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GSVD-NMF: Recovering Missing Features in
Non-negative Matrix Factorization

Youdong Guo, Timothy E. Holy

Abstract—Non-negative matrix factorization (NMF) is an im-
portant tool in signal processing and widely used to separate
mixed sources into their components. However, NMF is NP-hard
and thus may fail to discover the ideal factorization; moreover,
the number of components may not be known in advance
and thus features may be missed or incompletely separated.
To recover missing components from under-complete NMF, we
introduce GSVD-NMF, which proposes new components based
on the generalized singular value decomposition (GSVD) between
preliminary NMF results and the SVD of the original matrix.
Simulation and experimental results demonstrate that GSVD-
NMF often recovers missing features from under-complete NMF
and helps NMF achieve better local optima.

Index Terms—Non-negative matrix factorization, GSVD, SVD,
Feature recovery

I. INTRODUCTION

Non-negative matrix factorization(NMF) is an effective tool
for learning latent features from data in circumstances where
plausible features are constrained to be nonnegative. It has
been widely used in analysis of many types of data [1]–[10].
The NMF is given by

X ≈WH subject to W ≥ 0, H ≥ 0 (1)

where W ∈ Rm×r0 and H ∈ Rr0×n are two non negative
matrices. r0 is the number of components, which ideally rep-
resents the actual number of features in data matrix. To obtain
W and H in Eq. (1), here we focus on minimizing the square-
difference of the original matrix(X) and the factorization

DE(X||WH) =
1

2
∥X−WH∥2F (2)

This Squared Euclidean Distance is one of the most widely
used objective functions for NMF.

Although NMF is widely used, in some circumstances it can
fail to identify an accurate and comprehensive representation
of the data features. Such failures arise from two sources.
First, the exact number features in the data matrix is typically
unknown and possibly undefined, so choosing r0 requires
experimentation and judgement. If r0 is smaller than the
number features in X, the NMF would be “under-complete”
with too few components in W and H to describe the
independent features in X. In such cases, features may be
missed or integrated into other components. Various methods
have been proposed to learn r0, but no known procedure results
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in an unambiguous answer [9], [11], [12]. Because performing
NMF from scratch with a different number of components
can be time-consuming, ideally one would have an efficient
method to augment the components in a pre-existing solution.

Second, since NMF is not convex for W and H simul-
taneously, NMF may converge to local minimum or stop at
saddle points. In this case, NMF would fail to give a good
representation of features in X even if the exact number r0 is
known. Algorithms have been developed to mitigate this issue
by focusing on special types of matrices for which the problem
is convex [10], [13], improve initialization to increase the
likelihood of landing in high-quality minima [14]–[19], and/or
add regularization terms to the objective that steer optimization
in desirable directions [20]–[24]. However, no algorithm can
guarantee the global optimum in the general case.

Noting that SVD does find a globally-optimal matrix factor-
ization, we propose to exploit the generalized singular value
decomposition (GSVD) between existing NMF results and
the SVD of X. Directions with generalized singular value
different from 1 correspond to discrepancies between the
NMF and the SVD, and thus may present opportunities to
improve the existing NMF. We introduce a convex (and thus
deterministic) strategy to exploit the GSVD results to augment
the NMF. The whole pipeline is tested by simulation and on
multiple real-world datasets. The results demonstrate that our
method can help recover features missed by under-complete
standard NMF. Moreover, starting from under-complete NMF
(deliberately setting rank number smaller than the number of
features in X), the proposed method can help NMF converge
to better local optima. Finally, the proposed method allows the
incremental expansion of the number of components, which
can be convenient and effective for interactive analysis of
large-scale data.

II. METHOD

The whole pipeline of the proposed method is given in Fig
(1). Given that standard NMF typically yields local optima and
SVD constitutes a global optimum of matrix factorization, our
core concept involves identifying features captured by SVD
but absent in NMF outcomes. These identified features are
then incorporated as new components into the existing NMF
results. W0 and H0 are the results of under-complete NMF
with r0 components. We use Ur0 , Σr0 and Vr0 to denote
the results of rank-r0 approximate SVD, which is the global
optimum of rank-r0 matrix factorization of X. Using the
GSVD, we compare the results of under-complete NMF and
rank-r0 SVD, and on that basis propose new rows (denoted
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Fig. 1. The whole pipeline of GSVD-based feature recovery with 2 stage NMF

(a) (b) (c)
Fig. 2. Illustration of GSVD-based feature recovery for NMF. (a) The SVD ellipse picture for a matrix. (b) The NMF ellipse picture for a matrix. (c) The
new direction found by GSVD-based method for intermediate over-complete NMF initialization.

