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Bayesian nonparametric hierarchical priors provide flexible models for
sharing of information within and across groups. We focus on latent feature
allocation models, where the data structures correspond to multisets or un-
bounded sparse matrices. The fundamental development in this regard is the
Hierarchical Indian Buffet process (HIBP), devised by [44]. However, little
is known in terms of explicit tractable descriptions of the joint, marginal,
posterior and predictive distributions of the HIBP. We provide explicit novel
descriptions of these quantities, in the Bernoulli HIBP and general spike and
slab HIBP settings, which allows for exact sampling and simpler practical
implementation. We then extend these results to the more complex setting of
hierarchies of general HIBP (HHIBP). The generality of our framework al-
lows one to recognize important structure that may otherwise be masked in
the Bernoulli setting, and involves characterizations via dynamic mixed Pois-
son random count matrices. Our analysis shows that the standard choice of
hierarchical Beta processes for modeling across group sharing is not ideal in
the classic Bernoulli HIBP setting proposed by [44], or other spike and slab
HIBP settings, and we thus indicate tractable alternative priors.
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1. Introduction. Bayesian nonparametric hierarchical priors are highly effective in pro-
viding flexible models for latent data structures exhibiting sharing of information between
and across groups. Most prominent is the Hierarchical Dirichlet Process (HDP) [43] and its
subsequent variants, which model latent clustering between and across groups. HDP-type
processes, due in part to the characterization of a Dirichlet process [16] in terms of Dirichlet
vectors, may be viewed as more flexible extensions of Latent Dirichlet Allocation models
(LDA) [5] and have been applied to, for example, topic modeling, natural language process-
ing, and datasets arising in genetics. See, for example, [1, 10, 42, 47] and relevant discussions
in [6, 12].

[11] provide results for latent clustering models suitable for datasets corresponding to
multiplicative intensity models, employing hierarchical completely random measures (CRM)
(see [24] and references therein for the non-hierarchical cases). Relevant also to models we
consider here, [20] apply more complex hierarchies of HDP (HHDP) to problems arising
in genetics. Notably, approximate inference is enabled by employing a hierarchical gamma-
Poisson representation of the HHDP.

In this work, we focus on tractable Bayesian analysis for hierarchical notions of latent
feature allocation models, where the data structures correspond to multisets or unbounded
sparse matrices. The fundamental development in this regard is the Hierarchical Indian Buffet
Process (HIBP), devised in [44], which utilizes a hierarchy of Beta processes over J groups to
induce sharing across groups, where each group generates binary random matrices reflecting
within-group sharing of features according to beta-Bernoulli Indian Buffet process (IBP)
priors. We first present some details of the basic IBP.

1.1. Brief overview of the basic Indian Buffet Process (IBP). The basic Indian Buffet
process(IBP) first devised in [18], constitutes a class of flexible, and tractable, Bayesian non-
parametric priors for a wide range of statistical applications involving latent features. See for
example [36], for a recent interesting application to problems in genetics. In particular, the
IBP may be viewed as priors over an equivalence class of (sparse) random binary matrices
with an infinite number of columns and M rows, which are allowed to grow, representing
the presence or absence of latent features possessed and shared by M customers/individuals.
Importantly, as shown by [18], the sampling of such processes may be described using an In-
dian Buffet process sequential scheme, cast in terms of M customers sequentially selecting
dishes from an Indian Buffet restaurant, where each dish represents features or attributes of
that customer, the mechanism allows for the selection of dishes previously chosen by other
customers as well as a mechanism to choose new dishes is described as follows for the sim-
plest case. For a parameter 6 > 0, the first customers selects a Poisson () number of dishes
drawn from a non-atomic finite measure By, given the selection process of the first M cus-
tomers the (M + 1) st customer will choose Poisson(6/(M + 1)) number of new dishes
and chooses each previously chosen dish according to Bernoulli random variables, where
the most popular dishes have the highest chance of being chosen. Throughout we use the
notation for any integer n, [n] :={1,...,n} and ((¢;)) := (a1,a2,...), to denote an infinite
collection of variables. Let now for fixed p € [0, 1], (((%g) (p))),i € [M]) u Bernoulli(p)
[44] showed that the IBP may be constructed from M conditionally independent Bernoulli

processes, say Z() = 3"7° %’,(:) (pk)0w, for i € [M] whose random success probabilities
((p)) :== (p1,p2...,) are points of a Poisson random measure (PRM) with mean intensity
(Lévy density) 004(s) := 05‘1H{0§5§1} corresponding to the jumps of a simple homoge-

neous Beta process [22], expressed as 4 > pey PkOw, ~ BP(6, By), where more specifi-
cally, for By(dw) := Bo(dw)/Bo(S2), that ((p;,w;)) are points of a PRM, on [0, 1] x €2, with
mean measure 9o ¢(s)Bo(dw)ds = Bo(£2)00¢(s)Bo(dw)ds and hence (wy) are drawn iid
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from By. In more formal Bayesian parlance, (Z @ iec[M ]) | are conditionally iid Bernoulli
processes with law denoted as BeP(4). The joint marginal distribution of (Z9),i € [M]) is
obtained by marginalizing out y, and the IBP sequential scheme can be obtained from a de-
scription of the predictive distribution Z(M+1D|(Z(® i € [M]), which can be obtained from
the posterior distribution of 1| (Z @ ie[M ]) . as described in [44]. A thorough understand-
ing of these components then allows for their practical utility in a wide range of factor models
where observed data structures, say W, conditional on (Z1, ..., Zys) = z, may have the form
®(W |z). The IBP has been extended to more general choices for 1, including the richer class
of stable-Beta processes, see [41], with jumps (py) specified by a Lévy density,

(1.1) 00a,c(p) = 0p~* (1 — p) T oepery,

for c > —a and 0 < a < 1. Here we will say p is a stable-Beta process with parameters
(a, ¢;0), with distributional notation u ~ sBP((«, ¢),0, By). When a = 0, BP(c, 0, By) :=
sBP((0,c¢), 8, By) denotes a two-parameter Beta process as used in [44].

1.2. CRM priors. Consider now (s;) to be more general points of a PRM on (0, co) spec-
ified by the Lévy density p(s), satisfying, [;°(s A1)p(s)ds < oo, such that o(1) := D77, s
is a non-negative infinitely divisible random variable with Laplace transform E[e*m(l)] =
e (%) for k > 0, where (k) = JoS (1 —e ") p(s)ds is the corresponding Laplace expo-
nent. The process (o(t),¢ > 0) is said to be a subordinator, see for instance [32, Section 7],
if it is a non-decreasing jump process with stationary independent increments. Specifically,
for s < t, o(s) is independent of o(t) — o(s) g o(t —s), where E[fe ()] = e*¥(%) and is
otherwise a special case of a completely random measure (CRM) that is defined over (0, c0).

If p is a finite measure then (o (¢),¢ > 0) is a compound Poisson process. In all cases for
p, we will denote the law of a subordinator o ~ CRM(p, L), where LL(dt) = dt is Lebesque
measure on (0,00). In general, we use the notation . ~ CRM(p, B) to denote a general
CRM, with jumps (si) in (0,00) and where, in all other cases besides L, B is a finite mea-
sure over (). There is the representation /1 := > ;- | s;dy, , Where equivalently ((s;,w;)) are
points of a PRM with mean intensity p(s)B(dw)ds = B(Q2)p(s)B(dw)ds. Note furthermore

for arbitrary O C 2, p(O) 4 o(B(0)) with Laplace transform E[e~*#(0)] = e~ BOW(x),
There are the following representations that we shall use often, for any discrete measure
B =37, Midy,, where (A\g,Y%) € (0,00) X Q, p 4 > re 1 0k(Ak)dy, ~ CRM(p, B), for
(o) Y CRM(p, L), and for each fixed (k, \p), o (M) % 3350, sp,y where (sg) := (sl =
1,2,...) are the points of a PRM with mean \;p(s)ds. These facts are easily verified using
Laplace transforms.

REMARK 1.1.  For any fixed (k,\), o1()) has an infinitely divisible distribution spec-
ified by the Laplace exponent A¢)(x). This means that it cannot be equivalent in distri-
bution to a random variable with bounded support. Hence, for instance, supposing that

p~BP(c,0,B), for adiscrete B =) ;- | prdy,, for p; € [0,1], then p 4 Y re 0k(Pr)dy;,
for (o) %l CRM(fgp ., LL). However, o (), for any A > 0, cannot have a Beta distribution.

1.3. Thibaux-Jordan Hierarchical Beta processes over groups of Bernoulli IBP. 'The IBP,
and its variants produce sparse matrices, with binary entries, and otherwise dictate shar-
ing of latent features within a single group of M customers. In analogy to the Hierarchical
Dirichlet Process (HDP) [43], which allows for sharing of information between and across
J groups of latent class/clustering models, [44] proposed the use of hierarchical Beta pro-
cesses which induces sharing of information across J groups of Bernoulli processes say
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((Z ](.i),i € [M;],75 € [J]). This is described in terms of a document classification model in
[44, Section 6, eq. (8)] as,

Baseline By ~ BP(cg, b0, Go)
(1.2) Categories pj~BP(c;,05,B0) jelJ]
Documents ZJ@ ~ BeP(u;) i € [M;]
That is, u1,...,u7|Bo are conditionally independent Beta processes with respective

distributions 11| Bo ~ BP(c;,8;, Bo), for j € [J], such that (Z\",i € [M;])|u;, Bo

BeP(u;), for j € [J]. If By were non-atomic, then while there is sharing within each
group j, according to an IBP, there is no sharing across groups. The sharing across the
J groups is induced by the choice of By ~ BP(co,0p,Go), where Gy is a finite mea-
sure over 2, with Go(dw) := Go(dw)/Go(Q2). Equivalent to (1.2), letting ((py,Y:)) de-
note the points of a PRM with mean measure 009 ¢, (p)Go(dw) = Go(2)0000 ¢, (p)Go(dw),
one may set By = Y po prdy, ~ BP(co,00,Go). Given By, let, for each fixed j €

[J], (((%’J(Zl)(sjl),z € [M;]),s51,w;1)), denote points of a PRM with mean intensity

e a® .
[H,Ma s (1—s,)0 70 >] 0;00.c,(57)Bo(dw)ds;, for (i € [M;]), s5,w) € {0,1}* x
[0,1] x €2, then one may set,
(1.3) ( Z%“ (871)0u,,,1 € [Mj]> and g1 =Y 55100,
=1

Additionally, (1,7 € [J]) 4 (>-rey05k(Pk)0y;,J € [J]), where for each j € [J] the col-

lection (0 1) i CRM(6; Qo7cj,]L), and is referred to as a Hierarchical Beta process. [44]
discuss applications to topic models/document classification, but there are many possibili-
ties, for example applications to neural nets and imaging as described in [15, 19, 31], which
use various approximate methods for sampling/inference. More generally, one may specify
pj ~ CRM(p;, By) for any Lévy density p;(s) over [0, 1], where the more flexible choice
of stable-Beta priors p; ~ sBP((c;,¢;),0;, Bo) has proven to be desirable choices in the
non-hierarchical setting.

As to By, one of our contributions is to show that in many respects, the choice of a Beta
process in (1.2) or a stable-Beta process for By, which is ideal in a Bernoulli IBP setting for
1, is not ideal in the hierarchical setting in (1.2). We will discuss this in more detail in the
appendix section B.1. In relation to that, for By :=> 72 | \idy, and Ej = {l:w;; =Y} =
{l: Bo({wj;}) = A}, there is the representation,

(1.4)
d 4 ~—
Z(Z Z Z ,Zsal Oy, and g =YL sl ov =Y 0\,

where importantly, 3=, | %’;?
(1.4) indicates that the structural properties of ((u;,(Z ](-z),i € [M;])),j € [J]) only depend
on By through (E;,j € [J]),Y). It is also clear that A\, need not take its values in [0, 1],
and hence indicates that one can use a much wider class of prior distributions for By, say
By ~ CRM(m9, Go).

Similar to the non-hierarchical IBP setting, one would like tractable exact forms for the
following quantities in the Hierarchical Beta process Bernoulli HIBP setting (1.2), as well as
for more choices for (1,7 € [J]), Bo. Specifically, we list points (H1-H6) as follows.

(sju) and >, sj; can both be larger than 1. Secondly,
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H1 An explicit finite sum representation of the process ((Z ]@,i € [M;],j € [J])), suitable for
exact sampling.

H2 An explicit tractable expression for the joint marginal distribution of ((Z J@ i€ [Mjl,5 €
7))- |

H3 Explicit descriptions of the predictive distributions Z J(MJ+1) ]((Zl(z),i € [M;],l e J])), for
j=1,...J+1L

H4 Item H3 corresponds to a tractable description of the analogue of the IBP sequential
scheme.

H5 Explicit simple descriptions of the posterior distributions of (uj,j € [J]), By given
(Z)"i€M)].5€ ).

H6 A better overall understanding of the within-group and across-group sharing mechanisms
and the suitability of choices of priors for (15,7 € [J]), Bo.

Perhaps surprisingly, in terms of explicit, exact and tractable, there is not much known
about the points H1-H6 above. For instance, and indicative of what is known, there is no
explicit simple description of the analogue of the Indian Buffet sequential scheme described
for customers in a single restaurant, j € [.J], to a Hierarchical Indian Buffet process (HIBP)
sequential scheme for sharing within and across [J] restaurants. Our results, in this work,
achieve H1-H6 for these models and extensions.

1.4. Focus and generalized spike and slab HIBP and hierarchies of HIBP. The IBP has
inspired the development and investigation of generalizations which induce non-binary en-
tries. Notably, [45] pointed out that images, which play the analogous roles of customers, ex-
hibit multiple occurrences of a feature within a single image, and hence in analogy to the clas-
sic gamma-Poisson Bayesian parametric model, proposed the use of Poisson-type IBP with a
gamma process prior for y, in that setting, see also [34]. Specifically, for ((@,gl) (s)),i€[M])
denoting iid collections of Poisson(s) variable one may represent features and counts for
the i-th image in terms of Z() := "% Wél)(msk)éwk | ~ PoiP(k, i), where the notation
PoiP(k, 1) denotes the law of a Poisson process in the sense of [49].

There are other investigations involving Poisson and Negative Binomial count models.
In addition, there are examples of non-integer based entries corresponding to, for example,
Normal or gamma distributions, and further extensions to a multivariate setting. Here we list
some applications of the IBP and these extensions [2, 7, 8, 12, 13, 21, 33, 36, 40, 45, 48, 50].
[27] provides a unified framework for the posterior analysis of IBP-type models and impor-
tant multivariate extensions, which produce sparse random matrices with arbitrary valued
entries, by introducing what we call here spike and slab IBP priors. These are based on ran-
dom variables having mass at zero but otherwise producing non-zero entries corresponding
to any random variable. In addition, see [3, 40] for potential ideas regarding matrices with
general spike and slab entries. It is notable that models with general compound Poisson en-
tries, and also complex random count matrices, shall arise naturally within the context of our
work.

As a natural extension to the Bernoulli HIBP framework of [44], we use the framework
of [27] to construct general spike and slab HIBP as follows. Consider a collection of variables
(Aj,7 € [J]), such that for each j, the conditional distribution of A;|s corresponds to a spike
and slab distribution G 4, (da|s) defined as

(1.5) G 4, (da|s) = [1 — 74, (s)]00(da) + WAj(s)éA;(da|s)

where G A (da|s) corresponds to a proper distribution (slab distribution) of a random variable
A’ which does not take mass at 0, and P(A; = 0[s) =1 — w4, (s) > 0 is the spike. As in [27,
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Section 2 eq.(2.1), Section 3 eq. (3.1)], we require 74, (s) to satisfy [, ma,(s)p;(s)ds < oo,
for p; a Levy density defining the distribution of the jumps of a corresponding CRM ;.

The spike and slab generalization of (1.2) can be expressed in terms of the following
hierarchical constructions:

Baseline By ~ CRM(19, Gp)
Categories  pj ~ CRM(p;,By) je€ /]

(1.6) -
Documents ZJ(.i) = ZAS?(SW i€ [Mj]
1=1

where specifically, set By := Y - ; A\pdy;, ~ CRM(r,Gy), for 79 a Lévy density on (0, 00).
Given By, let, for each fixed j € [J], ((A;Zl)(sjyl),i € [M;]), sj1,wj;)), denote points of a
PRM with mean intensity Hf\iﬁ Ga, (day) |sj)p;(sj)Bo(dw). Then one may define

(1.7) ( Z§i> =Y A§f25w_7,,,,7; € [Mj]> and 1 := Y 55,0,,, ~ CRM(p;, Bo)
=1 =1

which leads to a class of mixed generalized spike and slab HIBP ((Z,(;) 1€ [Mj]),7 €[J]).

Note that within our construction, the collection (Aj;,j € [J]) may have very different
types of distributions, allowing for the analysis of different data structures such as documents
or images. For instance, A;|p may have a Bernoulli(p) distribution, whereas As|s may have
a Poisson(ks) distribution. Additionally, A3|p may have a Negative-Binomial (r,p) distri-
bution denoted as NB(r, p), with P(As = a|p) = (“+2_1)p“(1 —p)" fora=0,1,..., where
it follows that w4, (p) =1 — (1 — p)". We may use other specifications for A;,j =4,5,.... It
is noteworthy that, similar to the Gamma-Negative Binomial process setting in [48] and [50,
Section 2.2], we shall encounter the more difficult case of the NB(r,p) process where r is
replaced by general points (\g).

