arXiv:2308.13536v1 [cs.IR] 15 Aug 2023

Implicit ZCA Whitening Effects of Linear Autoencoders for Recommendation

Katsuhiko Hayashi^1 and Kazuma Onishi^2

1Faculty of IST, Hokkaido University 2School of Engineering, Hokkaido University

Abstract

Recently, in the field of recommendation systems, linear regression (autoencoder) models have been investigated as a way to learn item similarity. In this paper, we show a connection between a linear autoencoder model and ZCA whitening for recommendation data. In particular, we show that the dual form solution of a linear autoencoder model actually has ZCA whitening effects on feature vectors of items, while items are considered as input features in the primal problem of the autoencoder/regression model. We also show the correctness of applying a linear autoencoder to low-dimensional item vectors obtained using embedding methods such as Item2vec to estimate item-item similarities. Our experiments provide preliminary results indicating the effectiveness of whitening low-dimensional item embeddings.

1 Introduction

E-commerce has become an indispensable part of our daily lives. Recommender systems help users find products they want to buy on e-commerce sites and have a wide range of applications, such as in movie recommendations and product recommendations. Collaborative filtering (CF) is one of the most widely used approaches in recommender systems. Nearest neighbor CF approaches are divided into user-based and item-based ones. In item-based collaborative filtering (ICF), recommendations to users are made by finding items that are similar to other items that a given user has already had an interaction with. Therefore, the similarity measure between two items plays an important role in the ICF approach. While early ICF models used such statistical measures as Pearson correlation and cosine similarity [21, 11, 5], model-based methods [15, 9, 18] have recently been investigated as a way to learn item similarity. In particular, ICF models based on linear regressions (autoencoders) [15, 18, 8, 14] have achieved current state-of-the-art performances on several benchmark datasets for implicit recommendation.

As to the reason for the empirical success of linear autoencoders, in this study, we reveal that they actually have ZCA whitening [10] effects on recommendation data. The whitening transformation removes correlations between the feature dimensions of the item vectors, and the item-item similarity estimated from the transformed vectors improves the quality of the recommendations. Our finding also has the following empirical contribution:

• Whitening Item Embeddings: In the field of natural language processing, it is known that whitening word embeddings improves the performance of various retrieval and similarity tasks [19, 7]. Analogously, embedding methods such as Item2vec [1], which learns a latent semantic feature vector representation of items, are useful in the field of information retrieval. Thus, whitening item embeddings is expected to improve recommendation performance. Our experiments provide preliminary results that show the effectiveness of whitening low-dimensional item embeddings.

Notation and Preliminaries Vectors are represented by boldface lowercase letters, e.g., a. 0_D and 1_D are D-dimensional vectors of zeros and ones, respectively. Matrices are represented by boldface capital letters, e.g., A. The i-th row of a matrix A is represented by a_{i:}, and the j-th column of A is represented by a_{:j} . The element (i, j) of a matrix A is denoted by a_{ij} . A^T and A^{−1} denote the transpose and inverse of a matrix A, respectively. I_D denotes the D-dimensional identity matrix. diag(A) is the diagonal of a square matrix A. diagMat(a) denotes the diagonal matrix whose diagonal is the vector a.

2 Item-based Neighborhood Model

Let U and I be sets of users and items, respectively. Like in many papers on recommender systems [15, 18, 5], we consider implicit feedback data. Here, the user-item interaction matrix X can be considered to be a binary one:

X = x_{11} x_{12} · · · x_{1|I|} x_{21} x_{22} · · · x_{2|I|} . . . . ... . . x_{|U|1} x_{|U|2} · · · x_{|U||I|} ∈ {0, 1}^{|U|×|I|}.

where x_{ui} = 1 represents that there is an interaction between user u and item i. If there is no interaction between u and i, then x_{ui} = 0.

To make recommendations for a user u, item-based neighborhood collaborative filtering (ICF) models [11] require pre-computed similarities associated with each item-item pair from X. We denote an item-item similarity matrix as B ∈ R^{|I|×|I|} , where b_{ij} is the similarity between two items i and j. The item set that the user u has interacted with is represented by y_{(u)} ∈ {0, 1}^{|I|}, where the j-th element is 1 if there is an interaction between u and j, otherwise 0. Accordingly, ICF models simply compute user u’s preference score s_{ui} on item i as the following dot-product s_{ui} = y^T_{(u)}b_{:i}, where b_{:i} is the i-th column of B.

