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Resumo

Esse trabalho foi criado com o objetivo de aplicar técnicas de Estatistica ao campo de
Reconhecimento de Emocoes em Musica, uma area bem conhecida dentro do mundo de
Processamento de sinais mas ainda pouco explorada do ponto de vista estatistico. Aqui,
abrimos diversas possibilidades dentro do meio, aplicando técnicas modernas de Estatistica
Bayesiana de maneira a criar algoritmos eficientes, focando na aplicabilidade dos resultados.
Apesar da motivagao deste projeto ser a criagao de um sistema de recomendacao de musicas
baseado em emocao, a principal contribuicao aqui desenvolvida é um modelo multivariado
altamente adaptavel e pode ser 1til para interpretar qualquer conjunto de dados onde se
deseje aplicar regularizacao de maneira eficiente. De maneira geral, vamos explorar o papel
que uma profunda analise tedrica estatistica pode ter na modelagem de um algoritmo que
explore bem uma base de dados ja conhecida e o que pode ser ganho com esse tipo de

abordagem.



Abstract

This work was developed aiming to employ Statistical techniques to the field of Music
Emotion Recognition, a well-recognized area within the Signal Processing world, but
hardly explored from the statistical point of view. Here, we opened several possibilities
within the field, applying modern Bayesian Statistics techniques and developing efficient
algorithms, focusing on the applicability of the results obtained. Although the motivation
for this project was the development of a emotion-based music recommendation system, its
main contribution is a highly adaptable multivariate model that can be useful interpreting
any database where there is an interest in applying regularization in an efficient manner.
Broadly speaking, we will explore what role a sound theoretical statistical analysis can
play in the modeling of an algorithm that is able to understand a well-known database

and what can be gained with this kind of approach.
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Chapter 1
Introduction

The motivation for this work emerged from a deep love for music and the desire to
better understand its relations to human psychology through Statistics. This led us into
the world of Music Emotion Recognition (MER) [Panda, 2019], a research area within
Music Information Retrieval, that has been steadily growing due to its challenging and

thought-provoking nature, and which we briefly introduce below.

Music is an indispensable part of human culture and it is deeply intertwined with the
emotional response it causes: ancient Greeks used it to tell epic stories about great wars
and journeys that brought awe and heartbreak to their listeners; the Apache people sang
a war chant before striding into battle to give courage and unite their warriors; and even
though Wolfgang Amadeus Mozart’s motivation while composing “Le Nozze di Figaro”

was to criticize the royals in Versailles, we laugh and cry as the melody unfolds.

There are several studies that explore the relation of music to the human brain [Minsky,
1982, Jourdain, 2008], and one can also argue that nowadays it plays an even more
important role in our lives than ever, since CD’s, portable MP3 players and streaming
services have made music broadly and easily accessible. That overload of options, however,
comes at a price: we are constantly drowning in new pieces from all over the world, with
new artists and genres appearing every day, so it is not an easy task to keep track of what
is relevant to each person. To tackle that issue, many streaming services have employed
personalized recommendation systems [Song et al., 2012], that study what each user listens
to and offer suggestions that are similar in style, time period, artist or genre, to name a few
possibilities. Considering the aforementioned relationship between music and sentiment, it
could be very interesting to create a system that takes this connection in consideration.
In order to do that, we will explore several statistical methods to estimate emotions in

music but before diving into it, let us set some boundaries, defining how this idea unfolds.
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Since “emotion” is a rather vague and imprecise target, the first step we need to take
is coming up with more precise way to approach the subject. Exploring previous works
in MER we came upon the Arousal-Valence (AV) scale, a measuring system created by
psychologists in the 80’s [Russell, 1980] thar has been widely used by the MER community.
It measures respectively how agitated a song is (Arousal) and how positive or negative
are the feelings it evokes (Valence), from —1 to 1, as illustrated in Figure 1.1. Since
it is continuous rather than discrete, it more successfully addresses the fluid nature of
emotions. Note that we seek to measure the sentiment a piece evokes as opposed to the
one a particular listener perceives. This important distinction makes it possible to have
consistent, straightforward data, independent from personal judgements that would be

very difficult to predict without a great level of uncertainty.

1|Arousal

nsettledness

-1

Figure 1.1: The Arousal-Valence Scale with examples of emotion placement.

It is easy to infer that Arousal and Valence - respectively A and V from now on - are
positively correlated, since agitated songs tend to evoke more positive feelings and slower
songs tend to evoke more negative feelings. Even though the exact correlation between A
and V may vary with each dataset being considered, it is usually not negligible and, in
the dataset here employed [Aljanaki et al., 2017], it reaches 0.59.

Ignoring this fact can simplify the modeling process quite a lot, but taking it into

13



consideration could be valuable. In particular, since Valence is significantly harder to
estimate than Arousal [Yang et al., 2008], this correlation could help the model provide
better estimates. Although that information was obtained empirically, it is not difficult
to understand why that difference exists: intuitively, agitation is reasonably objective to
perceive, as it is a movement. Positivity and negativity on the other hand are much more

subtle, thus harder to put a pin on.

To predict the desired responses, we will build a model that explores the relation
between a song’s AV-values and several physical properties of the waveform. From a
myriad of avaliable pieces of data, we choose acoustic features to work with. As we
will detail in Chapter 2, they are a reasonable choice in this scenario, since they reduce
dimensionality by extracting important information contained within the waveform, being
also easy to compute and, therefore, potentially numerous. However, in spite of their
advantages, these low-level features are very lightly correlated to the response variables
[Panda, 2019], and usual techniques will struggle from having a number of parameters
potentially approaching the number of observations. To solve this particular issue, one
can look for ways to select more important features in an efficient manner or calculate

high-level features more relevant to the problem [Panda, 2019].

here, we seek to introduce more refined statistical techniques to perform feature selection
automatically while estimating Arousal and Valence, and explore Bayesian inference to
develop models that extract more interpretable results from the data. Apart from the
theoretical improvement, we seek to produce a fast algorithm that can be easily adapted

and then employed in a business setting, handling larger databases with multiple responses.

Moreover, we seek to introduce the MER, problem to the statistical community, not
only by use of the techniques employed here but also to encourage further investigation
in the field. Still, we keep in mind applicability of the results and propose a preliminary
prototype for an emotion-based recommendation system with statistical foundations, that

helped motivate this endeavor.

After this brief introduction to the general basis of this work, Chapter 2 will carry a
more detailed discussion on the subject of MER and literature review. Once we have a
proper grasp of the field and some of its characteristics, we move on to Chapter 3 where
we offer some more detail into the database being employed. Statistical techniques will
begin to be introduced in Chapter 4, more specifically by the discussion and application of
Bayesian linear regression to the Arousal and Valence estimation problem, and Variational
Inference within Automatic Relevance Determination (ARD) will be discussed in Chapter 5.

Note that even though none of this approaches have been applied to the area of MER before,
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they are widely known in the Statistics community [Blei et al., 2017, Casella and Berger,
2001]. In Chapter 6 we propose the Multivariate Automatic Relevance Determination
(MARD), a generalization of the ARD that is able to handle multiple correlated response
variables at once. Finally, in Chapter 7 we make the appropriate remarks on the entirety

of the work done, as well as proposing further steps.
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Chapter 2

A Brief Overview of Music Emotion

Recognition

Now that we have some notion of the Music Emotion Recognition (MER) problem itself and
briefly presented some of our goals, let us walk through what has already been developed
in the area in the past few decades. The first two sections of this chapter will focus on
a literature review of the MER field: Section 2.1 will describe discrete approaches while
Section 2.2 will account for continuous ones, more related to this work. In Section 2.3 we

will briefly outline a new possibility to tackle this problem.

2.1 Discrete approaches

The first attempt at estimating emotion from music was made in 1988 with a multi-label
classification model [Katayose et al., 1988], with targets such as gloomy, urbane, pathetic,
sertous, hopeful and others, but the results showed low classification accuracy. Even though
different databases and label sets were contemplated by researchers throughout time, mostly
categorical approaches were made until 2009. The challenge of using discrete values to
address the fluid nature of the emotions led to scenarios where multiple overlapping
categories (18 categories containing 135 tags) were used [Hu et al., 2009], or a few generic
ones (happy, sad, angry and fearful) [Feng et al., 2003] that rather simplified the goal
of identifying emotion in music. However, the idea of classification is more adequate to
other MIR tasks, such as genre, artist, or time period identification, since discrete response
values properly describe the desired information. Not only emotions are more fluid but
they are also hard to describe or objectively box, what could cause confusion in the human

annotators needed for this task and, therefore, inconsistent data or very broad categories.
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2.2 Continuous approaches

Ultimately, discrete approaches were mostly dropped in favor of continuous ones that
resonated more with the problem, and the aforementioned AV scale [Russell, 1980] became
more widely used by the MER community, with its first use recorded in [Yang and Lee,
2004]. In some cases [Leman et al., 2005, a 3D version of the scale is used, contemplating
values for Valence, Arousal (in [Leman et al., 2005 named Activity) and Interest or
Dominance (exciting-boring).

Although the addition of the Dominance axis expands the emotional spectre in one
dimension, it also makes it a lot more complicated to understand and that can be
troublesome, considering we need several humans to be capable of annotating this emotions

with some level of precision.

Even though this version has show some good results in [Verma and Tiwary, 2017],
the new axis has a subjectiveness akin to Valence, thus increasing the difficulty in the
annotation process. Again, it is important to find balance between necessary complexity
to make the results realistically useful and enough simplicity to keep the annotation less

confusing as possible.

Although many different datasets have been used in literature, the data used to relate
the song to the response is frequently composed by the songs’ acoustic features [Panda,
2019], e.g. spectral centroid ( where the center of mass of the spectrum is located), range
and Zero-crossing rate (instantaneous point at which there is no voltage present) of time
signal among others [Li et al., 2011]. It is worth noting that although some of them, like
loudness, fundamental frequency (the most prominent frequency present in a signal in a
give time), skewness (3rd order moment), kurtosis (4th order moment) and others are
known to be relevant in modeling Arousal, the correlation between acoustic features and
Valence is less significant [Yang et al., 2008]. This means that predicting both responses
with this data have different difficulty levels.

These features can be extracted using softwares such as PsySound [Cabrera, 1999] and
Marsyas [Tzanetakis and Cook, 2002] which are open-source and capable of computing
several of them rather quickly using Fast Fourier Transform [Diniz et al., 2010]. Although
easy and cheap to calculate, this data represent purely acoustical characteristics of the
waveform and even the most relevant ones have relatively small correlation to the responses
we expect. Testing the dataset employed here, the correlation reached around 0.3 for
Valence and 0.5 for Arousal. This lead us to employ a large number of features in order to

interpret the desired variables, what increases the risk of overfitting and, in our database,
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many of those features had high correlation between others. To deal with those problems,
we must build a model capable of selecting the most significant variables efficiently.

Not only the scarcity of relevant features for Valence makes it generally more difficult
to model than Arousal. It is also worth noticing that the it has a much less precise
interpretation, so an important challenge to have in mind is finding ways to improve
Valence estimation. As mentioned in Chapter 1 here we will try to tackle this problem
by exploring the positive correlation between Arousal and Valence in a bivariate model,
developed in Chapter 6.

Model-wise, several options were previously explored such as support vector machines
[Li and Ogihara, 2003], K-nearest neighbors [Wieczorkowska et al., 2005] and even deep
belief neural networks [Schmidt and Kim, 2011] more recently, but one was particularly

attention grabbing: a linear regression model built in [Yang et al., 2008].

2.3 Our approach

Our main goal is to find a model that is flexible, with continuous responses and easy to
interpret, and then explore it from a statistical viewpoint. A linear regression seems a
good choice, since it brings all this characteristics while also adding the benefit of allowing
automatic feature selection. Although these attributes are not unique to a linear regression,
it represents a good balance between simplicity and flexibility, as we open prospects of
further investigation with more sophisticated models in the future. Regarding the pieces
of information previously discussed we can set the roles of the AV values and acoustic
features as response and explanatory variables, respectively.

Parting from the idea on [Yang et al., 2008], we implemented the LASSO to perform
feature selection. It is easily merged to the least squares solution in a classic linear regression
and it can also be implemented in a Bayesian linear regression as we will develop on
Chapter 4. Expanding the possibilities of Bayesian models, we employ Automatic Relevance
Determination (ARD) on Chapter 5 (roughly explaining, the ARD is a penalization that
excludes features based on how high their variance are and does not shrink all of them by
the same amount as the LASSO). Up to this point, the estimation of Arousal and Valence
was done separately, but finally, we developed a generalization of the ARD for multivariate
responses in Chapter 6, the Multivariate Automatic Relevance Determination (MARD).

