo

 , (18)

(Ψ−1 − I)OjOj
=LOj

+
[
ψ(Oj), 0, . . . , 0

]T
,

=LOj
+


eb

(Oj)

1 eb
(Oj)

1 +b
(Oj)

2 · · ·
∏qOj

l=1 e
b
(Oj)

l

0 0 · · · 0
...

. . . . . .
...

0 · · · 0 0

 , (j = 1, 2, . . . , o), (19)

where ψ(Oj) and b(Oj) are qOj
-dimensional column vectors, and

LOj
=



0 0 0 · · · 0

−1 0 0 · · · 0

0 −1
. . . . . .

...
...

. . . . . . 0 0

0 0 0 −1 0


(20)

is a lower triangular matrix of order qOj
with elements minus one. The q × a matrix W

must have the following form due to the requirement that the co-occurrence probabilities

for categorical and ordinal dummy variables must be zero:

W =
[
W T

CA, W T
OA

]T
, (21)

WCA =
[
W T

C1A
, W T

C2A
, . . . , W T

CcA

]T
, WCjA =

[
w(Cj), w(Cj), . . . , w(Cj)

]T
, (j = 1, 2, . . . , c),

(22)

WOA =
[
W T

O1A
, W T

O2A
, . . . , W T

OoA

]T
, WOjA =

[
w(Oj), 0, . . . , 0

]T
, (j = 1, 2, . . . , o),

(23)

where WCjA is a qCj
× a matrix and w(Cj) is an a-dimensional column vector. Also, WOjA is

a qOj
× a matrix and w(Oj) is an a-dimensional column vector.

The Grassmann distribution is parametrized by the explicit model parameter θm =

(Ψ,W, V,Ω) as well as by an auxiliary parameter θa = (C) = (CRR, CRA, CAR, CAA). This
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auxiliary parameter does not affect the likelihood of the model directly. The (q+a)× (q+a)

parameter matrix C is block partitioned as follows:

C =

CRR CRA

CAR CAA

 , (24)

and must be a strictly diagonally dominant matrix. Also, the following matrix B, represented

by the combination of model parameters, must be a diagonally dominant matrix:

B =

BRR BRA

BAR BAA

 =

(Ψ−1 − I +WV T )CRR −WCAR, (Ψ−1 − I +WV T )CRA −WCAA

CAR − V TCRR, CAA − V TCRA

 .
(25)

These diagonally dominant and strictly diagonally dominant conditions are necessary for

the parameter matrix of the Grassmann distribution Λ− I to be a P0-matrix. That is, the

Grassmann distribution is parametrized by θ = (θm, θa).

B. Co-occurrence probabilities of dummy variables

It is not appropriate to model the categorical and ordinal dummy variables by the Grass-

mann distribution naively. This is because the probability of multiple dummies turning on

at the same time, co-occurrence probabilities, can become nonzero in such a straightforward

method. In this section, we explain how the parameterization of the Grassmann distribution

in the previous section renders the undesired co-occurrence probabilities to exactly zero. In

this paper, we sometimes refer to the probability that the dummy variable takes the value

of one as excitation probability.

1. Excitation probabilities of categorical variable

In the one-hot encoding of categorical variables, multiple dummy variables do not turn

on simultaneously, and at most one of the dummy variables turns on. Since the observation

probability of dummy variables is expressed by the determinant of the parameter matrix Σ̃

as shown in Eq. (4), the matrix Σ should be parametrized so that some row vectors of the

parameter matrix coincide when multiple dummy variables are observed as one, in order
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to make the co-occurrence probability zero. In the specific example of four categories, the

following parametrization realizes the desired excitation probabilities:

Σ =


Σ11 Σ22 − 1 Σ33 − 1

Σ11 − 1 Σ22 Σ33 − 1

Σ11 − 1 Σ22 − 1 Σ33

 , Λ =


Λ11 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1

Λ11 − 1 Λ22 Λ33 − 1

Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33

 . (26)

In the above parametrization, only the four different excitation probabilities as represented

in Table I become nonzero. These four probabilities can be expressed by the following

categorical distribution:

p(δ) =Cat(y|b) ≡ exp(yTb)

1 +
∑qC

l=1 exp(bl)
, bl = log(Λll − 1). (27)

2. Excitation probabilities of ordinal variable

In the dummy encoding of ordinal variables, the elements of the dummy vector that is

turned on are flushed left as in Eq. (10). This means that the co-occurrence probability of

the lower level of the dummy variable being zero while the upper level of the dummy variable

is one must be exactly zero, e.g., yl−1 = 0 and yl = 1 cannot occur simultaneously. Let us

consider a specific example of four levels, i.e., qO = 3. The parametrization that enforces

the aforementioned co-occurrence probabilities can be expressed as follows:

Σ =


Σ11 Σ22 − 1 Σ33 − 1

Σ11 Σ22 Σ33 − 1

Σ11 Σ22 Σ33

 , Λ =


Λ11 Λ12 Λ13

−1 1 0

0 −1 1

 . (28)

In the above parametrization, only the four different excitation probabilities as represented in

Table II become nonzero. These four probabilities are expressed by the ordinal distribution

defined as follows:

p(η) =Ord(y|b) ≡ exp(yTb)

1 +
∑qO

l=1

∏l
m=1 exp(bm)

, Λ11 − 1 = eb1 , Λ12 = eb1+b2 , Λ13 = eb1+b2+b3 .

(29)

We shall call the matrices Λ−I of the form as expressed in Eqs. (26, 28) a quasi-diagonal

matrix with nonnegative principal minors.
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3. Mixture of categorical and ordinal variables

When there is a mixture of a categorical variable and an ordinal variable with the number

of levels four, the results of the previous section can be summarized in a block matrix as

follows:

Σ =

ΣCC ΣCO

ΣOC ΣOO

 =


Σ11 Σ22 − 1 Σ33 − 1 Σ1O

Σ11 − 1 Σ22 Σ33 − 1 Σ1O

Σ11 − 1 Σ22 − 1 Σ33 Σ1O

ΣO1 ΣO2 ΣO3 ΣOO

 =


ΣCC ΣC4 ΣC5 ΣC6

Σ4C Σ44 Σ55 − 1 Σ66 − 1

Σ4C Σ44 Σ55 Σ66 − 1

Σ4C Σ44 Σ55 Σ66

 ,
(30)

Λ− I =

ΛCC − I ΛCO

ΛOC ΛOO − I

 =


Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1 Λ1O

Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1 Λ1O

Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1 Λ1O

ΛO1 ΛO2 ΛO3 ΛOO

 =


ΛCC ΛC4 ΛC5 ΛC6

Λ4C Λ44 Λ45 Λ46

0T −1 0 0

0T 0 −1 0

 .
(31)

The model parameter Λ− I should be expressed as

Λ− I =

(Λ− I)CR

(Λ− I)OR

 , (Λ− I)CR =


(λ(C))T

(λ(C))T

(λ(C))T

 , (Λ− I)OR =


(λ(O))T

0T

0T

+
[
O, L

]
,

(32)

where O is a matrix with all elements zero, L is the following lower triangular matrix,

L =


0 0 0

−1 0 0

0 −1 0

 , (33)

and λ(C) and λ(O) are six-dimensional column vectors.

The case of multiple categorical and ordinal variables can also be represented using a

block matrix. In fact, we see that Λ− I can be parametrized as follows:

(Λ− I)CR =


(Λ− I)C1R

(Λ− I)C2R

...

(Λ− I)CcR

 , (Λ− I)CjR =


(λ(Cj))T

(λ(Cj))T

...

(λ(Cj))T

 , (j = 1, 2, . . . , c), (34)
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(Λ− I)OR =


(Λ− I)O1R

(Λ− I)O2R

...

(Λ− I)OoR

 =


(Λ− I)O1C , (Λ− I)O1O

(Λ− I)O2C , (Λ− I)O2O

...,
...

(Λ− I)OoC , (Λ− I)OoO

 =


Λ̃O1R

Λ̃O2R

...

Λ̃OoR

+


O LO1 O · · · O

O O LO2

. . .
...

...
...

. . . . . . O

O O · · · O LOo

 ,
(35)

Λ̃OjR =
[
λ(Oj), 0, . . . , 0

]T
, (j = 1, 2, . . . , o), (36)

where LOj
is a lower triangular matrix of order qOj

with elements minus zero as defined by

Eq. (20).

III. PARSIMONIOUS PARAMETRIZATION FOR GRASSMANN DISTRIBU-

TION

The parametrization of the Grassmann distribution in the previous section cannot be

realized by the conventional diagonally dominant parametrization [6]. Therefore, in this

section, we propose a novel parsimonious parametrization for the Grassmann distribution.