3 Shallow Linear Autoencoders

As the previous section shows, a key step in ICF methods is to estimate the item-item similarity matrix B ∈ R^{|I|×|I|} from X ∈ {0, 1}^{|U|×|I|}. While early ICF approaches used such statistical measures as Pearson correlation and cosine similarity [21, 11, 5], model-based methods [15, 9, 18] have recently been investigated as a way to learn item similarity. In this section, we introduce shallow linear autoencoder models [15, 18] that learn the item-item similarity matrix as a regression problem.

3.1 Linear Autoencoder with L2 Regularization

Linear autoencoders can be trained with the multivariate least squares fitting approach. The linear algebraic formulation can be represented as a ridge linear regression problem:

^B = arg min B { ||X − XB||^2_F + λ||B||^2_F } (1) where λ > 0 is a regularization parameter. The closed form solution of the above equation is given as

^B = (X^TX + λI_{|I|})^{−1}X^TX (2)

or, equivalently [17],

^B = X^T(XX^T + λI_{|U|})^{−1}X. (3)

For a proof of the equivalence between Eqs.(2) and (3), we refer the read to the Appendix A of the paper [3] (in the case of |I| > |U|) and our Appendix A (in the case of |U| > |I|). Note that though the minimization of Eq.(1) is achieved in an obvious way (B = I_{|I|}), diag (B) = 0_{|I|} is imposed as a constraint condition in practical linear autoencoder models like SLIM [15] and EASE [18].

3.2 EASE: Linear Autoencoder with Diagonal Constraints [18]

Steck [18] introduced a linear autoencoder model, called EASE. The objective function of EASE for learning the item-item similarity matrix B is:

^B_{EASE} = arg min B { ||X − XB||^2_F + λ||B||^2_F } s.t. diag (B) = 0_{|I|}.

The optimization problem can be solved with the following Lagrangian:

L = ||X − XB||^2_F + λ||B||^2_F + 2α^T diag (B)

where α = [α_1, . . . , α_{|I|}]^T is the vector of Lagrange multipliers. By setting the derivative to zero, we derive the estimate of the similarity matrix B:

^B_{EASE} = (X^TX + λI_{|I|})^{−1}(X^TX − diagMat (α)).

By imposing the constraint diag( ^B_{EASE}) = 0 and defining ^P = (X^TX + λI_{|I|})^{−1}, α is determined as α = 1_{|I|} ⊘ diag(^P) − λ1_{|I|}. Steck [18] showed that the solution can be derived in the following closed form:

^B_{EASE} = I_{|I|} − ^P diagMat (1_{|I|} ⊘ diag(^P))

where ⊘ denotes elementwise division.

4 Relationship between Linear Autoencoder and ZCA Whitening

4.1 ZCA Whitening (Zero-phase Component Analysis)

Whitening is an operation that eliminates correlations between features in a data sample. That is, correlation between any two components x_i and x_j of a sample vector x = [x_1, . . . , x_D] in the D-dimensional feature space is reduced to zero. In the following, we assume that a feature vector of each sample is centered; i.e.,^1_D ∑_D i=1 x_i = 0. Given N data samples X = [x_1, . . . , x_N ] ∈ R^{D×N} , the correlation coefficients between features are represented by the following covariance matrix:

Φ_X = 1 N XX^T.

We now consider a linear transformation P ∈ R^{D×D} of feature vectors:

w_n = Px_n (n = 1, . . . , N).

Accordingly, the covariance matrix of the transformed vectors W = [w_1, . . . , w_N ] is defined as: Φ_W = 1 N WW^T.

The purpose of whitening is to find a projection matrix P that makes the covariance matrix Φ_W be the identity matrix I_D. If Φ_W = I_D, P must satisfy the following equation:

P^TP = Φ^{−1}_X . (4)

P that satisfies Eq.(4) can be represented by using the eigenvectors U of XX^T.

XX^T = UΣU^T

where U is a square D × D matrix whose i-th column is the i-th eigen vector of XX^T, and Σ is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal elements are the corresponding eigenvalues, d_{ii} = λ_i. Since Σ is an orthogonal matrix (U^TU = UU^T = I_D), Φ^{−1}_X can be denoted by UΣ^{−1}U^T. In zero-phase component Analysis (ZCA) or ZCA whitening [10], we use

P_{ZCA} = UΣ^{−1/2}U^T

as a transformation matrix P. In practice, noise ϵ is often added to the diagonal of Σ:

P_{ZCA} = U(Σ + ϵI_D)^{−1/2}U^T.

