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Abstract

In this note, we derive a variational EM algorithm for correlated topic models. This algorithm was
proposed in Blei and Lafferty’s original paper [BL06] and is based on a simple bound on logarithm.
Because of the form of this bound, E-step update are not available in closed form and need to be solved
with a coordinate ascent algorithm.

1 Correlated Topic Model

Consider D number of documents with W words each. These words belong to a fixed vocabulary of size
V. Let us say that there are T topics. The correlated topic model is a generative model for documents
and is given as follows,

Py, 2) = N(nglp, =) (1)
p(2n,almq) = Mult(f(n,)) (2)
P(wn.al2n.a, By.r) = Mult(8., ) (3)

where f(a) = ¢?/ Zj e% . Basically we sample probability vector for each topic using a logistic-normal
distribution. Next using this probability vector we sample a topic for each word. Depending on the topic,
words are then generated from a fixed probability distribution. We are interested in finding similarity
between the topics and a clustering of words based on the topics. We use the following notation in the
following: we denote vectors with small bold letters (e.g. a) and matrices with capital bold letters (e.g.

A). For scalars we use both small/capital plain faced letters. We use ¢ = 1,...,T as an index over
topics, v =1,...,V as an index over words in the vocabulary, d = 1,..., D as an index over documents,
andn=1,..., Wy as an index over words in d*"* document.

The joint-distribution is the following,

D
Hp(wdvzdynd“lﬂx B H |:Hp Wn, d‘Zn ds ) (Zn,d|7ld) p(nd“"vz) (4)
d=1 d=1 Ln=1

where B = [3,,08,,...,87]. Our goal is to infer the posterior distribution over n,., given the data.

Also we wish to estimate the parameters ® = {u, 3, B}. We will take an empirical Bayes approach to
estimate the parameters i.e. we maximize the marginal likelihood with respect to the parameters. The
marginal likelihood of the data given parameters ® can be found as follows,

p(wi.p|®) = H/ p(walng, B)p(nglp, X)dn, (5)
d /M

Unfortunately this integral is intractable and hence we will resort to the variational methods for opti-
mization. We first find a lower bound for which the integral is tractable, and then maximize the lower
bound with respect to the parameters.



2 A lower bound for the marginal likelihood

To make the integral tractable, we introduce an auxiliary distribution g(n,,5) = [],qi(ny4) and use
Jensen’s inequality to find a lower bound. We fix g4 to be a normal distribution with mean mg and
covariance V4. Taking log of the marginal likelihood,

log p(w1:p[®) = Zlog/ p(Walng, B)p(nglp, X)dn, (6)
p(walng, B)p(ng|p, X)
= Dtog [ o va)an, ™
> (logp(wa|ny, B)),, + (logp(nglw, 2)),, + H(ga) (8)
d
=> (logp(walng, B)),, — KL [ga(mma, Va)|lp(nylu, =)] 9)
d

Here (-)q denotes the expectation with respect to the distribution ¢, H(-) denotes the entropy of a
distribution, and K L(-) denotes the KL divergence. Last term is given as follows (see Wikipedia),

—KL(qallp) = —= log =+ = 1og Vi — = {Tr (Z7'Va) + (mg — p) 27 (my — ,L)} +ecnst  (10)

It is not possible to get a closed form expression for the first term, but we can find another lower bound
to it.

2.1 Lower bound for the first term

To make notation simpler, we drop the subscript d. We can integrate out z to get the following (see
Appendix A),

Cy

Hi‘z/:l (Zszl Bu, e )

p(win,B) = 77 (11)
(Zthl em)
Here ¢, is the count of v word. Taking log,
log p(w|n, B ch logZﬁv e WlogZe’“ (12)
t

Expectation of these terms is hard to compute, so we find a tractable lower bound. The first term can
be lower bounded using Jensen’s inequality by introducing an auxiliary distribution s,:

log Y " Buie™ > " sui(m +10gBus) — > surlogs,y (13)
t t t

For the second term we note that,
logz < £ 'z +logé—1 (14)

This can be derived using the concave-conjugate of log function (see [BV04], Chapter 3). Using this we
get the following lower bound for the second term,

—logZe’“ > ¢! Zem —logé+1 (15)
t t

Using these two lower bounds we get the following expression for the expectation,

<10gp(W|777 B)> > chsv,t (IOgﬂv,t + <nt> — log Svﬂt) - Wg_l Z <e77t>q —Wlogé +W (16)
t

v,t

The second expectation is given as follows (see derivation in Appendix B),

<em>q — 3 Vittme (17)



This gives us a lower bound for the first term,

(log p(w|m, B)) = cusur (10g fut +me —logspe) — WET S 2™ Wloge + W (18)
t

v,t

Including the document subscripts,

_ 1 m
(logp(walng, B)) > Z Cv,dSv,t,d (10g Bu,t + Miea —log su,1.d) — Wa&, ! Ze?vﬁf@+ td —Wlogéq+ W
t

v,t,d

(19)

2.2 Final lower bound

We get the following lower bound to the marginal likelihood,

_ 1 m
Ly(©) = Z Cv,dSv,t,d (108 Bu,t + Me,qa —10g Sy t.d) — Z Waé, 1 Z ez Vit atmea _ Z Walogéa + Z Wy
d t d d

v,t,d

D 1 1 —1 Ty —1
— 5 log |8+ 5 Zd:log\vd| -3 zd: {Tr (Z7Va) + (ma—p) T (mg — u)} (20)
subject to the constraints Y B, = 1,Vt and >, sy,1,a = 1 for all ¢ and d.