A. Derivation of parsimonious parametrization

The parsimonious parametrization is a parametrization inspired by the idea of conven-

tional factor analysis of continuous variables. We introduce the latent dimension of auxiliary

dummy variables and represent the model parameter matrix, which should be a P0-matrix,

by a partitioned matrix. We denote the whole set of indices for observed dummy variables

and latent dummy variables as R and A, and also denote these dimensions as q and a, re-

spectively. The set of complete indices of observed and latent variables combined is denoted

as K = (R,A). Then, the matrix of model parameter Λ− I with complete indices is defined

12



by the product of the block upper triangular matrices as follows:

(Λ− I)KK =

 I O

O (Ω−1 − I)1/2

Ψ−1 − I −W

O I

 I O

−V T I

 I O

O (Ω−1 − I)1/2

 ,
=

 I O

O (Ω−1 − I)1/2

Ψ−1 − I +WV T −W

−V T I

 I O

O (Ω−1 − I)1/2

 ,
=

Ψ−1 − I +WV T , −W (Ω−1 − I)1/2

−(Ω−1 − I)1/2V T Ω−1 − I

 , (37)

ΣKK =

 Λ−1R|A, Λ−1R|AWΩ1/2(I − Ω)1/2

Ω1/2(I − Ω)1/2V TΛ−1R|A, Ω + Ω1/2(I − Ω)1/2V TΛ−1R|AWΩ1/2(I − Ω)1/2

 , (38)

ΛR|A =Ψ−1 +WΩV T , (39)

where Ω is a diagonal matrix with diagonal elements satisfying 0 ≤ diag(Ω) ≤ 1. Ψ−1 − I

is a block-diagonal matrix of quasi-diagonal matrices with nonnegative principal minors as

defined in Sec. II B, which is a square matrix that realizes the co-occurrence probabilities

of categorical and ordinal dummy variables. In the above parametrization, conditional

independence holds among observed variables as well as among latent variables. In fact,

when the observed variables all take the value of one, the model parameter of the Grassmann

distribution for latent variables conditioned on observed variables is given by p(yA | yR =

1) = G(1)(yA | Ω), which means conditional independence among latent variables given

observed variables. On the other hand, when the latent variables all take the value of zero,

the model parameter of the Grassmann distribution for observed variables conditioned on

latent variables is given by p(yR | yA = 0) = G(1)(yR | Ψ), which again means conditional

independence among observed variables given latent variables.

A P0-matrix is expressed by the product of row diagonally dominant matrices B and C

of the form BC−1 [8]. Since multiplying a nonnegative diagonal matrix does not change

the P0-matrix nature, we assume that the middle part of the right-hand side in Eq. (37) is

decomposed to the product of row diagonally dominant matrix B and strictly row diagonally

13



dominant matrix C,Ψ−1 − I +WV T −W

−V T I

 ,
=

BRR BRA

BAR BAA

CRR CRA

CAR CAA

−1 ,
=

BRR BRA

BAR BAA

C−1RR + C−1RRCRAC
−1
A|RCARC

−1
RR, −C

−1
RRCRAC

−1
A|R

−C−1A|RCARC
−1
RR, C−1A|R

 ,
=

BRRC
−1
RR − (BRA −BRRC

−1
RRCRA)C−1A|RCARC

−1
RR, (BRA −BRRC

−1
RRCRA)C−1A|R

BARC
−1
RR − (BAA −BARC

−1
RRCRA)C−1A|RCARC

−1
RR, (BAA −BARC

−1
RRCRA)C−1A|R

 . (40)

Comparing the Ath column in the above equation, we see that the following two equations

must hold, (BRA −BRRC
−1
RRCRA) = −WCA|R,

(BAA −BARC
−1
RRCRA) = CA|R.

(41)

Plugging the above equations into Rth column in Eq. (40), we see the following two relations,BRRC
−1
RR +WCARC

−1
RR = Ψ−1 − I +WV T ,

BARC
−1
RR − CARC

−1
RR = −V T ,

⇒

BRRC
−1
RR = Ψ−1 − I +WV T −WCARC

−1
RR,

BARC
−1
RR = CARC

−1
RR − V T .

(42)

So, plugging the above expressions for BRRC
−1
RR and BARC

−1
RR into Eq. (41), we obtainBRA = (Ψ−1 − I +WV T )CRA −WCAA,

BAA = CAA − V TCRA.
(43)

From the above calculus, the diagonally dominant matrix B must have the following form,

B =

(Ψ−1 − I +WV T )CRR −WCAR, (Ψ−1 − I +WV T )CRA −WCAA

CAR − V TCRR, CAA − V TCRA

 . (44)

Marginalizing the latent variables, we obtain the parsimonious model parametrization of

the Grassmann distribution for observed variables, θ = (Ψ,W, V,Ω, C):

ΣRR = [Ψ−1 +WΩV T ]−1, (45)

with the row diagonally dominant condition for B, Eq. (44), and strictly row diagonally

dominant condition for C.
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B. Realization for categorical and ordinal parametrization

In the parsimonious parametrization of the Grassmann distribution, the model parameter

Λ− I is expressed as

Λ− I = Ψ−1 − I +WΩV T . (46)

We see that the parametrization required for categorical and ordinal variables as explained

in Sec. II B can be realized by imposing the constraints on Ψ and W .