4.2 Whitening Effects of Linear Autoencoders

Linear Autoencoder with L2 Regularization First, we consider the ZCA whitening transformation of the user-item interaction matrix X ∈ {0, 1}^{|U|×|I|} (here, we assume |U| > |I|): W = P_{ZCA}X

where P_{ZCA} = U(Σ + ϵI_{|U|})^{−1/2}U^T. Note that U and Σ are the eigen vector and eigenvalue matrices of XX^T. After this whitening transformation, we simply consider ^B_{ZCA} = W^TW

as an item-item similarity matrix for ICF-based recommender systems.

Now let us rewrite ^B_{ZCA}:

^B_{ZCA} = W^TW = (P_{ZCA}X)^T(P_{ZCA}X)

= X^T ( U(Σ + ϵI_{|U|})^{−1/2}U^T )( U(Σ + ϵI_{|U|})^{−1/2}U^T ) X = X^T ( U(Σ + ϵI_{|U|})^{−1}U^T ) X = X^T ( UΣU^T + ϵUU^TUU^T )_{−1} X = X^T ( XX^T + ϵI_{|U|} )_{−1} X (= Eq.(3)) = ( X^TX + ϵI_{|I|} )_{−1} X^TX (= Eq.(2)).

Refer to our Appendix A for details on the final transformation. This result clearly shows a connection between the shallow linear autoencoder and ZCA whitening. We can see that linear autoencoders actually have implicit ZCA whitening-like effects on feature vectors of items^1, while items are considered as input features in the primal problem of the autoencoder models.

Linear Autoencoder with Diagonal Constraints As pointed out in the paper [14], the solution of EASE can be divided into two terms: regularization and diagonal constraints. The former regularization part is equivalent to the solution of linear autoencoder with L2 regularization:

^B_{EASE} = (X^TX + λI_{|I|})^{−1}X^TX

^B_{ZCA} − ( X^TX + λI_{|I|} )_{−1} diagMat(α).

This result shows that EASE also has implicit whitening effects on item vectors. From [14], it is known that the latter diagonal constraint part plays a role that penalizes the impact of unpopular items. In future work, we will further investigate the role of the diagonal constraint part from the view point of the data preprocessing stage.

Whitening Item Embeddings Several studies [1, 6, 8] have shown that a latent semantic representation of items is useful for estimating item similarity. We consider item embeddings E ∈ R^{D×|I|} , where D < |I| is the dimension size of the item embedding. Our finding on a relationship between the linear autoencoder and ZCA whitening shows the correctness of using a linear autoencoder on item embeddings:

^B = arg min B { ||E − EB||^2_F + λ||B||^2_F } . The final solution is ^B = (E^TE + λI_{|I|})^{−1}E^TE.

In the case of D < |I|, by using Lemma 9 of the paper [3], we can transform the above equation into

^B = E^T(EE^T + λI_D)^{−1}E.

1In general, linear autoencoder models for recommendation data do not assume that input data are centered.

Moreover, we can further transform this equation as follows:

^B = E^T(EE^T + λI_D)^{−1}E

= E^T(UΣU^T + λUI_DU^T)^{−1}E = E^TU(Σ + λI_D)^{−1}U^TE = E^TU(Σ + λI_D)^{−1/2}U^TU(Σ + λI_D)^{−1/2}U^TE = (P_{ZCA}E)^T(P_{ZCA}E)

where UΣU^T is the eigenvalue decomposition of EE^T and P_{ZCA} denotes U(Σ + λI_D)^{−1/2}U^T. The result shows that the linear autoencoder implicitly decorrelates latent features of item embeddings through the ZCA whitening process.

5 Experiments

5.1 Datasets and Evaluation Metrics

We conducted experiments on two publicly available datasets:

• MovieLens 20 Million (ML-20M) [4]: 136,677 users and 20,108 movies with about 10.0 million interactions,

• Netflix Prize (Netflix) [2]: 463,435 users and 17,769 movies with about 56.9 million interactions,

For a fair comparison, we followed the experimental settings used in [12] and kept the same pre-processing steps^2.

The experiments considered two ranking metrics, Recall@R and the truncated NDCG (NDCG@R), where R is a cut-off hyper-parameter [12]. Here, ω(r) is defined as the item at rank r, I[·] as the indicator function, and I_u as the held-out unobserved items that a user u will interact. Recall@R for user u is

Recall@R := R∑ r=1 I[ω(r) ∈ I_u] min(R, |I_u|) . 2The program code is provided by the authors of [13]:

https://github.com/samlobel/RaCT_CF/blob/master/setup_data.py.