We also used a different, broader dataset [Aljanaki et al., 2017], further explored in
Chapter 3: while [Yang et al., 2008] chose one containing only oriental pop pieces, we

preferred other with many different genres and styles to increase the estimates robustness
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regarding the subject.

The R? metric is commonly used not only by [Yang et al., 2008] but by many others in
literature, but here we disclaim some concerns about it as well as propose a new one on
Chapter 4: as the R? measures how much of the data variation is explained by the model
it shows little insight whether we are correctly predicting the AV values of a song or not,

so we need to find something more related to the subtlety of our problem.
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Chapter 3

The Database

In order to test the proposed models, it was necessary to find a broad and reliable database,
pertinent to the problem of Music Emotion Recognition. We will go through this database
in detail in Section 3.1. It is also necessary to explore the chosen database and tailor it to

our needs, so in Section 3.2 we will look into the preprocessing we have done to the data.

3.1 The Database for Emotional Analysis of Music

database

The Database for Emotional Analysis of Music (DEAM) database [Aljanaki et al., 2017]
was the one chosen by us, as it presents enough data to test our approaches and significant
care in its construction, increasing its reliability. It it an aggregation of the datasets
created for the ”Emotion in Music” task at Mediakval benchmarking campaign 2013-2015
[Aljanaki et al., 2015]. It carries 260 acoustic, low-level features already calculated and 1802
excerpts from royalty-free songs, annotated for Arousal and Valence by proper personnel,
that is, several people were trained, tested and remunerated for this task. Although the
features could have been easily calculated by us, the AV annotations would be much
harder, time consuming and more expensive.

There was also a concern about stability of the data, meaning every piece was annotated
by a minimum 10 of people through 2013 and 2014, then annotated again in 2015 by 5
people, three of which were the most successful workers from the previous experiment.
The results were verified to be very similar, even between annotators, thus giving even
more credibility to this database. Even though the music genres were somewhat broad,
it only adopted western music and without preliminary tests we cannot assure that a

model trained in this database would interpret well genres not contemplated by it, but it
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is an aspect worth investigating in future research. works in This direction was taken in
[Coutinho et al., 2014], by transfer learning emotion across music and speech in the AV
domain.

Each piece in the 2013 and 2014 subsets was trimmed to 45 seconds, while the 2015
subset was annotated in full. They were all processed to have the same sampling frequency,
i.e., 44,100 Hz and annotated throughout its length at a 2 Hz rate. This means that every
feature and AV value was measured two times per second throughout each song. Even
though this greatly summarizes the information given (that would be 44100 per second
otherwise) but it would still be a lot to process and would require a time sensitive model,

which is not of our interest.

3.2 Preprocessing

Some preprocessing was necessary in order to work with DEAM, as we are aiming for
a global estimate for A and V, rather than one for every few seconds. A model that
incorporated the variable time can be considered, but it will not be explored in this work.
We began by excluding the initial 10% samples of every piece, since slow intros or fading
effects could give erroneous information about the bulk of the song. Since some of the
songs were snippets and others were full length, there were long strings of 0’s recorded at
the end of shorter pieces, so we also trimmed the endings to exclude them.

Figure 3.1 shows an example of the evolution of one particular feature, the fundamental
frequency for a single song in blue. In order to reduce this information to a single feature

value, we calculate every feature’s average for each song.
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Figure 3.1: Example of fundamental frequency evolution throughout time for a single musical

piece.
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Figure 3.2 on the other hand, shows the annotated AV values throughout time for four
different songs by a single annotator. We can note that the values are well concentrated,
something verified to be true throughout the database. This information was also reduced

with the computation of the sample mean, here represented by the red crosses.
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Figure 3.2: Example of annotated AV wvalues for four songs and their reduction. Blue dots

represent annotations and red crosses the summarized value

We also noticed very high correlations between many of the features, as we can see in an
excerpt of the 260 x 260 feature correlation matrix (after the aforementioned preprocessing)
on Figure 3.3. Ideally, all but the main diagonal should be white, meaning zero correlation,
but there are a significant amount of red (highly positively correlated) and blue (highly
negatively correlated) pair of variables. Although shown in only an excerpt, relevant
correlation values can be found in the whole correlation matrix between most of the

features.

Figure 3.3: FExcerpt of the correlation matriz between the 260 features, after preprocessing. Red

values are close to 1 and blue values are close to —1.
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To mitigate the problem of high correlation, Principal Component Analysis (PCA)
was applied to the features, implying that the linear regression models implemented here
will have linear combinations of features as explanatory variables, rather than the features
themselves.

The preprocessed data was then allocated in matrices used to train and test models.
The response variables were stored in vectors A,V € R" n = 1802. The explanatory
variables (features after PCA) were placed in a matrix X € R™*? . n = 1802, p = 260.

The database was randomly split in a training set containing 1262 songs and a test set

with 540 songs, that is, % and % of the database, respectively.
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Chapter 4

Music Emotion Recognition Via the
Bayesian LASSO

In this Chapter we will explore how we can incorporate Bayesian statistics into our problem,
what possibilities it adds to the modeling process and what can be done to push previous
limitations. In Section 4.1 we will lay out some basic insights on Bayesian modeling when
applied to MER and in Section 4.2 we will work on a way to perform automatic feature
selection, looking in how it fits in our scenario. The implementation of the model will be
discussed in Section 4.3, finally laying out the results we obtained in comparison with the
ones achieved in the classical approach in Section 4.4 and wrapping up final thoughts in
Section 4.5.

4.1 Why Bayesian Inference?

Keeping in mind the problem at hand, it is reasonable to consider changing from a classic
approach to a Bayesian one. Emotions are naturally fluid and uncertain, so it makes sense
to consider our response variables as random variables and instead of point estimates
for the AV values we would have posterior probability distributions from which we can
calculate credibility intervals. These intervals can be used not only for model evaluation but
also for building a recommendation system, as we will see later on. A Bayesian approach
also presents an advantage when smaller databases are considered and, particularly, the
penalized model implemented here also takes that into consideration. In the scenario
of MER, the annotation process can be slow and expensive so being able to work with

smaller databases is not a disposable quality.
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4.2 Linear regression with the LASSO

For each song ¢ in the dataset, let A; and V;, denote the respective Arousal and Valence

1 Even

values, along with a vector x; € RP containing the respective song’s features
though only numerical features are being used, this method can be adapted to include
categorical ones as well [Montgomery et al., 2013].

We will model Arousal and Valence by two independent linear regressions, as stated in

Equation 4.1:

AizﬁgjtxiTﬁa—l—g?, 1=1,...,n;

(4.1)
V}zﬁé’—i—x?,@”—l—af, i1=1,...,n,

where ¢ ~ N(0,02) and & ~ N(0,02) are the measurement errors, assumed independent
for i = 1,...,n. Vectors 8% = [B,...,B7,...,83],8" = [B7,...,B},...,B;] € R? and
scalars 3§, 3 are the regression coefficients, to be estimated from the observed data.
The LASSO (Least Absolute Shrinkage and Selection Operator), also known as the
L1 penalty, was originally proposed in the geophysics literature in the 1980’s [Santosa
and Symes, 1986], and further popularized in Statistics in [Tibishirani, 1996]. Roughly
explaining, it performs feature selection by shrinking the regression coefficients and
discarding the sufficiently small ones, excluding therefore the most irrelevant features. In

the classical scenario, it can be incorporated in the least-squares estimator as:

P 2 P
B = argmlnz (A B — Z 5‘“%’3’) + A Z 155 1;
: =

peERP =1

(4.2)

where the parameters A, and A\, can be tuned to increase or decrease the penalization, and
can be chosen, for example, via cross-validation [Tibshirani et al., 2013]. Note that, since

the intercept is not related to any feature, it is not included in the penalization term.

4.3 Bayesian LASSO

The least-squares solution in Equation 4.2 can easily be interpreted as the maximum a

posteriori of a Bayesian model on which the prior over each component of 3% and 3* are

1Let us remember that we are no longer using the actual features, but a linear combination of them

due to the PCA. For simplicity we will continue to call this linear combination of features, “features”
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independent Laplace distributions with fixed parameter A, and \,, respectively [Park and
Casella, 2008]. This derivation is presented in Appendix A.

Since Arousal and Valence are modeled analogously there is no need to present the
model twice, and in order to overcome ambiguities, denote by y; the observed value of
Arousal or Valence for song i, and the vector containing all of these observations by y.
We will also omit the superscript “a” and “v” on parameters and hyperparameters.

Equation 4.3 presents an extension of this model, where a prior distribution is also
assigned for A\, here a Gamma distribution parametrized by shape and rate, for conjugation
purposes. The conditional distribution of y reflects the linear regression model in Equation
4.1. The Inverse-Gamma prior attributed to o2, parametrized by shape and scale, is
a common choice for the variance of a Normal distribution as it conjugates with the
likelihood. The intercept [y does not carry relevant prior information to the model, so we

assign a flat improper prior for it.

y|B,0% ~ N(By +x{B,0%), i=1,...n
BU ~ Flat
o? ~ 1G(a, b)

P
BilA ~ [ [ Lap())
j=1

A~ T(ed).

With this we can induce sparsity on the regression coefficients and we are able to choose
parameters for the prior distributions of 02 and \ such that they are non informative. The
model in Equation 4.3 is the Bayesian LASSO as proposed by [Park and Casella, 2008], but
it will not result in closed form conditional posteriors, complicating the implementation of
a Gibbs sampler. To overcome that, we will write the Laplace distribution as a mixture of
Normal and Exponential [Babacan et al., 2010], at the expense of increasing the number

of parameters, being the full model rewritten as:

y|B,0% ~N(By +xIB,0%), i=1,...n
By ~ Flat
o ~1G(a,b)
Bilvi ~N(0,7%), j=1,...,p
VilA ~Exp(A/2), j=1,...,p
A~ T(c,d).
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Since the calculations for this Gibbs sampler are more commonplace, they can be found
in Appendix B. The result is presented below, where z_; denotes the vector z without the

k-th entry:

4.5
Bl NN(ﬁj M6j70/23j> ) 4

—1
1 ] —
0, = [_+— (%7;‘)2]
1

2
i g
o7 =

0.2 n

/8.
[, = O—ZJ Z zij(yi — Bo — x| _;Bp)

=1
il ~ GIG(y5| A, 52,1/2),

where GIG denotes the Generalized Inverse Gaussian distribution [Jgrgensen, 1981] and
z;; is the j component of z;. Even though is not as common as the other distributions,
we can sample from it by employing the algorithms proposed in [Devroye, 2014, Statovic,
2017], translated to Python by us.

4.4 Implementation and results

All algorithms were implemented in Python language running on Google Colab, a free
environment that runs Jupyter notebooks in the cloud.

For comparison reasons, firstly we implemented a classical linear regression model with
LASSO penalization as in Equation 4.2 to evaluate the Bayesian model’s contributions.
We were able to obtain similar results to [Yang et al., 2008] in the training scores, although
the test ones were remarkably lesser.

For the Bayesian approach we implemented a basic Gibbs sampler from scratch. We
ran 10,000 iterations of it, with the whole process lasting 45 minutes for each model, and
considered the first 1,000 as the burn-in time of the chain, that is, the number of iterations

it took to achieve convergence. In order to compare the results with the closest approach in
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the literature and our prior inspiration [Yang et al., 2008], we first calculated the train and
test R? obtaining 0.60 and 0.58 for Arousal and 0.45 and 0.25 for Valence, not surpassing
results in other approaches [Panda, 2019]. As discussed before, the R* metric can lead to
misleading conclusions and is not quite adequate to measure how well we are capturing
a piece’s emotion. The R? estimates the percentage of data variation explained by the
model, which is a general aim for several problems but since we have the very specific task
of estimating Arousal and Valence, the results shown by the R? have little consequence
as commented in the end of Chapter 2. Since a Bayesian approach is being used, we are
able to compute the predictive distributions for Arousal and Valence for each song in the
test set and compute the credible intervals at 95% for the training set carrying 66% of
our samples. In the test set, we found that 201 of the intervals contained the measured
value for Arousal and 185 for Valence, as laid out in Tables 4.1 and 4.2. Since this metric
was not employed in other MER works there is no frame of reference for comparison with
other works. Still, considering we have been able to encapsulate less than half of true AV
values within the intervals, we can certainly look into reasons why the results have not

been better and ways to improve them.