1. Categorical variables only

Using the parsimonious parametrization, the parametrization for the categorical dummy

variables in Sec. II B 1,

Λ− I =


Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1

Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1

Λ11 − 1 Λ22 − 1 Λ33 − 1

 = Ψ−1 − I +WΩV T , (47)

can be realized by imposing constraints on Ψ as W as follows:

Ψ−1 − I =


eb1 eb2 eb3

eb1 eb2 eb3

eb1 eb2 eb3

 , W =


wT

wT

wT

 , (48)

where Ψ−1 − I is a quasi-diagonal matrix with nonnegative principal minors, and b and w

are three-dimensional column vectors.

2. Ordinal variable only

In a similar way, the parametrization for the ordinal dummy variables in Sec. II B 2,

Λ− I =


Λ11 − 1 Λ12 Λ13

−1 0 0

0 −1 0

 = Ψ−1 − I +WΩV T , (49)
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can be realized by imposing constraints on Ψ as W as follows:

Ψ−1 − I =


eb1 eb1+b2 eb1+b2+b3

−1 0 0

0 −1 0

 , W =


wT

0T

0T

 , (50)

where Ψ−1 − I is a quasi-diagonal matrix with nonnegative principal minors, and b and w

are three-dimensional column vectors.

3. Mixture of categorical and ordinal variables

Parametrization for the case of a mixture of categorical and ordinal variables can be

realized by representing Ψ and W in a partitioned matrix as follows:

Λ− I = Ψ−1 − I +WΩV T =

(Ψ−1 − I)CC O

O (Ψ−1 − I)OO

+

WCA

WOA

ΩV T . (51)

The parametrization for single categorical and ordinal variables each with the number of

levels four can be realized by imposing constraints on Ψ and W as follows:

(Ψ−1 − I)CC =


(ψ(C))T

(ψ(C))T

(ψ(C))T

 =


eb

(C)
1 eb

(C)
2 eb

(C)
3

eb
(C)
1 eb

(C)
2 eb

(C)
3

eb
(C)
1 eb

(C)
2 eb

(C)
3

 , (52)

(Ψ−1 − I)OO =L+


(ψ(O))T

0T

0T

 =


0 0 0

−1 0 0

0 −1 0

+


eb

(O)
1 eb

(O)
1 +b

(O)
2 eb

(O)
1 +b

(O)
2 +b

(O)
3

0 0 0

0 0 0

 , (53)

WCA =
[
w(C), w(C), w(C)

]T
, WOA =

[
w(O), 0, 0

]T
. (54)

The case of multiple categorical and ordinal variables can be parametrized as in Sec. II A.

C. Validation with real data

In this section, we numerically confirm that the proposed parsimonious parametrization

successfully reproduces correlation and co-occurrence probabilities for categorical and ordi-

nal dummy variables using a real dataset. The data used in this analysis is the reader data
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from catdata package of R (programming language) [9]. The reader data contains informa-

tion on the reading behavior of women referring to a specific woman’s journal and consists

of four variables: is the woman a regular reader? (yes = 1, no = 0), is the woman working?

(yes = 1, no = 0), their age group (18–29 : years = 1, 30–39 : years = 2, 40–49 : years = 3),

and their education level from L1 to L4. The sample size of the dataset is N = 941. We

considered age group as a categorical variable and education level as an ordinal variable.

We sampled one binary variable, Working, one categorical variable, Age category, and one

ordinal variable, Education level, for analysis.