Table 1: Comparison of recommendation performances: * and ** denote results transcribed from [12] and [18], respectively. ML-20M Netflix Model Recall@20 NDCG@100 Recall@20 NDCG@100

Embed (Inner Product) 0.279 0.317 0.246 0.279 Embed+AE 0.372 0.402 0.353 0.385 Embed+EASE 0.361 0.394 0.341 0.375

*SLIM [15] 0.370 0.401 0.347 0.379 **EASE [18] 0.391 0.420 0.362 0.393 *WMF [6] 0.360 0.386 0.316 0.351 *CDAE [20] 0.391 0.418 0.343 0.376 *Mult-VAE [12] 0.395 0.426 0.351 0.386 RaCT [13] 0.403 0.434 0.357 0.392

The truncated discounted cumulative gain (DCG@R) is

DCG@R := R∑ r=1 2^{I[ω(r)∈Iu]} − 1 log (r + 1) . NDCG@R is obtained by dividing DCG@R by its best possible value where all the held-out items are ranked at the top.

5.2 Results

In section 4.2, we showed that linear autoencoders have ZCA whiteninglike effects on item feature vectors. In our experiments, we investigated how linear autoencoders improve the quality of item embeddings. Using a singular value decomposition X = UΣV^T, we computed item embeddings E = Σ^{1/2}V^T ∈ R^{D×|I|} . To estimate item similarity, we applied a linear autoencoder with L2 regularization (AE) and EASE to item embeddings, respectively. We also tried a simple inner product E^TE as a baseline itemitem similarity matrix.

The number of dimensions D was set to 800 and 4,000 for the ML-20M and Netflix datasets, respectively. The hyperparameter λ of the linear autoencoders was fixed to 200 in all settings. Note that an advantage of using low-dimensional vectors is the computational savings regarding the calculation of the inverse matrix; i.e., (EE^T + I_D)^{−1} ∈ R^{D×D} is much more efficient than (X^TX + λI_{|I|})^{−1} ∈ R^{|I|×|I|} .

Tab.1 compares recommendation performances. Our results clearly show that linear autoencoders improve the quality of the item embeddings. In particular, Embed+AE outperformed Embed+EASE. We think this is because a low-rank approximation (item embeddings) eliminates the effects of unpopular items, while the diagonal constraint part in the solution of EASE also plays the same role, as noted in Section 4.2. Therefore, we think that the normal AE already has sufficient ability to improve the quality of the item embeddings.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we have shown that linear autoencoder models have ZCA whitening-like effects on recommendation data. This finding ensures the correctness of applying a linear autoencoder model to low-dimensional item embedding vectors. Our initial experiments also reveal the effectiveness of whitening low-dimensional item embeddings.

In future work, we will try other methods to make item embeddings, such as Item2vec [1] and GloVe [16].

References

[1] O. Barkan and N. Koenigstein. Item2vec: neural item embedding for collaborative filtering. In 2016 IEEE 26th International Workshop on Machine Learning for Signal Processing (MLSP), pages 1–6. IEEE, 2016.

[2] J. Bennett, S. Lanning, et al. The netflix prize. In Proceedings of KDD cup and workshop, volume 2007, page 35. New York, NY, USA., 2007.

[3] A. Chowdhury, J. Yang, and P. Drineas. An iterative, sketching-based framework for ridge regression. In International conference on machine learning, pages 989–998. PMLR, 2018.

[4] F. M. Harper and J. A. Konstan. The movielens datasets: History and context. ACM transactions on interactive intelligent systems (tiis), 5 (4):1–19, 2015.

[5] K. Hayashi. Rethinking correlation-based item-item similarities for recommender systems. In Proceedings of the 45th International ACM SI- GIR Conference on Research and Development in Information Retrieval, pages 2287–2291, 2022.

[6] Y. Hu, Y. Koren, and C. Volinsky. Collaborative filtering for implicit feedback datasets. In 2008 Eighth IEEE international conference on data mining, pages 263–272. Ieee, 2008.

[7] J. Huang, D. Tang, W. Zhong, S. Lu, L. Shou, M. Gong, D. Jiang, and N. Duan. Whiteningbert: An easy unsupervised sentence embedding approach. arXiv preprint arXiv:2104.01767, 2021.

[8] R. Jin, D. Li, J. Gao, Z. Liu, L. Chen, and Y. Zhou. Towards a better understanding of linear models for recommendation. In Proceedings of the 27th ACM SIGKDD Conference on Knowledge Discovery & Data Mining, pages 776–785, 2021.

