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Abstract: This paper proposes a two-phase rating predicting framework that fuses co-clustering and non-negative
matrix factorization method. First, it uses a novel co-clustering method (BlockClust) to divide the raw rating matrix
into clusters much smaller than the original matrix. Then it employs weighted non-negative matrix factorization
algorithm to predict the unknown ratings. In virtue of co-clustering preprocessing, this method achieves a higher
predicting accuracy and efficiency on these low-dimensional and homogeneous sub-matrices. Moreover, it proposes
three update schemes for the corresponding update scenarios in recommender systems. Finally, the proposed method
is implemented together with seven types of related CF (collaborative filtering) methods. The comparisons show the
efficiency of the proposed method and its potential in large real-time recommender systems.

Key words: collaborative filtering; recommender system; co-clustering; NMF (non-negative matrix factorization)
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MovieLens $04% 4 & pbak T 41 Hoik A HAt 7 AP AR 2 5 i 09 MRS MM IR T 3% 5 ik 09 AU B L KA o4k 5 4
2o 649 5L R AL

KR VR AES R IE R A R FEE R

hEXSES: TP31] SCHRARIRED: A

HEFE R 4 (recommender system) ) H Fr A2 MR M 25 H 7 AN PEAL 75 SKOK e 757 & P S 15 BBkt ok
- HAEFFLS P BEAE B _EAE RS R AR P AN AL TR SR e M R RN H &2 O B R
Sy ARG BUB/AT SR TR U Web 2.0 g5 % 0o F R By )18 € (collaborative filtering) /&4 7 & 4t
JIT R I e Ay o B AR 2 — JE R SR AR HEAH AL R P 1) % R 7 > i P R A T (R AR W R s IR
A5 S T BE T (B A2 0 SR PR AN P 28 AL T4 AR A AT B 4 0 P & B0 5 — A7 I B ) 45 9y
[l 308 SRV B AR FATE T AN 52 AL R0 ot 1) B A 2 PRI B o 5 e DO 8 T B8 8 & DA BT IR A

13 [ BN S H A S B (1 A 2R 49 3 3 1107 P 9K A 2 X TR P BRSSP 4
S 3 AL Fodl R K, T B I R LE S AT A B 1) A N (2) B R B X
R 5 B = EUK O 0 8 1 AE AR R T R 4 b oAk 2 10 F PR AR HE 2 (0 49 ot B AT 88 R FH 1) e F P 2%
MR IE R (—ROE PN B SO B PE ) bR B AR s 2 R I,G) BUR MBI AN HEERE T
AW A T B A N N T LA P ) R RN DGR A AR TE AN T b XA P P AR A e R R E AN T 3 n o 1 U1
B SR S e DT L YR Af AT T

TIPS WA, 2 0 4 T AR 2 ) SR8 S B0 U 20040 A0 248 1) 07 2 R AR e 3 G v 0, 4 6 T 26 1)
KR G 32 849 HT (probabilistic latent semantic analysis, {#i# PLSA)P!. B8 Dirichlet 43 #T(latent Dirichlet
allocation, & F% LDA)2 5L T4 B 4 1B Y 41 757 5718 23 (singular value decomposition, & #% SVD)P!, k7
% B ) f#% (non-negative matrix factorization, & #k NMF)1%% 38 4 RE % [] I 7E 22 AN 4 1 E 47 SR 2K i B & 28 2%
(co-clustering) J7 57t G Wi (0 HE T2 R G5 P A 21 T N FH I 28 7 ¥ fik B A 250 AR AU 11 2 55030 1 4 32, A 0 i
A 255 b B AT SRR V0 0 i A O T A G 1 B2 U B 7 B ) R A AL E 1 5 ¥k 70 A e A P [0 B ks T 4
A7, AL 7E 26 (online) [ 1 55 52 AR T, DA X 28 5 iE A7 78 5 £k (offline) TF S L 3RO L AR THHT % g TRl i £ e
B, JIT LAA e AR e i 28 R 7 2R 265 3 A Il 0 TED %o A B S 11005 SR FH P 6 R AR SC 4 HH — P B Y B B 4 Tl V%,
RIE A6 G 2R 28 10 07 g = R HERE (R 0 i 58 A — L8 /N8 8K )5 TR AT NMF D7 o idE— AP BH A i 261
TP A B T ER IE B TE S TN E .