Y) for H and new columns (denoted S) for W. S and Y
are not guaranteed to be nonnegative, so these are truncated
and the amplitude of old and new components are adjusted
together by least-squares. Finally, all components are polished
by NMF to produce the final factorization. We now describe
these steps in detail.

Our concept is most easily understood by viewing matrices
as linear transformations that act on vectors in the domain
space, which in Fig 2 will be represented as points in the unit
disc (green). Fig 2(a) represents the action of the SVD of X
on a unit disc and Fig 2(b) is action of the NMF of X on the
unit disc, projected into the subspace spanned by the SVD.
Any difference between the resulting ellipses in the range-
space (Fig 2(c)) represents a mismatch between the NMF and
the optimal rank-r0 factorization. Our primary objective is to
identify new directions that can reshape the NMF solution to
more closely approximate the SVD solution, as exemplified
by the vector y in Fig 2(c).

Naively, one might imagine that the new direction y ∈
Rn×1 could be obtained by optimizing

max
y

∥Ur0Σr0V
T
r0y∥

2

∥W0H0y∥2
(3)

However, this suffers from a conceptual problem: (3) is infinite
for any y in the null space of W0H0 but not in the null space
of the SVD. As there are at least min(m,n)− r0 dimensions
in the nullspace of W0H0, any discrepancy between the SVD
and NMF range subspaces provides an infinite number of
potential solutions for (3). Thus, we instead optimize a variant
of (3) that projects the NMF result down to the SVD subspace:

max
ŷ

∥Σr0 ŷ∥2

∥UT
r0W0H0Vr0 ŷ∥2

(4)

where ŷ ∈ Rr0×1. To solve this problem, let

λ = ∥Σr0 ŷ∥2/∥UT
r0W0H0Vr0 ŷ∥2 and multiply by

∥UT
r0W0H0Vr0 ŷ∥2 on both sides, yielding

λ∥UT
r0BVr0 ŷ∥2 = ∥Σr0 ŷ∥2 (5)

where B = W0H0. Computing the derivative with respect to
ŷ and setting ∂λ/∂ŷ = 0 gives

ΣT
r0Σr0 ŷ = λVT

r0B
TUr0U

T
r0BVr0 ŷ (6)

This problem can be solved by the GSVD of Σr0 and
UT

r0BVr0 , resulting in

Σr0 = M1D1Q
T

UT
r0BVr0 = M2D2Q

T
(7)

The matrices M1, M2 ∈ Rr0×r0 are unitary and Q ∈ Rr0×r0 .
Here, the matrices D1, D2 ∈ Rr0×r0 are given by

D1 =

(
I 0
0 C

)
, D2 =

(
0 G
0 0

)
(8)

where C,G ∈ Rl×l are real, diagonal matrices and l denotes
the rank of UT

r0BVr0 . I ∈ R(r0−l)×(r0−l) is identity matrix.
If l = r0, D1 = C and D2 = G. Plugging (7) into (6) yields

DT
1 D1Q

Tŷ = λDT
2 D2Q

Tŷ (9)

Letting z = QTŷ, we need to solve

DT
1 D1z = λDT

2 D2z (10)

DT
1 D1 and DT

2 D2 are real, non-negative diagonal matrices.
Assume that DT

1 D1 = diag(d211, . . . , d
2
1r0) and DT

2 D2 =
diag(d221, . . . , d

2
2r0), the generalized singular value d1i/d2i are

infinite for i = 1, . . . , r0 − l, and are finite for the remaining
l values. If the rank of B is r0 (l = r0), all generalized
singular values are finite. When d1i/d2i is finite (d2i ̸= 0),
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the corresponding zi are the unit coordinate vectors. Thus,
ŷi =

(
QT

)−1
zi and the new directions are given by

yi = Vr0

(
QT

)−1
zi (11)

yi is the i-th column of Vr0

(
QT

)−1
for i = r0−l+1, . . . , r0.

When i = 1, . . . , r0 − l, d1i/d2i is infinite (d2i = 0), we
similarly select yi using the i-th column of Vr0

(
QT

)−1
.

These represent directions that are missing entirely from the
W0H0 factorization.

We expect that GSVD-NMF has the capacity to suggest
missing directions only for rank-2 NMF and higher. For rank-
1 factorizations, NMF algorithms find the global optimum, and
since the first component in the SVD of a non-negative matrix
is non-negative, the rank-1 NMF solution should already be
equivalent to the first SVD component.