Model parameters were estimated by maximum likelihood estimation, where the number

of auxiliary latent dimensions was selected to be two, since the value of the likelihood

function almost saturated there. The estimated parameters are shown as

Λ− I =



0.62 0.12 −0.14 −2.12 −0.63 −0.14

−1.76 1.73 2.57 −3.29 −4.49 −1.84

−1.76 1.73 2.57 −3.29 −4.49 −1.84

0.83 −0.36 −0.98 2.36 2.05 0.78

0.00 0.00 0.00 −1.00 0.00 0.00

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 −1.00 0.00


, (55)

Σ =



0.52 −0.10 0.20 0.41 −0.08 −0.05

0.08 0.62 −0.30 0.54 0.59 0.19

0.08 −0.38 0.70 0.54 0.59 0.19

−0.05 −0.01 0.07 0.22 −0.32 −0.08

−0.05 −0.01 0.07 0.22 0.68 −0.08

−0.05 −0.01 0.07 0.22 0.68 0.92


, (56)

where the values are rounded to two decimal places for presentation. In this model parame-

ter, although there are 26 = 64 excitation probabilities as the Grassmann distribution for the

dummy variables, all undesirable co-occurrence probabilities become exactly zero, and the

desirable 12 excitation probabilities survive. The proposed distribution exactly reproduced

the empirical mean of the data. Fig. 1 represents the empirical correlation as well as the

correlation reproduced by the model. We see that the proposed distribution successfully

reproduces the correlation between categorical and ordinal dummy variables.

17



wo
rk

in
g

ag
e_

30

ag
e_

40

ed
uc

at
io

n_
2

ed
uc

at
io

n_
3

ed
uc

at
io

n_
4

working

age_30

age_40

education_2

education_3

education_4

1.00 -0.00 -0.06 0.10 -0.02 -0.03

-0.00 1.00 -0.51 0.05 0.02 -0.04

-0.06 -0.51 1.00 -0.20 -0.19 -0.08

0.10 0.05 -0.20 1.00 0.37 0.16

-0.02 0.02 -0.19 0.37 1.00 0.42

-0.03 -0.04 -0.08 0.16 0.42 1.00

A

wo
rk

in
g

ag
e_

30

ag
e_

40

ed
uc

at
io

n_
2

ed
uc

at
io

n_
3

ed
uc

at
io

n_
4

1.00 0.03 -0.07 0.11 -0.02 -0.02

0.03 1.00 -0.51 0.03 0.03 0.01

-0.07 -0.51 1.00 -0.19 -0.19 -0.10

0.11 0.03 -0.19 1.00 0.37 0.16

-0.02 0.03 -0.19 0.37 1.00 0.42

-0.02 0.01 -0.10 0.16 0.42 1.00

B

FIG. 1. Pearson correlation matrix of the reader data, empirically computed from the data (A)

and reproduced by the model (B).

IV. CATEGORICAL FACTOR ANALYSIS

As an application of multivariate categorical and ordinal variables, this section consider

factor analysis for categorical and ordinal variables. The proposed factor analysis is achieved

by setting the parameter Λ for the Grassmann distribution by a block-diagonal matrix such

that each block element of Λ − I is a quasi-diagonal matrix with nonnegative principal

minors, Ψ−1 − I defined in Sec. II B. This setting means that there is no correlation among

categorical and ordinal variables given the latent variable. The positivity of probability

distribution can be confirmed by direct calculations of principal minors of the matrix Λ− I,

rather than diagonal dominance of parsimonious parametrization.

We denote observed continuous and binary dummy variables by x and y and denote

continuous latent variables by z. Each variable is a column vector and its dimensions are

px, q, and pz, respectively. Here, the states of the dummy vector y are limited to the state

that are allowed for categorical and ordinal variables as described in Sec. II A. We give the

conditional distribution for the observed variables given the latent variable as a product of

an uncorrelated normal distribution and uncorrelated Categorical and Ordinal distribution
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as follows:

p(x,y|z) =N
(
x | µx +W (z− µz),Ψ

) c∏
j=1

Cat(yCj
| βCj

)
o∏

k=1

Ord(yOk
| βOk

), (57)

β =b +G(z− µz), G ≡
[
g1, g2, . . . , gq

]T
, (58)

where we define the categorical and ordinal distribution as follows:

Cat(yCj
| βCj

) =
exp(yT

Cj
βCj

)

1 +
∑qCj

l=1 exp([βCj
]l)
, Ord(yOj

| βOj
) =

exp(yT
Oj
βOj

)

1 +
∑qOj

l=1

∏l
m=1 exp([βOj

]m)
.

(59)

The above conditional distribution is parameterized by (µx,Ψ,W ) for continuous variables

and (b, G) for categorical and ordinal dummy variables. The px-dimensional column vector

µx parameterizes the mean of observed continuous variables, and the px×px diagonal matrix

Ψ is a covariance matrix of observational noise. The px × pz matrix W is a factor loading

matrix for continuous variables [2]. The q-dimensional column vector b represents a bias

term of the categorical and ordinal distributions, and the q×pz matrix G is a factor loading

matrix for categorical and ordinal dummy variables. We shall call each row vector of factor

loading matrix G a factor loading vector gr.