AR SRS QR 3ANTT () SR T — P B R A R B s 7k A AR AR OB ) U R B e s
AR e b BB S RS (2) FRATE ] — PP R 1 2R 2 (soft co-clustering) /7 10 K %o J5UUf B0d B AT v IR B4, ml LA
W R HUE A R AR VE 3 SR ST SR IO A PR o T ) R (3) £ T — R (Y NMF #1464k gkt
AT R YE A DR FN T NMF J7 35 7E JEAT P 23 3088 ToU I Is) ) e B

K1 A ER R R——BEG R AR #2852 W AT EE R IR 5 3 WA TEH
FTIE 23 NN S5 B0 A 1 1) 38 12 X0 U7 v 28 4 1 R AT J5 VATE MovieLens FLUEVE o #0448 E 5 LAl AH
SRJTVEREAT X Ll B S 3 2 R e i FRATT IR &5 4 SO R AR R ) A,

1 HXHR
TE B BATT G ST 28t A SCrb BT 5 B s .
1.1 HhEEE

ARG DA m AP EES UR a AAES VU R T 7 i) s A B gt AT 1TV, 2y
1B A [1,MaX ying ] DX 18] P9 AR REHS0, 001 1 48 o0 2705 B BBORE BEAR IR 18 IXRE LR A T — PP A K R ISR
Ir AR L S & A iy S 6 2L AT 1) A P T PP 3 £ 2, 90 1) i 0 A T AR £ 208 DI ) 3 D £ 1
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bRt ad R R R CA P23 25 O HE ch R E I GIE A 0) D120, IR 0, 27 3 9 H bl 8 A6 by 3 — ARG R 7
FFE R A AR JNIEAT T AT 7.

Table 1 Notations used in this paper
Fz 1 AL SHIE

Notation Meaning Notation Meaning
. . The cluster set that user u belongs

R Rating matrix Cw),CO) to and the item v belongs to

Uu User set and current user U(k),V(k) Users. and items that cluster &
contains

Vi Item set and current item WoH Non-Negative matrix factorization
results

m,n Number of users and items (u,v,r) A rating record

K.k Cluster set and current cluster V(u) The item set that the user u has

rated before

Probability of cluster given user, item
plklu,v,r), p(k|u), and rating, probability of cluster given The user set which have rated
ro ster gl U®) .
plk|v), p(r| k) user, probability of cluster given item item v before
and probability of rating given cluster

LI B ) R IR FE T A A7 (memory-based) (14 7 725, Jst BRI TSR] s ) i ) AR ABLRE TR T B A
ALLRR) FH P B 00 i B 2 S0 F 23 25 AU R S vF 23 T ol A A3 I 2 R AN PE 20 J0 3R, BUMBLEZ i) 7 AR
A 4 T 4 1) 512 P 8, DA b, 1 A58 8 (modeel-based) 14 7 72 0k 452 HH O 1 g BF 5 1) B A LI 28 07 vk TR P

D5 T A5 200 (1 7 25 1 AR T T AR ARG A 10 4 R e AT 26 T SR R W 5 0 o e S FH 7 X5 400l AT U 4 1 AT 35 T
CAUE &5 g 4 JSE AR X5 A0 [ — BB B 25 1 B 38 (S8 8 L R 2R IR 2 I — 280 P 1) P o TR — 2R 2R R 1 T
AR AL VP23 8 T (1) J5 vk ] BA Gy g BRI T vy W3R 11 5 v RO I 4 A 1) R 25 K T PR I
AR 2 0Lk [2,5].