In this work, in addition to the results we achieve in regards to (H1-H6) for the Bernoulli
based HIBP (1.2), we achieve the same level of results for the much larger class of spike
and slab HIBP models described in (1.6) and (1.7). The generality of our framework allows
one to recognize important structure that may otherwise be masked in the Bernoulli setting.
Furthermore, it includes Poisson-type HIBP, which as we shall show, play a fundamental role
in the analysis of all types of spike and slab HIBP regardless of the choice of (A;,j € [J]).
Considering collections of spike and slab variables of the form ((Aq4 ;,d € [D;]),j € [J]), we
then use our results for Poisson type HIBP to provide explicit results, given in Section 3, for
the more complex setting of hierarchies of HIBP, say (HHIBP), described briefly as follows,

Baseline By ~ CRM(79, Go)
Categories Bj; ~ CRM(7j, By) jeJ]
(1.8) Subcategories  jiq; ~ CRM(pq j, Bj)  d € [Dj]

[e.9]
Documents Z C(ZZ; = Z A((Z)j,ldwd‘j,l i € [Ma,]
1=1

where, in this setting, A, j|s has a spike and slab distribution

(1.9) Ga,,(dals) =[1 —ma,,(s)]0o(da) + 74, (s)é’A:” (dals),

which is defined similarly to (1.5) but with A, ; in place of A;. Given By, ..., B, By and for
each fixed (d, ), the points of a PRM with mean Hi\i‘i’ Ga,, (da%\sdJ)pd,j(sd,j)Bj(dw)
are denoted by ((Afig‘,lvi € [Ma;l), 54,51, wd,j1)-
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Our developments in Section 3 provide previously unavailable explicit results for, and
generalize, the hierarchies of Bernoulli HIBP setting proposed in [44, Section 6.3]. Specifi-
cally, our results offer implementable descriptions of HIBP and HHIBP in terms of common
mechanisms for allocation of unique features and counts across groups via general notions of
dynamic mixed Poisson type random count matrices and arrays of such matrices, which are
similar to the models considered in [48, 50].

In addition, our prediction rules for HIBP and HHIBP, as illustrated here for the HHIBP,
allow for sequential infinite growth in terms of customer size My ;, j-th HIBP group size D;,

and number of HIBP J. Specifically, given a realization of (((Z z( v) 1€ [Miy]),l€Dy]),ve
[J]), we describe the prediction rules for My ; +1, D; + 1, and J 4 1.

In the appendix (B.1), we discuss prior specifications for ((B;,j € [J]), By) that may be
practically applied regardless of the choice of ((Ag4 ;,d € [D;]),j € [J]). We note that Gen-
eralized Gamma priors are highly suitable choices for ((Bj,j € [J]), By) owing to our char-
acterizations in terms of mixed Poisson random count matrices. As we mentioned previously,
our results also demonstrate why the Beta process specification for By is not ideal.

In the Appendix, we provide explicit calculations for both the general HIBP and HHIBP
settings. Additionally, we provide, for the first time, explicit and tractable calculations for
the Bernoulli and Poisson-based HIBP and HHIBP. Our results thus offer novel insights and
practical tools for the analysis of hierarchical latent feature models.

1.5. Related processes. We first describe a variant of processes that are commonly em-
ployed within the literature on applications of the Hierarchical Beta process Bernoulli HIBP
in (1.2), see [19, 31, 44].

Given By := > 7 pidy, and for each j € [J], set Pjj '~ Beta(c]pk,cj(l — pg)) for
k=1,2,... and define

(1.10) : Z f P; 1;)dy, and 11} := Z % k0, -
The idea is that the distribution of ((u}, (Z];,i € [M;])),j € [J]) is equivalent to or serves

as a good approximation to the distribution of ((;, (Zg),i € [M;])),j € [J]) following (1.2)
and (1.3), in particular, the case where 1; ~ BP(c;, ¢;, By). However, comparing (1.10) with
the representations in (1.4) and Remark 1.1, this notion of equivalence is false.

Nonetheless, the processes Z;; do share common atoms over J groups. They are, in
fact, special cases of general hierarchical trait allocation models discussed in [35]. Gener-

ally, their constructions can be represented as Z;"; := > 72| [ (SYk and 5 == > 77 J; k0,

where for each j € [J], ((I](Z,i,z € [M;)]), Jjk), )\k,Yk) denote points of a PRM with mean

H?iji Gy, (da§i)|sj)F}(dsj\az)To(x)G0(dy). In this case, G, is the spike and slab distribu-
tion of an I; which otherwise takes its values in a subset of {0,1,2,...}, and I](.2|JM has

distribution Gy, (da(i)|JJ k), and (J;)|(Ax) are conditionally independent such that J; ;.| A
has (proper) distribution F(ds|\x), and ((Ag, Yy)) are specified by (79, Go). The case where

k\JJ i are assigned Poisson distributions can be formulated to agree with Poisson-type
HIBP, and it is worthwhile to compare our forthcoming results in that case to their hierarchi-
cal Gamma-Poisson model in [35, Appendix B].

In general, [35] consists of two results [35, Theorems 1,2], corresponding to descriptions
of the marginal likelihood of ((Z;;,i € [M;]), j € [J]) and posterior distributions of (4}, j €
[J]), Bo). So, in particular, these results parallel the desired points, (H2) and (H5). However,
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indicative of the difficulties involved in all the hierarchical latent feature models we have
described, their results are not suggestive of simple or tractable closed forms of pertinent
quantities, hence not quite what is desired in terms of (H2) and (HS).

Alternatively, one can express their processes as multivariate IBP in the sense of [27, Sec-
tion 5]. However, direct applications of the results in [27, Section 5], after identifying the
multivariate spike and slab components, would not lead to results indicating immediate prac-
tical utility in terms of computational implementation or providing key insights into the un-
derlying structure. Thus, obtaining satisfactory versions of (H1-H6) enabling practical utility
requires, as we shall show, carefully expressed representations for the processes of interest.
While the results in [27] also play a key role in our exposition, a nuanced application of the
approach is necessary.

REMARK 1.2. Proofs of the results we present here may be found in the Appendix. In
addition, due to space considerations, we place descriptions of the marginal distributions
for the HIBP and HHIBP processes, corresponding to (H2), in the Appendix. This is an
extensive re-write and extension of [28], where variations of the results below for the
HIBP were established.

REMARK 1.3. Throughout the rest of the paper, for fixed A, let &?(\), which may have
further subscripts, denote a Poisson(\) variable, and let ((£?; (X)), j € [J]) denote J iid
countably infinite collections of such variables.

2. Main results for HIBP.

2.1. Compound Poisson representations given By. There are many possible ways to rep-
resent the processes in (1.6). Key to our work is to identify equivalent representations that
provide a better understanding of the underlying structures of these models, which in turn
lead to explicit tractable results. We proceed to develop our first such representation appear-
ing in Proposition 2.1 below. As in [27, Section 2 eq.(2.1), Section 3 eq. (3.1)], and [27,
Appendix, eqs.(A.2),(A.4)], we define

M; 00
@ w01 =3 = [T =m0 )y (s
=1

where for Lévy densities pg-i_l) (s)=[1—ma,(s)]"Lpi(s), fyj(.i) = [ ma, (s)pgi_l) (s)ds,
fori=1,2...

REMARK 2.1. In the non-hierarchical setting, where By is non-atomic, fyj@ represents

the Poisson rate of new dishes/features selected by customer ¢ of the j-th group. So for in-
stance, in the classic Bernoulli IBP case where, ; ~ BP(1,6;, By), one recovers the familiar

rates 7 =0,/ifori=1,..., M;. Furthermore, p§i_1)(p) =0;(1 —p)Lp~lp<p<1 corre-
spondlng to a CRM ,uN|B0 ~sBP((0,1),6;, By) ~ BP(i,6;, By), with ;1 = p;. See [27]
for additional details.

PROPOSITION 2.1. Let (v;(M;),5 € [J]), be speczﬁed as in (2.1), and express By =
o1 AkOy,. Then the joint distribution of ((Z € [Mj)),5 [ )| Bo, specified in (1.6),
is equzvalent to that of the random processes ((Ek 1[21 T AJ k0viot € [My]), 5 € [J]),
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where, given By, ((Nj),j € [J]) 4 (Zkx(Wj(Mj)Ag)),j € [J]) are conditionally inde-
pendent collections of Poisson variables with respective parameters ((¢;(M;)\), 5 € [J]).

Given Njj, =n;j > 0, and each fixed (j, k), the collection of vectors ((Agzlll,z € [M;)),le
[nj.k]) are nj , iid vectors with common mixed multivariate truncated distribution.:

Jo [Hf\iﬁ G4, (da} |S)] Pj(S)dsH
¥ (M) fay£0}

M.
22 Si(al",....a"™|p)) = S;(aylp;) =

— (oM (M;)
where a; = (a;",...,a; ")
the components is non-zero.

are the possible values, with a; ¢ 0, meaning at least one of

REMARK 2.2. In the case where A;|p ~ Bernoulli(p); Hf\i’l Ga, (da}i) Ip) =p™ (1 —

p)Mi=mi | where m; := Zf\i"l agi). We will provide details on how to easily sample from

S;(aj|p;) in the Bernoulli and Poisson cases, in the supplementary text.

2.2. Across group allocation processes and dynamic Poisson random count matrices.
Proposition 2.1 reveals the presence and role of the process:

(Z Nj 10y, j € [ﬂ) = (Z P k(i (Mj) )0y, J € [ﬂ)
k=1 k=1

in terms of the across group sharing mechanism of the otherwise considerably more com-

plex ((Zj@ .1 € [Mj]),7 € [J]). In fact, the process in (2.2) generates the unique features and
how many times they are sampled from By in each group. It is evident that the process (2.2)
depends on the ((A;, it5),j € [J]) only through the non-random values (v;(M;),j € [J]).
Interestingly, for fixed customer sample sizes (A}, j € [J]), we recognize (2.2) as variants
of known processes that have appeared in the literature. It follows that >~ [Z}le N; 1|0y, ~

PoiP(Z:}]:1 1;(M;), By), as in [34, 45], when By is a gamma process. For this, and more
general distributions for By, its properties can be read from [13, 27, 37, 49], in different
contexts.

Additionally, a fact that we find quite interesting in regards to the structure of HIBP, is
that sampling the counts from the marginal distribution (2.2) yields, for the choice of more
general By ~ CRM(79,G), and fixed (1)(DM;), j € [J]), general notions of Poisson random
count matrices, say N ; € Z/*K7 where Z € {0,1,2,...}, J is the number of rows and K
columns corresponding to features say (Yj, k € K ), that have been observed at least once
across the J rows, as described in [50, Sections 1.2.3 and 2.1]. The main difference here,
besides generality of By ~ CRM(19,Gy), is that the parameter values (v;(M;),j € [J])
vary according to the sample sizes (M, j € [J]), and hence the count matrices are dynamic.

These points we just mentioned, are clearly not known in the literature on general-
ized HIBP, including the case of the Bernoulli HIBP, and are rather surprising to us.
We shall show how these structures play a major role in obtaining the desired results

for ((ZJ(.i),i € [Mj]),7 € [J]), (1,5 € [J]) and By. The next result provides a descrip-
tion of the unconditional joint distribution of (3 7°, N, xdy,,j € [J]), suitable for sam-
pling, which corresponds to extensions of the descriptions in [48, 50] for the case where
((Njr),7€lJ]) g (2 x(j(M;)A), but for more general choices of By ~ CRM (19, Gy),
with Laplace exponent

23) Jolk) = /0 T = ey (s)ds.
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We first describe a general class of multivariate distributions that arise in multivariate
Poisson IBP type settings. We say that a vector Vo = (V1,...,Vy)) ~ MtP((x;,j € [J]),70),
has a multivariate mixed zero-truncated Poisson distribution of vector length J with non-
negative parameters (x;, j € [J]) and Lévy density 79, to mean that given Vp|V = Z;]:l V=
m, is Multinomial(m, (7}, j € J)) for k = ijl kjand mj =rK;/k,and m=1,2,....

Where V ~ MtP(k, 79), satisfies for a pair of variables (V, Hy), V|Hg = A ~ tP(\x) and

Hy has density (1 —e=*%)7(\) /1o (x). Equivalently, Vo| Hy = A ~ tPoisson(Ak1, . .., k),

as described in [46, Section 4.1.1, p. 501]. See [27, 37, 46, 49], and the supplementary file,
for more details.

PROPOSITION 22. Given By =Y 12, MOy, ~ CRM (19, Gyo), with Laplace exponent
wo fo (1 — e M) 19(N)d)\, consider the random process in (2.2), with parameters

(wj( 5),7 € [J]), specified as in (2.1). Then the unconditional joint distribution can be
expressed as:

0o £(p)
(ZNj,kz(;Ykaj € [ﬂ) = ZXj,szS{/k,j €[J]

k=1 k=1

where:

* £(¢) is a Poisson(y) variable with mean intensity ¢ := G (9)1/30(237:1 ;i (Mj))

* (Yy) areiid Gy, and independent of ({(), (Yz))

* Xog = (X1 ... X ) areiid across k € [£(p)], with common distribution MtP (();(M.
[J])v TO)

* Hence, Xk 222 1 X kmf\C‘lMtP(Z;}ZI wj(Mj),To)

2.3. Results for exact all at once sampling of ((ZJ(-i),i € [M;]),j € [J]). Next we de-
scribe one of our primary results which allows for exact, all at once, sampling of the process

Z;:=((Z\", i e [M)),j € []).

THEOREM 1. Let ((Xo 1, Yi), k € [€()]), () be as described in Proposition 2.2, and
foreach fixed (j,k,1), (A; ,)c 111 € [M})) are as specified in Proposition 2.1 with joint distribu-

tiion (2.2). The unconditional joint distribution of Zj := ((ZJ( )ie [M;)),j € [J]), specified
in (1.6), satisfies

7, Z ZJ:AJM Sy i€ [Mj] | ,je ]

k=1

Hence, for Ajpy =200 AV (00 280, 5 € 1) £ (S50 100 Ajalds, . d € ).

We now proceed to descriptions of the posterior distributions and prediction rule in the

HIBP setting (1.6). We shall assume that the realization of Z j := ((ZJ@,Z' € [M;]),5 €[J])),
has the following component values:

< &)=

((X1 k=0 Xop=ngg).k € [r]), with 327 njj =y
« (AY) i€ M) = agpg = () i € [M))

(Y, k € [r]) observed features

j)7j€
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2.4. Posterior distributions for By and (pj,j € [J]). We now describe the posterior dis-
tributions of By and (15, j € [J]), which, using our previous results, is shown to follow from
known results for 220:1[2}]:1 N; 10y, | Bo ~ PoiP(E:;.]:1 1;(M;), By). We note that the
result only depends on the choice of A; through v;(Mj).

We first describe the densities of the unobserved respective unique jumps of By and
(11,7 € [J]) that are concomitants of atoms equal to the observed features (Y, k € [r]). Let

(Lg, k € [r]) be conditionally independent variables with density equal to, for each k € [r],
J

k=25 (M),

st PO (Mj)TO (t)

f()oo phee™ Y Z}‘Izl Pp; (Mj)T(] (v)dv ’

J
2.4) n(tlng, Y i(M;),m0) =
j=1

and for each (j,k,1), let (Sjx,l € [nji],k € [r]) of p; be conditionally independent with
density

Mj '
2.5) I(slaj i, p5) o< | [] G, (dal) 15)| pi(s).
=1

Now for Lévy densities, we have: 79 j(\) = e*AZLle’(MJ’)TO()\), and for each j € [J],
we have: (pg-M") (s)=[1—ma,(s)]* p;(s). With these densities, we have the following de-

scription.

THEOREM 2. Set Zj := ((Z](-i),i € [Mj]),j € [J])), following (1.6), and consider the

specifications in (2.4) and (2.5). Then,

(i) the distribution of By|Z  is equivalent to By j+> ., f/kéf,k, where By j =721 X Oy; ~
CRM(7y.s, Go), independent of (Ly, k € [r]).

(i) The joint distribution of (u;,j € [J])|Zy is such that component-wise and jointly, for
each j € [J], p; is equivalent in distribution to,

T T
i, + > Gik(Lr)dg + >
k=1 k=1

Nnj k
> Sika| 0y,
=1

fOI" /TL]'7M]. = 2211 &j,v—&-T()\é;)(SYv/ ’BOJ ~ CRM(p§Mj)7BO,J)’ and (&],k) zfz\el CRM(ngJ)7L)
independent of (L) and (S} 1.1)-

2.5. HIBP predictive distributions. Theorem 1 and Theorem 2 provide descriptions of
the predictive distribution of various univariate and multivariate processes. In this section,
we describe the predictive distributions in the univariate case, which allow for explicit spike
and slab sequential HIBP sampling schemes analogous to the IBP. This also includes sequen-
tial schemes for the Bernoulli HIBP case. Multivariate extensions do not present any extra
difficulties.

To describe the univariate predictive distribution, we use the following distribution, which

is a special univariate case of (2.2) with pg-Mj ) in place of p; (see also [27, Proposition 3.1,

(i1)]). It is defined for each j and M; =0,1,2,... as follows:

(2.6) S, (agl o) = Moot Jo~ LG, (da o) py ) (s)ds
' S V(M +1) — (M) ’
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where {01 = w](M + 1)~ (M5).
We also define 1/10 gk fo (1 —e™**)79,7(A)dA. For Theorem 3 below, we use

J
2.7) io,J(WJ(-MiH ) = to([;(M; +1) +Z¢l M) = o ()i (M)
=1

In the next result, we suppress notation on some variables which would otherwise in-

d

dicate dependence on M;.For clarity, below, Zf]i => 1Af]1l15w, wro With prgyg ~

CRM(pJ—Fl? BO)

THEOREM 3. For any j € [J], the predictive distribution of Z](-MjH) given Zj has the
representation:

(o) [Xin nj .k
(1) (@)
(2.8) DIRDIE Y Z ZAJ]CZ o5, +Z EAJJ”

k=1 | i=1 k=1 | I=

* &£(¢4) is a Poisson random variable with mean ¢; = 1110 g M +1) ,
j =
. (X' k) are iid MtP (v, (M;+1) ,70,7) and (Yj ;) are iid Go,
< d M;+1

- (Njkelr) %,k(ﬁ VL), ke ),
o (( 5 s ( §2,2 1)) are collections of iid variables each with distribution (2.6),
* (Ajra ) are conditionally independent such that Aj j.1|S; .1 = s has distribution G 4, (dals),
. (S] k1) are conditionally independent with density speczﬁed in (2.5),
o (Yy, k € [r]) are fixed previously observed points, and

* the predictive distribution of Z&gl given ( (Zéi),i € [My)), ¢ € [J]) equates to the pro-
cesses in (2.8) setting j=J +1, My +1=1andnji1, =0, k€ [r].