Arousal Classic Bayesian
Training R? 0.22 0.60
Test R? 0.15 0.58
Credible intervals containing measured value - 201

Table 4.1: Comparison between classic and Bayesian LASSO for Arousal.

Valence Classic Bayesian
Training R? 0.12 0.45
Test R? 0.06 0.25
Credible intervals containing measured value - 185

Table 4.2: Comparison between classic and Bayesian LASSO for Valence.

Now, let us study the role the penalization parameters A, and A, took in the modeling.

In Figure 4.1 we display the values encountered for A, and A, after discarding the burn-in.
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There we can see how A, and A, converge to high values, indicating the important role

regularization takes place in this problem.
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Figure 4.1: Sampled values for A\, and X\, in the Bayesian LASSO.

Also note that the mean of Arousal’s A seems higher, probably due to the fact that less

information about Valence is gained from the features and the model tries to preserve as

much information as possible. This hypothesis cannot be confirmed by visual inspection of

Figure 4.1 alone, so in order to investigate the issue further we would need to calculate each

posterior mean, or provide a more accurate visual aid, such as their estimated densities.

Firstly note that Figure 4.1 still spread out quite a bit, indicating the sampled values

of A, and \, are substantially correlated, as confirmed by the autocorrelation functions

in Figure 4.2. Before we make any assessments, only one in every 30 samples should be

considered for A\, and 25 for \,, implying we would significantly reduce our amount of

samples.
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Figure 4.2: Autocorrelation function of the sampled values for A\, and A\, in the Bayesian

LASSO.

After discarding the appropriate amount of samples we are able to better estimate the
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posterior mean from both chains, returning 1753.3 for A\, and 1501.6 for \,, confirming
our previous hypothesis. In Figure 4.3 we can see an estimation of the density of their
respective distributions and how concentrated they are around their respective posterior

means.
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Figure 4.3: Density estimation of g and A\, from samples for Arousal and Valence for the

Bayesian LASSO.

Since we have auto-correlated samples for both regularization parameters, it is worth
analysing the autocorrelation for a few (§’s, let us say the first five for Arousal and Valence,
since the (’s are directed linked with the respective regularization parameters. As we can

see on Figure 4.4, the correlation between \’s did not contaminate the (’s.

It is also worth analysing the convergence of o2 and o2 in Figure 4.5 as evidence of the

convergence for the other variables’ chains:

We can also look at the autocorrelation plot in Figure 4.6, as an indicator that our

samples to be uncorrelated:

Now, let us analyse how LASSO regularization affects the parameters, that is, how the
components of 3, and 3, are shrank towards zero in the regularized model. In Figure 4.7

we can see how feature selection affects the model’s coefficients and pulls the majority of

them towards zero.
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Figure 4.7: Coefficient values for B, and B, in the Gibbs model.

4.5 Final thoughts on the basic Bayesian model

Although we have clearly obtained some improvement regarding the classical approach,
there is still more we can work with in the Bayesian scenario. Since the LASSO shrinks
every coefficient by the same amount, we can lose some important information by lowering
coefficients that matter to our problem, so we need another approach to select the most
relevant features. Potentially, other means to introduce sparsity can lead to models where
closed form conditional posteriors simple to sample from are unobtainable. Alternatives
that could introduce sparsity in the model would render a rather complicated posterior,
that would take much too long to explore via Markov-Chain Monte Carlo. With that in
mind, it seems reasonable to find an approximated posterior, rather than an exact one,

and employing a model that performs a feature selection more tailored to the problem of
MER.
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Chapter 5

Employing Variational Inference and
Automatic Relevance Determination

in Music Emotion Recognition

In this chapter we will introduce the basics of Variational Inference, as means to perform
approximated rather than exact inference. This allows us have more freedom when it
comes to the modeling process and also potentially reduces by great lengths the time
spent training the model in comparison to MCMC methods, making this approach more
attractive when dealing with large databases. The downside of this method is having
to work with an approximation of the posterior distribution, rather than the exact one.
We will also go into Automatic Relevance Determination as means of performing feature
selection in a more efficient way than the LASSO to overcome the difficulties we have
established in Chapter 4. Although this model does not return closed form conditional
posterior distributions, we can perform the aforementioned method and work with an
approximation, rather than implementing something like a Metropolis step within a Gibbs
sampler that would be required to perform exact inference, increasing by some measure

the time needed to run the model.

In Section 5.1 we will go into the basics of Variational Inference and how it works, to
then introduce Automatic Relevance Determination as means to perform feature selection
in Section 5.2. This two ideas will be joined and applied to our problem in Section 5.3,
with its results discussed in Section 5.4, where we will be able to compare and discuss the

models previously tested alongside this one.
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5.1 Modeling with Variational Inference

Variational Inference (VI) [Broderick and Steorts, 2014, Bishop, 2006] uses optimization
to approximate a posterior distribution without a closed form by a distribution easier to
calculate, and this process is usually much faster than employing MCMC. But how can we
obtain that approximating distribution? Let us assume that our real posterior distribution
for a parameter @ given some observed data X is p(0|X) and we would like to pick the
most similar distribution q*(@) from a family D of known and simpler distributions. There
are several similarity measures that can be used [Inman and Bradley, 2007], but VI employs

the Kullback-Leibler divergence, given by

KL(a(6)]p(6]%) = [~ a(6) s (p?é%)de, (5.1)

o0

a quantity inspired by Information Theory [Cover and Thomas, 2006]. It is an asymmetric
and positive measure of the dissimilarity between two distributions, with KL. = 0 meaning
they are the same. In Statistics it can be loosely interpreted as how much information will

be lost when making the proposed approximation [Kullback and Leibler, 1951].

So we must find ¢*(0) so that the KL-divergence is minimum:
q"(0) = argmin KL(q(6)||p(6]x))
q€D
In order to calculate the exact value of the KL divergence we would need to know
the exact distribution p(@) which we do not. In Equation 5.2 we can see how we can
bypass this issue, by interpreting the KL definition as a relation of expected values and

rearranging them:

KL(q(0)|p(0]X))

/:0 ) log ( 9|X))d0

= Eqy[log q(8)] — Eq[log p(6]X)] (5.2)
= Eq[log q(0)] — Eq[log p(0, X)] + E4[log p(X)]
= Eq[log q(0)] — Eq[log p(6, X)] + log p(X)

= log p(X) = KL(a(0)|[p(0]X)) + Eq[log p(, X)] — Eq[log q()]

ELBO(q)

Note that the right side of the equation is constant over @ and the left is independent

from 6, so minimizing KL increases a quantity called variational lower bound or evidence
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lower bound (ELBO) [Minka, 2005]. That is, since the lowest possible value for KL is zero,
the ELBO is the lowest value that can be achieved by log p(X), also known as the log
marginal likelihood or log evidence of the model, the latter being more used in Bayesian
inference, meaning the logarithm of the probability of the data given the model type [Bos,
2002].

One drawback of using the ELBO is that since we do not have access to the real
posterior, we have no way of knowing whether we have reached the global minimum or a
local one. One way to assess this is choosing random starting values and analysing results,
but even if they remain identical there is no way of being certain, meaning the distribution

q we are using to approximate p might not be the optimal one.

Here we will implement mean field VI [Blei et al., 2017], meaning that the unknown
parameters will be partitioned as @ = {61, ..., 0,,}, which means we are assuming each
partition is independent from the others, that is, members of the variational family D are
given by q(0) = q,(61) ... q,,(0,). In this scenario, we are able to employ the Coordinate
Ascending Variational Inference (CAVI) algorithm [Bishop, 2006, Blei et al., 2017]. It can
be proven that the CAVI algorithm converges to a local maximum of the ELBO [Bishop,
2006], and it can be then fully described as [Blei et al., 2017]:

Algorithm 1: Coordinate Ascending Variational Inference.
Input: A model p(€,X) and a dataset X

Output: A variational density q*(0) = qj(61) ...q},(0:m)

Initialize the variational factors q;(6;)

while FLBO has not converged do
i) Forj=1,...,m, update q;(8;) o< exp{E_q, [logp(8;,6—;, X)]}

ii) Compute the ELBO

end
Return: q*(0)

CAVT’s update rule can be derived from the ELBO by reorganizing its equation, as stated
in Equation 5.3. The first step is to rewrite the subtraction in function of q;(0;), letting
the terms independent from it be absorbed into the constant C =E_q (s_,)[log(p(0-;, X))]

and exploring the assumed independence between the variables in the second term:
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ELBO(q) = E,[logp(8,X)] — E4[log q(0)]
ELBO(q;) = Eq, [E_q,[log p(8;,0—;, X)]] — Eq, [log q;(6;)] + E_qg,[log(p(6—;, X))]  (5:3)
= qu [Equ log p(6;,0—;,X)]] — qu [log Qj(ej)] +C

Where E_qj is the expected value with respect to q, except on the variable j. If we make
an educated guess, it is reasonable to assume q;(6;) = exp{E_ [log p(6;, 6_;, X)|}, which
would render Eq, = E_q (5_)[log(p(0-;, X))], meaning q;(8;) = exp{E_,[log p(0;, 0_;, X)}
up to a normalization factor. Thus, by making q;(6;) o< exp{E_4, [logp(6;,0—;, X)]} we
maximize the ELBO.

Now there is an alternative to MCMC and we are able to explore other ways to

introduce sparsity in our model.

5.2 Feature selection with Automatic Relevance De-

termination

Automatic Relevance Determination (ARD) [Wipf and Nagarajan, 2007, Drugowitsch,
2013, Blei et al., 2017] is another way of introducing sparsity in a model by using a
parameterized prior distribution that effectively prunes away redundant or superfluous
coefficients instead of shrinking all of them by the same amount as we were doing before.
It performs features selection in a similar manner of the LASSO, but it takes into
consideration the observed error within each parameter to evaluate the importance of
each feature separately, attributing individual weights to each one. The hyper parameters
ao, by, co and dy can be chosen to achieve purposely uninformative distributions to allow
the model to learn more from the data. From here on, normal distributions will be
parametrized by precision: [varicance]™*. To implement ARD we are going to keep the

linear regression model Y = X3 + ¢ but with the following modifications:

yilB, 7 ~N(x!B,7),i=1,...,n
B, 7l ~ N(B8|0, 7 diag(ex))T'(7|ag, bo) (5.4)
Qj ~ F(Oéj’COde)’ ] = 17 N Y

Notice that 7 diag(«) is a precision matrix rather than covariance as it is ordinary in
Automatic Relevance Determination and we will continue to employ that for the remainder

of this work.
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In our scenario, inspired by the prior structure, we will assume that the distributions

in the variational family factorize as

q(B. 7, a) = q(B,7) H qlay). (5.5)

5.3 Employing VI and ARD

And now we need to apply VI to our model in Equation 5.4 so our conditional posterior
will be:

p(B,7,alY,X) x p(Y|8, 7, a, X)p(3, 7|a) p(x)
=p(Y,B,7,aX)
~q(B, 7, a) (5.6)
= q(a)q(B,7)
[HF asles i) | X |N@BIBL 7V | x [F(ﬂa*,b*)],

where the quantities ¢;,,d;,, ., V., ' a. and b, are the parameters of the variational

distribution defined previously.

Since these calculations are not authorial [Blei et al., 2017], they will be omitted for

the time being and detailed in Appendix C with only the results presented below:

(B, 7. a) =q (B, 7)q" (o) = N (8|8, 7V, ") [(7|a., b.)T(cju djs), j=1,...,p

The updated parameters are given by:
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[Drugowitsch, 2013] and transcribed by us for Pyhton:
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Now we are able to implement CAVTI’s algorithm as we did before, inspired by the one

in [Blei et al., 2017]. The implementation od the algorithm was written for MATLAB in



Algorithm 2: Coordinate Ascending Variational Inference for Music Emotion

Recognition.
Input: A model p(3, 7, a, X) and a dataset X

Output: A variational density q*(3, 7, ) = q* (3, T) 1;:1 q*(ay)

Initialize the parameters of the variational distributions (3, 7) H?:l q; (o)

i) Update a, = ag + %

ii) Update c;. :c()—l—%, j=1,...,p
while FLBO has not converged do
i) Update B, = Vi[> 1, x;y;]

ii) Update V7' =37 x;x! + diag(cra/dis, - - -, Cpi/dps)

iii) Update b, = by + 3 <Zznl yi — B*Tv*l,@*>

iv) Update dj. = do + 3 | [Vil;; + 8%

*J b

7j:17“"p

v) Compute the ELBO = E,[log(N(B., 7V, )T (ax, by))] + Eflog(T'(cy, d.))]

end
Return: q*(3, 7, @)

With these parameters we can use the approximated posterior distribution to implement

the approximated predictive distribution in order to make predictions from a set of new
data.