DL F R 380 £ 33 6 77 30 05 1 1) — AT 10 R 2 2 P TR U 8 o 5B I e ST M RO R E N
B TR RGN 0 (0 DR 2 8 A8 3038 0T R P 0t A W b o N i B 23 R B ] B v 4 7 1) S
R R P e — A LT AR A i e 4D ) R ) R R 2 T 4 1 S ) i R TR BT (2 )
FE A SR AT A5 BT AN 2 FOR 2% 20 — 208 ALY T, P m)cd i 500 22 B0 = 3G J 2 S I e ) A S g Y
M B2 ST VRS I T — R 3 i v s 2.
1.2 BERE

F K (clustering) 2 H A SR 1 1) P9 25 58 70— 2 10 TG MR B LR 27 20 5 ik i Ak 383 ) o SCARUA i
(RN 5 2 I T a0 2 T W PR o ) 080, R Lo R )11 2 540 et SR SIS T B ) 4 AR B BE e w5 R
LR /N () T 28 0 B A — b AR L B 285 0 g vk 0t T [k g ) R, SR FH 2R 2R S BR A (1) b B
PR AR T TR B AL B B R (2) DR VTS A . 1 AT TR 3 PR A £ s AR S W A W 9 A P R 2 T 1k
R HRAEALL IR FH 7 B8 ARARL IR 470 ot 2 T A0 L A 3 B G 2R 28 SURR Sy — 8 28 28 (bi-clustering), /& 28 R 7 VA B — b,
W) T R 4235 (gene expression)t)y SC A 4 B OISR A T L[] s of ik DRI IT Adb 2 i B985 B S0 AR L % B ]
HEAT 82K — A 00 ek T4 i B D7 s A ik ) I 5, =447 0 71 To) kst LA AR O 1 I I8 224 2% FB Al FH TG 5 28
28,8 2 TG v IR — A 2 FE AT B 2R S I B o5 2006 g — 4k B AR QAR B X — SEAR AR T AE By 1) 3 8 9 23 il U
Jyikrpti,

TR R 2 I R A B S 3 A T SR 2R B 3R AN AL BRI AT 18 PR 1 AX L 2 84 Dhillon %5 AR H T —Fh
A Kullback-Leibler(KL)"™BE 85 15 /s b b v (1156 £ B8 2 U5 15 Banerjee 28 NS T — b 7] I5) 2 18 28 031 9 B8 31

= K-LHEEX N p, (P 0) ;=2p(i)1og%.
" i
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FAT 5 5 ) &4 R E S R TE, I H G B T 1% 77 MovieLens 304 45 kAT VF 2 00 1) &5
HsAgarwal 25 AU T R R 97 e 2 PERL T (generalized linear model) i1 1 ¢ 22 R B K B8 2072, 3tk 17—
FiJET Expectation Maximization(EM)FAE R 3805 7 v2: 76 B 28 Al b, SCHR1S18E T an ol v 2 SR 2RI 280 A 4k
122 ik

DL b 1 77 9223 Jg Tl (hard ) 58 28, 4 30 02 U, S — AT B —Z1 LBt e T — /N 28001 5 SR 2B B 4R (soft) 2R 2R AH
Al Shafiei 25 AH H T 8CHEA SR I IB0%E 76 J 50 5 i BRI, 9 25 I LDA BERMZ5 L T {# H] Gibbs Sampling
HEAT AR 2 37 1) 7 1 OV B SR S B A 4 B )t 90l R0 ) 7 2 DR TR P P IR S i AN K T BB B R
H— AP

IE AR, B A — SERIF 508 6 4 BRI B2 T 20 P . George 25 N DTIER MY — ol 1 36 8 PR 066 & B8 R34 T V43
T () 5 12::COCLUST.COCLUST i Fil I F* VP43 M8 . W) P or 3548 7 BT @ 28 BIVR o0 (e . W BT I 2%
BIVE S B E AL G R BIIMIX 5 AW St A VE 43 BEAT R IE JE AT B & RIS R 4R 48 7 IR A7 31 SR
2% 3] PR N3 7 5. Chen 25 AU P — PR >4 1522 3 47 R B 408 10 7 325K TN DF 4 33 2 — R/ NMIF 20 fift 14 3
filh B3I R AS LA AR 5 1%, [ A T DA e — B A IR O VR R BLIK 7 VR IE 4T Long 45 A4 H ) =
TG MR T IR K B VA AT LA I NMF O3 i 7 3.