3. Hierarchies of HIBP (HHIBP) and Random Count Arrays. [44, Section 6.3],
briefly describe an extension to the more complex setting of hierarchies of Bernoulli HIBP,
as follows

Baseline By ~ BP(co, 6o, Go)

Categories Bj; ~BP(c;,0;, By) JjelJ]

G- Subcategories  jiq; ~ BP(<q5,04,B;) de€[Dj]

Documents Zg; ~ BeP(ja,5) i€ Mg,

While, similar to [20], this is appealing in terms of modeling capabilities, very little is
known of its explicit properties, in relation to (H1-H6). In this section we present results
for this case and the general spike and slab HHIBP models in (1.8). The HHIBP processes
in (1.8) may be described in more detail as follows, let By ~ CRM(7y,Gy), and intro-
duce J processes By,..., By such that B...., Bs|By are conditionally independent with
respective distributions Bj = > °; Aj 0w, ,|Bo ~ CRM(7}, By), for j € [J]. Equivalently

B;(+) 4 £j(Bo(-)) for j € [J] where ((g;(t),t > 0),7 € [J]) is a collection of independent

subordinators such that

(3.2) Efe~< ] = e15(%) where 9); (1) = / 00(1 —e ") (v)dv.
0
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That is to say, ¢ by CRM(7;,LL) for j € [J], and, when By =Y ;- ; Aidy;, there is the repre-
sentation (By, ..., By) 4 (> neq€ik(Ak)dy,, g € [J]), where for each j € [J] the collection
(1) CRM(75. L).

3.1. Representations for exact sampling HHIBP. Define ¢dg(Md,j) = Zf\/[dlj 'yc(g =
M, 1 Md 7
oo =11 =ma,, ()] paj(s)ds, and Sq (0] ..., a1 |pa) = Sa(aa|pa,) as in

(2.1) and (2.2) with (Ag;, Mg
role as Proposition 2.1.

j»Pd,;) in place of (A;, Mj, p;). The next result plays a similar
PROPOSITION 3.1.  Under the specification in (1.8), the joint (conditional) distribution
of((( d], i€ [Majl),j€[Djl),j€[J])|Bo is equivalent to that of the random processes

Na,j« '
SIS AY L | dvieMay) | de(D))] i)

where, given By, and for (€; ;) i CRM(7;, L), independent across j € [J],

3.3) (Najx),d€[Ds)),5 € [T L (Pajr (Wa; (Maj)ejn (M), d € [Dy]),j € [J])

Given Ng j i = nqji > 0 and each fixed (d, j, k), the collection of vectors ((Afi)] ki
[M;]),1 € [naji]) are ng . iid vectors with common distribution Sq (a4 j|pd,;)-

Proposition 3.1, resembles the form in Proposition 2.1, where, as indicated, the process

B4 (Najr)rd€[Dj])j € [T]) 2 ((Pajn(a;(Maj)ein(M)), d € [Dy]), 4 € []).

plays the role of (2.2). However, since ((¢;x(Ax)),J € [J]), are for fixed (\g), collections
of independent infinitely-divisible random variables, it follows that (3.4) is a considerably
more complex collection of mixed-Poisson processes, which in turn generate an array of
mixed-Poisson type random count matrices. For example, conditionally Negative Binomial
processes arise when B; is specified to be a gamma process. While not obvious, one can
view (3.4) in terms of analysis of a more complex Poisson type HIBP with inhomogeneous
parameters ((¢q;(Mg;),d € [D;]),j € [J]), leading to the following tractable analogue of
Proposition 2.2.

PROPOSITION 3.2.  Set £(¢) ~ Poisson(¢), with mean

J
(3.5) b= Z‘Z > ta (M)

The joint distribution of the process ((Zzozl Paji(Va;(Maj)ejn(Ae))dy,,d € [Dj]),j €
[J]) in (3.4) is equivalent in distribution to the process

&) [X
(3.6) S 1D Cajwal| dg,deDj] ]| iel]] ],

k=1 | =1

where Xo = (X1, ..., X k) ~ MEP((5(X 72 ©aj(Mag)). € [J)),70) and (C g d €
[D;]) ~ MtP((@Z)dJ(MdJ) d € [Dj]),7j), independent across (],k l).
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Proposition 3.2, shows how to generate the unique features (Y, k € [¢($)]) and an array
of mixed Poisson random count matrices,

371 Npyi=(NGLjel) L | || CasrndeDi] | k@] ] jel]
=1

which, despite its complexity, for certain choices of (7}, j € [J],7p), can be easily exactly
sampled. Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, leads to a tractable analogue of Theorem 1 in the more
complex setting of (1.8).

THEOREM 4. Consider the specifications in Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, then the joint dis-
tribution of Zp j == (((Zc(ll;,i € [Mg;l),d € [D;l]),j € [J]) specified in (1.8), is equivalent
to that of the random processes

@) [Najn .
A AD k| Oysi€May) | de (D) ] 5 €lJ)
k=1 =1

where (N, d € [D;)),5 € [J]) £ ((Zz{ji’“ Cajk1,d € [Djl),5 € [J]).

We will now describe the posterior distributions and prediction rule in the HHIBP set-
ting, (1.8). We assume that the realization of Zp ; has the following component values:

A~

* (@) =r

. (Xl,k: =M1 ky--- ,X(]’k = n‘]’k), ke [r], with ijl Mgk =Nk
* Cajki=Cdjrl,d € [Dj]

. Nd,Dj,k: =yt Cajhl = N, j k

2ot Ca gkt = 2als Cdjkl = Cik,l

(Agll,;',k,lvi € [Ma;]) = ag k= (aizg,k,bi € [Ma,;])

(Yx, k € [r]) observed features.

3.2. Posterior distributions in the HHIBP setting. We now describe the posterior distri-
butions of By, (Bj,j € [J]), and (uq j,d € [D;],j € [J]).

THEOREM 5. Consider Zp j := (((Zc(;g,z € [Mayl),j € [Dj]),j € [J]), following the
HHIBP description in (1.8). Define Lévy densities:
o T07(A) = e AT 9 (CaZi bas (Ma D)y (1)
« 7j.0,(A) = e A LatiYaiMas) 7o ()), 5 € [ J]
Specify variables:
* Ly with density n(\|ng, ijl %(Zf;l Yq;(Mg;)),T0), similar to (2.4)
* Lj 1 with density n(t|cj i, Zfl)il Ya;(Maj),T5)
* Sajk with density 0(s|aq j k.1, pd,j) X [Hf\idl’ Ga,, (da&;kﬂs)] pd,;(8)
Then,

(i) The distribution of Bo|Zp,; is equivalent to By j + > _; Lydy. , where By =
Y he1 Apdyy ~ CRM(7q, 7, Go), and is independent of (Ly, k € [r]).
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(ii) The joint distribution of (B;,j € [J])|Zp,; is such that component-wise and jointly, for
each j € [J), B;|Zp,j is equivalent in distribution to

nj;,
B p, +Z‘€jk (Lk)dy +Z Zijz] i

where Bj,Dj = Z;’il éj}v_:,_T()\;)(syv/ ’BO’J ~ CRM(Tj7Dj y BQJ), and (z’fjjk) zfz\gl CRM(Tj7Dj,L)
independent of (Ly,), and (L; 1)

(iii) The joint distribution of ((pa j,d € [D;)),j € [J])|Zp,r is such that, for each (d, j), the
conditional distribution of g ;|Zp.j is equivalent to,

Nj k

Zo-d]kl J,kl

ndJk

oy, +Z st]kl Vi
=1 | =

/"LdJ,Md]+Zo-d]k 5jk L]C 5 +Z

where,
[CSIN A Mg ;
" Hagts, = Yoty Sagusr(Eosr(X,)dv; | Bip, ~ CRM(pg* "), By p,)
© (Gagr) ~ CRM(p!*) L) and (0410,0 € [nj ).k € [r]) * CRM(pS"*") L) are
independent across (d, j) and all other variables.

3.3. Prediction rule for hierarchies of HIBP. We now describe the prediction rules in the
HHIBP setting. Define, for each (d, j) and My ; =0,1,2,. g\fd AT = =g j(Mgj;+1)—

dey] (Md,] ) Deﬁne,

D;
0.0, (15 ) = 'VM“H)+Z¢U (M) | = | D v (M)
=1

and 0,7 (Y. p, (’Yc(l]\fd ]H))) is defined as

(3.8)

J D;
o | ¥y, Md]ﬂ) +Z¢v Zibzv (M) | | = [ Dt | D (M)
v=1 =

For fixed (d, j) specify the following variables, which are otherwise independent,

o (Xajk) ZZdM‘EP(%D( (Ma.s 1)y T0,7)-

d My,
¢ (agaoh e ) 2 (200000, 085 D) L) k€ ),
. ((C’élj) o) (C( ) )) are two independent collection of iid MtP

( (Md i+1)
d7]7k7l
ables.

,Tj,p,) Vari-

o (D) Xajk A1)
djk = 2u=1 ,]lcl

2) Nd]k
cg,yk—z Cdgk:l ?f?’d,y k(v.fl] 1)63 k(Lk))

~(3) d My, +1 .
- NP L2, (é,jd S Lika)

For each fixed (d, j, k), construct the variables
(
d

We use these variables in the following description of the prediction rules, which hold for
Mde +1,Dj +1and J +1.
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THEOREM 6. For each fixed (d,j), the predictive distribution of Z Md s+

lowing the HHIBP in (1.8), has the representation

\Zp,;, fol-

nd]k

Zd,]—i-z ZAdjkl T
k=1 | 1=

where (Aq j 1.1) are conditionally independent such that Agj 1,114 k1 = s has distribution
G a,,(dals), and (Sq,j 1,1) are conditionally independent with density V(s|ag ; ki, pd,j), and
(Yi, k € [r]) are fixed previously observed points. ZAd,j |Zp,j can be represented as

§(¢>d j fo? k r N(gQ) Kk r Nr(laj) k
(3.9) kzl ZAMZ 5ym+; ;A%, 5Yk+; ZAW -

where &(¢a.;) ~ Poisson(pg ;) with mean ¢q.; = Go(Q)bo 7 (¥; b, (’Yd]\fd 7+1))), and (Y j 1)
are iid Gy, and ((AEIU]) k 1) v =1,2,3) are independent collections of iid variables each with
distribution Sq j(aq ; \pd]d J)) defined as in (2.6), with (d, ) in place of j.

4. Experiments with Simulated data. In this section, we demonstrate a special case of
our model and present a MCMC algorithm for posterior inference. Specifically, we choose
GG-GG-Poisson HIBP as a showcase, described as the following generative process (see
B.2).

Bo = Mdy, ~ GG(a,(;00Go)
k=1
Hi = ZS]‘J(SWJ-J ~ GG(O[]', Cj; ejBo) fOI'j e [J],
=1

[ee]
'=N" A6, ~PoiP(B;py) for i € (M), € [J].
=1

4.1. Simulation. The sampling procedure based on Theorem 1 is described in Section
E.1 in the supplementary material. As an illustration, we visualize word count matrices drawn
from the model in Figure 1. As expected, larger « value yields documents having more num-
ber of words across groups.

4.2. Posterior Inference. Given a set of observed documents Z; = ((Z j(i) i€ [Mj)), ] €
]), one might be interested in inferring the parameters ¢ := (v, ¢, 6o, ((®5,¢;,05,08;).J €

[J

[J])). In an ideal situation, the set of documents would contain all the counts, including
£p) =7 (Xjn=njx.j € [J])k € [r]). and ((AS), = ml) i € [My]),1 € [nj)).j €
[J]), k [ ]). However, in practice, given a document, what we often observe is the total
number of occurrences of word k£ in document % of group j; that is, mgzl)c = ?7{ gll)”
In other words, we lonly observe the aggregated counts m% instead of observing the
separated counts mﬁl and the number of the separated counts n; ;. To address this, in
Section E.2, we derive a marginal likelihood of the word count matrices represented by

the aggregated counts, P(g(go) =7, (Vi € dyp), (Xjx = nj1)), (((Ajk = mj,k)))>’ where
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FIG 1. Word count matrices generated from GG-GG-Poisson HIBP model with parameters J = 4, 65 = 10,{ =1,
M; =20, 0; ~ Unif(2,4), a; ~ Unif(0.2,0.5), (; =1, and B; =1 for j € [J]. Left one is generated from
a = 0.2 and right one is generated from o = 0.7. Showing top 100 words only.
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2004 —— chain2 250 0675 —— chain2 250
1754 — chain 3 —— chain 3

0.650

-—- true value

—-=- true value
0.625

Counts
I}
2

0.600

0.575

0.550

0.525
20 1500017500 20000 2250025000 27500 30000
sampling steps
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FIG 2. Posterior samples for 0y and o.. Top row shows the results for the data generated with oo = 0.2 and bottom
row shows the ones with o = 0.6. We present Gelman-Rubin convergence diagnostic [9, 17]; Gelman-Rubin
diagnostic values are clearly smaller than 1.2, indicating convergences.

flj’k = Zf\ijl Zl)iglk /Al;z,)cl, and present a posterior inference algorithm based on that. Note
that we should still infer the counts ((Xx)), which can be done via Gibbs sampling as we
derive in Section E.3.

For demonstration, we generate documents Z ; with 6 = 10,{ =1, J = 4, M; = 200, 6; ~
Unif(2.0,4.0), a; ~ Unif(0.1,0.6),¢; = 1, 5; = 1 for j € [J], and varying o values. We fix
¢, ((¢5,85),7 € [J]) to one, and inferred 0y, o, (0, ), j € [J]) with the algorithm presented
in Section E.2. We first test two configurations, one with o = 0.2 and another with o = 0.6.
For each configuration, we run three independent chains with each chain run for 30,000 steps
with 15,000 burn-in samples. Figure 2 presents posterior samples for 6y and «. The results
for the remaining parameters are shown in Section E.3 in the supplementary material.
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FIG 3. Left: average group classification accuracies for test documents generated with varying o values. Right:
average overlap of words (see the main text for definition) across groups for the data generated with varying o
values.

4.3. Prediction and Classification. We further demonstrate that we can use our model for
classifying documents by their groups. Given a set of documents ((Z }1)72. € [M;)),j € J]),
one can simulate or compute predictive probabilities of future documents using Theorem
3. Given a new document Z,, for each j € [J], we compute the probability that Z, was

generated from group j, P(Z, = Z ](Mj+1)|Z 7). Then we can classify Z, to be in group

argmax; P(Z, = Zj(-MjH) |Z ).

As an illustration, we generate training documents Zy as described in Section 4.2, and
further generate 100 test documents per each group, using the prediction rule described in
Theorem 3. See Section E.4 for the detailed description for the prediction process for GG-
GG-Poisson HIBP case. We then run the posterior inference algorithm for the training data,
collect the posterior samples, and compute the predictive probabilities of each test document
belonging to one of .J groups. Here, similar to training, computing the predictive probabilities
also requires working with the aggregated counts. In Section E.5, we present an algorithm to
compute predictive probabilities when only the aggregated counts are observed.

Setting the parameters as in Section 4.2, we generate Z ; with « € {0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.6}.
For each o we generate five datasets, constituting 30 datasets in total. (Figure 3, left) sum-
marizes the average test group classification accuracies w.r.t. a values used to generate data.
We see that documents generated with larger o values are easier to classify; this is presum-
ably because documents generated with larger « values are less likely to share words across
groups. To see this, we measure the average overlap of words across groups,

1 Nj,k 5k
Overlap(Zy |&(¢) =1, (Xjk =njk)) Z Z Z {n; x>0A >0}’

] 1j'=j+1k=1

that is, average portion of words co-occurring between all pairs of groups. (Figure 3, right)
presents the Overlap(Z ;) values averaged across 5 datasets per each a.. As « increases, the
average overlap decreases, indicating that documents from different groups become easier to
distinguish.
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APPENDIX A: PROOFS

In sections A.1-A.6 we provide details of the proofs, and related results, for the general
HIBP model

Baseline By ~ CRM(79, Go)

Categories  pj ~ CRM(p;,Bo) j€[J]
(A.1)

Documents Zj(-i) = ZAgzl) Ow,, 1€ [Mj]
=1

and, we provide corresponding details in sections A.7-A.10 for results in the general
HHIBP model,

Baseline By ~ CRM(19,Go)
Categories Bj ~ CRM(7j, By) jeJ]
(A.2) Subcategories  jiq; ~ CRM(pq j, B;)  d € [Dj]

oo
Documents Zc(lg = Z Aéi)]-,lfgwd,j,l i € [Ma]
=1

A.l. Preliminary representations. We first describe other representations for Z; :=
((Z ](.Z),z' € [M;),j € [J])|Bo, following the general HIBP (1.6). Recall that, conditional on
By these processes for each j are specified by the mean measure [[2, G A, (day) |55)p;j(s;)Bo(dw).
Hence using By := Y ;- ; A;dy,, the mean measure can be further expressed in terms of a
countable sum of mean measures with components, Hi\i’l Gy, (day)\sj)pj(sj))\kéyk(dw),
for k =1,2,.... As can be verified by evaluating joint Laplace functionals, it follows that,
conditional on By,

Zj(i) 4 Z 5Yk

k=1

> Ak
=1

where Aﬁ 185,11 has distribution G 4, (dals; ;) and for fixed (j,k,1) are conditionally
iid for 7 € [M;], and independent across (j, k,1) For each (j, k), sjr = (sjr1.l =1,2,...)

are points of a PRM specified by the Lévy density p;(s)\g, such that Y ;2 s, 1, 4 ak(Ak),
where for each j (o) £ CRM(pj;,L). That is,
E[e*ﬂZfil S5k, |/\k] — E[efﬂUﬁk()\k)‘)\k] — e*AMﬂj(N)‘

Furthermore, for clarity, given By the joint Laplace functional of (u;(f;),j € [J]) for each
fj, anon-negative measurable function over {2, can be expressed as

J
Ble o) o] = [T exvl= [ () Bo(ds)
7j=1
which by expanding By = > ;- ; A\xy,, is equivalent to

Ele™ S ns(fi) |Bo] = H e~ M P (3 (Ye))
k=1



22

yielding, both conditional on By and unconditonally,

o0
. d .
(/’Ljvj € [J]) = (Z Uj,k(Ak)(SYm] € [J])7

k=1
which, as we mentioned in the main text, is known in the Lévy process literature, and will
have specific utility in our setting.