In this scenario, this approximated predictive density follows a Student’s t distribution
with location B7x, scale (1 + XTV*X)’I‘;—: and 2a, degrees of freedom, as demonstrated in

[Drugowitsch, 2013] and adapted for the parameters and data we have in this work.

5.4 Results

The ARD model was implemented with an adapted code from [Drugowitsch, 2013] and
translated from MATLAB/Octave language.

The credibility intervals calculated for the ARD model were obtained from the approx-
imated predictive density mentioned in Section 5.3.

We can see in Tables 5.1 and 5.2 that ARD implemented with the CAVT algorithm
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showed significant improvement upon the previous results, with 270 intervals containing
the right values for Arousal and 231 for Valence, and only taking a few seconds to run and
draw samples from the variational distribution. The subset of songs that have both A-V
values within the intervals built for them is more modest, reaching 131. The training and
test R? metric were also improved, reaching 0.75 and 0.66 for Arousal and 0.59 and 0.29

for Valence.

Arousal Classic Bayesian ARD
Training R? 0.22 0.60 0.75
Test R? 0.15 0.58 0.66
Credibility intervals - 201 270

Table 5.1: Comparison between classical, Bayesian and ARD models for Arousal.

Valence Classic Bayesian ARD
Training R? 0.12 0.45 0.59
Test R? 0.06 0.25 0.29
Credibility intervals - 185 231

Table 5.2: Comparison between classical, Bayesian and ARD models for Valence.

Now, let us analyse how regularization affects the parameters, that is, the amount
of regression coefficients that became smaller than 1076 in absolute value after being
regularized. Comparing the Histograms in Figures 5.1 and 5.2 we can see how these feature

selection approaches differ when applied to the same dataset.
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Figure 5.1: Histograms of linear regression coefficients for Arousal with feature selection via
LASSO (left) and ARD (right).
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Figure 5.2: Histograms of linear regression coefficients for Valence with feature selection via
LASSO (left) and ARD (right).

From the volume distribution around the columns centered in zero, we can see that
the ARD model turns fewer coefficients to zero and allows others to be slightly higher,

thus preserving information that was otherwise discarded in the LASSO model.
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Chapter 6

Developing Multivariate Automatic
Relevance Determination in Music

Emotion Recognition

The model presented in Chapter 5 ignored the substantial correlation between Arousal
and Valence by treating these two response variables as independent, but the Multivariate
Automatic Relevance Determination (MARD) model we seek to develop here accounts for
that relationship. More generally, this model is capable of being adapted to deal with a
dataset carrying m dependent response variables, considering valuable information that
the ARD model does not account for. In this work, however, we will only consider the
scenario where m = 2. We extended the ARD by generalizing the Normal-Gamma prior
distribution jointly attributed to 8 and 7 with a Normal-Wishart distribution attributed
to 3 and the observations’ precision matrix, setting requirements to adjust the generalized
ARD to any problem.

We will begin by defining the bivariate model we are going to explore in Section 6.1,
then develop it in Section 6.2 where several calculations will be made to find its updating
rules. The predictive distribution will be calculated and discussed in Section 6.3, before

testing the model in Section 6.4 and analyzing results in 6.5.

6.1 Introducing a bivariate model

The model will follow the same structure as described in Equation 4.1, but here it will be
defined as a multivariate linear regression [Rossi et al., 2005] Y = XB + E, where each pair

(a;,v;) is written as y; and the remaining variables will be described below. Underneath
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each matrix is stated its size, as to provide more clarity in the calculations that follow.

ar U
Y = oo , where each pair (a;,v;) correspond to the AV values of the
n Un nx2
observation 7
by By
B = o , where each pair (37, 3]) contains the regression parameters for
a v
L ﬁn Bn pX2

Arousal and Valence

T

X = : , where the arrays x; are explanatory variables corresponding

— X J—

L nxp
to each observation 7, with the first entry of each x! is 1 to account for the intercept.

E = oo , where each pair £¢,¢? correspond to the observation errors ¢

1771

9 9

3

a
n nx2

E(Z
associated to the regression model employed and will be represented by ¢; = [ ! ] .
el

6.1.1 Creating the foundation for MARD

In order to implement ARD’s intuition in a multivariate scenario several adaptations
to that model had to be made, most remarkably by creating a precision matrix for the
parameters that is related to 7diag(a) used by ARD in a way that allowed MARD to
support any size of correlated responses. Note that a precision matrix will be attributed

to the Normal distributions rather than a covariance matrix, just as defined in Chapter 5.

Before we can state this generalization, the Kronecker Product must be defined, as it

is essential for its construction:

Definition 1. Kronecker Product: Consider the matrices A,,x, and By, The

Kronecker Product between them is defined as:
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CL11B . alnB
A®B= :
amiB ... a,.B

pmxqgn

Thus, we can elaborate on ARD in order to create the generalized model MARD:

yi ~ N(z{ B,K)
BIK ~ N(0,K @ A)
K ~ W(Vy, )
aj ~I'(c,d),j=1,...piid.

where K = [

pXp

Where W denotes the Wishart distribution. Also, note that 8 is not B, but its

vectorization:

Definition 2. Vectorization: Consider the matriz A,,«,. The vectorization of A,
denoted by vec(A), is the mn x 1 column vector obtained by stacking the columns of the

matrix A on top of one another:

vec(A) =

al,n

Therefore, the prior precision matrix of |K will be given by
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a7 aq

KRA=|----------"-4 i i

L | - 2px2p

Further along, we will denote K ® A by Q to facilitate understanding. In this notation,
B|K follows the so-called matrix normal distribution [Gupta and Nagar, 1999], therefore,
K~! represents covariance on its columns while A~! accounts for the lines, so we are
assuming uncorrelated features as priors but the columns can have some correlation

influenced by the correlation between Arousal and Valence.

Remark. Notice that even though the matrixc K @ A is related to the precision matrix

Tdiag() in ARD, initially we hoped to use the precision matriz A as defined below:

TaOlgl

TaQap

TyOlyl

L TvCQup - 2px2p

As we can see, A is more similar to Tdiag(a) and it allowed each feature to have its
own reqularization parameter for Arousal and Valence. This option does not need to be
ezxcluded as it is possible to perform MCMC, utilize some form of Variational Inference
that is mnot CAVI or choose a variational family where this precision matriz works, but
those were not adequate for this work and another approach became preferable. So even
though we have lost the information different o’s would have given to each parameter
related to Arousal and Valence separately it is easier to render a model with joint alphas

while keeping some of the information they carry.

6.2 Developing the model

Here we will work through the necessary calculations to deduce CAVI’s updating rules for

MARD and the variational families within CAVI as done in Chapter 5.
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6.2.1 Likelihood

With the definitions set in Section 6.1.1 we can begin to calculate the model’s likelihood in
the following way, considering the errors to be independent and follow a Normal distribution
[Rossi et al., 2005].

- 1
p(E/K) o H K|z eXp{ — §€iTKe,}

i=1

n 1
x |K|z exp { —5 ZE?K&‘Z} (6.2)

=1

n 1
x |K|z exp { — §tr(ETEK)}

Dia(E)? i ete
Yiieiel Yia(ep)?

its main diagonal: Y " | 7,(c%)? + 2e%e¥kqy + 7 (eV)? = D1, €] Ke.

2

Now we explore the relation Y = XB — E = E =Y — XB to further the calculations.

With tr being the trace of ETEK = [ ] K., that is, the sum of

It performs a change of variable from E to Y, and the jacobian is constant and unitary
[Rossi et al., 2005]. The variable S = Y —XB, B = (X”X) XY being the least squares
estimate of B, will also be introduced to facilitate calculations. Below we have manipulated
the terms inside the exponential in order to obtain something quadratic in B which is

close to the desired normal distribution.

p(Y|X,8,K) « |K|2 exp { — %tr((Y —XB)T(Y - XB)K)}
(6.3)
x |K|? exp { —tr (%STSK> } exp { — %tr((B - B)"X"X(B — B)K)}

The result we achieve on Equation 6.3 very closely resembles a normal distribution and
we will use Vectorization and the Kronkcker product to derive some important relations
to finish that off.

The following relations occur from properties of vectorizarion as defined above, further
explored in [Macedo and Oliveira, 2013] and proved in Chapter 2 of [Magnus and Neudecker,
1988]
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Theorem 1. Properties of Vectorization and the Kronecker Product: Consider
the matrices A, B and C' as matrices such that the matriz product ABC' is defined. We

can relate vectorization and the Kronecker product as follows:

tr(AB) = vec(A") vec(B)
vec(ABC) = (CT @ A)vec(B)
Recalling that vec(B) = 3 we can develop a inner section of Equation 6.3 as:
tr(B — B)"X"X(B — B)K) = vec(B — B) vec(X"X (B — B)K)

— vec(B — B)TK @ XTX(8 — 3) (6.4)
=(B-B)"KoX'X(3-B)

So we can follow up Equation 6.3 with
n 1 ]_ A ~
p(Y]X, 8, K)x |K|2exp{ —tr<§STSK>}exp{ (8- B)"KeX"X(8 - B)} (6.5)

To simplify the notation, K ® X7X will be written as J.

6.2.2 Computation of variational distributions

Joining our likelihood and prior distributions previously set, we obtain the following
posterior:
p(Y, B, K, a|X) x p(Y[B8,K, o, X) x p(8, Kl|a) x p(v)
n 1 1 . .
O<|K!2exp{—§tr(STSK)}eXp{—§(B—ﬂ)TJ(ﬁ—B))}

| vo—3 6.6
X|Q\2€XP{—%ﬂTQB} X‘K|2exp{—%tr(V01K)} (6:6)

P
X Hoz;*l exp { — doz]}

j=1

The mean-field variational model will be written as
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P

a(8,K) [ ] alay).

i=1

Which is reasonable, taking into consideration MARD’s model. The posterior above will

be used to find CAVI’s updating rule as shown in Chapter 5.

To carry on some calculations in this scenario, it will be necessary using the following

properties, proven in, [Horn and Johnson, 1991]:

Theorem 2. Kronecker Product Properties: Let A,B,C,D,E, ., and F,,«.,. be

matrices of appropriate sizes

AB+C)=A®B+A®C
(AB)'=A"'@B"!
(AeB)T = AT @ BT

(A®B)(C®D)=(AC)® (BD)
|E® F| = [E["[F["

6.2.3 Developing calculations for CAVI’s updating rules

Firstly, let us observe this posterior to find the CAVI’s updating rules for 8, K:
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q"(B,K) x exp{ E_gk | logp(Y|B,K, a, X) + log p(3, K]|a) + log p(cx )”

ocexp{]E K log(K\2exp{—%tr(STSK)}eXp{——(ﬂ 3)3(3— ﬁ))})
log< Q|7ex { Qﬁ}) +log <|K]VO23 exp{—%trVolK}> }

o exp {Eﬁ,K log K| - %m«sTSK) ~SB-ATIB-B) (6
%log|K|p]A|2 BTQﬁ —tr2V 1K]}
ocexp{ —%(ﬁ—ﬁ)TJW—B)H ”“‘3;””10ng|

— %ﬂTE_B,K QB — %tr(VglK + STSK)}

Firstly, let us make a brief pause here to explain some actions in the computations
above. The value E_g k[log(aqs . . . Qgp, Q1 - - . ()] is unrelated to our variables of interest

B and K so it can be disregarded. The expected value of Q requires more care:

E_pxlo] | Eopklo]
Ta K
|
E_ « E_ o
E ;xlQ = L Bexlel ] Bl pxlop] |
E_gx[ai] | E_gx[ai]
K : Ty
|
i E_gx[oy) ! E_sxlap) dapxap
i Cx \ cx i
d* | d*
Ta K
e | Cx
oL o L. R
Cx [ Cx
d* | d*
K | Ty
e | Cx
L dy ‘ dy 1 opx2p




To make the notation more efficient the last matrix will be noted as

Cx

dy
Q. =K®A,, being A, =

Cx

da pXp

as we further the calculations in Equation 6.7. The exponentials will also be manipulated
to fulfill our goal of identifying a Normal-Wishart distribution in this posterior. This
distribution would parallel well with the idea of ARD and the posterior we have indicates

that this this can be achieved. Continuing Equation 6.7, we have:

a"(8,K) o< exp { [ (BB 3B~ F)+ ﬂTQ*B)]

(6.8)

vo—3+n+p
2

1
log |K| + —§tr(ValK + STSK)}

From Equation 6.8 we will find a Normal-Wishart distribution and therefore, the
updating rules for the respective variational parameters. In order to do that we need only
to identify the quadratic part of the Normal distribution and discover its parameters, so

let us consider
f(B)=(B-B)"IB-P)+BQ.0
and
9(B) = (B~ B.)"K.(B—B.)
where

f(B) =9(B) +~

with v being a constant value independent from 3.