After fixing Y, the corresponding additional components for
W0 (defined as S) are derived from a least-squares problem

min
S,α
∥X−

r0∑
p=1

αpw0ph
T
0p − SY∥2 (12)

where w0p is the p-th column in W0, h0p is the p-th row
in H0 and α = [α1, α2, . . . , αr0 ]. Here α is required to
be non-negative in order to preserve the non-negativity of
the original components W0H0. The vector α is introduced
to modulate the magnitude of the components within W0

thereby augmenting the adaptability of the matrix S in the
minimization of (12). (12) can be expanded to the quadratic
form

E =∥X−
r0∑
p=1

αpw0ph
T
0p − SY∥2

=αTΘα− 2ξTα+Φ− 2γTm

+ 2αTPm+mTΨm

(13)

where m =
[
sT1 , s

T
2 , . . . , s

T
k

]T
represents S as a long

vector, Θ ∈ Rr0×r0 with Θ =
(
WT

0 W0

)
◦
(
H0H

T
0

)
ξ ∈ Rr0×1 with ξp = wT

0pXh0p, Φ =
∑

i,j Xij , γ =[
(Xy1)

T, (Xy2)
T, . . . , (Xyk)

T
]T

. P and Ψ are a block
matrices, where Ppp′ = hT

0pyp′wT
0p and Ψpp′ = yT

p yp′Im,
Im ∈ Rm×m is an identity matrix. The stationary point of E
with respect to m is

m = Ψ−1
(
γ − PTα

)
(14)

Substituting (14) into (12) yields

E =αT
(
Θ−PΨ−1PT

)
α

− 2
(
ξT − γTΨ−1PT

)
α+Φ− γTΨ−1γ

(15)

Since (15) is derived from the non-negative least square prob-
lem (13), the quadratic in (15) must be positive semidefinite,
and thus this problem is convex and admits a deterministic
solution [25], [26].

To impose non-negativity constraints on S and Y from (14)
and (15) without significantly increasing the computational
demand, we use the truncation step of NNDSVD [14]. Since
the truncation alters the entries in S and Y, we let W =

[W0diag(α) Wnew] and H = [H0; Hnew], all components
in W and H are re-optimized together by

min
β≥0
∥X−

r0+k∑
p=1

βpwph
T
p ∥2 (16)

where β = [β1, β2, . . . , βr0+k]. wp, hp are the p-th column
and p-th row in W, H respectively. (16) is also a nonnegative
least squares problem and thus convex. The final step is
refinement via NMF, initialized with Wg = Wdiag(β) and
Hg = H. The GSVD-based feature recovery is summarized
in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 GSVD-based feature recovery

Input: W0, H0, Ur0 , Σr0 , Vr0 , k
Output: Wg, Hg

Compute Q, C, G, D1, D2 by solving (7) and (8)
l← size(G, 1)

λ ← vcat
(
fill(Inf, r0 − l), diag

((
GTG

)−1
CTC

))
Y ← k columns in Vr0

(
QT

)−1
corresponding to the

largest k values in λ
Compute S,α with (15)
Compute Wnew, Hnew by truncating S, Y (Truncation

step in NNDSVD)
W← [W0diag(α) Wnew]
H← [H0; Y+]
Compute β with (16)
Wg ←Wdiag(β)
Hg ← H

If the SVD in (4) has more components than the NMF, it
is guaranteed that some singular values λ will be infinite, and
our strategy will first select directions missing from the NMF.
When adopting this strategy, the schematic in Fig 2 depicting
the polishing of existing directions is no longer relevant.

III. SIMULATION AND EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In this section, we demonstrate the effectiveness of GSVD-
NMF and compare its performance with standard NMF on
synthetic and real-world data. The simulation and experi-
ments were performed using Julia 1.10 on Washington Uni-
versity in St. Louis RIS scientific computing platform with
Intel Xeon Gold6242CPU280GHz 8G RAM. The NMF al-
gorithm chosen for comparison and refinement in the GSVD-
NMF pipeline Hierarchical alternating least squares (HALS)
[27], one of the most accurate and widely-used NMF algo-
rithms [11], [28]. To determine convergence, here we monitor
the maximum relative change in the Frobenius norm of the
columns of W ∈ Rm×r and the rows of H ∈ Rr×n (given in
(17)), and stop iterating when

∥w(k+1)
j −w

(k)
j ∥

2 ≤ ϵ∥w(k+1)
j +w

(k)
j ∥

2

∥h(k+1)
j − h

(k)
j ∥

2 ≤ ϵ∥h(k+1)
j + h

(k)
j ∥

2
(17)

for j = 1, 2, . . . , r, for some choice of ϵ. In these expressions,
wj and hj are the j-th column and j-th row in W and H
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respectively. Unless otherwise specified, ϵ = 10−4 was used.
The relative fitting error between WH and the input matrix
X, 100∥X −WH∥22/∥X∥22, was used to evaluate the local
optima of NMF. This measures how well the factorization fit
the input matrix.