1.3 3EfA%ERE 53 % K ANAX 3E £ 5B P4 43 i (weighted NMF)

A R B 3 A T LUK AT 3 — > A B B 0 A 1 9 A Al G B 1 SRe R X o R ) e i 6 A 1 o 3 T
L2k 381 ARG S04 208 35 109 L b, T b St 6 I w0 o 0 3, th LA 006 00U 0 6 0ok T AR e T a9 ) A Ak
PEPP A3 A BE RN JLHEAT AE 73 BE 2 R 540 1 T AR A 1) 8

min || R, ~ W, H,., |+, st. W>0,H>0,k<min(m,n).”

PATEER R FEBEAE— ARk T 7 1) R Bl 3K TR A, Gt SR AN o G v f 52 s (s B AR 6 9 93 0 ) B g A7 Ak
T, 2 345 20 K07 1400 205 6 B AL T il b A T S 07 A R 03K G BT T K R AN DP 43 T H A A R ().
Fr CAAE VI B0 22 I R B A BRI 28 22 50 AN B 18 R R (3R 2200, X gt & AL NMF (155 2 i B0 07 ¥23 02 1 5615

indicator; =0, if R,=0 R k,
/ Yo RJEE/MEGTT TH I ER R R AL

I AFYEHRE Indicator, 5 Sk
B AIRVYEHLBE Indicator, € SCh {indicator,-j—h if R;#0

s H, ) I%,st. W>0,H>0,k<min(m,n),
Horh @4 2 4 B 42 76 2 36 (element-wise multiplication). Al [V (32548 4 vk S [6]:

min || Indicator,,, ® (R, =W,

mxk

@) _ o ((Undicator ® RYH™ ) 0
Y v ((Undicator ® (WH))HT )I./.

D g (WT (Indicator ® R))l.j o
! " (W (Indicator ® (WH))),

NMF RES A7 20 AR S04 44 82, FLA3 21 1) 23 45 AR AT B B0 S (W SRR FH P 1 DX 4k, H e e
AR 2y W 1R 4 A0E 4 5 ); R 110 NMF A8 47 76 45 B B8 AR B B (1) T B A AR B e S AR R AR IR B A R
O(|U I x| K[+ 11V x| K[, 0 B S8z 18, 55 b 2Ly 200 OB AA R LLAF 34 N84 i = 1 45 2 5(2)
NMF (¥ 53 i 45 FATAE 7 350 5 /A TR 10 80, O L5 95080 B PR AT R0 B R I A 285 D) G R (3) 2 I U S i vt
HEAVESN B HEAT AL, PR e 2% 18 T 3 22 (0 AR AU P R AR AL G IR O AR VP 205 B, 5 B0 SR K AN R .

N T BRAR T S I0 52 A FE O HLUR AT R 2 i A AR ACLIR P R0 06 D 23 [ Bl B AR DG VR A R T3,
FeA TC B 75 B 50 0F VP 43 4 B AT POLAL B L 5 72 i W I SR 2R 4 /N NMF BT 5 8 A B ) 8030 RS0 42 e 2850 Y
FOVE 3 HH o B B Ok 1 FRAT 14 T 2 TR G SR S IR P Y BV 23 U g vk

»ee JHE A 1) Frobenius Hi5E X0 || 4] =

S

1<i,j<(m,n)
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2 WHMERRBEMMNEZE