First we will aim to identify a Normal distribution exploring similarities in f(3) and

9(3). Ideally, the differences between them () will be reallocated in a Wishart distribution
in q*(8,K)

To find the mean and precision matrix of this distribution we know that

and

9"(B) = 2K.
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So we will obtain these parameters for f(3) in the same way:
F(B)=2(8-8)"I+28"Q, =0
208" —8")I+87Q.) =0
BT - B'T+87Q. =0

. (6.9)
B'I+Q.) =83
BT =3T3 +Q)"
B=0+Q.)7IB
(B) =23 +Q.) (6.10)

So the first part of our variational distribution follows a normal distribution with

parameters 3, = (J + Q*)*lJB and K, = J + Q.. Now we must separate what differs

f(B) and g(8).
Opening up the terms if f(3) we have:

1(8)=p"IB—-28"I8+4"Q.6+5"IB (6.11)
Opening up the terms in g(3) we have the following:

9(B) = (B-B.)"K.(B-B.)

=[B-(F+Q)IB"I+Q)B- (T +Q) I

= [B"-B"IFI+Q) I +QIB-(T+Q.) g

=[B"I+Q.) -B"IT+Q) ' T+ QIB- (T +Q.)IF
=873 +Q,) - BB - T +Q.) I3
=B8"J+Q.)B-B"IB-B"IB+p"IIT+Q.)"IB
="+ 8"Q.8-B"IB-B"IB+4"II+Q.) I
=68"I8+87Q.B8 208718+ B"IJI+Q,) I3

(6.12)

From the four terms in Equation 6.11 we can already see the first in Equation 6.12,
respectively. To explore the last term in g(3), the Woodbury matrix identity will be
applied.

Theorem 3. Woodbury Identity: Let A, U,C and V be matrices of adequate sizes,
then (A + UCV)™' = A~1 - A-'U(C' + VAU ) IVA™!

Considering A = J,C = Q,,U and V = I, the identity matrix, we can write
J+Q) ' =J"1-J1Q 1 1+ I H 1 Jt=J"1-JYQ; '+ I 1)~1J~!. With this, the
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remaining term of g(3) will be opened as well:

9(B)=p"I8+8"Q.8-23"I8-B"II+Q.) I3
=8"I8+8"Q.8-28"I3-3"II ' —IHQ ' +I H I IB  (6.13)
=B"I8+87Q.8 28733 - BTIB+ AT (Q +I )8

Now we have found f(3) and the last term in f(3) should be allocated in the Wishart

part of the variational distribution. So we can rewrite Equation 6.8 as:

1" (8, K) oc exp { [ (B BYTK(B - ) - BTQ + JWB)]

(6.14)

vp—3+n+p
2

1
log |K| + —§tr((V51 + STS)K)},

where B, = (J+Q,)"1JB and K, = J + Q,. The term B7(Q;! + J1)!3 will be
transformed into something that can be incorporated in the Wishart part of Equation
6.14.

We will also employ the properties listed in Theorem 1 and the ones in Definition 2:

BIQ+I7)78)

A(KeA) '+ KeX"X)'|'3

B'K'o A '+ K ' XTX] '3

BIK ' oAl + XX Y713 (6.15)
A'Ke (A +X"X)73

r(BY(A7' + XTX 1) 'BK),

that can be inserted in Equation 6.14 as

Vy

@°(8.K) ox exp { (B BB )+ ow K] - %n(VJK)}, (6.16)

where

Ve =1Vg+n+Dp

-1 -1 T T -1 T~ —1V—171 (617)
V=V ! 4+87S+ BT (AT + XTX 1) IB.

Now we need to find the distributions for each q*(«a;). Since they will be identically

calculated, suffices to calculate for one of theses a’s
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E_q; [logp(Y, 8, K, a|X)

q"(a;) o< exp ;

| }

E_o, | logp(Y|B, K, a, X) + log p(8, K|e) + log p(a)] }

X exp

E_,, | log(N(8|0, K ® A)W(V, 1) + log(I'(aylc, d))] }

i 1
E_q, | log (!Qﬁ exp{ - §ﬁTQﬂ}>+
|K\VOTi3 exp] — 1trV_lK +log [ a5 exp { ad
Py — 5tV g o D1 a;

3
X exp {Ea

(c—Dlog(aj)—ayd

X exp

X exp

log

N —— —— "/

} (6.18)

log |K]| ——trVO 'K+

1
S log[KPIAP-267QB+

1}

log |A] — ZE_,,[87QB] + (c — 1) log(a;) — ajd}

X exp 5

X exp

log(a;) — =E_o,[87QB] + (¢ — 1) log(cr;) — Oéjd}

X exp

/—’H/—/H/—/H

(c+1—1)log(ay) — E,aj B7QB] — ajd}

As in Equation 6.8, the terms that did not relate to a; were disregarded, and to find

E_g, [B7Qg3] the following calculations were made:
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5a1

aA A ap
E—aj [,BTQ,B] = E—aj [ﬁal s 5ap5v1 e va]b@p [T " ] 6
2pX2p

KA T,A Bo1

va

- - 2px1 |

(6.19)

== Efaj 5317—(1@1 + ﬁalﬁvl’ial + -+ ﬁngaO‘p + ﬁapﬁvp’iap

+ Bvlﬁalﬁal + 5317—11041 + -+ ﬁvpﬁap’iap + ﬁngvO‘p]

p p p
2 2
T, Z Bajci + 2K Z ;B Bvj + To Z ozjﬁvj]
j=1 j=1 j=1

= (]E—aj [ﬁnga] + 2E—Oéj [Bajﬁvj/i] + E—Oéj[ 3j7_v])

By discarding whatever does not relate to the variable of interest a; we can explore

the conditional expected value and linearity properties to further the calculations.

E_o,[8"QB] = o (Ex[E—o, [83;7a|K]] + 2Ex [E—q, [Be; Bo;t: | K]] + Ex [E—o, [85;7|K]])
= 0 (Ex[Tal o, [85; K] + 2Bk [E o, K[y 80, K]] + Exc [, [6,;[K]))

Note that the expected value with respect to the variational distribution considers
the variational distribution of 8. We know that E[83|K] = E*(3,|K] + Var|3;|K] for both
Arousal and Valence and Cov(f,;, 84;|K) = E[5,;54;|K] — E[5,;| K]E[f,;]K]. From now

on, this equation will be split into three parts, in order to improve its understanding.

E_o,[8"QB] = o (Ex[rE-a, [Be; K] + Var_o, (B|K)]
+ 2Ex [KE_q; [Boj Ba; [ K]] (6.20)
+ IEK [TUE—aj [ﬁvj |K]2 + Var—aj (ﬁvj |K)])

Now let us develop some calculations to work the expected values on Equation 6.20.
Note that K, =J+ Q. = K@ XX+ K® A, = K® (XTX + A,). Since it will be a
recurring value throughout the remaining of this work, let us attribute M, = X7X + A,

Also note that calculating 3, does not involve K:
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K® ] 'K @ X'X]3

= |
= [K' o M, "|[K®X"X]3
=[I® ( SX'X))8
=[I® ((XTX + A,) ' XTX)]vec((XTX) ' XTY) (6.21)
= [I® (XX +A,) I XTX)[Y! ® (XTX) tvee(XT)]
[

YT & (ML) XTX) vec(XT)
= vec((M;HXTY)

Therefore is constant with respect to Ex and this allow us to continue this calculations

with more simplicity.
So (@’s covariance matrix is (K,) ™' = |[-=--2----"-- e

what makes Var_,, (8q]K) equals the (j,j) entry of the first block in (K.)™' and
Var_,, (8,;|K) equals the (j,7) entry of the fourth block. So we can carry on Equa-
tion 6.20 with

E ., [87QB] = o;(Ex[a(F;7 + (K™ )u[(M.)™'];;)]

+ 2Bk [k(Cov_q, (Baj; Buj | K) + Eq,[Ba; | KIE_q, [80;K]]
+ Ex [ (857 + (K1) 22[ (ML) 7']35)])

= a;(Ex[7.(8;7 + (K™ [(M.)™1;5)]
+ 2Bk [k (K™ 1)12[(ML) 5] + BiiBa)] (6.22)
+ Exc[7, (857 + (K1) [ (ML) 7']35)])

= (8,7 Ex 7] + (ML) ™) Exe [ (K™)1a]
+ 2[(ML) 7], Ex [ (K ™)1 + 81467, Ex[r]
+ By7 B[] + [(ML) 7] 5] Exc [7 (K1) 22]]).-

Now, to calculate Ex[7,], Ex[7.], Ex[x], Ex[x(K™1)1s], Ex [T, (K1) 11]] and Ex[7, (K™)2]]
we will need the following Definition and Theorem [Gupta and Nagar, 1999]:

Definition 3. Commutation matriz: A commutation matrizc G,, is a pg X pg ma-
triz that transforms vec(A) in vec(A)T, where A is a p x q matriz. G, is given by

vt Hy @ HY;, where the (4, j) entry of Hij is 1 and the others are 0.

177
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Theorem 4. Expectation value of Wishart distribution: Let S ~ W(II,u) and

Gy be a g x g commutation matriz. Then:
E[S;;] = ully

1
B(S™ 8] = o =17 © 1 = g fveclly)vee(l,)" + Gl u =g = 1 >0

vy v
Let us consider V, = [ e Applying this theorem to our case we have:

V21 V22

Vs

MK“@K}:ZtEtT«VJ4®VQ— [vec(Iy)vec(Io)” 4+ Gag).  (6.23)

v, —2—1

Collecting the values we need from the equations above we can fulfill the expected
values below:

Ex[ra] = v«(Vi)11

Ex[r,] = v«(Vi)a2

Ex[r] = v«(Vi)12
Exlra (K™l = Bx[(K)n (K] = = (Vi e V), - V*2_3
Ex[7 (K™ )2]] = Ex[(K)a2 (K™ )] = V*Vi 3 (Ve V*)22 o, 2— 3
EdaKﬁhﬂ:EKwQMK*hﬂzWfﬁ(wf®VOm—%13

With the information obtained in Equation 6.20 we can continue Equation 6.18 as

q"(ay) o exp { log(aj)(c* — 1) — ajd*}, (6.24)
where

cF=c+1

. 1
di=d+

@&4V0n+KMQ*M(Wf3(w?®VJH— = )

+2

Ve — 3

BriBuive(Viia + [(M*)_l]jy( & (ViteVv.), - : )]

Vy

+ B0, (Vi)ae + (ML) 7] (V* —5 (VI eV, — 2_ 3>] :

o7



With this method, we are able to maintain the variational family given and slightly
modify the Algorithm 2 to implement CAVI in MARD:

Algorithm 3: Adapted Coordinate Ascending Variational Inference.

Input: A model p(3, K, a, X) and a dataset X, where the response is Y € R?
Output: A variational density q*(3, K, &) = ¢*(8,K) [[/_; a* ()

Jj=1

Initialize the variational factors q(8, K)q;(a;)
while FLBO has not converged do

i)
ii)
iii)
iv)

v)

vi)

vii)

end

Update ¢* =c+ 1
Update v, =19y +n+p
Update M, = X'X + A,
Update Bx = (M;H)XTY

Update V;! = Vi1 +STS + BT(A;' + XX 1)"'B

Update df = d + 1

Baive (Vi) + (ML) 5] (,,f*g (V@ Vi), - V*23> +

+ 5:]27/* (V*)44 +

2 lﬁzjﬁqul/* (Vi)iz + [(ML) 75 (VV__g (V'@ V), — V*1—3>

[(ML)~1];5] (,,f*g (VI o V,)y, — ﬁ)] , for all j

@
Update A, = [ ]
i

Return: q*(3, K, a)

Note that we will not calculate the ELBO as in Algorithm 2, as it is much more

difficult, but we will rely on the calculations provided and the theoretical evidence that

guarantees convergence to a local maximum of the ELBO. The values obtained from this

implementation will be considered converged when their precision reach 1073.