A. Synthetic data: an illustrative example

By identifying new directions from the SVD, GSVD-NMF
has the potential to recover missing components from under-
complete NMF results. To assess this, we first tested GSVD-
NMF on synthetic data with 10 ground truth components,
which are shown in figure 3(a). Running HALS with 10
components (initialized with NNDSVD) yielded an inaccurate
solution, shown in figure 3(b).

To exploit GSVD-NMF, we started from the solution re-
turned by HALS with 9 components, one less than the number
of ground truth components, obtaining the result shown in
figure 3(c). One sees that two components of the ground
truth are blended, figure 3(c). To test for missing information,
we compared the 9-component NMF with a 9-component
SVD using GSVD as described in Sec. II. This identified
a “missing” direction relate to the first (large-magnitude)
generalized eigenvalue, Figure 3(d). Note that this analysis
provides support for only one additional component. The com-
ponent recovered by the feature recovery step in the pipeline
(figure 1) is shown in green in figure 3(e). After optimizing
this 10-component “re-initialization” using HALS, the final
NMF result, shown in figure 3 (f), accurately represents each
ground truth component. Therefore, GSVD-NMF can recover
the missing component from under-complete NMF, and in this
case performs better than naive HALS even when the correct
number of components is known.

B. Experimental results

1) Data sets: We also tested the performance of
GSVD-NMF on four real-world datasets, which includes
two liquid chromatography-mass spectrometry datasets
(LCMS1 and LCMS2, shown in figure 4(a) and (b),
doi:10.25345/C58C9R77T), and two audio datasets. The
audio datasets feature the first measure of “Mary had a little
lamb” and the first 30 seconds of “Prelude and Fugue No.1
in C major” by J.S. Bach, played by Glenn Gould, both
of which are taken from reference [7]. Figure 4(c) and (d)
illustrates the amplitude spectrograms of audio data. Details
about all four real-world datasets are presented in Table I and
the column r lists the “real” number of features we selected
for this paper.

2) Method of comparison: Since the ground truth com-
ponents of real-world data are undetermined, we assessed
methods in terms of the value of the objective, Eq. 2, with
smaller values indicating better solutions. For each random ini-
tialization, we compared the local optima obtained by GSVD-
NMF and standard NMF. Standard NMF was initialized with
a random rank-r solution, with r given in Table I. GSVD-
NMF was initialized with the first r0 = r − 1 components
of this same initialization, and then a single new component
was added by GSVD-NMF to achieve rank r; thus, the two
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Fig. 3. A synthetic example used to illustrate the GSVD-NMF for feature
recovery (k = 1), displaying W and H. (a) Ground truth of W and H
(10 features). (b) Standard NMF results initialized with NNDSVD. Despite
knowing the correct number of components, two features are incompletely
separated. (c) Standard NMF results with 9 components. (d) The generalized
singular value spectrum. (e) Feature recovery results (Wg , Hg). (f) Final
NMF results (W1, H1).
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Fig. 4. (a) LCMS1. (b) LCMS2. (c) The amplitude spectrogram of ”Mary had
a little lamb”. (d) The amplitude spectrogram of ”Prelude and Fugue No.1 in
C major”

solutions start from as much of a shared initialization as can
be achieved given their differences in initial rank. Solution
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TABLE I
DESCRIPTION OF DATA SETS

No. Data sets Size r

1 LCMS1 400× 600 17

2 LCMS2 400× 600 23

3 Mary had a little lamb (MHLL) 257× 294 3

4 Prelude and Fugue No.1 in C
major (P&F No.1) 513× 647 13
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Fig. 5. Comparing the fitting error of standard NMF and GSVD-NMF. (a)
LCMS1. (b) LCMS2. (c) Mary had a little lamb. (d) Prelude and Fugue No.1
in C major.

objective values are compared in scatter plots, where each
dot represents a single random initialization, and green lines
represent the histogram of perpendicular distances between
points and the diagonal (a.k.a., equal performance) in the
figure.

3) GSVD-NMF converges to better local optima: The com-
parison of local optima achieved by standard NMF and GSVD-
NMF is given in figure 5. The horizontal axis denotes the
relative fitting error of final results of GSVD-NMF while the
vertical axis represents that of standard NMF.