As examples, if Z \,uj,Bo ~ BeP(u;), then Agll 4 ,@‘;f,)g?l(sj,k,l), that is A§?1)€7l\sj’k’l ~

Bernoulli(s; k1), and hence

(A3) Z LN [z %J(fll,l(sj7k,l)] dy;,

k=1 LIl=1

One can show that > ;> j(’,)c 1(85.1,)| Bo is Poisson( A fol pp;(p)dp), however the joint dis-

tribution of (3,2, 5,11(53 k1),% € [M;])|Bo is not a vector of Poisson variables.
However, when ZJ(- )]uj,Bo ~ PoiP(k;, u1;), for each j € [J], it follows that Agl,)” 4
) d d
D) (K85k,1), hence 3% A;le,z = 9’;2(@ S0 si) £ P8 (kj0(Ar)). Hence for
)
i

(
J
the Poisson type HIBP it follows that the joint distribution of ((Z J(.Z .1 € [Mj),j € [J]) may

be represented as

(A.4) ((Z ) (ko )\k))éyk,ze[MO jE[J])

which notably is a collection of mixed-Poisson processes, similar to what is encountered in
(3.4), appearing in Proposition (3.1) and Proposition (3.2) in the HHIBP setting. See [30] for
more on mixed-Poisson variables.

The representation in (A.4), while revealing an important structural form for the Poisson
HIBP case, in terms of mixed Poisson processes, is deceptive in that it may seem that this
particular representation is easiest to obtain pertinent analytic results. In fact, one may view
the process as a multivariate type IBP, albeit a complex one, as in [27, Section 5]. Following

[27, Section 5.1] take Ip|\ to be equivalent in distribution to ((,@j( )(HJO']()\)),i €[M;]),je

[J]), having the joint distribution

i, (1 =m{,i € )5 € DN =[] g ¢ [ 3 oe M |
o [Lizymg ™t Jo

where m; := wal mg " and P(o;(X) € dx) = Fj(dz|\). Hence the spike is

J o )
P[O(OM) =1- WIO()\) = H/ e—zijij(dl,jM) — e AT Wy M)

This identifies the relevant multivariate spike and slab components, which are further mixed
with respect to 79(A). One may also work with Iy|x1,...,z; with respect to the joint Lévy
density pj(z1,...,x5)dxy---dey = [;° szl Fj(dzj|\)T0(d)). Using either representa-
tion, applications of [27, eqs. 51-52, and Propositions 5.1,5.2], almost immediately yield re-
sults parallel to (H1-H6). However the resulting forms would involve complex integrals with
no obvious simple analytic form. To further illustrate this, suppose that y;|By are Gamma
processes each specified by Lévy densities p;(s) = 0;s~'e %, for j € [J]. Then it follows
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that 0;(\) ~ Gamma(6;\,(;), and we have I := ((IJ(-i),i € [M;]),j € [J])|\ has distribu-
tion,
J !

m;! m;+60;\—1 N
(A.5) H J ><< J j, >(1_pj)9]>\pjy

MJmJ Hf\ifl mg-i)! m;

where p; = k;M; /(K M; + (j).

Treatment of cases such as the Bernoulli HIBP represented by (A.3), involves further deli-
cate arguments. These points help to highlight the subtle aspects of the approach we develop,
in terms of alternative representations, to achieve desirable forms of (H1-H6) for general
choices of (4;,j € [J]).

J=1

REMARK A.l. It is worthwhile to note that (A.5), for fixed (M;,j € [J]), correspond
to Negative-Binomial type processes as discussed in [48, 50]. More specifically their gamma
Negative Binomial processes arise when additionally () are the jumps of a gamma process,
that is 79(\) = fg A~ e*¢. The difficulties of using the direct representations are discussed in
detail in [48, 50], and otherwise are clear from examining (A.5). Their solution is to use
augmentations based on the Compound Poisson representation of Negative Binomial dis-
tributions due to [39]. Our developments have similarities, except that the number of cases
where Compound Poisson representations for general mixed Poisson variables are known in
the literature are very limited. We do not rely on this, but rather develop them based on results
in [27].

A.2. Proofs of Propositions 2.1 and 2.2. 'We first establish Proposition 2.1. The idea,
which is novel, is to view Z; := ((Z](Z),i € [M;]),j € [J])|Bo in terms of multivariate IBP
processes using the framework of [27, Section 5]. For each j € [J], there is the vector
Agj = (A§Z),i € [M;j])|s with joint distribution G 4, , (daj|s) := Hi]\i’i G4, (dagl)|3), where

a; = ‘(ag.l), ey ag-Mj)), are the possible va}lues of Ag ;. Restricting the argurpents to a; gé 0,
meaning at least one of the components is non-zero, leads to a corresponding multivariate

slab distribution

i M; Ga (d (%)

{a,;¢0} Hz:l Aj( a; |s)
(1—[1—ma, (s))")

where ]P’(Ag-l) =0,.. .,AE»MJ') =0ls) =[1— wAj(s)]M" =1 —my,(s) is the correspond-

(A.6)

ing spike. Now mixing with respect to the Lévy density p;, leads to a random vector
(/15-1), . ,Ag-Mj)) = (flg.l),i € [M;]) with a mixed multivariate truncated distribution

Ji° [T G, (@a”15) i (s)ds
¥ (M) tasg0}-

A7 SV, alM ) =S (aylp)) =

Equivalenty, there exists a variable [, with density (1 — [1 — WAj(s)]Mf)pj(s)/wj(Mj),
such that (Ag.i),i € [M;])|H; = s has joint distribution in (A.6).

Using [27, Proposition 5.2] with Ag ; in place of Ay, leads to an initial representation
of each (2", i € [M;])| By for j € [J], with distribution denoted as IBP(Ao ;, p; Bo), note
in our case p; is a univariate Lévy density. For clarity, this means the law of each vector
(Z](.i), i € [M;])| By is determined by the joint Laplace functional

My @ S5 Mi D iy
Efe™ 2 1% | By) Zexp(—wj(Mj)/A Q(l—e 2t S @S (aj) pj) Bo(dw))
0,j X
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where Ay ; is the support of S;(a;|p;), and Z](.i) (f)=>72 A;il)f(wj,l), for some function f
over 2. Thatis (Z J(-i),i € [M;])|Bo ~ IBP(Aq;, p;jBo) means it is equivalent in distribution
to the vector of compound Poisson processes ( E’ 1 Aﬁéw .+ 4 € [M;]), which are condi-

tionally independent over j € [J], and where, (§;,7 € [J]) = ( (¢ (M;)Bo(€2)),7 € [J]),
independent of ((w;¢),j € [J]) ~ % By, and (A( )

;004 € [Mj]) ~ S;(aj|p;) independent across
(7,¢). That is,

. d .
& delDIBo = (Zi(¢i(M;)Bo()),j € [J])
. i
(A8) (wje)d €[TDIBo ~ B
(AD.ien]) ~ Siale)

Hereafter we will not write out explicitly the Laplace functional and simply note that
the law of each vector (ZJ(-Z),i € [M;])|By is determined by the Poisson mean measure
¥;(M;)S;(aj|p;)Bo(dw). Expanding By = > 77| Akdy,, leads to the countable collection
of mean measures

Methj (M;)Sj(aj|pj)dy, (dw),

for kK =1,2,.... Using these two forms of the mean measure. yields Proposition 2.1, in
particular there are the following equivalent representations for Z ;| By,
(A9)
oo | Njk ‘ p
SIS AN, [ oveies] | geln |4 ZA st €M) ) el]
k=1 | I=1

where (Nji),j € [7]) £ (st (M), € 7).

For the process (>, N; 10y, J € [J ]) in Proposition 2.2, we may treat it as a single re-
alization of multivariate IBP of vector length J, with NO = (Ny,...,Ny) playing the role of
Ay in [27, Section 5], where Ny|A has distribution H 1 /\mfwm’( e i) i) cor-
responding to a product of J independent Poisson Varlables Wlth parameters ()«/J]( ) VAS
[J]). It follows that the multivariate slab distribution is N}|A ~ tPoisson(A\¢1 (M1), ..., A\ps(My)),
as described in [46, Section 4.1.1, p. 501], the corresponding spike is 1 — mp;, ()\) =
e AT ¥ (M) Using these points, the representation in Proposition 2.2 corresponds to a
process with an IBP(Ny, 70Gy) distribution as described in [27, Proposition 5.2]. That it is
to say we have proven that

(AlO) (Z Nj,kéylmj 6 ) Z k‘dykv] 6 ]
k=1

where X 1, := (X1 4,... Xyx) ~ MtP((¢;(M;),j € [J]),70). We now provide more details
on the class of MtP distributions.

DEFINITION A.1. Let (Vp = (V1,...,V)) denote a random vector and consider the pair
of variables (Vp, Hp). We say that Vj has a multivariate mixed zero-truncated Poisson dis-
tribution of vector length J with non-negative parameters (x;,j € [J]) and Lévy density
70, and write Vo ~ MtP((k;,j € [J]),70), if (Vo, Ho) satisfies the following properties for

K= ijl kj and m; = K /K.
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a. Vp|Hop = A ~ tPoisson(\k1,..., Ak ), has the joint probability mass function, with non-
.. J
negative integer arguments (m1,...,my), such that m:= 37, m; € {1,2,...},
J
! : M) TerA
(A.1D) T % m
Hj:l m;! j=1 mi(1 —e=2%)

b. V:= ijl Vj|Ho = A has zero-truncated Poisson(Ax) distribution with law denoted as
tPoisson(Ax) and Hy has density

(1- eN*A“)To(/\)
Yo(k)

(A.12) P, (dX)/d\ =

c. Vo[V =m is Multinomial(m, (7,5 € J))
d. Furthermore V := Z}'le Vj ~ MtP(k,79), has the probability mass function for m =
1,2,...,

T Ae "Moo (N)dA
mlho (k)
e. The joint probability mass function of Vj = (V4,..., V), has the form

(A.13) p(m|k,m0) =

J
_ . m! m;
(A.14) p(mi,....,my|(k;,5 € [J]),10) = e Hﬂ'j 7 x p(m|k,70)
Hj:lmj'jzl

REMARK A.2. The mean measure that specifies the IBP(Ny, 70Gy) distributed process
in (A.10) can be expressed as

J
Yo | D wi(My) | B (ma,....my|(w;(M;), 5 € [J]),70) Goldy)
j=1

A.3. Proof of Theorem 1. In principle, the result can be obtained by using Proposi-
tion 2.1 and Proposition 2.2 along with a special application of [27, Proposition 5.2], however
there are some delicate details to note. The key is to identify the spike and slab distributional
decomposition of the components in Proposition 2.1, which is not immediately obvious. In
particular, a direct approach using [27, Proposition 5.2] seems to suggest that a closed form
expression for the joint density of the relevant slab distribution is required. However that ex-
pression would be quite complex, and not immediately indicative of the representations we
obtain. We proceed by first identifying the spike distribution. This is done by noting that for
each k, the vector

Nj,k
(A.15) oA Lie] ) el

I=1
appearing in Proposition 2.1, has all components equal to zero if and only if N, = 0 for
Jj € [J]. Hence the spike distribution for constructing ((Z ](-Z),i € [M;]),j € [J]) is the same
as that for (372 | N; 10y,,j € [J]). The requisite slab distribution can then be expressed as
the distribution of the vector in (A.15) conditioned on the complement of the event (N, =

0,7 € [J]). The result is then completed by utilizing the results, and details in the proof of
Proposition 2.1 and Proposition 2.2.
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A.4. Descriptions of HIBP joint marginal distributions. Due to space considerations
we have omitted descriptions of the relevant joint distributions of Z ; := ((Z ]@ i€ [Mj)), 5 €
[J]), in the main text. That is to say the unconditional joint (marginal) distribution of Z ;
obtained by taking expectations with respect to (u;,j € [J]), By. We now provide details.
The approach is not to use the multivariate framework in [27, Section 5], but rather first
to apply results, perhaps more familiar to some readers, appearing in [27, Proposition 3.1].
Assume that ({; = vj,j € [J]), forv; =0,1,2,..., appearing in (A.8). It is important to note
that while the variables (w; ¢, £ € [v;]), which are atoms of 1; that are selected conditionally
iid from the discrete distribution By, may contain ties, the corresponding unobserved jumps
of uj, say (S;¢,¢ € [vj]), are distinct. Hence the pairs ((Sje,w;¢),¢ € [v;]) are distinct,
for each j € [J]. Applying, for each j € [J], [27, Proposition 3.1], the joint distribution of
(ZJ(.Z),i € [M;)|By can be expressed as

(A.16) [H Sj (aj,é|pj)] [1p (M;)] "7 e~ ¥s M BAD TT By (dw )
/=1

(=1

and the jumps (S} ¢, ¢ € [v;])[(Z ](-i),i € [M;]), By, are conditionally independent with respec-
tive densities equivalent to,

(A.17) 9(slaj e, pj) o HGA (da\')|s) | pj(s)-

Furthermore setting S;(a;|p;) = 1, for j € [J], it follows from (A.9) and (A.16) that the joint
distribution of (3 72 N; kéyk,j € [J])| By may be expressed as

/=1

We assume that the realization of Z; := ((ZJ@,Z' € [M;]),j € [J])), based on the repre-
sentation in Theorem 1

) | X5
i) . d . .
ZJ::((Z](.),ZG[MJ-]),]E[J]): Z Z Spie[My) ] el ],
has the following component values, £(¢) =7, (X145 = N1k, ..., Xgk = nyk), k € [r]),

with Y7 njp = i, (AY) i € [M))) = a0 = (o) 1,0 € [M;)). and (Vi k € [r]) ob-
served features. In terms of the right hand side of (A.9), for (Agfz,z € [M;]) = ajy), there
is the correspondence (a; ¢, ¢ € [v;]) = (k1,1 € [nji], k € [r]), where v; = _; n;; and
n= Z;-le vj =y . ng. Using slightly different notation than in [49, Corollary 2], includ-
ing an extra parameter k = Z - i(Mj) >0, for v := Go(12), , and positive cell counts

n, := (ni,...,n,), where ), _, ny = n, the marginal distribution of 220:1[237:1 Nj ]dy,
is equivalent to

T
nlo(n,;n|yo, 70, K) X H Go(dYy)
k=1
for

,
fyr —o0 ;7 (1—€7*")1g 7 ~
(A.19) o(nr;nly0,70,K) = ;(;e 00" (= m AN Tt () (e 5, 70),
’ k=1
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where nk!iﬁg(ﬁ)ﬁ(nkm,m) = fooo K™ A" e~ 7o (N)dA. The function in (A.19) is an ex-
changeable cluster probability function (ECPF') as discussed in [49].

REMARK A.3. See [29, Proposition 4 and eq. (5)], and also [4, Section 2.3], for other
interpretations of the ECPF in (A.19). [38] provides additional interpretations, and points out

these correspondences to earlier work of Fisher and McCloskey on species sampling models.
See also [23].

Equivalently a description of the unconditional joint distribution (the joint marginal distri-
bution) of Z ;, is completed by evaluating

J v,
E[C*Bn(ﬂ) S (M) H H Bo(dwj,é)L
j=10=1

which by [24, Propositions 2.1-2.2], is equivalent to

e~ Go@T(SL T w000 T / e AU (M) 1 (V) aA x Go(dF).

where Y, ng = 237:1 vj :=n, with >}, nj, = v;. Now for k = Z;le 1;(M;) and
20 = GolQ), set

50070, 70, ) = =G0 () iy 8,(3) H/ A e=ATT 00 1 (0 )i

Now, using the convention [} ¢; =1 for n;; = 0, we can write,

J v r Nk
(A.20) Sp(a) :—H[HSj(aj,e!m] HHHS (@jk.10p5);
j=1 Le=1 j=1k=11=1

which is the likelihood of

(A i e (M) e ug), g € ) L (A, .. AL 1€ [nju) ke [r]).g € ),

otherwise the same as in the respective non-hierarchical cases.
The derivations above lead to the following description of the marginal joint distribution
of Zp, s, which can otherwise be sampled according to Theorem 4.

PROPOSITION A.l. Ser k = Zj L (M;), and (X, =njk.J € [J],k€[r]),&(p) =
r), Z;f LMk =nk >0, > nj=vj and Zj:1 vj =n, and (Agf,)ﬁ,’l,i €[M;])=ajr;.
Then the marginal distribution of ((Z; M e [M;]), 5 € [J]) can be expressed as,

(A21) S (a) x Hw] )% % 6(np]y0,70,5) x ] Go(dYr)
k=1

REMARK A.4. One may also express (A.21) in terms of the ECPF, since n!o(n,; n|vo, 70, k) =
Y6 0(ny |70, 70, £). One consequence is this allows for an simple adaptation of the computa-
tional procedures outlined in [49].
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A.4.1. Multi-group ECPF. As a Corollary, the next result, which may be compared
with [49, Corollary 2], describes a multi-group version of an ECPF.