The prior distribution of the latent variable is given by a mixture of normal distributions,

p(z) =
∑
R1⊆R

πR1(Σz)N (z | µz + ΣzG
T1R1 ,Σz), (60)

πR1(Σz) ≡
exp
(
1T
R1
b + 1

2
1T
R1
GΣzG

T1R1

)
∑

R′
1⊆R

exp
(
1T
R′

1
b + 1

2
1T
R′

1
GΣzGT1R′

1

) , (61)

where the summation
∑

R1⊆R runs over all states of the dummy variables allowed for the

categorical and ordinal variables, not the states of all possible dummy variables, and 1R1 is

a q-dimensional constant vector with each element taking the value 0 or 1,

[1R1 ]s ≡

1, if s ∈ R1,

0, if s ∈ R0,
(s = 1, 2, . . . , q). (62)

The parameters (µz,Σz) are the mean and covariance of the prior distribution of the latent

variable.
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Then, the distribution for observed variables is given by

p(x,y) =πR1(Σz)N (x | µx +WΣzG
Ty,Σx), (63)

Σx =Ψ +WΣzW
T . (64)

When the observed variables consist exclusively of dummy variables, the observed distribu-

tion is nothing but the Ising model [10].

The posterior distribution of the latent variable given the observed variables is a normal

distribution:

p(z|x,y) =N (z |m,Σz|x), (65)

m =µz + Σz|x
{
W TΨ−1(x− µx) +GTy

}
, (66)

Σz|x =
(
Σ−1z +W TΨ−1W

)−1
. (67)

We call m in the above expression a factor score.

A. Biplot analysis

In the biplot of factor analysis, we first plot the factor scores, Eq. (66), as a scatterplot.

Without loss of generality, we set µz = 0 and Σz = I. Since categorical and ordinal variables

are expressed by the combination of dummy variables, it is appropriate to express the factor

loading vector, which is depicted by an arrow in the biplot, by a combination of factor

loading vectors rather than by a single factor loading vector. We define the combined factor

loading vectors for categorical and ordinal variables as follows:

g
(Cj)
l =− 1

qCj
+ 1

gCj
+ gmin(Cj)+l−1, (l = 1, 2, . . . , qCj

), (68)

g
(Cj)
0 =− 1

qCj
+ 1

gCj
, (69)

g
(Oj)
l =− 1

2
gOj

+
l∑

m=1

gmin(Oj)+m−1, (l = 1, 2, . . . , qOj
), (70)

g
(Oj)
0 =− 1

2
gOj

. (71)

New combined factor loading vectors, g
(Cj)
0 and g

(Oj)
0 , correspond to the base category and

the base level, where all dummy variables belonging to certain categorical or ordinal variable,
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take the value of zero, and satisfies

g
(Cj)
0 = −

qCj∑
l=1

g
(Cj)
l , g

(Oj)
0 = −g(Oj)

qOj
. (72)

The inner product of the combined factor loading vectors and the factor scores represents

the relative magnitude of the arguments of the categorical and ordinal distributions. That

is, the large value of the inner product means that the corresponding categorical or ordinal

feature is likely to occur than the mean value at that factor score.

We impose the norm constraints that all the combined factor loading vectors have the

same norm, in order to avoid improper solutions, or Heywood cases, of maximum likelihood

estimation in factor analysis, which has been devised in Ref. [7]. Also, as in the previous

paper [7], we fixed the rotational degrees of freedom of the latent space so that the matrix

GGT is diagonalized. We defined the contribution ratio of the latent space, the principal

component axes, by the eigenvalues of GGT , and sorted the principal component axes in

descending order of the contribution ratio.

We performed factor analysis on the reader data analyzed in the previous section. Model

parameters were estimated by maximum likelihood estimation. The number of latent di-

mensions was selected by the Bayesian information criterion [11]. The number of latent

dimensions selected was two. Fig. 2 shows the biplot of factor analysis. The first and sec-

ond principal component axes (PC1, PC2), the latent dimensions, are displayed, and the

percentages in the axis labels represent the contribution ratio, When compressed into two

dimensions, inequal intervals of the ordinal variable are visualized as angles of a protractor.

We see that the first principal component axis can be interpreted as representing educated

knowledge, and is related to the reading behavior of the women’s journal.

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed a method to express correlations of multivariate categorical and ordinal

variables in the framework of the Grassmann distribution in conjunction with dummy en-

coding of categorical and ordinal variables. The proposed distribution allows undesirable

co-occurrence probabilities of categorical and ordinal dummy variables to be exactly zero.