6.3 Predictive distribution

In this chapter we worked through the calculations necessary to implement variational

inference through CAVI in a multivariate generalization of ARD, taking in consideration
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the correlation between the responses. Since our model has a Normal likelihood, Normal-
Wishart joint prior distribution and compatible variational family, our model is simple
enough that it is possible to calculate the joint predictive distribution, that can be useful
to perform more accurate predictions. We can also get a credible region, rather than two
separate credibility intervals as we did in Chapter 5, achieving a narrower, more precise
set of predictions.

In order to do that, we need to approximate the predictive distribution p(y|X):
p(v1X) = [ [ py/X.0.K)p(8, KIX)dfdKda
~ [[ p(yiX. 8. K)a(B. K)a(e)dBdKda
— [/ pyix. 8. K)a(B )48k

= [[ NGB KN@I8. K © MWK, V.)450K

(6.25)

Here it is worth stopping to comment on a few steps of Equation 6.25. The mean-field
hypothesis aligned with a’s absence in the likelihood allows this variable to be integrated
out. Also note that Bx = (x’B)?, so the notation in Equation 6.25 does not clash with
the distribution set in Section 6.1.1. Writing it in this manner provides a column vector
that will enable us to carry on the calculations. We also need to replace B by some form
of 3, as exploring a Multivariate Normal distribution can be more easily explored than
a Matrix Normal distribution. If we define the matrix 2 = I, @ x© (I being the 2 x 2

identity matrix) we can write BYx as E3 and continue as:

p(vIX) = [ [ NyIEB.KIN(BIB. K & MOW(Klr, V. JdBdK

]

To calculate the inner integral we resort to the following Theorem in [Bishop, 2006]:

(6.26)

/ N(y|E8. K)N(B|B.. K © M.)dB| W(K|v,, V.)dK

Theorem 5. Convolution of Normal densities: Consider the following distributions:

p(x) = N(x|p, )
p(ylx) = N(y|Ax + b, L).

The marginal distribution of y, gwen by [ p(y,x) dx = [ p(y|x)p(x) dx is written as
p(y) = Niy|Ap + b, (L' + Ayt AT) ).
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Adapting Theorem 5 to our problem, we carry on Equation 6.26 as:

plylx) = [

— [ NYIEB. (0! S0 o M) TE) WK, V.IK

[ N¥EBION(BIB.. K © M.)dB| W(K]v.. V.)AK
(6.27)

In order to write 6.27 as a Normal-Wishart distribution let us develop the Normal’s

precision:

K'+EKoM,) "B =K'+ (Lex")(KeM) ' (Leox")"
=K'+ (Lex") (KoM, (I, ®x)
=K'+ (Lex")(K'eM;'x)
=K '+K'!'ex"M;'x
=K'+ "M, 'x)K™*
= [1+x"M'xJK™,

where the penultimate equality is due to the fact that x?M,x is a real number and not a

matrix, rendering the Kronecker product unnecessary. Continuing Equation 6.27:

p(ylx) = / N(y|28., (K + E(K @ M,) ') 'W(K|v,, V,)dK o)
6.28
= /N(y|sﬁ*,([1+xTMglx]K—l)—l)W(K|y*,V*)dK.

Now, let us work on the marginalization of K. To make notation easier, let us consider

1+ x"M.x = . Since ¢ is a number, (pK1)™! = p7'K. From Equation 6.28 we have:
1
p(K) = QV*d/2|V*\V*/2Fd(V*/2)

S (12 1
p(BIK) = WEQTJ/Q exp <—§(5 —E26.)"¢'K(B - th)) :

1
K| =41/ exp <—§tr(V;1K)>
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where d = 2 in our case. The marginalization can be computed as:

p(8) = / p(BIK)p(K)dK

[ 1
o</ |K | 4=1/2 exp (—étr(V*_lK)>}

<l e (~500 - =7 K (5 - 28 ) | ax

[ 1
= / K|+ =4=D/2 oxp (—§tr(V:1K)>}

<[l e (- Jute (8 - 200 - 580K ) ax

= /wd/Q\K

S / K| exp (—%tr[(v*l +o ' (B-EB)(B - E@)T)KJ) dK.
(6.29)

Note that this last line on Equation 6.29 is the kernel of a Wishart distribution with
parameters v, + 1 and (V1 + o718 — 26,)(8 — E8,)T)71, being the integral equal to

the inverse of the respective normalizing constant:

(ve=d=1)/241/2 (—%tr[(v*l +¢ (B EB.)(B - 55*)T)K]> dK

p(B) / K| exp (—%tr[(vgl +¢ ' (B-EB.)(8 - E@)T)KJ) dK
= 2 2|V 4 o (B - BR)(B — BB (e + 1)) (030)
< [V 47 (B - BB (B — BB [TV

In order to carry on, let us explore the following relation: |A + VVT| = |A|(1 +
VTA™'V). Therefore:

p(B) x |V + ¢ ' (B-EB8.,)(8 —
o [V H 0214 o7 (B - BB V.L(B — BB, T2 (6.31)
x [1+¢ ' (B-EB.) V.(B-EB,) V2

This expression is similar to the kernel of a multivariate ¢-distribution, so with some

(1]

ﬁ*)Tlf(u*+1)/2

algebra we can arrive at:

p(ﬂ) X [1 + gp*l(ﬁ _ E,B*)TV*(ﬁ . Eﬁ*)]f(y*+1)/2
] —((va—d+1)+d) /2

} —((vs—d+1)+d)/2

(6.32)
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which can be recognized as a multivariate t-distribution with v, —d + 1 degrees of freedom
(v, — 2+ 1 in our case), centered at E3, and scale matrix given by V*f—_leV; L

Therefore, we can write Equation 6.28 as:

p(YIX) = [ NFIEB. 1+ X" M)W (K], V.)K
_ (y L+ XTM*X>_1} V‘l) .

v, —2+1 *
Since this distribution has a closed form and is from a known family of distributions, it

(6.33)

1/*—24—1,56*,{

is easy to sample using Algorithm 4 from and allows us to calculate approximated credible

regions for each prediction.

Algorithm 4: Sampling from MARD’s predictive distribution
For+=1,..., Niter:

i) Sample K; ~ W(K]|v,, V)
ii) Sample B(;)|K) ~ N(B|B., (K @ M.)™)
iii) Sample Y(i)|ﬁ(i)a K(i) ~ N(y|B6)X, K(_l)l), being B(i) = VGC(B(,‘))

Return: From the set (y(), Bu) K())i=1,... Niter Of samples from the joint
distribution of y, 8 and K, keep only (y(;))i=1,....Niter-

6.4 Testing MARD in a controlled setting

To access MARD’s overall performance, it was firstly tested in a controlled scenario.
The dummy dataset built for this purpose will have 2 responses and p = 100 features,
where only 20 differ from 0. These features will be stored in a matrix B,x2. The input
data x; € RP will follow a multivariate normal distribution with mean [0 0] and identity
covariance matrix, for i = 1,...,n, and is stored in the matrix X,,«,. In this scenario, the

generated errors g; are normally distributed with mean zero and covariance matrix K1,

for i =1,...,n and stored in E, 5. Two choices will be made for K~': first as a multiple
100 85
of the identity matrix for uncorrelated responses, then [ &5 100 for a scenario closer

to ours, with a 0.57 correlation for the responses. The observed data will be Y = XB + E
and split between training sets of size n = 1000, 500, 100 and test sets of size n = 1000.
Unfortunately, due to the nature of MARD’s algorithm, we cannot work with datasets
features n < p in this format, as CAVI still requires inverting the matrix (X7X), only
possible if n > p. This does not exclude the possibility of implementing MARD in a way
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where this operation in not necessary, but we will refrain from exploring this here.

We provide a visual elaboration of the dataset in Figure 6.1. On the left we can see
the parameters B divided in two colors, one for each corresponding response. On the right
we can see how the errors affect the data’s dispersion. XB are displayed in blue, versus

XB + E in pink and hope to observe how well the model will interpret this behavior.

40

4 . 5 20

Parameter Value
o

-40

0 20 40 60 80 100 -40 -20 0 20 40
Index

Figure 6.1: Manufactured dataset display of parameters with one response variable in blue and

the other in orange (left) and the effects of the errors in the observations (right).

Now let us analyse how well each model calculated the coefficients for each size of
dataset. For n = 1000, both perform similarly, with standard deviations of around 0.25 for
MARD and 0.27 for ARD. For n = 500 and 100, the error greatly increases, with standard
deviations reaching around 0.4 for both models, than 2.8 for MARD and 1.8 for ARD,

meaning the latter performed better when faced with less data.

In Figure 6.2 we provide a visual aid for the information stade above. Each image
displays a excerpt of 10 coefficients and it is easy to see how the predictions stray from the
targets with each decrease in the size of the training data. In navy blue the real values
are displayed, versus MARD’s green stars and ARD’s red crosses. All result are displayed
for the coefficients corresponding a single response, which is reasonable considering that,
unlike the DEAM dataset, this responses have equal modeling difficulties. For n = 1000
both show similar reasonable results and in the second image we can see that for n = 500
the results are not as accurate, and it is not clear which model performed better. Finally,
with n = 100 predictions are very scattered and it is evident we did not provide enough

data to train either model.
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Figure 6.2: ARD and MARD performances in predicting coefficients for n = 1000, 500, 100,

respectively..

Coefficients aside, let us analyse the predictions each model made on the test set for

n = 500. We sampled from the predictive distribution using Algorithm 4:

Figure 6.3 compares the spread of predictions made by ARD (red) and MARD (green)
to the real values (blue). At a first glance, it is clear that both model struggle with the
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dispersion crated by the models variance in Figure 6.1 and seem to provide similar results.
The RSME values are also indistinguishable: 10.51 for ARD and 10.48 for MARD. For
n = 100, ARD outperforms MARD by reaching a RMSE of 16.6, half of MARD’s value.

.

40 - e 40
.o .

20 20

=20 =20

© H R
—40 ° ¢ -40
—40 -20 0 20 40 —40 -20 0 20 40

Figure 6.3: Comparison between predictions achieved by ARD and MARD for Y with n = 500.

To analyse the main metric used in the previous models, we have calculated credible
regions by sampling from the predictive distribution and displayed them in Figure 6.4.
The black X marks the values each model predicted, while the blue dot is the real value
the models were aiming to predict. The credible region is created by the dispersion dots

sampled from the predictive distribution, with red representing ARD and green MARD.

MARD

40 ARD

. .
20 3

-20

-40

-40 =20 0 20 40

Figure 6.4: Display of preditive samples by ARD and MARD predictions for a single response
with n = 100.

Overall, the results are show in Table 6.1. In the manufactured dataset contains 1000
samples and we can see a significant drop in performance when both work with 100 samples

in the training set, with ARD taking the lead.
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n 5000 500 100

ARD 165 397 432
MARD 167 379 194

Table 6.1: Comparison between adequate intervals created by ARD and MARD for three different

dataset sizes.

6.5 Results from MARD

Now that we have built some insight on how MARD operates in regard to ARD and
acknowledged that it performs adequately, let us try it on the DEAM dataset and see if it
brings any developments to the problem at hand. First let us compare MARD’s parameter
estimation in comparison to ARD’s in Figures 6.5 and 6.6. While MARD turned a slightly
higher number of of parameters to zero for Arousal, the work done for Valence was a lot

more drastic, with most of 3’s being discarded or remaining very low.
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Figure 6.5: Histograms of linear regression coefficients for Arousal with feature selection via

ARD (left) and MARD (right).
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Figure 6.6: Histograms of linear regression coefficients for Valence with feature selection via

ARD (left) and MARD (right).

As done before, we will carry on observing some performance measures. Even though

R? values are very similar, there has been a huge improvement considering the credible

regions, with both of them almost reaching the total number of test samples (540). Let us

take this information this further.

Arousal Classic Bayesian ARD MARD
Training R? 0.22 0.60 0.75 0.74
Test R? 0.15 0.58 0.66 0.66
Credibility intervals - 201 270 517

Table 6.2: Comparison between classical, Bayesian ARD and MARD models for Arousal.

Valence Classic Bayesian ARD MARD
Training R? 0.12 0.45 0.59 0.56
Test R? 0.06 0.25 0.29 0.33
Credibility intervals - 185 231 518

Table 6.3: Comparison between classical, Bayesian ARD and MARD models for Valence.

The Figure 6.7 contains a histogram of the intervals’ amplitudes. In it we can see that

the intervals created by MARD are much larger, what at least partially accounts for the
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results we obtained, meaning a recommendation system created using MARD would be

more generalist.

110 A AU | ORI MOWIT
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0.6 0.8

Figure 6.7: Spread of credibility intervals created by ARD (red) and MARD (green) for Arousal
(first) and Valence (second).