COROLLARY A.l. Set Z}‘le vj =n, and let K(n) =1 € [n] denote the number of dis-
tinct points (}71, . ,f’r) drawn from n samples from By. Further note that Vj =D pq ks

and Y _ng = Z}']:1 vj =M.

(i) Then the joint distribution of random variables ((wje,? € [§;],&5 = v;),j € [J]), de-
scribed in (A.8) can be expressed as

n!H;T:l 7r;-1" J L
7 X o(nrinlyo, 70, > wi(M;)) x [ Go(avi)
Hj:l vy j=1 k=1

where vy = Go(2), and [Zgzl Y (M;j)|m; =;(M;) forj=1,...,J.
(ii) The distribution of the variables in [(1)), is equivalent to

J
ay | Hj:l 1!
J
Hj:l vj!

times the distribution of (X; . =njx,5 € [J]),Ye), k € [£(0)]),E(p) = 7).

(A.22)

A.5. Proof of the HIBP posterior distributions in Theorem 2. We now provide
the proof for the posterior distributions of By, (p;,j € [J])|Z, as described in Theo-
rem 2. It follows from (A.16) and (A.18) that the distribution of By|Z; is the same as
Bo|(>-p21 Njk0y,,J € [J]), and furthermore is equivalent to By| 22021[23-]:1 N; 10y,
where

J
Njk | 0y, |Bo ~PoiP [ > 4;(M;), By

J
—1 j=1

00
k=1

Hence the result, as described in Theorem 2, can be read from [27, See section 4.2], based
on M =1 customer. That is By|Z s, has the representation

J

.
(A.23) Bos+ Y Lig,,
k=1

where By j = >~ A0y, ~ CRM(79, 7, Gp), independent of (Ly, k € [r]). An application
of [27, Theorem 3.1] shows that the posterior distribution of 1;|Z ;, By is equivalent to

Yj

fj,n; + Z Sj,t0w, ,

=1
where fi; a7, Bo is CRM(p§Mj ), By). Now using the posterior representation of By|Z s, in
(A23), CRM(p\™, By), is equivalent to the sum of the CRMs, CRM(p{""), By ;) and
CRM(P§M7)72221 I:kéf/k), and it follows that the distribution of /i; r/,|Z; corresponds to
that of fiar, + Yy 7jk(L1)dy, . The result is concluded by noting that ((.Sj ¢, w;je), ¢ €

[0,)) £ ((Sj01, Ye), L € [nj), k € [r]), where (w;), (Vi) are fixed, hence

(A.24) S S50 23S S| 6 £ [Z Sj,k,l] 55 |
/=1 =1
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where Ej, := {{:wj, =Y;}. Thatis (u;,j € [J))|Z, is equivalent in distribution to the
vector of random measures

Nj k

ZS]]CZ

By,s ~ CRM(p\™), By ), and (5;,) * CRM(p{™, L)

(A.25) (fuj,0, +ZU]k Ly)dy, +Z 0y,.,J € 1J])

for ﬂijj = Zf}il 5’j7U+T(A{U)6Yv/
independent of (Ly,), and (S} ).

A.6. Proof of HIBP prediction rule in Theorem 3. Apply [27, Proposition 3.2] to
obtain a description of the predictive distribution of Z](Mj+1)]Z J, Bo, equating to Zj +

Z%:l Aj b, ,, where due to notational suppression A; ¢ := AE%IJH). It follows that

ZAM%JiZ Z Aje| Oy, —Z
/=1

k=1 KEEJk

Mgk

ZA]kl

for Ej, := {(:wj, = Yi} and Z;|Z, Bo, has an IBP(4;,p\"" By) distribution which

means that it can be represented as a compound Poisson process based on the mean measure
’yj(-Mj Jr1)Sj(a\ pg-Mj))Bg(dw), where S;(al ijj )) denotes the univariate distribution in (2.6).
Use (A.23) to express the mean measure as

Yy’

WD alof M) (Bog (dw) + 3 Lndi, ()
k=1

and hence Z;|Z as a sum of an IBP(4;, p ( J)Bo s) and IBP(AJ, Zk 1 Lké ) pro-
cess. Since By j = > ;2 1.0y, ~ CRM(T()’J, Gy), the first term in (2 8) follows by applying

Proposition 2.1 and Theorem 1, to the univariate IBP(A;;, pg-M")BQ J) with appropriate ad-

justments. The second term follows directly by expanding >, _, Ekéf,k.

A.7. Proof of HHIBP Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 4. Recall that
given Bj....,By, By, for each fixed (d,j) ((A&)]l,z € [Ma;]),5d,,,wdj1)), are points

of a PRM with mean intensity [[;,”7 Ma.s Ga,, (dad] |54.5)pa,j(54,;)Bj(dw). Hence, given
Bi...., By, By, for each (d, j) this leads to a representation based on the mean measure

(A.26) Ya,;(Maj)Saj(aq,;|paj)Bj(dw;),

as in the HIBP case, with j in place of (d, j). Using the representation B; = >/, Aj 0, ,
creates the countable collection of mean measures

ANj¥a,j(Mg;)Saj(aqj|pa;)ow,, (dw),

for ! =1,2,..., leading to the following representation for each j, conditionally indepen-
dent across j € [J], ,
(A.27)
0o [N Ea.;j

1=

Z Z A d,jlt szv [Md,]] 7d€ [DJ] ZAdjé dezv [Md,J] ,dG [D]]

=1 | t=1
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where ((Ngj;),d € [Dy]) < (Z4,5,(Njiba ;(Mgj)),d € [Dy]), and for the right-hand side
. . d

of equation (A.27), given Bj, ({q,d € [D;]) = (32117] (¢a,;(Mq)B;(R)),d € [D;]), inde-

pendent of ((wq ), d € [Dj]) ~ b Bj, and (A((i)ﬂ,z € [Mg;]) ~ Saj(aqj|pa;) independent

across (d, 7,/).

REMARK A.5. Note furthermore we can define §; = Z]D:71 €4, 4 P;(B;(Q2) Zfl)il Yq;(Mg;))
d D;
and £ =371 &= P71 Bi(Q) X4y Yaj(May)).

Now, instead, using the representation (By,..., By) 4 (O orq€ik(Mk)dyy, g € [J]), and
expanding each B; in (A.26), leads to the countable collection of mean measures

€j,k(Ae)a j(Ma,j)Sa,j(ad,j|pa,;) 0y, (dw),
for k =1,2,..., which shows that Zp ; := (((Zc(l;, € [Mg;l),7 €[Dj]),j € [J])|Bo, can
be represented as

oo | Na,jk

SIS AY | dvieMay) | de(D))] i)
k=1 =1

1S

where (((Na,j k), d € [Dj]),j € [J])
in Proposition 3.1

We now proceed to the proof of Proposition 3.2, which gives a tractable form to sample
the joint distribution of

(((Zajk(Vaj(Maj)ejr(Mk)),d € [Dy]), 5 € [J]). as

(A.28) ((Z Pajk(Vaj(Ma;)eje(Ar))dy,, d € [Dj]> ,J € [J]> :

k=1

As we mentioned in the main text, we may view the process in (A.28) as arising from a Pois-
son based HIBP with inhomogeneous parameters ((v/4;(Mg;),d € [D;]),j € [J]). Specifi-
cally,

Baseline By ~ CRM(79, Gp)
(A.29) Categories Bj ~ CRM(7}, By) jelJ]
Documents  N\* ~ PoiP(¢q;(Ma,), Bj) d€ [Dj]

where N => 121 Zai( ]lwd,J(Md]))(Sw“ for Bj = > 72, \ji0w,,- The equivalence
to (A. 29) can be seen by comparing (A.28) with (A.4). Proposition 3.2, then follows as
a simple variation of Theorem 1. We provide details of the required modifications. Here
d € [Dj] plays the role of ¢ € [M], and (Bj,j € [J]), plays the role of (15,7 € [J]). In place

of Agj = (A§ )ie € [M;) use Cp j == (C( ) de [D;]) where Cj ;|\ has distribution

D;

H)\de ( ) —APa; Mdj)/cd

d=1

Hence the corresponding multivariate slab distribution is

C()’j’)\ ~ tPOiSSOD()\Q/)Lj(MLj), ey A¢Dj,j(MDj,j))7
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These points lead to the variables (Cqy 1, d € [D;]) ~ MtP((vq,;(Maj),d € [D;]),75),
independent across (7, k,1), furthermore note that @Zj(ZdD:jl (Mg ;)) plays the role of
1j(Mj). That is to say for each j, the law of (V. J(d), d € [D;])| By, which are conditionally

independent over j € [J], has an IBP(Cy ;, 7 By) distribution whose compound Poisson rep-
resentation is determined by the mean measure

D;
(A.30) Ui | D vai(May) | B (et e, |(a;(May),d € [Dy]),75) Bo(dw)
d=1

Hence, expanding By = Y ;2 Axdy,, leads to the following description of the distribution
of ((N](d), d € [Dj]),j € [J])|Bo, which is a variation of Propositions 2.1,

oo | Njw

(A31) Y AD - Cajni| ovisde[Dy] |, €[]

k=1 |i=1

where ((Nj),j € [J]) 4 ((Wj,k()\k@bj(deil Yq;(Mg;))),j € [J]). Arguments similar to
the proofs of Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 1, lead to Proposition 3.2.

Theorem 4 follows from Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, using arguments similar to the proof of
Theorem 1.

. D.
JREMARK A.6. In terms of realized samples set &;; = vaj, » 44 vd,; = vj and
_ : T Mgk . _ T A . _ .
ijl vj = n. And there is the correspondence, > ;i > 77 Ca ikl = D p—1 Ndjk = Vd;
T Ny, k .
Hence D)1 > 2,27 ¢kt = vj-

A.8. Descriptions of HHIBP joint distributions. We now present a description of the
joint description of Zp j := (((Zg;,i € [Mg;]),d € [Dj],j € [J]), which does not appear in
the main text. Using the specifications in Remarks A.5 and A.6, and applying [27, Proposition

3.1], the joint distribution of (Z(S@.,i € [Ma;])|(Bj,j € [J]), Bo can be expressed as

i [H Sa.j(adjelpaz) | [aj(May)] *oe Ve M BiO T By (dwa j.0)
/=1 /=1

Since the components of Zp ;|(Bj,j € [J]), By are conditionally independent over d €
[Dj],j € [J], a description of its joint conditional distribution is expressed in terms of prod-
ucts of d € [D;],j € [J], over (A.32). In order to obtain a description of the conditional
distribution of Zp ;| By, we focus on

Vd,j

J Dj
(A.33) [T e verMa BT Bj(dwae)
j=1d=1 =1

where (Bj,j € [J])|By are conditionally independent CRM(7;, By) for j € [J]. Where
(wa,je, £ € [va ], d € [Dj]) are v; = EkD:"l vq,; samples from the discrete measure B;.

REMARK A.7. The expression in (A.33) confirms the equivalence to the more general
Poisson type HIBP in (A.29).
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As discussed for the HIBP setting, with further elaboration here, the fact that By itself has
ties, will affect the counts for the number of distinct values sampled from B;. The approach
here is to use the representation Bj(dw) = [;° AN;(d)\, dw) where Nj|By is a Poisson ran-
dom measure with mean E[N (d)\ dw)\Bo] = Tj()\>B0(dw)d)\ and work in an augmented
space with the corresponding Poisson random measures, say

Dj wa,;

H H NJ (dem]v‘e’ wd:j7€)7

d=11=1
as in [24, 27]. Hence, as in those works, the (Jg ¢, ¢ € [vq;],d € [D;]), are variables hav-
ing 7; unique values (L;;,t € [r}]), corresponding to unique jumps of B, with counts c;;
equivalent to the number of (Jy ¢, ¢ € [va;],d € [D;]) equal to L. This leads to 7; unique
pairs ((Lj+,wj¢),t € [r;]), where otherwise (w;j,t € [r;]), are points drawn from B, and
hence may have ties. Applying [24, Propositions 2.1-2.2], it follows that

D’l)dJ

E[ B;(Q )Zd  Yai(Maj) HHB dwd]f)|BO]
d=1/=1

is equivalent to,
730(9)1%(2(1 1wd1 (Ma,5)) H/ \Site 7)‘24 1% 5 (Ma, ]) ()\)dA X B()(d’ll)j t)

where Zt”ﬂ ¢jt+ = v;. Furthermore, which can otherwise be deduced from (A.29), or apply-
ing [27, Proposition 3.1] in comparison to (2.5), the unique jumps (L;,t € [r;]) are condi-
tionally independent with respective densities proportional to
P(Lj € dA) oc A e Sudi as(Ma)) 1 (3)dA,
A description of the unconditional joint distribution (the joint marginal distribution) of
Zp.;j,is completed by evaluating

J 7
EfeB0() T s (2a% vas (Ma)) T T Bolduwse)],
j=1t=1

which by [24, Propositions 2.1-2.2], is equivalent to

o= Go()do( ;:1¢j<zfilwd,j(Md,j)>>H / A e A S 63 (S as (M) 1 (V) dA % Glo(dT).-

r J ; r
Now, set

HH [Hde (ad,jelpa,j) ] HHH H Saj(adjkilpd;),

j=1d=1 Lé=1 j=1d=1k=1 =1
Cple HHH/ NN Rl b0 (M) 7, (3 d
j=1k=11=1

and for k = Z}le zﬁj(zdzjl q,;(Mg;)) and 9 = Go(£2), set

8, |0, 70, k) = e~ Go(do jzlzz?ﬂz?;wd,j(Md,j)))H / ~ A=A 3 (S s (M) g (V) dA



HIBP 33

The derivations above lead to the following description of the marginal joint distribution of
Zp ., which can otherwise be sampled according to Theorem 4.

PROPOSITION A.2. Set k = ijl 1/;]-(25:]'1 Yq,;(Maj)), and use the specifications in
Remarks A.5 and A.6. Then the marginal joint distribution of Zp_j can be expressed as
J D;

(A34)  Spp (@) x [T T ¥as(May)** x Cy(e)énrlyo, mo,) x [ ] Go(dYs)
j=ld=1 k=1

REMARK A.8. One may use the distributional descriptions of variables in Theorem 4, as
guides to adjust the expressions in (A.34), to other equivalent forms.

A.9. Proof of the HHIBP posterior distributions in Theorem 5. Based on the de-
velopments in the previous two sections, the results for the posterior distributions for
(Bj,j €[J]), Bo|Zp,y in Theorem 5 follow from the inhomogeneous Poisson HIBP reflected
in (A.29) which uses (Co ;, j € [J]) in place of (Ag ;,j € [J]) in Theorem 2. That is the pos-
terior distribution of By|Z p,; only depends on the information in the process

é(d)) J R d oo J 5 Dj
> Xjk| 09, =D Peu Y 05 ta;(May))dy,
k=1 | j=1 k=1 =1 d=1

which given By is PoiP(Z;}:1 1[@(25':71 Yq.;(Mg ;), Bo). With appropriate substitutions
the posterior (Bj,j € [J])|Zp,; is similar in form to (A.25). Where similar to the jumps
of u; in (A.24), and following the descriptions for deriving the joint marginal distributions
in the HHIBP setting, the unique jumps of each Bj, ((L;,t € [r;]), can be expressed as

((Ljt,wje),t €rj]) 4 ((Lj7k7l,3~/k),l € [n; k), k € [r]) and hence

T T T Nj k
(A.35) S Lidu, 231D Lie| 05 231D Lina| 65,
t=1 k=1 |teE;, k=1 Li=1

where now Ej j, := {t 1 w;; = Y} }. and Sheinjr=rjand Y 7 cip =0

The posterior distribution of (14 ;,d € [D;]),j € [J])|Zp, follows from the description
of ((taj,d € [Dy]),j € [J])|Zp,s,(Bj,j € [J]), which again follows from [27, Section 3],
as otherwise described in the proof of Theorem 2 with (d, j) in place of j, and then applying
the explicit representations of (B}, j € [J])|Zp,, in Theorem 5,

T r Nj k
Bip, + Y &n(Le)dy, + > (D] Lj,k,l] Oy,
k=1 k= =1

which we have already verified.

A.10. Proof of the HHIBP prediction rule in Theorem 6. Apply [27, Proposition 3.2]
to obtain a description of the predictive distribution of Zc(l]\;‘[d’”' +1)\Z b7, (Bj,j € [J]), Bo,
equating to Zd,j + 304 Ad jebw,, . Where it follows that,y ") Ag; b, ,,|Zp,s, for
> k1 Mdjk = Vd;, can be expressed as,

Vd,j r r Nd,j,k

S Aagbon, SO | D0 Aage| G5 ED | D Adgra | 5y,
/=1

kzl @GEd,j,k kzl l:1
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for Ed,j,k = {f ‘Wl 0= i/k}
Za;j|Zp,s,(B;.j € [J]), Bo, has an IBP(Aqy, p'**) B;) distribution which means that
it can be represented as a compound Poisson process based on the mean measure:

V(Sl,j o )Sd,j(a|p£l7j ))Bj(dw)

In order to obtain an expression for Z;;|Zp s, use the posterior representation of
Bj|Zp.,

Bj p, +Z€jk (Lk)dy, +Z XJ:ijl]
(Ma,;+1 )S

to express the mean measure, 7, ; a]pd]d J)) Bj(dw), as

Bj,Dj (dw) +Zéj,k(Lk dw +Z
k=1

MdJ 1 Md,j
sy (alpfj,j ))><

ZL] >]_

Hence, Zd]’ZDJ is expressed as a sum of an IBP(Ad],p(Mj)B ,)» IBP(Ag,

J
(M, M
pd](“ > k—18k(Lx)dy, ) and an IBP(Ad,g,P&j“ > k112221 Ljka)dy,) process. Use

the results in Proposition 3.1, Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 4 to obtain the desired form,
for the first term. For the second distribution, there is the more obvious representation

r [N,
i@ | .
DD Auiw]| o
k=1 =1

where Nc(l )k =2k (yé g AR )sj 1(Ly)). However, the mixed Poisson representation may

not be easy to apply. Hence we use a compound Poisson representation for ij) ;; based on
the equality in distribution

Pk (”Yéjd’ﬂ €k (Ly > Zﬁdﬂm( "dj+1))\j,k,v>

where (\j.,v = 1,2,...) are the points of a PRM specified by the Lévy density
Ly7jp,()). That is, see again [27, Proposition 3.3],using the right-hand side, we may con-
sider a compound Poisson representation derived from the variable C'|\ ~ P01sson(/\fyC(lM‘l N +1))
leading to C~ ~ MtP (v, (Md s+ ,Tj,p,)- That is to say a compound Poisson representation for

N CE ) - based on the mean measure

(M, 1 M 1
Lty p, (v )p(min Sy 70,

yielding the representation in the second term of (3.9). The last term in (3.9) follows as in
the HIBP setting.