3 A variational EM algorithm

‘We now use EM algorithm to maximize the marginal likelihood. In E-step we maximize with respect to
the parameters of ¢4, and in M-step we maximize with respect to ©.

3.1 Optimizing with respect to the parameters (M-step)

Differentiating the lower bound with respect to p and 371,

% = —%:E_I(md—u) (21)
=2~ %;vr %g(mdwxmwuﬁ (22)
and setting it to zero we get the updates,
p=op Z mg (23)
2= 5oVt (ma = p)ma = )" (24)

Next we optimize over Syt,[v,:. To include the constraint we use the Lagrangian multiplier. The
objective function is given as follows,

> cvasvia (108 B +mia —logsyra) + 71 (1= Bue) +72(1 =D sur) (25)

v,t,d v

where 7 is the Lagrangian multiplier. Differentiating with respect to Bv.¢, V1, Sv,t,d, Y2 We get the following,

Bt ch,dsv,t,d -1 =0 (26)
d
L= Bue=0 (27)
Cu,d (10g ﬁv,t + mz,d) — Cu,d log Su,t,d — Cu,d — Y2 = 0 (28)
1= suta=0 (29)



Solving these equations we get the following updates,

ﬁ’v,t X ch,dsv,t,d (30)
d

Sv,t,d X 5u,t€mt’d (31)

with normalization to 1 over v for first quantity and over ¢ for second quantity.

3.2 Optimizing with respect to the variational parameters (E-step)
First we optimize with respect to £1.p. Derivative is given as follows,

oL

fg, = Waka® D edVrtret — gyt (32)
t

which gives us the following update for &g,
€a= Z 6%Vtt.d+mt,d (33)
t
Substituting this we get the following objective function for mg, V4,

1 1 _ _
£/(12, Va) = cf Sama—Walog 3 e Vet Slog [Vl =2 {Tr (£7'Va) + (ma — ) "= (ma — )}
t

(34)
where Sy is V' x T matrix containing s, ¢,q for a fixed d. Closed form updates are not possible for my and
V4 because of the presence of the exponential term. However we can still use a gradient based methods
using the following gradients,

e = Suea = 27 (mg — o) — gt (35)
oL 1o 10 Wa diag(dvigatmea),
oV, = 22 + 2Vd 2&16 1.7 (36)

Here diag(a:)1.7 means a diagonal matrix with diagonal entries a;. The pseudo-code is summarized in
Algorithm 1 In the case of diagonal V4, the above equations reduce to Eq. (16-17) in [BL06]. Note that
we have to compute both V5 and inverse of V; for the E-step. The case where we fix V; to be diagonal
will be much faster as we don’t have to compute inverse of Vy at every iteration.

A Integrating out z

p(W|'I],B) = ZP(W7Z|TI7B) (43)
w
= 5 I plwalon, Bp(oaln) (1)
|4 Cy
] .
H?‘J/Il 321 /Bv,tem)
_ (47)




Algorithm 1 (Variational EM, Blei & Lafferty)

1: Initialize /,I,(O) =my =0, =0 = I, Vy=1r.
2: Iterate between E and M step until convergence.
3: E-Step: For d =1,2,..., D, solve the following equations,

Sqcq — Eil(md — ) — 7

71271 + 1\/*1 - %ediag(%vﬁ,,d‘i’mt,d)l:T -0
2 2 4 9¢,
where §g =), e%‘/“vd*mfvd, Sdq =[s1,...,sv] and s, is a vector of s, ¢log 3, ¢ for all ¢.

4: M-Step

H:%Zmd
d

S = 5 3 Vit (mg — w)(my — )"
d

61},1& X § Cy,dSv,t,d
d

mt.d
Su,t,d X By,

with normalization to 1 over v for first quantity and over ¢ for second quantity.

Wd ediag(%vtt‘d-‘rmt’d)l:T =0

B Expression for (e"),

<€m>q :/entq(nt|mt,Wt)dnt

:/ 21V e*ﬁ(m*mt)%ﬂltdm
V 4T Vit

We now complete squares,
(Ut - mt)2 — 2Viemy
= 77t2 + m? —2nemy — 2V,
=n; +mi — 2m(my + Vir)

= 77152 + (me + Vtt)2 —2ne(me + Vi) + m? — (me + Vtt)2

= (e —mu — Vuu)® = Vi — 2miViu
Using this we get the following expression for the expectation,

<em> — e%Vtt+mt
q
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