Let us consider, for instance, that a user has chosen a particular piece of music,
portrayed in navy blue in Figure 6.8 and wishes to listen to n other songs of similar
emotion from the dataset, in light blue. A recommendation system employing ARD would
recommend the ones contained in the red rectangle, while MARD would choose from the

green one.
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Figure 6.8: Ezample of how a few pieces would be recommended by ARD and MARD considering

a single song.

6.5.1 Conclusions

In this Chapter, we went through a lengthy process in order to transform ARD into a
multivariate model with hopes that it would capture more information and return better
results. Even though comparisons between the two approaches did not differ much in
the controlled setting, we were able to see great disparities in the actual case of MER.
While ARD return a narrower region, MARD creates very broad intervals, more capable
to encapsulate the target while also risking comprehending data that does not relate to
the objective. The possible ramifications of this will be discussed in the following and final

Chapter.
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Chapter 7

Conclusion

In this work, we have explored a relationship between Music Information Retrieval and
Statistical knowledge and how we can use new Bayesian inference methods to expand

possibilities in an old problem.

Although Bayesian techniques can be very computationally taxing, here we find a
way to work around that issue by bringing in Variotinal Inference. Albeit it returns an
approximated result, this approach manages to return good results in mere seconds in the

database tested here.

As mentioned throughout this work, the metric proposed for the Bayesian models
can be used to build an emotion-based recommendation system where all songs with AV
values within a chosen song’s interval can be recommended to a user. Let us see in Figure
7.1 below how that would work for each model, Note that the images were enlarged and
do not range between [—1, 1], to improve understanding. We have displayed the results
for Gibbs first, then for ARD and finally for MARD. A particular song was chosen and
marked by the blue dot. A prediction was made by each model and marked by the red x
and around this prediction we have built the Cartesian product of the credibility intervals
calculated for this prediction as the red rectangle. Inside each rectangle, ten songs were
chosen as recommendations for the user. As previously discussed, MARD’s creates much
wider intervals and its recommendations can stray further from the target than the other

methods.

70



0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4
v w
] ]
= 02 = 02
> >
5 x E
3 0.0 3 0.0
< <
< <
—0.2 =0.2 Test Database
Test Database Model Prediction
-0.4 X Model Prediction -0.4 e Target Song
e Target Song « Recommendations
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Valence values Valence values
0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4
g g « T
=] .
2 02 2 02 25
> > o ° .
© ©
3 0.0 3 0.0
2 <
< <
-0.2 -0.2 Song Database
Song Database X Model Prediction
-0.4 X Model Prediction -0.4 e Target Song
e Target Song e Recomendations
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Valence values Valence values
0.6 0.6
0.4 0.4 .
v w
] ]
< 0.2 < 0.2 G
(>u . x § ® o x .
Z Z %
© ©
3 0.0 3 0.0 o
< < . <
< <
-0.2 -0.2 Song Database
Song Database X Model Prediction
-0.4 X Model Prediction -0.4 e Target Song
e Target Song e Recomendations
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6

Valence values

Valence values

Figure 7.1: Recommendation system created by the Gibss, ARD and MARD model, respectively.

However, there is something slightly deceitful about Figure 7.1. We have deliberately
chosen a song that all three models were able to predict somewhat precisely making
MARD’s system look much poorer that the others. Let us remember that this is not the
case for most of the songs, as not even half were captured by ARD’s intervals and even

less by Gibbs. Let us analyse one setting where the models do not fare so well.
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In Figure 7.2 we can see how the other models can end up stuck far from the target
and choose poorly, while MARD has a bigger probability to succeed. Not only that, but if
the user had few songs in his database that matched with the emotion he was aiming for,
Gibbs and ARD could return very few pieces or nothing at all, due to their limited space.

Or if the user wanted 20 ou more songs rather than just 10, both would also fall short,

while MARD would be able to provide a reasonable estimate.

Valence values
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Figure 7.2: Recommendation system created by the Gibss, ARD and MARD model, respectively.

In this case, for a piece not as well predicted.

Overall, the usage of modern statistical methods offered some very interesting insights
and possibilities as the models proposed were able to explore this data in new forms,
generating unseen results. We hope that this endeavour encourages more statisticians to

look into Music Emotion Recognition and keep proposing new developments to the field.
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Appendix A

Equivalence between the Bayesian
and classical LASSO

Here let us prove that model described by lines 1,2 and 4 in Equation 4.3 in Chapter 4 has
the same maximum a posteriori estimation as the classical LASSO. In this scenario, we
consider \ is fixed and o2 is known. Let X € R™ P be the matrix containing the explanatory
variables, where n in the number of observations and p the number of parameters; y € R"
will represent the response variable. Assume that each ; follows independent Laplace
distributions with common parameter lambda and work through the necessary calculations

to find the equivalence between these approaches.

We can assume the response variable y to follow a normal distribution with mean
504—2;’:1 Bjx;; and o® variance. Joining the likelihood L with the Laplace prior distribution
previously defined we find the following posterior p(5|X,y):

p(BIX,y) o< L(y|8, X)p(B)

Now we must verify that the [ estimated by this posterior is equal to the one estimated
by LASSO regularization. First let us apply the logarithmic function to this equation,

since maximizing a function is analog to maximizing its logarithm:
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n n P 2
toa(p(PIX,y)) o< log ((\/%) %eXp (% > (Yz‘ — Bo — Zﬁjl‘w) - l%))
i=1 j=1

n

o log [(\/%)n%} - (2;; (yz 5025]%)2'%)

Since we wish for the value of 3 which maximizes the posterior:

n n 2
angmax (41X v)) = angmaxtog | () 2] | o > <yz o Zﬁﬂw> _

BERP BERP

n

2
(1 18]
= argmin 557 (y2 Bo — ZB]J?Z]) -

BERP =1
p
“p2 )

= argmin
BERP p
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which matches the LASSO regularization:

n P 2 P
— z(yi—ﬁo—zﬁjxﬁ) 3
p j=1

BER? \ 41

with A\ = —2%.

75



Appendix B

Computation of the full conditional
distributions of the Bayesian LASSO

Here we will develop the necessary calculations in order to implement the Gibbs sampler
used in Chapter 4. That is, we will find the model’s conditional posteriors we intend to

sample from. The model is identical to the one laid out in Equation 4.4:

y|B, B0, 0% ~N(xi'B,0%), i=1,...n
60 ~ Flat
o? ~ 1G(a,b)
. (B.1)
Bilvy ~N(0,%), j=1,...,p
VA ~exp(A/2), j=1,....p
A~ T(c,d).

We can derive the following calculations for implementing the Gibbs sampler:
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(B0, B, 7, A, 0%1X) o p(y|Bo, B, % X)p(Bo)p () p(\)p(v|A\)p(B]Y)
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Observing the full posterior in Equation B.2 we can calculate the conditional posterior
for each variable by discarding the terms not related to the variable of interest and
observing which distribution it can be recognized as. In some cases, such as 3, and 3; the
quadratic form stands out quite easily, while 02 and \ were respectively identified as an
Inverse Gamma and Gamma distributions, with v; having presented characteristics of a

more unusual distribution, the Generalized Inverse Gaussian.

B.1 Conditional distribution of j

In order to derive the parameters of the distribution for Sy we will explore the first and

second moments of the normal distribution:
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60’ﬁ7’77 )\7027X ~ N(ﬁé\/l7682)

o) =3 =B

: 202
=1
9'(Bo) = Ly 2(yi — Bo — B'x)
0 20_2 - % 0 )
1 n

' (B) =5 =B ==
B.2 Conditional distribution of o2

n o aToN2
02‘507/6777)\7}( : Wexp{z (yz /80 ,6 Xz) 2V}

: 202
=1

—_

n ] —
02|607ﬂ777>‘7XN1G<§+V7§Z<yi _BO _ﬂTXZ) _V)

=1

B.3 Conditional distribution of A\
530

1 p
)\|0'2,/60,,8,’7,XNF<]?+C7CZ+527]‘)

J=1

)\|0-27/807/877aX : )\p-i—c—l exp{ — A

B.4 Conditional distribution of ~;

A 1 1
7j|>\70-27607ﬂ7X : exp{ - EVj}ﬁeXP{ - ﬁﬁf}

1 1 j

:7_2exp{—§ A%—l—%
1

%IA 0%, Bo, B, X ~ GIG(I?Z 50 = /\7525]2)
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B.5 Conditional distribution of j;

Here, we will replicate the process done for 3y to discover the parameters of 3;’s distribution:

1 ] — ,
Bilv;, A, 02, Bo, X : exp { — [gﬁf + 257 (yi — Bo — lez(l) . Bjxl(J) . 5p$£p))2] }
J i=1
9(767]-)
/ 1 1 . T (9)
g9'(6;) = 2_7'2@ + 202 Z(?/z — Bo — B x:)2(—x;")
J i=1
R ST 0 ) ®)
—f——zzﬂﬁi (yi = Bo — Py’ — -+ = Bjay” — - = Bpx; )
RE R -
B L&) T (=) ()
~ 52 sz (i = Bo — B_pyx; 7 — Bjay")
Vi i=1
. 2
B 1 ) T o, LN |o
:7_22% (yi — Bo — B_jX; )"‘gﬁjz z; | =0
J i=1 i=1

@M:[la% [<” Zx (i = 5o = BLyx )
1 1< 1

i=1
6j|7j7)‘70-2)/807XN N( j ’6; )

(B.7)
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Appendix C

Automatic Relevance Determination

Calculations

Here we will develop the calculations mentioned in Chapter 5. Let us begin with q*(3, 7, «).
First let us remember the posterior distribution, where y can mean either Arousal or
Valence, since they are modeled identically. It is also worth reminding that the normal

distribution for y is parametrized by the precision, rather than variance.

n

p(Y7137T7a‘X) = HN(yilxiT/BaT) X [N(/6|07leag(a))r(7—‘a07bO)]X

» (C.1)
[H T (crg|co, do)]
d=1
Recalling that the variational family will be factorized as
a8, 7,2) = q(B,7) [ aley) (C.2)

J=1

Where each q(«;) is independent.

Now let us find the CAVI’s updating rules q*(3,7) and q*(a). Both calculations
are somewhat straightforward, with the posterior being reorganized. It is worth noting
that we progressively discarded values that do not relate to the variables in question as
the calculations advanced and all expected values were calculated with respect to the

variational distribution.

Finding q*(3, 7):
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q"(8,7) x exp{Eq[log p(y, B, 7, | X)]}
oc exp{Eq[log p(y[8, 7, X) + log p(B, T|x) + log p(av)] }
o exp{Eq[logp(y|B, 7, X) 4+ log p(B, 7|a)]}

n

Z [% log(7) — %T(Yi —x;' B)°

i=1

1
X exp {]Ea + 3 log(mPaq, ..., ap)—

L3 - -]

2 2 2

=1

X exp {2 log(71) — I Z(yz -x;"B)” + P log(7)+

%]Ea log(aq,...,ap)] — %QTEQ X8 + (ag — 1) log(T) — b(ﬂ'}

n

-3 [Zm ~x7B)2 -

=1 (C.3)

R R 1] -7 [ﬂT ( ; xixi? — Ea[diag(a)]> &,

—28") xiyi+ > yi +2bo }
=1 =1

= exp { log(r) | 5 + 5 +a0 - 1] -3 [(B ~ BTV (B~ )~

e [Tge_g('@_ﬁ*)’rv*_l(ﬁ_ﬁ*)] [Tg+a0_16_T(b0+é E?:ly?_%ﬁ*v*_lﬂ*)

X exp { log(T)

B7E,[diag(c)]3 + 2by

X exp { log(7)

BIVI'B.+ D yi+2b

i=1

N(,@\ﬁ:;rTV[l) L(7|ax,bx)

Now we need to find q*(ay):

81



OCGXp E_ ag 10gp(Y7B>Taa’X>

| }

= exp {E aq | 1ogp(¥18, 7, a0, X) +log p(B, 7| ) +1ng(a)] }

oc exp  E_q, | log(N(3]0, diag(e))T'(7]ao, bo) +10g(r(04d|00,do))] }

1 1
X exp {Ead 3 log(mPaq ... ) — §ﬁTE’1ﬁ + (ag — 1) log(7) — bo7+

1
+ §E—ad

(co — 1) log(ag) — dog

1
log(7F) — 51&% B E ., |8+

log(a; ... ap)

o< exp { gE,ad

(aO - 1>E*ad

log(7)| — boE_a, | T

+ (co — 1) log(ag) — doad}

X exp

wI’B

Oéd — —OédE_ad

T,BT,B + (Co — 1) log(ad) — doad}

X exp { log(a ( +co — 1) — Qg (do - %E—ad T/BT,@] > }
1 Qs
:exp{log < +Co—1> —ad<d0—§m+ﬂ3ﬂ*b—>}

v~

log(T'(cacx,dx))

(C.4)

After computing the update formulas in Equation 5.3, we find that:

a(B,7) ~ N (B]B., 7V.") T (as, by)

(](Oéj) ~ F(Cd*udd*)u j = ]-7 Ry Z

where
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/8*:‘/;

zxiyi]
=1

‘/*_1 = Z XiXiT -+ diag<01*/d1*a R 7Cp*/dp*)

=1

n
a*:ao+§

1 - 2 Ty r—1
b*:bo+§<2yi _/6*‘/* ,3*>

=1
1
Cj*:CO+§7 J=1....p
dj* = d()"' 5 [V;]jj—f_ﬁﬂb_ y J = 17 P

83



Bibliography

[Aljanaki et al., 2015] Aljanaki, A., Yang, Y., and Soleymani, M. (2015). Emotion in
music task at mediaeval 2015. In MediaEval 2015, pages 14-15, Wurzen, Germany.
MediaEval 2015 Workshop.