APPENDIX B: CHOICES OF PRIORS AND CALCULATIONS FOR (Bjy,...,By), By

As mentioned in the main text, in the HIBP setting of (1.6) the distribution of By|Z only
dependson ) .7, [Z}]=1 Nj 1|0y, which given B is distributed as PoiP(Z‘j]:1 1 (M;), By).
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Importantly this is true no matter the choice of (A;, 155 J € [J]), which otherwise deter-
mine the precise form of the non-random (v;(M;),j € [J]). Hence this suggests priors
for By should be chosen based on well-known priors for Poisson-type data structures, as
in [45] and elsewhere. This is also true for the HHIBP setting where By|Zp ; is deter-
mined by a process which given By is PoiP(Z}]:1 ij(ZdDil thq,;(Ma,j), Bo). Furthermore
(B1,...,By))|Bo,Zp,; are determined by the conditionally independent Poisson processes
with distributions PoiP(ZdD;1 g (Mg ), Bj), for j € [J]. These points suggest that Beta
process specifications for (B, ..., By, Bp) are not ideal in the orginal Hierarchical Bernoulli
settings proposed in [44], or in fact for other non-Bernoulli based models. For clarity, we next
provide further details for the use of Beta process priors, and then proceed to give explict cal-
culations in the much more tractable case of the usage of generalized gamma priors.

B.1. Inadequacy of Beta process priors for By and (Bj,j € [J]). The Beta process
priors for By and (Bj, j € [J]) in (1.2) and (3.1) are not ideal, in that required calculations of
Laplace exponents are not explicit. Moreover, conceptually their use is analogous to using a
beta distribution prior for the mean of a Poisson distributed variable in a parametric Bayesian
setting. Specifically, in the Hierarchical Beta process Bernoulli HIBP setting of [44, Section
6, eq. (8)], described in (1.2), which we re-produce here,

Baseline By ~ BP(¢co, b0, Go)
Categories  puj ~ BP(c¢;,05,B0) j€l|J]

Documents ZJ@ ~ BeP(u;) i€ [Mj]

with By := Y, prdy; ~ BP(co,60, Go), where each pj, € [0, 1], the corresponding Pois-
son process that arises can be expressed as,

0o J 00 J J
ST Nk | 0 23 2 [ e D wi(M;) | 0y, | Bo~PoiP | S w(M;), By

k=1 | j=1 k=1 j=1 j=1

where for p; ~ BP(c;,0;,By), we have that ¢;(M;) = ZZMjl z fZ T

we have that > 7, sz(pkz _1¥j(M;))dy, = Zgw Xlé -, where both ¢ and (X)) i
MtP(Z i—1¥5(M;), 00.c, ), involve the calculation of the Laplace exponent

J 1
(2 () = 00 [ (1= B (1= ),
j=1

which does not have a simple explicit form using 0q ¢, -
Generally, an issue for By ~ sBP((«, ¢o), 60, Go), and similarly for B; ~ sBP((«;,¢;),0;, Bo),
is to evaluate quantities of the form, for general x > 0,

1
(B.1) to,7(r) = o /0 (1 —ePF)e Piim VaMpmal(q — pyote—igp,

for J =0,1,2,..., which do not have simple closed forms.

For some other relevant calculations in the case where By ~ sBP((«, cp), 6o, Go), that is
70(p) = 000a.c, (), it follows that By 7, has Lévy density 7o,y (p) = Boe P Li=1 (M) p (11—
p)cota L and hence Bo J, 18 not a Beta process. Lk are independent with densities,

(B.2)

Furthermore,

F(Co+nk) e pzj 1#’1( )pnk o— 1(1_p)00+a*1]1{0<p<1}

p’nka 1/]] Qoz co -
Z F(nk —a)'(co + ) 1F (nk —04;00—1'04;—2}]:1 @ZJj(Mj))
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corresponding to exponentially tilted By, ~ Beta(ng — a, ¢p + o) random variables, where
1F1 (nk — o e + a; —k) = E [e7 5]

is a confluent hypergeometric function of the first kind, which can be evaluated by software
packages such as Matlab. See [24, Section 4.4.2] for inhomogeneous versions of (B.2), and
other relevant expressions. In the setting of (3.1), the variables (L) and (L; ;) also have
densities of the form in (B.2). The hypergeometric function also appears in the probability
mass functions for X, ~ MtP((zpj( ),3 € [J]); Gac,) and for X, in the case of the

prediction rule. Setting = 57 =1 %;j(Mj), the ECPF component, n!o(n.;n|vo, 70, &), may
be expressed as,

e~ for0vo gy H T _Ca+ nCo)-i- %) 1F1 (ng, — ac0 + ;= k),
(co + mg

where, again, 1g(k) = 9 0() in (B.1) does not have a closed form.

REMARK B.1. The Laplace exponents in (B.1) can be expressed in terms of countably
infinite sums of confluent hypergeometric functions. Equivalently, this can be seen using

PSR PRIl = (1 - ).

B.2. Calculations for Generalized Gamma priors for By and (Bj,j € [J]). The
choice of By as a generalized gamma process is certainly known to be desirable, in condition-
ally Poisson structures, due to its relevant flexible distributional properties and its tractability,
see for instance [13, 14, 24, 25, 27, 49, 50]. In particular, for calculations related to the Pois-
son type IBP processes we encounter in this work, one can read off the descriptions in [27,
Section 4.2.1], see also [49], as follows. We say that By is a generalized gamma process with
law denoted as GG(a, (;600Go) if

b
I'l—o)
for 6y > 0, and the ranges 0 < v < 1, ( > 0, or « < 0 and ¢ > 0. When a = 0 this is the case
of the gamma process. That is to say GG(0,(;6p) corresponds to a Gamma process with

shape 6 and scale 1/¢. When o < 0, this results in a class of gamma compound Poisson
processes. In particular, as a special case of (2.3), 1o (x) = 6V ¢ (k) where

L(k+0*—¢, ifo<a<1,(>0
(B.4) Wy c(k) =< log(l+r/(), ifa=0,>0
e~ (k+ 077, ifa=—6<0,(>0

Furthermore if € ~ CRM(6pvq,¢, L), then the distribution of () is a generalized gamma
random variable with distribution determined by it Laplace exponent A0y, ¢(x). Now, as
in [27, Section 4.2.1, eq. (4.5)] and [49, Section 3] if a random variable X ~ MtP(x,vq.¢),
then its probability mass function has the explicit form, form=1,2,...,

(B.3) T0(A) := Oovac(N) = A2 le = for 0 < A < o0,

ey e 10 <a<1.C20

(B.5) B, vao) = { mped s, if=0,>0

K™ (K O+m) P(m
) T ifa=—6<0,(>0

Equivalently X |Hy = \ ~ tPoisson(Ax) where H has density
(1 _ e—)\n))\—a—le—CA
I'(l—a)¥,¢(k)

(B.6) Pr, (dX)/d\ =
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From [26, p. 382] we see that H 4 G1-aUa, where G1_q ~ Gamma(1l — «,1) and
independent of this, U, ¢ is a random variable with density

B.2.1. HIBP calculations for By ~ GG(«a,(;00Gp). The common calculations related
to By ~ GG(a, (;00Gp) in the HIBP setting are as follows, for (; = ( + Z}]:1 i (Mj):

I. For generating exactly the processes in Proposition 2.2 and Theorem 1, we have:
o Po(XTly 5 (M) = 00, (32 ¥; (M)
* Xou X MEP(((M)),5 € [J]), va)
II. For the posterior distributions of By|Z; in Theorem 2, we have:
* Bo,s ~ GG(a, (5 60Go)
S ind Gamma(ng — «, ()
II. For the HIBP prediction rule, in Theorem 3, we have:
* ¢j = Go(Q)tho,s (1 (M + 1) — 1p;(Mj)), where
= 0,7 (W (M +1) =4 (Mj)) = 0o W, (5 (M; + 1) — b (M)
= Xjp S MEP (3 (M + 1) = (M), )
- NM ind NB(ny — «, q;), where
(M + 1) — (M)
T (M4 1) = (M) + ¢
1

— CJ
1+ Y (M;+1)—v; (M)

B.2.2. HHIBP calculations for Bj|By ~ GG(ay,(j;6;Bo) and By ~ GG(c, (;600Go).
We next look at the HHIBP setting with By ~ GG(«, (;00Go), and Bj ~ GG(ay, (j;60;Bo),
Jj € [J], applicable to any HHIBP of the form

Baseline By ~ GG(a, (;00G))
Categories Bj ~ GG(ay, ;3605 Bo) jelJ]
(B.7) Subcategories  fi4,; ~ CRM(pq j, B;) d € [Dj]
. 0 .
Documents Zéz;. = Z Agz. Owa,. 1€ [Mgy)
=1

The calculations are as follows, for (o := ¢ + S7_ 0,V ¢, (32 .,(M;,)) and
D;
G0y = G 22 Yug (M)

I For generating exactly the processes in Proposition 3.2 and Theorem 4,

) D,

© 3= Go(D0Va (X710 %a, ¢, (X gy Ya;(May))),

5 did D, .
* Xojk ~ MtP((0;Wa, ¢, (3421 Ya,j(May)),J € [J]),vac)
iid .

* (Cajrid € [Dj]) ~ MtP((va,j(Ma;),d € [Dj]), Va, ¢, ), for each (j,k),
IT For the posterior distributions of (B, j € [J]), By in Theorem 5,

* Bog = 1o Moy ~ GG(a, Co,7:00Go),

* Bjp, = 02y Ejwtr(N,)dyy | Bo,s ~ GG(ay, (,p,30;Bo,s)
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~ \did
e and (Ej,k) ~ GG(aj,Cj,Dj;Qj]L),
o Ly nd Gamma(ny — a, (p,s). and

ind D,
* Ljry ~ Gamma(cj ks — @, Gjp, ), f0rcjpi =347 Cd j-
III For the HHIBP prediction rule, in Theorem 6,

* ba=Go(N)00Var,, (0%, p, ([Va;(Maj+1) —va;(May)])),
s i1d
© Xajp ~MtP(0; Vo, ¢, ([Va;(Ma;+1) = Ya;(Maj)])svag,, ) and
7 iid .
. Co(l,;,kl ~ MtP(¢dj(Mdj + 1) ﬂde‘(Md,j), UaJv,ijDj ), 1= 1, 2.

N7 Md7 1
* Noju < 2jk(bjp, (%23 ) Ly) ~ NB(ng — ,4a,),

e where
q 0, \IIOéijj,Dj ([aj(Ma; +1) = a;(May)])
d,j — ’
! ej\Ilajvcj,Dj ([wd,j (Md,j + 1) - ¢d,j(Md,j)]) + CO’J
~ d M,
o« NP2 () T L) ~ NB(ej — njpaj, gfF)), for

O Yaj(Ma; +1) — Pa;j(Ma;)
I pg (Mg + 1) — a;(Maj) + b,

Xajn A(1)
. ,]k—Zz Cy klwhere

d] “ Mdj 1
* Z£¢ d]k Yajk Zv 1°@Jv(%(l] " )Ejerr()‘;;))‘sz/
Na ik d,;+1
° d,j,k =227 Cc(l,]?,k,l = P jk (%(1] )517 (Lk))-

B.3. Joint marginal likelihood calculations. We now present details for the joint
marginal distributions in the HIBP and HHIBP setting for the cases where By and (B, j €
[J]) have GG distributions

B.3.1. HIBP Marginal distribution calculations By ~ GG(«, (;60pGo),. Recall, in the
HIBP setting, from Proposition A.l that the marginal distribution of Z; := ((Z j(l),i €
[M;]),j € [J]) can be expressed as,

S[J X ij UJ X 0 nr|70,7'0, X H Go(d?k)
k=1

where

5 1o, 7o, ) 1= €= Gl (M H / Amee At (0) 1 (3

All HIBP models with By ~ GG(a,(;600Go) will have the common calculations for
o(n,|y0, 70, ©) expressed as

ra—3 i

T _
(B.8) e Y000 Wa o (327, 5 (M, 90 ij H F(Z”le_ ;;)
k=1

REMARK B.2. Using the equivalence, n!o(n,;n|vo, 70, ) = v406(n|v0, 70, &), it fol-
lows that in the case of B.8, the ECPF corresponds to that of the Generlaized Negative
Binomial process in [49, Section 3, eq. (13)]. Details for computational procedures, to fit
parameters, for this particular case are given in that work.
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B.3.2. HHIBP Marginal distribution calculations for Bj|By ~ GG(ay,(;;0;Bo) and
By ~ GG(«,(;00Gp),. Recall from Proposition A.2 that the marginal likelihood in the
general HHIBP setting has the form

J Dj r
Sip.sj(@) x [ [ T] ¢as(Mas)*** x Cpy(e)o(mrlro, mo, ) x | [ GoldYs)
J=1de1 fe1

All HHIBP models with B;|By ~ GG(«;, (j;6;B0) and By ~ GG(«, (;00Go) will have
the common calculations for C(;)(¢)o(n,|vo, 7o, %) Where,

J o Nk J T
(B.9) Cuy(e) =TT TI 11 0=(cinilas ¢in,) = 1167 [T =(eicles ¢in,)
j=1k=11=1 j=1  t=1
where, 75 = Y"7_y njx, and for G p, = [Y37 a;(May) + ¢,
D QA —Cj,k,1
I’(c;;al—or) 2
@(¢jkilag, Gin,;) = 13?3 < [Y thaj(Maj) + ¢l
(1—aj)

d=1

and for ¢ = Go ()00 Wa,c (37, 0;Va, ¢, (S0 Yag(May)),

(B.10)
J D; r
o(nr 70,70, %) = exp(—=Go(D)00Wac O 0,0, ¢, O va;(Maj)) x0 | [ =kl o)
Jj=1 d=1 k=1
where Y ) nj = Z‘j]:l r;= Z‘j]:l > k1 Mk, and for (o j := (+ 21{:1 0,V ¢, (ZlDzvl Yro(Myy)),
_ (g —a) o
w(nk|aaC0,J) = T(1l—a) X Co,.J
So it follows that C(;)(c)(n,|v0, 7o, %), is equivalent to
Ty —a) d v (e a;)
—éor L DI AR T &) 07 1Cs 7702l e LGt —a&5)
e “05[Co.] kl:[l i o) leill ' [¢.o,] E 0 o)

.
where > ;7 ¢ = vj

APPENDIX C: POISSON HHIBP

We provide calculations in the Poisson HHIBP setting with Zc(li;' ~ PoiP (B4, ), for
i € [Mg;],d € [D;],j € [J]. For clarity, we mean (1.8) specialized to the Poisson setting,

Baseline By ~ CRM(19, Go)
Categories Bj ~ CRM(7j, Bo) JjelJ]

€D Subcategories jiq; ~ CRM(pqj,B;j)  d € [Dj]

Documents  Z g; ~ PoiP(Ba,j, pa,j) i € [May]

for general CRM choices of (p4,;,d € [D;],7 € [J]),(Bj,j € [J]), Bo. We further note the
expressions for the HIBP Poisson setting are similar with j in place of (d, j). See also [27,
Section 4.2].
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In this HHIBP Poisson setting, Ay 4 ; := (Al(iz, € [Mg;])|s, for {a =0,1,2,...:0 €
[Mg,;]}, has distribution

My, ;

T i)

i=1
Hence the corresponding multivariate slab distribution, of vector length My ;, is
A67j|/\ ~ tPoisson(sB4j,...,50d;)

and the spike is 1 — 74, , . (s) = e~ *P+sMas Tt follows that

oy (s) = e PaMas gy (),
* Ya;(Ma;) = ﬂ)d; (BajMaj) = [;° (1 — e FaaMas)p, i(s)ds,
o Aqjrsi=Y0w AD )~ MEP(Ba My, pag),

~(1 A(Ma )Ny A . .
o (A AN Akt = aa gy ~ Multinomial(ag k.1, (1/May, ... 1/Ma,))
Sq i are independent with respective densities
ik P p

0(s|adj k1, BajMaj,paj) oc s*orte™Peilas 5, 1 (s).

For the prediction rule

Nd,j,k Nd,j,k

d
D Akt = PagrBag Y Sajrd);
=1 =1

Ma,;
A~ MEP (B, pi") forv=1,2,3.

C.1. Calculations for GG — GG — GG — Poisson HHIBP. Using the details above,
and the calculations in Section B.2, one can easily obtain the details for the following
GG — GG — GG — Poisson HHIBP model,

Baseline By ~ GG(a, (;00Go)
Categories Bj ~ GG(aj,¢;;6,Bo) j€[J]
€2) Subcategories  juqj ~ GG(aq,j,Caji0a;B;) d € [Dj]
Documents Zg; ~ PoiP (84,5, ita ;) i€ Mg
Then,
Py (5) = O Vi o, ()

* Ya;(Ma;) =0a;%Ya,, .., (Ba;Mda;)

Y =0 (Ma g +1)) = a(Mag) = 0a%a,, oyt 50,0, (Bag)
 Agjri~MtP(Ba;Maj,va,, c.,)

« (AN AR Ad g = aa g ~ Multinomial (ag g g, (1/Maj. - 1/Ma,))
y A~£lljj)',k,l ~ MtP(Bajs Ve s o +8asMay)» 0 =1,2,3.

ind o

. Sd,j,k Zl ok de k™ Gamma(ad] E— ozd,JndJ lmCd] —i—BdJMdJ) for Zl bk ad jk,l =

ad7j7k
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Ry s d ~
© YN Adjka = Pagr(BaiSajk) ~ NB(adjk — a ik, pd), for
B
Baj(Mg;+1)+Ca;’

These can be used to practically generate a complex array of random count matrices of the
form

Pd,j =

Nd,j,k ) )
(C3) S AY ie Myl | kele@) ] de (D)) ] el
=1

Specifically (C.3) can be generated all at once by using the steps I and II below.