Furthermore, unlike the method of quantification, the proposed method works retaining the

nature of the scale of categorical and ordinal variables, i.e., nominal and ordinal scales.
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FIG. 2. Biplot of factor analysis for reader data. The point characters in the scatterplot have been

changed depending on the quarter value of the percentage of regular readers to a specific woman’s

journal: the circles denote the data with a percentage smaller than the value of one-quarter, the

hexagons are between one-quarter and two-quarter, the squares are between two-quarter and three

quarter, and the triangles are larger than the value of three-quarter. Those markers are colored

from blue to red according to small to large percentages. The areas of the point characters in the

scatterplot are proportional to the number of data points corresponding to those point characters.

As an application of the proposed distribution, we develop a factor analysis for categori-

cal and ordinal variables. Our biplot of factor analysis can be used as an alternative to

correspondence analysis [12].

A series of studies from the previous research [6, 7] to this paper has produced probability

distributions that describe linear correlations for the major three of the four statistical

data types: ratio scale, nominal scale, and ordinal scale [13]. These distributions allow

us to construct probabilistic generative models for a mixture of continuous and qualitative

variables. We expect that the results of these studies open new directions for the quantitative

analysis of qualitative data and provide the basis for building more advanced statistical

learning methods.
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Appendix A: Inverted Grassmann distribution

In this appendix, we summarize the probability distribution in which the effect of dummy

variables is inverted from that of the previous studies [6, 7], to avoid possible confusion.

We denote p-dimensional continuous variables and q-dimensional dummy variables by

column vectors x and y, respectively. The dummy vector y is a bit vector with each element

taking the value 0 or 1. Model parameters of our distribution consist of mean and covariance

parameters of a multivariate normal distribution (µ,Σ), a q × q matrix of the Grassmann

distribution Λ [6], and a q × p matrix G representing interaction between continuous and

binary variables. The matrix Λ− I must be a P0-matrix [8], where I is an identity matrix.

Each element of the matrixG, [G]sj, (s = 1, 2, . . . , q, and j = 1, 2, . . . , p), is also represented

by a p-dimensional column vector gs as

G ≡
[
g1, g2, . . . , gq

]T
, [G]sj = [gT

s ]j, (A1)

where T stands for matrix transposition. We denote the set of whole indices of continuous

and binary variables as I ≡ {1, 2, . . . , p} and R ≡ {1, 2, . . . , q}, respectively. An index label

for binary variables is divided into two parts with subscripts 1 and 0, for variables that take

the value 1 and 0, respectively. For example, an index label for binary variables R is divided

into a subset R1 ⊆ R and its set difference R0 = R\R1. We denote a q-dimensional constant

vector 1R1 with each element taking the value 0 or 1,

[1R1 ]s ≡

1, if s ∈ R1

0, if s ∈ R0

, (s = 1, 2, . . . , q). (A2)

Then, the proposed jont distribution is expressed as

p(x,y = 1R1) =πR1(Σ)N (x | µ+ ΣGT1R1 ,Σ),

≡πR1(Σ)
1

(2π)p/2 det Σ1/2
exp

{
−1

2
(x− µ− ΣGT1R1)

TΣ−1(x− µ− ΣGT1R1)

}
,

(A3)

πR1(Σ) ≡
det(ΛR1R1 − I) exp

(
1
2
1T
R1
GΣGT1R1

)
∑

R′
1⊆R

det(ΛR′
1R

′
1
− I) exp

(
1
2
1T
R′

1
GΣGT1R′

1

) , (A4)

where ΛR1R1 is a submatrix of Λ, and summation
∑

R′
1⊆R

runs over all possible states of

binary variables. The partition function, the normalization constant, of this distribution is
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not given analytically, and thus, one has to sum over all possible states of the binary variables

to calculate the partition function. As we will see below, the coefficient πR1(Σ) corresponds

to mixing weight of a mixture of Gaussian distributions with equal covariance. That is, the

above joint distribution corresponds to one normal distribution out of 2q mixture of normal

distributions.