Figure 5 demonstrates that NMF converges to multiple local
optima for both LCMS data sets. For the melody “Mary had
a little lamb”, there is only one local optimum detected. For
“Prelude and Fugue No.1 in C major”, two local optima are
identified. In aggregate, most of the points in 5 are above
or along the diagonal line, indicating that GSVD-NMF either
matches or improves the convergence of NMF in the majority
of cases, particularly for the LCMS data. However, there are
cases (5d) where standard NMF more frequently converges to
the better solution.

TABLE II
GSVD-NMF VS STANDARD NMF WITH DIFFERENT INITIALIZATION

Fitting error (%) : Standard NMF / GSVD-NMF

LCMS1 LCMS2 MHLL P&F No.1

NNDSVD 3.97 / 3.97 4.05 / 3.99 3.08 / 3.08 2.85 / 3.12

NNDSVDa 3.97 / 3.96 4.07 / 4.01 3.08 / 3.08 2.85 / 3.12

NNDSVDar 3.97 / 3.96 4.05 / 3.99 3.08 / 3.08 2.85 / 3.12

We also evaluated the performance of GSVD-NMF
using deterministic initialization methods like NNDSVD,
NNDSVDa, and NNDSVDar [14], with the results shown in
Table II. GSVD-NMF performed comparably or better than
standard NMF across three datasets. However, on “Prelude
and Fugue No.1 in C major”, standard NMF outperforms
GSVD-NMF, similar to the results in figure 5(d). This outcome
demonstrates the perhaps-surprising point that GSVD-NMF
can improve NMF even when the very same components of
the SVD have already been used to initialize NMF.

4) The choice of ϵ0: GSVD-NMF runs standard NMF
twice: the initial under-complete NMF and the final NMF
(figure 1). So far, all our results have employed the same
ϵ = 10−4 in (17) for all NMF runs. One might wonder
whether both need to be run to convergence, or whether for
computational efficiency one might be able to terminate under-
complete NMF early to save computation time.

The effects of reducing the stringency of the under-complete
NMF (ϵ0) steps are shown in figure 6. The tolerance has
little effect on “Mary had a little lamb” and the “Prelude
and Fugue No.1 in C major” datasets, although for the latter
we note that the diagonal tends to be more highly favored
at ϵ0 = 0.1. On both LCMS data sets, the advantages of
GSVD-NMF grow with the stringency of ϵ0. Overall, these
results demonstrate that in GSVD-NMF, the under-complete
NMF can be run at higher tolerance (lower stringency) but
with higher risk of landing in worse local optima. However,
at all tested stringencies GSVD-NMF outperforms standard
NMF in aggregate.

5) The choice of k: It should be noted that the all of above
experiments set k = 1, a systematic procedure that appears
to be broadly successful. In practice, we may wish to add
multiple components simultaneously, rather than iteratively
adding one component at a time, to make the whole pipeline
more efficient. Thus, it is valuable to investigate the role of k
on final results.

To investigate how this parameter affects the final result, the
experiment in Sec. III-B3 (200 random initialized trials) was
conducted with different k. Figure 7 illustrates the difference
between the fitting error of standard NMF and that of GSVD-
NMF. Consistent with the results in figure 5, GSVD-NMF
finds superior local optimum in most cases on both LCMS
data sets regardless of k. On “Prelude and Fugue No.1 in
C major,” we see that GSVD-NMF’s worse performance is
restricted to the k = 1 case; for any larger k, the solution is
similar to that of standard NMF. In real practice, the choice
of k can be guided by the eigenvalue spectrum (Figure 3d),
but in general we recommend sticking to fairly small values
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Fig. 6. The effect of convergence tolerance ϵ0 on final results of GSVD-NMF.
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Fig. 7. The effect of different k: (a) LCMS1. (b) LCMS2. (c) Prelude and
Fugue No.1 in C major.

of k.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we propose a new strategy to reconstruct
missing components from under-complete or poor local NMF
solutions. Our strategy exploits the generalized SVD between
the initial NMF solution and the SVD of the same rank to
identify “missing features” and suggest new component(s),
which are then refined by another round of NMF. We show
that GSVD-NMF is capable of iteratively recovering missing
components for under-complete NMF, enabling a strategy in
which one incrementally grows the rank of an NMF solution
without the need to start from scratch. This may have practical
benefits in real applications, particularly for large data sets,
when the number of components is not known. Even when
compared against NMF of the same rank, GSVD-NMF often
outperformed standard NMF in terms of the quality of its local
optima.

The code for this paper is available at
https://github.com/HolyLab/GsvdInitialization.jl.git
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