I Generate the random count matrix Np j = (((Ngjx,d € [D;]), k € [£(¥)]),7 € [J])
+ £(3) ~ Poisson()
A D]
= Go(Q00Va,c (371 0%, ¢, (g1 003 Ve s (BaiMa;))),
S iid D, .
Xog ~ MP((0;%a,,¢, 3242104, Yau, ca, (BaiMay)):j € [J]),vag)
(Cd,jklad € [ ]) ud MtP((@dj Qg 7,Cd7(6d,]Md,g) de [ ]) Va,,@) le [nj’k], for
X],k =n; # 0, and each (j, k),
© Najp=3021 Cajky, for Xjp=mnjy #0,

Il For each N .k = Nd jr 7 0 generate,

id .
. Adjkl S MtP(Ba,jMa,j,Vay, ca,)s fOr L€ [N j k]

A M . .
* (Afl:tgvkyl7 e 7A((i:]j€jl)) ‘Ad,_],k,l - ad:jzkzl ~ MUItlnomlal(admj7k7l7 (1/Md9.]7 e 1/Md9.]))
forl e [ﬁd,j,k]-

C.1.1. Marginal likelihood GG — GG — GG — Poisson HHIBP. Recall that in general
the HHIBP marginal likelihood has the form

Sip,z(a) x HH%,J (M) x Cpy(c)é(nr|r0, 70, %) x [ | Go(d¥r)
j=1d=1 k=1

As we showed in Section B.3, in this setting, C|(c)d(ny|y0, 70, %), is equivalent to

. . " T(n - D(cje — o))
T TO—Y h N | I k— | | TJ 7"]04] Zt 16, “A\&t %5
k=1 t=1

where Y;7 | ¢; s = v;. Hence it remains to obtain an expression for Sjp_s(a) x 117 i1 I a1 W (Mg ;)0
which is

J D vy M D (ag )
1 G R T R | B
i=1d=1 =1 d.j

My () r ~
where aqje =327 ag e and 35y Mg gk =va,

C.1.2. Marginal likelihood GG — GG — Poisson HIBP. For completeness we give the
explicit calculations for the simpler GG — GG — Poisson HIBP model,

Baseline By ~ GG(a, (;00Go)
(C.4) Categories  p; ~ GG(q;,¢5:60;B0)  j € [J]
Documents Z]@ ~ PoiP(5;, 1t5) i€ [Mj]
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It follows that (B.8) in this case is equivalent to,
(C5)
7‘0‘_2;:1 r

— n —
e 1000¥ac(355105%a, ¢, (B M) gr ZH W, ¢, (BiM;) + ] Hki

J=1

Hence it remains to obtain an expression for S (a) x H i—1¥;(M;)" which is

el vj > I'(a a;)
i g2et1 @, o=, a, b G
L1055 180+ o2 ZHﬁ
j=1 =1 J
where a;, = Y1 ayz, and ) njk =vj.

APPENDIX D: CALCULATIONS FOR BERNOULLI HIBP AND HHIBP

We now give general details for the Bernoulli based HIBP and HHIBP, as considered
in [44] but with general choices for By, (Bj,j € [J]). As mentioned, except for additional
indexing, the calculations do not differ from known results in the non-hierarchical Bernoulli
IBP case. Here we focus on the more complex HHIBP setting where the following descrip-
tions may be otherwise read from [27, Section 4.1]. That is

Baseline By ~ CRM(19, Gp)
Categories B; ~ CRM(7j, By) jelJ]

(D) Subcategories jiq; ~ CRM(pqa,j,B;)  d € [D)]

Documents Zézg ~ BeP(uq ;) i € [My].

In this HHIBP Bernoulii setting, Ag 4 ; := (AEZ)J,Z € [Mg;])|p, for (ad € {0,1}:1¢

[Mg,;]), corresponds to the joint distribution of A, ; iid Bernoulli(p) Vanables
pmd,j (1 o p)Md,j—md,j

where mgq; = Z?idl] ag; € {0,...,My;}. Hence the corresponding multivariate slab

Al 4 j |p has distribution given by the joint pmf,
pe (1 —p) M
1—(1—p)Mes

where now mg ; = Zf\fdl’ agz € [Mg;]. The corresponding spike is (1 — p)M* 1t follows
that

. p%“)(p)— (1 *p)Md 'pd,]( s),

M 2 2 M .
* wdv]( ) dl Vdj fO ‘ )pd,]( )dp7 where,
M, ]—‘rl Mg
. ’7( i d wd,] (MdJ + 1) T/Jd] Mdv] f() ppil]d dp, |
* Furthermore, (A((;])',k,l’ e A&]’\;{‘le)), has joint distribution, for mg s, == > 1047 a((i)] k1 €
[Ma,j],

Jo Pt (1= p)Maa T oy (p)dp
Ya,j(Ma;)

(D.2) Saj(aajrilpds) = ba;(majrilpa;) =
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Ma,j—ma, ;e

* and Sy ; 1, has density proportional to p™4**(1 — p) pd;(p)-

* For the prediction rule

Rd,j,k Rd,j,k

d
> Adjki =D Bajki
=1 =1

where ~
* PBa ki~ Bernoulli(E[Sg ;x,]), and, AE;’J).M =1,forv=1,2,3.

The joint distribution in (D.2) leads to an interesting relationship to multivariate Hyperge-
ometric distributions.

PROPOSITION D.1.  The vector (Aé]) . Ag\j{}%jl)) with distribution (D.2) may be de-

scribed as follows.

1. Ad,j,k,l = ZMd 7 AE;) Kl has a mixed zero truncated Binomial distribution, with proba-
- Mg, ,
bility mass function P(Ad,j,k,l =m) =P ;"7 A(é g =m) = (Mni*f)bd7j(m|pd7j) for
m € [Mg].
2. AgjkilHajki =D ha a zero truncated Binomial(My ;,p) distribution, where Hg

has the density (1 — (1 — p)Md’j)Pd,j (p)/a,;(Ma,;)-
3. For any choice of pqg;,

i (1) 6)) A(Mdj) (Ma )| A oy 1
]P(Ad,j,kl g jkl-" A ikl =045 |Ad jkg =m) = (Md,j)ﬂ
for M0 ) =m e [Maj) #0, and otherwise (al) )., € {0,1},i € [May)). This cor-

responds to a szmple multivariate Hypergeometric distribution.

D.1. The Bernoulli HIBP and HHIBP prediction rules. We now specialize Theorem 3
and Theorem 6, to arrive at fairly simple descriptions of the predictive distributions in the
Bernoulli HIBP and HHIBP cases. These previously unknown results allow one to describe
Bernoulli HIBP and HHIBP analogues of the sequential Indian Buffet process scheme.

COROLLARY D.1. Consider the specifications in Theorem 3 for A;|p ~ Bernoulli(p).

Then for any j € [J], the predictive distribution on( i) givenZj = ((Zé )ie [My]), ¢ €
[J]), has the representation:

POE LRSS D A RS 2l pa 1

where ($j 1) ~ Bernoulli(E[S; 1. 1]). The predictive distribution onJJrl |Z j has the rep-
resentation:

&(d5) B ro
Y Xiwby, + Y Njxdy,,
k=1 k=1

forj=J+1, My =0, since (nji1, =0,k €[r]).
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COROLLARY D.2. Suppose that Zc(l]\fd‘jH)de ~ BeP(uq ;) in Theorem 6. Then the

e My ;41 . .
predictive distribution of Zc(l P @it )\ZDJ is equivalent to:

¢>d3 nd7k

(D.3) ZNdJk dﬂk+szjk5Yk+ZNd3;)k6 "‘Z Z%d,]k:l Vo
=1 | 1=1

where (B j 1) ~ Bernoulli(E[Sq ;x]). As special cases, the predictive distribution of
Z(D)Jrl j1Zp,s is equivalent to:

¢da)

1 (3
Z Ncgj)kdydm +Zng KOy, + Né,]),k(s?kv
=1

ford=D;+1,Mp, 11, = 0. The distribution of Z1,1J+1 \Zp, is equivalent to:
R
1
Z Ny +ZN 4.3.k0%;

forj=J+1,d= 1,Md7J+1:0.

D.2. Calculations for GG-GG-sBP-Bernoulli HHIBP. Using the calculations for (B.7)
and the details above, gives the details for the following tractable GG — GG — sBP — Bernoulli
HHIBP model,

Baseline By ~ GG(a, ;00Go)
Categories Bj ~ GG(aj,(;;0;Bo) JjeJ]
©4) Subcategories  fiq; ~ sBP((aqj,54,5),04,Bj), de€[Dj]
Documents Z((;; ~ BeP(uq ;) i€[Mqg;]
Specifically, similar to [41],
(D.5) pd.j(P) = 0a,j 00 , 5, (P) = Oajp~ o~ (1 = p)Peatess ™, oy,

for B4; > —ag; and 0 < g ; < 1. It follows that pg\;[d‘j)(p) = 04,004 ;M. ,+B8.,(P), and
ind
Sd,j,k,l '~ Beta(md,j,k,l —agj, Mg; —mg g+ Bd,j + OédJ). Furthermore,

MdJ

—« +ag;+1—1
(D.6) Waj(Ma;) =0a, Z = (gjjﬂ)dj )

and

Mgt T —aq,)T(Ba, + ad; + Ma,;)
&) ! ['(Ba;+ Ma;+1)
When oy ; = 0, it follows that

Md7
Mg, +1 04,5
wd,j Md,j Z Bd i—1 and ’yé,jm ): —
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ind

In the simplest case of the basic Bernoulli HHIBP, pg4 ;|B; ~ BP(1,0,;,B;), one has
wd,](Md,j) 9d7j Z 1/2 and

Md]

1/m
A =m)

for m € [My ;]. These calculations apply for all choices of (Bj, j€[J]),Boin (D.1).

D.2.1. Marginal likelihood and prediction rule GG — GG — sBP — Bernoulli HHIBP.
In the Bernoulli HHIBP setting of (D.4),

J ’ .
Co,7:=C + Z@U\D%@ Zgl ) Z — o) (Bro + O 1 - 1)

v=1 i=1 L(Bro +1)
and
S 0 (1 — oy )D(Bry + oy +i— 1)
C]"‘Z ZJ; F(,@l7]‘—|—i) .

Recall that in general the HHIBP marginal likelihood has the form

Sip.s(a) X HHWJ My 3)"* x Cppy(c)d(n, 0,70, ) x | [ Go(dVs)
j=1d=1 k=1

In the Bernoulli HHIBP setting of (D.4), C|(c)d(nr|v0, 70, %), is equivalent to

o Ct
e 8007’[4'0 ]ra D ko1 Mk 0T7 C7 ] 7"0‘7 Zt 1Cjt -\t )
H I( l—a H 9D I( 1—04]

where 14 (M, ;) is specified in section D.2. Hence it remains to obtain an expression for
J D, . o
Sip,s(a) X [Tj—1 [1421 Va3 (Ma,z)"* which is
Vd,j
H H el L(mae — aa )T (Maj —maje+ Baj+ ;)
e R ['(Ma,j + Ba;)

M (1) r A~
where mg ;o => .9’ a g0 € [Mg;],and Y ) fg j = vaj-

1. For the Bernoulli HHIBP prediction rule, in Corollary D.2,

ind . O s
* Bkl ~ Bernoulh(imﬁg";iﬂjj“)

F(1—oq )T(Baj+aa;+Ma,
D= Go( @0 Va6, (05, ., (0a; =55, 5r. 20,

~ id — P N i j
Xjo ™ MEP(0; U0, ¢, (100, "=t Ottty o, ), and

i id I'(l—ag gtoa i +Mg ; S
* Cév;vk l ZL\J MtP(e ( ad(ﬁ)d E%Md,?il) - )7Va‘j7Cj’Dj )’ t= 1’ 2‘

5 d
Naji 2 2w Wip, (155" VL) ~ NB(n — o, qa ),

P(A—cq,)I(Bajt+ca,;+Ma,;
030 g, (V=55 i )

T(1—ca )T (Ba s M, J
ej\:[laj)cijj ([9d7] ( a;(ﬁ)dg%l\}j?ii;_ dvj)}) + C07J

4d,; =
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<(3) d Mg j+1) n,, 3
L Py (VT S L) ~ NB(cj g, — e, qf)), for

04, F(1—caa)T(Ba,i+oa;+Ma,;)

¢ = d, I(Ba,j+Ma,;+1)
dj — Fl—oq ) (Bajtoa;+Ma,;) ’
ed’] '(Ba,j+Ma,;+1) + Cj’Dj

Xagk A1) 2 _ = Nagw ~(2)
¢ k_zldlkcjklande]k_ lzdlkcd,j,k,l'

D.3. Marginal likelihood and prediction rule GG — sBP — Bernoulli HIBP. For
completeness we give the explicit calculations for the simpler GG — sBP — Bernoulli HIBP
model,

Baseline By ~ GG(a, (;00G))
.7 Categories 1 ~sBP((aj,3)),0, Bo),  j € [J]
Documents Z(-i) ~ BeP(u;) i€ [Mj].

It follows that 6(n,|vo, 70, &) is expressed as in (B.8) with ¢;()/;) having the same form as
thq,j(Mag ), but with j in place of (d, j), in the Bernoulli setting of section D.2. For example
in the cases where 1; ~ sBP((0, 3;),6;, Bo), for j € [J]

]

(D8) e Y000 ¥ ac(ZJ 1Zl 15 +7 07’ ZZ Z_l ]

j=11i= 1 k=1
Hence it remains to obtain an expression for Sy(a) x I17 =1 ¥;(M;)" which is

ﬁ oo f—[ D(mje — aj)D(Mj —mje+ Bj + o)
il T(M; + B;)

where my¢ = Y210 af) € [My], and Y7 mjp = ;.
1. For the prediction rule, in Corollary D.1,
J M, T(1—a)D(Brtarti—1
- G =Y, o M He )F(EBBWS = 4,
m,,k,l—aj)
M;+B; /-

o o, (i (M +1) —1h;(M;)) = o Wa,c, (0,70 a(a)ﬁ%ff”iTM"))’
it iid 1—a; ) I'(Bj+a;+M;
o X~ MtP(9 I F(ﬁ)j—g\ﬂ:ﬂ;— )7Va,CJ)a

e and NM N NB(nk—a,qj), where for j=1,...,J+1,

ind .
* B ~ Bernoulli(

QT(l—aj)F(fBﬁ'aﬁ-Mj)
J T(B;+M;+1)
F(1—a;)T(B;+a;+M;) J M, T(1—ap)T(Brt+ar+i—1 :
0 ( F(/;Jj-M +1) + Zk 10k E ( ! ((ﬁk—i-i) ) +¢

qj =

D.4. Mixed truncated Binomial sBP models and Zipf-Mandelbrot laws. Recall from
Proposition D.1 that Add,k’l = ZMd 7 Afl k. 1| Ha j k= phas azero truncated Binomial(My ;, p)
distribution, where Hg ; 1. ; has the density P(Hg ;1 € dp) = (1 — (1 — p)Ms )Pd,;(P)/Va;(Ma;).

This means that one may sample Ad, j.k,0 Dy first sampling Hy ;1. ;, and then drawing from a
zero truncated Binomial(My j, Hg j 1) distribution.
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We may suppress dependence on (d, j) and simply write M in place of My, p(p) in
place of pg j(p), H in place of Hy j 1 etc. Notice that by the geometric series identity (1 —

(1—p)M)= pi‘il (1 —p)"~" Hence it follows that

M 7 i—
(D.9) P(Hedp)/dpzz J(() p(L=p)"'pp) _ (1= (1 -p)")p(p)

for y() =4 (i) — (i — 1) fo p(p)dp. We describe more details of these distri-
butions in the stable beta setting of [41] based on the Lévy density
(D.10) p(p) = 00a,5(p) =0~ "' (1 = )" ocpary,

Using (D.6), we establish relationships to the following Zipf-Mandelbrot discrete power law
distributions. For parameter b > 0,s >0 and M =1,2,... we say a random variable Zj, ; ~
ZM(M, s,b) to mean it follows a Zipf-Mandelbrot law with probability mass function

1/(b+m)®
Sl 1/(b+k)*

for m € [M]. Derived from (D.6), we say that Zg ., ~ GZP(M, 3, ), has a generalized Zipf-
Mandelbrot distribution with pmf

]P)(Zb,s = m) =

I'(B+at+m—1)
5N L (B+m)
P(Zs.a=m) = 3F T(ratioD

k=1 " T(B+k)

for m € [M]. In particular, for 8 > 1, 2,370 4 Zg_1,1 and from [41] it follows that for large
(m, M) Zg o has the same power law behavior as Zg_1 1_q-

Note that Ad’ ikl = ZMd 7 A((j)] el based on g,,, ; 3, ,, has the probability mass function

Mdu’) ['(m — ag)I'(Ma; —m+ Baj + aay)
I(

M T(Ba,taa,+h—1
M) D(1 = agy)T(Ma; + Bag) Say “oAtest=1)

(D.11)  P(Agjp,=m)= <

for m € [M, ;). We will write Agj z; ~ trBinomSB(My j, vq j, Ba,;) and say it has a zero
mean truncated Binomial Stable Beta distribution with parameters (M j, g j, 84,;) The next
result shows how to easily sample Ay ; 1.