To express the marginal and conditional distributions, we first define the notation of

index. We denote the index label of a subset of whole indices as J ⊆ I. Then, the subvector

comprising the subset of indices J is represented as xJ . We divide the sets of whole indices

of continuous and binary variables into three subset parts; I = (J, L,K) and R = (S, U, T ),

where the index labels L and U are introduced to handle missing values. The number of

elements in these sets of indices is represented by pJ , pL, pK and qS, qU , qT , these of course

satisfy pJ + pL + pK = p and qS + qU + qT = q. Then, the vectors x and y can be partitioned

into subvectors as x = xI = (xJ ,xL,xK) and y = yR = (yS,yU ,yT ), respectively. Again,

an index label for binary variables is further divided into two parts with subscripts 1 and

0, for variables that take the value 1 and 0, respectively. For example, an index label for

binary variables S ⊆ R is divided into a subset S1 ⊆ S and its set difference S0 = S \ S1,

where the subvectors yS1 and yS0 take the values as yS1 = 1 and yS0 = 0, respectively. The

union of the index label J and K is denoted as J + K ≡ J ∪K. Using the index notation

described above, the marginal distribution is expressed as

p(xK = xI\(J+L),yT = yR\(S+U)) =
∑

S1+U1⊆R\T

πR1(Σ)N (xK | µK + ΣKIG
T1R1 ,ΣKK).

(A5)

In particular, when all binary variables are marginalized, the marginal distribution is pre-

cisely a 2q mixture of Gaussian distributions with equal covariance, where mixing weights

are given by πR1(Σ) and the mean of the normal distributions is shifted by ΣGT1R1 . On the

other hand, when all continuous variables are marginalized, the marginal distribution is no

longer in the same form as the Grassmann distribution.
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The conditional distribution with missing values for xL and yU is given by

p(xJ ,yS|xK ,yT ) =

∑
U1⊆R\(S+T ) πR1

(
Σ(J+L)|K

)
exp
{
1T
R1
GΣIKΣ−1KK(xK − µK)

}
∑

S′
1+U ′

1⊆R\T
πR′

1

(
Σ(J+L)|K

)
exp
{
1T
R′

1
GΣIKΣ−1KK(xK − µK)

}
N
(
xJ | µJ + ΣJKΣ−1KK(xK − µK) + (ΣJ(J+L) − ΣJKΣ−1KKΣK(J+L))G

T
(J+L)R1R1 ,ΣJ |K

)
,

(A6)

where Σ−1KK denotes the inverse matrix of the submatrix ΣKK , the matrix ΣJ |K ≡ ΣJJ −

ΣJKΣ−1KKΣKJ is the Schur complement, and the mixing weight is defined as previously

mentioned,

πR1

(
Σ(J+L)|K

)
≡

det(ΛR1R1 − I) exp
{

1
2
1T
R1
GR(J+L)Σ(J+L)|KG

T
(J+L)R1R1

}
∑

R′
1⊆R

det(ΛR′
1R

′
1
− I) exp

{
1
2
1T
R′

1
GR(J+L)Σ(J+L)|KGT

(J+L)R1R′
1

} . (A7)

When there are no missing values, the conditional distribution is expressed more concisely:

p(xJ ,yS|xK = xI\J ,yT = yR\S) =
πR1(ΣJ |K) exp

{
1T
S1
GΣIKΣ−1KK(xK − µK)

}
∑

S′
1⊆R\T

πR′
1
(ΣJ |K) exp

{
1T
S′
1
GΣIKΣ−1KK(xK − µK)

}
N
(
xJ | µJ + ΣJKΣ−1KK(xK − µK) + ΣJ |KG

T
JR1R1 ,ΣJ |K

)
.

(A8)

In particular, when observed variables consist exclusively of binary variables, the conditional

distribution is expressed as a normal distribution,

p(xJ |xK = xI\J ,yR) =N
(
xJ | µJ + ΣJKΣ−1KK(xK − µK) + ΣJ |KG

T1R1 ,ΣJ |K
)
, (A9)

there, the mean of the distribution is shifted depending on the value of the binary variables

conditioned. On the other hand, when observed variables consist exclusively of continuous

variables, the conditional distribution is expressed as a Grassmann distribution:

p(yS|xI ,yT = yR\S) =G(1)
(
yS | I + (Λ− I)S|T1 Exp

{
GSI(xI − µI)

})
,

≡
det
[
(Λ− I)S1|T1 Exp

{
GS1I(xI − µI)

}]
det
[
I + (Λ− I)S|T1 Exp

{
GSI(xI − µI)

}] , (A10)

(Λ− I)S|T1 ≡ΛSS − I − ΛST1(ΛT1T1 − I)−1ΛT1S, (A11)

where

Exp
{
GSI(xI − µI)

}
≡ EGSI(xI−µI) ≡ diag

[
exp
{
gT
s (xI − µI)

}]
, s ∈ S (A12)

is a diagonal matrix with nonnegative diagonal elements.
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