[9] S. Kabbur, X. Ning, and G. Karypis. Fism: factored item similarity models for top-n recommender systems. In Proceedings of the 19th ACM SIGKDD international conference on Knowledge discovery and data mining, pages 659–667, 2013.

[10] A. Kessy, A. Lewin, and K. Strimmer. Optimal whitening and decorrelation. The American Statistician, 72(4):309–314, 2018.

[11] Y. Koren, S. Rendle, and R. Bell. Advances in collaborative filtering.

Recommender systems handbook, pages 91–142, 2021.

[12] D. Liang, R. G. Krishnan, M. D. Hoffman, and T. Jebara. Variational autoencoders for collaborative filtering. In Proceedings of the 2018 world wide web conference, pages 689–698, 2018.

[13] S. Lobel, C. Li, J. Gao, and L. Carin. Ract: Toward amortized rankingcritical training for collaborative filtering. In International Conference on Learning Representations, 2019.

[14] J. Moon, H.-y. Kim, and J. Lee. It’s enough: Relaxing diagonal constraints in linear autoencoders for recommendation. arXiv preprint arXiv:2305.12922, 2023.

[15] X. Ning and G. Karypis. Slim: Sparse linear methods for top-n recommender systems. In 2011 IEEE 11th international conference on data mining, pages 497–506. IEEE, 2011.

[16] J. Pennington, R. Socher, and C. D. Manning. Glove: Global vectors for word representation. In Proceedings of the 2014 conference on empirical methods in natural language processing (EMNLP), pages 1532–1543, 2014.

[17] C. Saunders, A. Gammerman, and V. Vovk. Ridge regression learning algorithm in dual variables. 1998.

[18] H. Steck. Embarrassingly shallow autoencoders for sparse data. In The World Wide Web Conference, pages 3251–3257, 2019.

[19] J. Su, J. Cao, W. Liu, and Y. Ou. Whitening sentence representations for better semantics and faster retrieval. arXiv preprint arXiv:2103.15316, 2021.

[20] Y. Wu, C. DuBois, A. X. Zheng, and M. Ester. Collaborative denoising auto-encoders for top-n recommender systems. In Proceedings of the ninth ACM international conference on web search and data mining, pages 153–162, 2016.

[21] F. Xue, X. He, X. Wang, J. Xu, K. Liu, and R. Hong. Deep item-based collaborative filtering for top-n recommendation. ACM Transactions on Information Systems (TOIS), 37(3):1–25, 2019.

A Proof of the Equivalence of Eqs.(2) and (3) when |U| > |I| Proof.

Given a matrix X ∈ R^{|U|×|I|} , we assume |U| > |I|.

Let X = U_f Σ_f V^T be the full SVD representation of X with U^T_f U_f =

U_f U^T_f = I_{|U|} and V^TV = VV^T = I_{|I|}. Further, Σ_f = ( Σ 0 ) ∈ R^{|U|×|I|} and U_f = (U U_⊥) ∈ R^{|U|×|U|} where Σ ∈ R^{|I|×|I|} is a diagonal matrix whose diagonal entries are the singular values of X and U_⊥ ∈ R^{|U|×(|U|−|I|)} denotes the matrix of the bottom |U| − |I| left singular vectors.

We can rewrite:

XX^T + λI_{|U|} = U_f (Σ_f Σ^T_f + λI_{|U|})U^T_f . Then, we have:

^B = X^T(XX^T + λI_{|U|})^{−1}X

= X^T(U_f (Σ_f Σ^T_f + λI_{|U|})^{−1}U^T_f )X = VΣ^T_f (Σ_f Σ^T_f + λI_{|U|})^{−1}U^T_f X. (5) Here, we rewrite:

Σ^T_f (Σ_f Σ^T_f + λI_{|U|})^{−1} = (Σ 0) ( (Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1} 0 0^1_λ I_{|U|−|I|} )

= (Σ(Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1} 0) ∈ R^{|I|×|U|} . (6) We combine Eqs.(5) and (6): ^B = V(Σ(Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1} 0)U^T_f X = V(Σ(Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1} 0)(U U_⊥)^TX = VΣ(Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1}U^TX = VΣ(Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1}(Σ^{−1}V^T)(VΣU^T)X = V(Σ^2 + λ1_{|I|})^{−1}V^TX^TX = (X^TX + λI_{|I|})^{−1}X^TX (= Eq.(2)).

This shows the equivalence of Eqs.(2) and (3) when |U| > |I|.