W 1 PR, AT 5 AN A BRSNS R AR P AR REAT IS SRR, S AE AT B A 12 55 R
FATAHERL Y NMF 77 3R 500 2 53] v (6 &0 07 53 SR MK P B B SRS 1) B ph 2 A P i 5, VRO T T VA A
A7 J) AR A, A 30 2 00, 210 VP 20 o R AT B3 47 160 IR 81 8 2 i, T ) &5 SR 2 A 9 DX, 2 AHARLF 2 RAR AL A7) o
AT ) BRI 3 XA SR HEAT PE 3 TN, S 56 4 SRR WY LR P R R AV S R A L I
SEREAT IO SRS mT LUK P 6h 400 ity 60 V20 )55 i Js BT AT T DR #0722 B DF 3 BRI, AT L 75 23
XA A I P A V2 TR 485 SR T PR L A 3 B e T SR PR H 0 R Il

— O -
(3 Co-Clustering Improved & Similar users
e

.. . recommendation } E
= =

Rating clusters

4 New rating ‘ \ ‘

Fig.1 Workflow of the proposed algorithm
M1 Sk

2.1 BERE

St 0] B[R] Jok 308 1) PP 00 R B REAT IE 5 2R 8, U I A7 E R A ) R

o IRITFVEAIT L H LG5 /N2 P9 0 1) £ 2 S AT R DE o T 0 2 S, P ) o 9 ) SR R
2He 2 LU At B0 H 32 9 40035k A 1 9T 1 [F) IR (co-occurrence) B85 A 1R A 9 IX 51, B 56 A2 B B8 VF 55N N 2 A 5 1R
OV VF A3 50, JL VR VE A3 TR A ALRE T SAR HEAS [, et 1 40 555 43 AR DK 11 DX 50 10 7 SCAR 43 A 45038 I
Dy HIL 1R S RGBT AN ],

o TR REIE MIEIEA I S B T HVE A AN REAR U b A 4 42 2R G vh FH 7 6 1 28 0 FRAT)
R HETE RGP B2 00 R i R S ) A B T R 1), P DA FRATIHE R 2 i R R o
LI 2], RIS P F0 ) Kl o3 B e 2000 v, 24 B2 7 R 3 8 T S i, A
LRI R Az 200 R4y

SEAT LA L 25 2 R BRI T DADR 43 5 s (1 B £ R 2R B0, Bk Ol BlockClust. B 2 LS AN L 6 4

W)t B OT 43 LB SR 48 60 L T FRATT B SR 2 5 v 5 Ak 3 R RS X LB 2(a) A Wl R R IORE
B P 2(0) R B 2(c)389 Sk F P R A A o B (A BB 45 SR 28, XA T, 1 2(b) R A4 L P 5 i g I — A2
5, T B 2(c)H R LS T 2 AN, IR e AT 4 ) i T SR SRR K 3R 2 T 2(d) A BlockClust [ 7 & B, 1T LG
A SR S S LR I T N RV AN ] DA &5 51 A P RO T4 R0 23 VP 4y i BNV 23 T e
J& T 2 AR B AR KA, BlockClust F14i VP43 A B, THEL AR A VP40 J8 T 28 B0 MESE. plu,v,r), S U2 T8 3o 25 25
2 [BAZVE 5 T B R T I AN 2800 R 2 L B i o I H I T IS S M 4R Sl ik B
JITAT (VT 43 R0 b I 10 538, BATT 0T LA 53 0 5 80 SN2 1 T P R ot g - 28 0 B2 pklu) A K p(kdv), AT I
A LA B 0 3 A 32 o RN VE A FORER p(rfk). %0 R AR B A5 08K

[p(k|u)+alx[p(k|v)+BIx[p(r| k) + 9]

klu,v,r)= 3
POV =5 k) + < [p( | v)+ BIxLp(r | K+ ] )