[Aljanaki et al., 2017] Aljanaki, A., Yang, Y., and Soleymani, M. (2017). Developing a

benchmark for emotional analysis of music. PLoS ONE.

[Babacan et al., 2010] Babacan, S. B., Molina, R., and Katsaggelos, A. (2010). Bayesian
compressive sensing using laplace priors. [EEE Transactions on Image Processing,
19(1):53-63.

[Bishop, 2006] Bishop, C. (2006). Pattern Recognition and Machine Learning. Springer,
New York, NY 10036. 212-431-4370, USA, 1st. edition.

[Blei et al., 2017] Blei, D. M., Kucukelbir, A., and McAuliffe, J. D. (2017). Variational
inference: A review for statisticians. Journal of the American Statistical Association,
112(518):859-877.

[Bos, 2002] Bos, C. S. (2002). A comparison of marginal likelihood computation methods.
In Hdirdle W., Ronz B. (eds) Compstat, pages 111-116. Physica, Heidelberg.

[Broderick and Steorts, 2014] Broderick, T. and Steorts, R. (2014). Variational bayes for
merging noisy databases. arXiw:1410.4792.

[Cabrera, 1999] Cabrera, D. (1999). Psysound: A computer program for psychoacoustical
analysis. In Proceedings of the Australian Acoustical Society Conference, pages 47-54,

Melbourne. Australian Acoustical Society.

[Casella and Berger, 2001] Casella, G. and Berger, R. L. (2001). Statistical Inference.
Cengage Learning, Boston, Massachusetts, EUA, 2nd edition.

84



[Coutinho et al., 2014] Coutinho, E., Deng, J., and Schuller, B. (2014). Transfer learning
emotion manifestation across music and speech. In 2014 International Joint Conference
on Neural Networks (IJCNN), Beijing, China. IEEE.

[Cover and Thomas, 2006] Cover, T. M. and Thomas, J. A. (2006). Elements of Informa-

tion Theory. Wiley-Interscience, 2nd. edition.

[Devroye, 2014] Devroye, L. (2014). Random variate generation for the generalized inverse

gaussian distribution. Statistics and Computing, 24(2):239-246.

[Diniz et al., 2010] Diniz, P. S. R., B., D. S. E. A., and Netto, S. L. (2010). Digital Signal
Processing: System Analysis and Design. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK,
2nd edition.

[Drugowitsch, 2013] Drugowitsch, J. (2013). Variational bayesian inference for linear and
logistic regression. arXiv:1310.5438.

[Feng et al., 2003] Feng, Y., Zhuang, Y., and Pan, Y. (2003). Popular music retrieval by
detecting mood. In 26th Annual International ACM SIGIR Conference on Research and

Development in Information Retrieval, pages Vol 2, 375-376, Toronto, Canada: ACM.
SIGIR 2003.

[Gupta and Nagar, 1999] Gupta, A. K. and Nagar, D. K. (1999). Matriz Variate Distri-
butions. Chapman and Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, Florida, 1st edition.

[Horn and Johnson, 1991] Horn, R. A. and Johnson, C. R. (1991). Topics in Matriz
Analysis. Cambridge University Press, One Liberty Plaza, New York, NY 10006, USA,
2nd edition.

[Hu et al., 2009] Hu, X., Downie, J. S., and Ehmann, A. F. (2009). Lyric text mining in
music mood classification. In 10th International Society for Music Information Retrieval
Conference, page 411-416, Kobe, Japan. ISMIR 2009.

[Inman and Bradley, 2007] Inman, H. F. and Bradley, E. L. (2007). The overlapping
coefficient as a measure of agreement between probability distributions and point

estimation of the overlap of two normal densities. Communications in Statistics -
Theory and Methods, 18(10).

[Jourdain, 2008] Jourdain, R. L. (2008). Music, the Brain, and Ecstasy: How Music
Captures Our Imagination. Quill, 182 Whitley Mills Rd, Fort Mill, SC 29715, USA, 1st.

edition.

85



[Jorgensen, 1981] Jorgensen, B. (1981). Statistical Properties of the Generalized Inverse

Gaussian Distribution. Springer, new York City, 1 edition.

[Katayose et al., 1988] Katayose, H., Imai, M., and Inokuchi, S. (1988). Sentiment extrac-
tion in music. In 9th International International Conference on Pattern Recognition,

page 1083-1087, Rome, Italy. IEEE Computer Society Press.

[Kullback and Leibler, 1951] Kullback, S. and Leibler, R. A. (1951). On information and
sufficiency. The Annals of Mathematical Statistics, 22(1).

[Leman et al., 2005] Leman, M., Vermeulen, V., de Voogdt, L., Moelants, D., and Lesaffre,
M. (2005). Prediction of musical affect using a combination of acoustic structural cues.
Journal of New Music Research, 34(1).

[Li and Ogihara, 2003] Li, T. and Ogihara, M. (2003). Detecting emotion in music. In
4th International Symposium on Music Information Retrieval, page 239-240, Baltimore,
Maryland, USA. ISMIR. - 2003.

[Li et al., 2011] Li, T., Ogihara, M., and Tzanetakis, G. (2011). Music Data Mining. CRC

Press, Boca Raton, Flérida, 1st edition.

[Macedo and Oliveira, 2013] Macedo, H. D. and Oliveira, J. N. (2013). Typing linear
algebra: A biproduct-oriented approach. Science of Computer Programming, 78(11).

[Magnus and Neudecker, 1988] Magnus, I. and Neudecker, H. (1988). Matriz Differential
Calculus with Applications in Statistics and Econometrics. John Wiley & Sons Ltd,
Baffins Lane, Chichester, West Sussex PO19 1UD, England, 3rd. edition.

[Minka, 2005] Minka, T. (2005). Divergence measures and message passing. Technical

report, Microsoft Research.

[Minsky, 1982] Minsky, M. (1982). Music, Mind, and Brain: The Neuropsychology of
Music. Springer, New York, NY 10036. 212-431-4370, USA, 1st. edition.

[Montgomery et al., 2013] Montgomery, D. C., Peck, E. A.; and Vining, G. G. (2013).

Introduction to Linear Regression Analysis. Wiley, Hoboken, 5th edition.

[Panda, 2019] Panda, R. (2019). Emotion-based Analysis and Classification of Audio
Music. D.Sc. thesis, Universidade de Coimbra, Coimbra, Portugal.

[Park and Casella, 2008] Park, T. and Casella, G. (2008). The bayesian lasso. Journal of
the American Statistical Association, 103(482):681-686.

36



[Rossi et al., 2005] Rossi, P. E., Allenby, G. M., and McCulloch, R. (2005). Bayesian
Statistics and Marketing. John Wiley & Sons Ltd, Baffins Lane, Chichester, West Sussex
PO19 1UD, England, 1st. edition.

[Russell, 1980] Russell, J. A. (1980). A circumplex model of affect. Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology, 39(6):1161-1178.

[Santosa and Symes, 1986] Santosa, F. and Symes, W. W. (1986). Linear inversion of band-
limited reflection seismograms. SIAM Journal on Scientific and Statistical Computing,

7(4):1307-1330.

[Schmidt and Kim, 2011] Schmidt, E. M. and Kim, Y. E. (2011). Learning emotion-based
acoustic features with deep belief networks. In 2011 IEEE Workshop on Applications of
Signal Processing to Audio and Acoustics, page 65—68, New Paltz, NY, USA. WASPAA
2011.

[Song et al., 2012] Song, Y., Dixon, S., and Pearce, M. (2012). A survey of music recom-
mendation systems and future perspectives. In The 9th International Symposium on
Computer Music Modeling and Retrieval (CMMR), London, UK.

[Statovic, 2017] Statovic (2017). Implementation of the devroye (2014) algo-
rithm for sampling from the generalized inverse gaussian (gig) distribution.

mathworks.com /matlabcentral /fileexchange /53594-gigrnd-p-a-b-samplesize.

[Tibishirani, 1996] Tibishirani, R. (1996). Regression shrinkage and selection via the lasso.
Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, 58(1):267-288.

[Tibshirani et al., 2013] Tibshirani, R., M., J. G., Hastie, T., and Witten, D. (2013). An
Introduction to Statistical Learning. Springer, New York City, 1st edition.

[Tzanetakis and Cook, 2002] Tzanetakis, G. and Cook, P. (2002). Musical genre classifi-
cation of audio signals. IEEE Transactions on Audio, Speech, and Language Processing,
10(5):293-302.

[Verma and Tiwary, 2017] Verma, G. K. and Tiwary, U. S. (2017). Affect representation
and recognition in 3d continuous valence—-arousal-dominance space. Multimedia Tools

and Applications volume, 76(2).

[Wieczorkowska et al., 2005] Wieczorkowska, A. A., Synak, P., Lewis, R., and Ras$, Z. W.

(2005). Extracting emotions from music data. In International Symposium on Method-

87



ologies for Intelligent Systems 2005: Foundations of Intelligent Systems, page 456465,
Saratoga Springs, NY, USA. ISMIS - 2005.

[Wipf and Nagarajan, 2007] Wipf, D. and Nagarajan, S. (2007). A new view of automatic

relevance determination. NIPS.

[Yang and Lee, 2004] Yang, D. and Lee, W. (2004). Disambiguating music emotion using

software agents. In 5th International Conference on Music Information Retrieval, page
52-58, Barcelona, Spain. ISMIR.

[Yang et al., 2008] Yang, Y., Lin, Y., Su, Y., and Chen, H. (2008). A regression approach

to music emotion recognition. IEEE Transactions on Audio, Speech, and Language
Processing, 16(2):448-457.

88



	List of Tables
	List of Figures
	List of Alghorithms
	1 Introduction
	2 A Brief Overview of Music Emotion Recognition
	2.1 Discrete approaches
	2.2 Continuous approaches
	2.3 Our approach

	3 The Database
	3.1 The Database for Emotional Analysis of Music database
	3.2 Preprocessing

	4 Music Emotion Recognition Via the Bayesian LASSO
	4.1 Why Bayesian Inference?
	4.2 Linear regression with the LASSO
	4.3 Bayesian LASSO
	4.4 Implementation and results
	4.5 Final thoughts on the basic Bayesian model

	5 Employing Variational Inference and Automatic Relevance Determination in Music Emotion Recognition
	5.1 Modeling with Variational Inference
	5.2 Feature selection with Automatic Relevance Determination
	5.3 Employing VI and ARD
	5.4 Results

	6 Developing Multivariate Automatic Relevance Determination in Music Emotion Recognition
	6.1 Introducing a bivariate model
	6.1.1 Creating the foundation for MARD

	6.2 Developing the model
	6.2.1 Likelihood
	6.2.2 Computation of variational distributions
	6.2.3 Developing calculations for CAVI's updating rules

	6.3 Predictive distribution
	6.4 Testing MARD in a controlled setting
	6.5 Results from MARD
	6.5.1 Conclusions


	7 Conclusion
	A Equivalence between the Bayesian and classical LASSO
	B Computation of the full conditional distributions of the Bayesian LASSO
	B.1 Conditional distribution of 0
	B.2 Conditional distribution of 2
	B.3 Conditional distribution of 
	B.4 Conditional distribution of j
	B.5 Conditional distribution of j

	C Automatic Relevance Determination Calculations