PROPOSITION D.2. Let B%QQ ~ trBinomSB(M, «, B) as in (D.11), with (M, f3) in

place of (Mg j,0q,5,B4,5)- Then Ba, 3|H = p has a zero truncated Binomial (M, p) distribu-
tion, where H has density

(1—(1—p)"p=ot(1—p)Pta?
M T(B+atk-1
Pl —a)> ks W

It follows from (D.9) that H := P, 3(Z3 ) has a (mixed) Beta distribution with random

parameters (1 — o, 8+ o + Zg o — 1) where Zg o ~ GZP(M, B, ). With some abuse of
notatlon we can also write By, g ~ trBinom(M, P, 5(Z3.4)). There is the interesting identity

BOJ 4 Zl,o ~ZM(M,1,0)

(D.12) P(H edp)/dp =
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APPENDIX E: DETAILS AND THE POSTERIOR INFERENCE ALGORITHM FOR
GG-GG-POISSON HIBP

E.1. Generative process.

(E.1) By =Y Midy, ~ GG(a,(;00Go)
k=1
(E.2) Hj = Zsj7l(5w-fv’ ~ GG(O&j,Cj;HjBo) for j € [J],
=1
E.3 A’)(S ~PoiP(B;;) for i € [M;], ] € [J]
(E.3) 310w, ~ PoiP(Bjpy) for i € [M;], j € [J].

By Theorem 1 in the main text, we have

(E4) ((Z](."),z'e[Mj]) <<I§X§ Jk,} Y,ze[M]> Je[J]>~

Here,
(E.5) £(p) ~ Poisson(p) with ¢ := ytp(k),
(E6) (X s s Xge) " MEP((r5,5 € []), 70) for k € [6()],

where 7 := G () and

BT =iy (M)) = /f(l—(l—mj()) o (ds), K—Zﬂj

For GG, these terms are computed as

(E.8) k= 0,0, . (BiM;), ho(k)=00Tq (k)
where

1
(E.9) Uy c(t):= a((t+()“—§“).

The PMF of the distribution MtP((k;), 7o) is written as
P((Xjk,5 € []) = (njk, € [J]))

_ /oo A~ L= (1 — ) (RA)™ e My, s0p ! ﬁ(ﬁ./ﬁ)nmd)\
0 L(1— )V, (k) ng!(1 —e=") H;-Izl nj k! iy !
ne>0} L'(ng, — ) : Hn? )
EI0) = \I'{a,g( 3 ((1 ~a) (s +C ) 1;[
where ny, 1= E;le n; k- The distribution can be simulated as follows:
(E.11)
Py () = 2 e (L= e™)

F(l — Oz)\I/a’C(KV)
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(E.12)
P(Xy =ng|Hy = \) = tPoisson(ng|k\)

(E.13)
P(Xjx,7 € [J]) = (njr, g € DXk = ng) = Mult((nj g, € [J])|n, (k5/k,5 € [J]))-

(lll,z € [M;]) is given as

Given X}, = n , for each | € [n; ], the distribution for (A
P((AT 101 € M) = (mg3 11 € [M3]) = )
j(m

=S, ]kl’p])

[e's) Mi .
(E.14) = k7 1 om0} /0 [HGAj(mg?I)g’l\s)} p;(ds).
=1

Here, we have G 4, (m|s) = Poisson(m|3;s), so

Sj (mj,k,l \Pj)

i m 0 e W 037%’71(1 — e*ﬁjMS)estdS
e 1—e s (11— aj)
1 /oo g—a_j—le—CjS(l — 6_5.7'M7’5) (B;M;s)™s 1e—BiM;s

{m; k1 >0} F(l—aj)\j[/a],@(Bij) Mkl (1_6 B M; 5)

mkl (1)
A LT HM szd

H jkl =1
(E 15) — ]l{mj,k,l>0} F(m],k‘,l — a]) B}W’j,k,l
Va,¢ (B M) T 1m(l) 1 Pl —ay)  (BiMj+ Gj)mini=es

(@)

M; . e
where m; ;1= > iy Skl Hence, one can simulate from this distribution as

(E.16)
5—%—16—@'5(1 _ e—ﬁijS)

R Vo a;)¥a, . (BiM;)
(E.17)

IP’(AMJ =mj | Hj = s) = tPoisson(m; |8;M;s)
(E.18)

P((AV) i€ [My]) = mj | Aj s = mmw) = Mult(my g |mj g g, (M0 MG,

where AJ k= ZZ | Agzk ;- Combining all the things above,

P(&(p) =7, (Vi € dup), (X5 = i), (A, =m) ))

966_7000‘1’%6(”) r F(nk )
“(mrorre L {nk>0}ﬁG0(dyk)
r 97’1]1@ ij,k Nj k ]l 0 I‘(mkl _a)
E.19 X J J {mjkl> b 3k, i)
1 HH”M (8 Mj + Cj)man— e L 1 D1 —ay)

Jj=1k=1 llzl],k,l
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where n =3 e T e and my g = Zln;f m k1. If we just consider the counts aggregated over

the documents, that is, A;;; =m;,

P(&(0) =, (T € ), (X0 = m30)): (Ajea = mie))))

_ Gpeeo¥ec®) £ I(ng — o)

= 761 d
T!(K+C)”_TQ et {nk>0} F( ) O( yk)
T 9774 k Nk Nj k ]l . F ) . )
(E.20) X H H J BiM;)™ H {my >0 T (Mg Oéj).

n;, K 5]M + Cj)mf kT kO ijM! F(l — Oz]')

j=1k=1 =1
E.2. Posterior inference. In practice, we often observe the aggregated count m; ; over
the n;j occurrences, not the individual counts ; we usually see the total number of occur-
rences of the word & in the group j, not the set of counts scattered as mj j; = (M 4.1);27 -
Also, we don’t directly observe n; . In this section, we introduce a posterior inference algo-
rithm for this more complex scenario.
The individual count m; ;. ; is truncated negative binomial distributed with PMF

Lim; >0 C(mjpg — o) (B My)mor
Mk Wa, ¢, (BiM;)  T(1—ay)  (BjMj+ (j)mari=

M k1

_al(mjri—ay)  Pj
mj,kJ!F(l — Ozj) 1-— (1 —pj)o‘i

_ DP(mjp— Oég)P;n] H(1—pi)™™
mj g T(—ay) 1—(1—pj)~

where p; = % As shown in [49], given X ;, = n; , the PMF of the sum of (m ;) is
given as

P(Aj kg =mjni) =

(E.21)

o Mo g S ()
J.k J.k (1 o (1 _ )] )n] P mj,k‘ )

(E22) P(A;)=

where Aj,k =300 /Alj,k,l and S, (m,n) is the generalized Stirling number multiplied by .
Sa(m,n) can be computed using the following recursive formula:

Sa(m, 1) = m Sa(m,m) =1,
(E.23) Sa(m+1,n)=(m—an)Sa(m,n) + Sa(m,n—1).

With the above PMF, we get the following marginal likelihood with the aggregated counts
(mk):

P(&(e) =7, (T € dye), ((Xj = n3)): (A = m5))))

97”6—7090 a 4

H {nk>o}MGo(dyk)

B (i —a)
]l{m] &N, k}a (ﬁj ) * Sa (mj ks 15, k)
(E24) X H H /BJM] 4 (])mjyk an; K m],k'

j=1k=1
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Given this marginal likelihood, we can simply apply random-walk Metropolis-Hastings algo-
rithm to infer the parameters ¢ := (0y, o, (, (0}, @, ¢, Bj,J € [J]). The problem here is that
we still don’t have an access to the counts (X ;). For this, we treat them as latent variables,
and apply Gibbs sampling to resample them. When m; ;, = 0, n;;, = 0 with probability 1.
Otherwise, the conditional distribution of X ;. given all the others is simply given as a dis-
crete distribution,

P (X = mikl€() = 7, (Vo € di), (Koo = ngre)) ey ((Ase =)

i<, <m, i) T

E.25
(2 (s + O

(np? +njp — )07 (B M + G Sa, (s k)
where n;fg = >_jrj Ny k- Having initialized ((X} )) randomly, we can alternative between
Gibbs sampling for ((X;x)) and random-walk Metropolis-Hastings for ¢ for the posterior
inference.

E.3. Posterior inference results. Here, we present posterior simulation results for the
parameters ((0;,«;),j € [J]). See Section 4.2 in the main text for description.
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Posterior of 6;, Gelman-Rubin diagnostic: 1.0120
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FIG 4. Posterior samples of 9j for the data generated with o = 0.2.
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Posterior of 6;, Gelman-Rubin diagnostic: 1.0339
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E.4. Predictions. According to Thereom 3, the predictive distribution is given as,

ZM" N2, e M),5 € 1)

&(es)  Xjn r - Nik .k
(E260) =Y {Z 5121]5Yj,k+2[2 ] Z[ZAJM] 7

k=1 Li=1 k=1 Li=1

@ @ ®
where each component is described in detail below.
(D). Define
(E27) YD = g (M + 1) = (M) = 0,%a, 1,4, (B))
P07 (1" D) = Go (v + k) — o (k)
_ (M;+1)
(E.28) =00Yant¢(; )
(E.29) 70.7(A) = e M 1p(N)
(E30) P (s) = e M py(s).
Then we have
(E.31) £(¢;) ~ Poisson(voo, J(")/J( ]H))
(E:32) (Ko b € [rIE(07) = r W MEP (3 70 ),
(1)
(E.33) P(AV), =m{) 1 e nS)IXj,=nl}) = HS (mt) 1o
That is,
) 1 (Mj+1)
(1) o) A*O[*lef(n+g))\(1 _ 6_7;A1j+1)/\) ﬂ{n(1)>0} (7§M7+1))\)n( ’)Ce Y; A
P(Xj =) = / ) i
0 F(l_a)\pa,m+C(7j ' ) n'k!(l_eiwj )
(M;+1)\n(")
0 B Loy (7)™ I(nl}) - ay)
: N (M;+1) (1) (M;+1) n{)—a; T(1-— ’
Uowrc (NG e (1-a)

s0 X . can be simulated as,

(Mj+1)

Ao lem(\HONT — e Md\
(E.35) Py, (dX) = ( (M, +1) ) ’
F(]_ — Oé)\IIOé,K-‘rC(’y]' 7 )
(E.36) P(X; = n |H0 =\ = tPoisson(ng.}lzhj(.MjH))\)_

For fl;l,z ;» We see that
(1 1
]P)(A§,13,z = m§,;3,l)

Lm0y Jo~ Ga, (mg‘,k):,l ’S)Pg‘ lds
o (M;+1)
7
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/ B S Jkl@ /BJS 0 .S O‘j_l (Bij+<j)5 1 d
mD §
{m{1),>0} w1 I'(1-ay) 0o, 6,0;+;(5))
/ sze—ﬁjs sTuTl(1 _e*ﬁys)e*(ﬁij+Cj)5d
mD §
m; >0} (1) M1—e —Bis) (1 —a;)Va,,80m;+¢,(55)
e, 1
(E37) = Lm) 501 B F(m§,13l — )
Wa, 5,01, 4, (B5)mS 1 (85 + B;M; + G)moka—es T(1=a)
So each figllg ; can be simulated as follows:
Sfajfl(l _ e*ﬁjS)e*(ﬂjMﬂLCj)s
(E38) P (1) (ds) = dS
H; F(l - O‘j)\I/ajﬁijJer (5J)
(1 1 1 . 1
(E.39) P(Ag',;z,l = m§,21|H]( ) = s) = thsson(m;’,z’les).
2. For Nj, we have
(E.40) Py (d\) = Gamma(ng — a, k + (), ijc’f/k =~ POiSSOD(VJ('MJH))\)

@, _ T+ —a) 40

(4D P(Njp=nj)) = —oF g7 (1= g;)™ = = NB(n{)|mx — a,q5),
(n; ) (ng — )

where

M]+1
A

'y](-Mj+1) +I€+C.

(E.42) g; =

Aﬁl has the same distribution as A;llz I
(E.43)
M )
{mﬁz >0} ,3 F(mj,k,l — )
Wa, 00,46, (B))m ) 1 (B + By M + ¢)ymoka—es - T —a)

(3. For Aj ., we have

i 2
P(A(k); = ('12,1):

(E.44) Ps, .. (ds) = Gamma(ds|m;; — a;, B;M; + (),

(E.45) P(Aje1 =mSy IS0 = 5) = Poisson(m () |6s)

E.46 P(A; 5 =mt) :NB( () e, — ,75‘7)‘
( ) ( J’k’l m],k,l) m],k,l‘mjvkvl aj /8] +/8]M] +<]

E.S. Prediction with aggregated counts. Similar to the marginal likelihood, for a pre-
diction, we don’t explicitly observe the separated counts (fly,z, s (;1;2,2 l) and (A;,); we in-

stead observe the aggregated counts for the new features (@) Aﬁlk = Z Py A] &, and the ag-
gregated counts for the existing features (2) and (3)) A + Aj ;. where Al ; 12 = Zl gk Aﬁz .
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and Aj,k = Z?;f Aj,k,l- As before, we can compute the distribution for flgl,z as
(1) (1)
ST )y, Tk 1 @)
- ~ . n; o Se. (m; . ,n
E47)  PAY =mW|X;, =nll) = Pj k!0 Sy (s )
Js 7> ’ I - ) n(l) (1)
(1= (1= ) ) m1
where
- Bj
(E.48) pi=
’ 5] + 5jM + Cj
Similarly,
S (2), 2 @ (2
= SOk ny o S (my,n;
E49) PAZY =mP|N;, =n?)) = j g Sy (my g m>7
J» J7 7> . ’I’L(2) (2)
(1= (1—pj)™)"+ m; !
For Aj,k:’

B
IP)A-k:m(.3)X'k:n'k ZNB(m(.S)7’I’L‘k—n'k04'aJ
(A, M\ 7, Jk) _],k“ 7, 5,k g B+ BiM; +¢;

3 ) o
(E.50) B I‘(mﬂ +mj g — N k0y) B;nj,k(ﬁij ()
. = 3 T —
m§,,2!r(mj,k —njreg) (B + BiMj + )Mok Tk

Combining all these, the predictive likelihood with the aggregated counts is computed as

P(E(qu) = e (Ve € dyj): (Xje = n, )) (A§1I<): = 512) (Nj = ”5213;) (1‘15‘,212 = m§2k):) (A= m§313>)
(M, +1) )

_ e ~10%0%a e (y; I'(n ik a)

B r !(7(M +1)+H+C n ) _r.a H ]l{n(l)>0}1"7)G (dyj, )

) mh

gk
roo Lo D> (1}2} B, Saj(mg,’llz’n;l’z)
H D _n g ),

(5] +/6jM JFC]) G TR mj,k:'

(2) (2)
9 Jik 2 2
(/ﬁ—i—C)"_m‘ r {F(n;g—i—nk—a) { (2)> (2)} j 5] Saj(m;),ng»,/z) n{nflzw}
+n—ra
k=1

k
. — 2) (2)
M PO =0 (g 4 gy 4 qymiwmiies )
(E.51)

(3>
X - Fmgk+mjk nj,55) 6 F (B M + )Mk Tk
) )
k—1 m 'F(m]k nj’kaj) (ﬂ]Jrﬂ]M +Cj) gk+m1k j, kA

where n =30 n(l) and ng )= py ng ,2 Given a new document Z,, we can use
the above predlctlve hkehhood to compute the probability of Z, generated from the group

j. However, as described above, since we only observe Agllz and flﬁz + Aj’k. values with-

out (X; 1), (Nj1), (2152,2), and (A; 1), we cannot directly evaluate the predictive likelihood.
Hence, we treat the missing variables as latents to be recovered via Gibbs sampling (assuming
that we have resampled X , = n; ; values during training).
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Resampling X . The conditional distribution of X j.k given the others is,
P(X;=nl) AN =mll) )
{1<n<1><m“’} 1 n'') Bch) DN
32 (WMD) 4y s D) — )07 (B + B M; + G) ™5 Sa, () n)),
J

Resampling ]\ij,k, flfg and Aj . Given Aﬁi + A= m§2,;3) and X = n;y, we have
three possible cases:

Lonjp= mﬁf) = 0: we have Nj,k = 1215-2,2 = Aj = 0 with probability 1.
2. njr =0 and mﬁg) > 0: we have /~1§2) = gzkz) and A;; = 0 with probability 1. Given

flﬁz = m§.2,;3), the conditional distribution for N .k 18 given as

2)) 7(2
P( ()‘Ajlg_ jk)vXj,k:()a"')
(E.53)

]l{1<n(2>,<m<-2’3)} (2) n) a;n'?) 2 2
N G AR e U L(ngy, +nk — )07 (Bj + B M + ) * ™+ S, (mypm ).
’y] >
3. nj>0and m§.2,;3) > 0: the conditional distribution for N;k is,
P(N; (2)‘,4(2) = m§ k3),X =Njk,...)
Lo <m®y 2) ni an?)
RN EYEEY) @ F(nj,k +ng — O‘)ej" (Bj + B M 4 )™
(v +h 4 Q)

1 n(z) >0
B354 x (Sa,(mnl) 4,

(2) (2)

Given N Gk =15k drawn from the above conditional, if n k= 0, we have flg = 0and
Ajp= m(2k3) with probability 1. Otherwise, the conditional distribution for flﬁz is,

7(2 2)| 7 2,3 < 2

P(AY) = mDNAR) + Ay = 3D X =y, Ny =nld),. )
2,2 23 _ @
(E.55) 1 o s Sa, (mg kv”j,k) F(mj,k =Myt Mmyk— nj k)
‘ {tsmB=mB2y (@) 23 _ (@)
B ™5 ! (mj” —myp)!

After drawing flﬁz = m( ,2 with above, we have A4;;, = mg ,;3) — mﬁz with probability 1.
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