3

o o, 8,055 4 T b7 1E B 0 43 BT ¢ B S50 AE AT 5236 H 35— 4624 0.000 000 01.
S plk|uv.r)
k _ v=V(u) 4
S W I @
z' v=V(u)
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(Y N\ \
vl v2 v vd vS  v6 vi| v2 v3| v4 vS5 v6
[ ul ] [ ul ]
[ u2 } [ u }
u3 u3
[ u4 } [ u4 }
us us
\ A J
(a) User clustering (b) Hard co-clustering
(a) 8K (b) BEIEA SRR
4 N A
vl | v2 /vS vd VS b 4 Y D) )
vl v2]| v3 4 w5 vo
ul
ul
u 2 )
3 (113 k\ Y
u4 " )
u4 \_ w4
4
uw us (
_l J . < 4
(c) Soft co-clustering (d) Our method: BlockClust
(QR/SSEEES (d) FATIJ7 % BlockClust
Fig.2 Co-Clustering illustration
K2 BEREREE
>, plklu,v,r)
k| v) = 0 5
S Y s ®
' u=U(v)
plk|u,v,r)
pdi.v('rﬁte(r | k) = z—y (6)
2.2 plk|uv,r)
1 (r =1y )2
continuous r k = €X] 7)
Peoninions (7' 1K) Jaro, p{ 20,2 (

2
;H\:EFI, ,uk :Zpdiscrele(rlk)xrbckz :Z(r_uk) Xpd[screte(r|k) g

22 o

FEFRB B B FRATTAT LI I 22 B [ 38070 05 3 30 AT di i (0 17 23 TN, B B ] B p) DI AR R T v L 2
TR 3 1A 75 1% NMF RIS T BB () 7 vk PLSAU). 45045 2 RS IF 1] 52 2% B RIVRE A 1, BT TR P A 47 R o
3 i (WNMEF) (¥ 5 32K AT B g A B (1 VP 20 T 06 5 2R Sa 103 VP 23 J B, WINMIF - 5325 m] UAE AR J f6) I T Py
AT SSC) i 3 B /N2, LS 6 4 SR W D 43 FUU F AR S

S L BT R NMF (R 35 26 00 il 45 SR -5 SLRTAR A 3 DA O, IX B BIE 17 SCRR[2 1] 2% TR AR E i e 14
1M, Bk 32 5 38 P A A T i 2% PR T 4 R 2 DG T L

3 Y g A T BT BE LA A AR T S AT S BRI 4 A > B HEBAREDIPES, T B
YU 5 PR D 4 08 LR v (1), 6 F WNMIF F00 F) 45 SR AT AT 2 4 ARV 23 i T B ARV 23 06 T4 il B A 2K
LB G XA 1) 45 SR 2R RO BEHLAT 46 A28 3 i A1 T (00 i) B0 4 i 2 A 1] R ) JREOK 2 AH 24 11,
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DRLE, 24 L 5 3400 B j A AT 2 I, 27 20 SR ) T 1E A AR L 18y P 1) B A0 o) o X A4S
Foi AR k I TNYE S W, H Y (k= ) B AR K (1) B e — BN i T R I R A T
X5 T W H I HTAA A N 2% L8 RN O A 138 P43 AR 2 b, 0 1 A PR VR 43 i 19, R 45 7 280 I WD 46
A 22, 45 T AR T 4d AR 20t J5 I B95FR 8 Improved NMF(INMEF).
23 BEREREDH

Sh T TRCI DT 43 6 A v 1 A S 300, B AT 1) RV SR B P Y B S, LA SRR

L 1L B BT TN L

1 BB S 22K BlockClust.

BNV RE L JEE|K]).

i H AN IS BT R (R P A AR

Step 1. BEHLHIEAAL p(kluv.r) 643 D plk|u,v,r) =1,

k

Step 2. FLHE A (4 TF I plku).
Step 3. MRIZ ARG EHHH pk|v).
Step 4.1. HHE A (6 THF A EEEK p(rik).
Step 4.2. 4 A ()X p(rik) BEAT w0 W~ .
Step 5. HRHEAXG)FEH VI plklu,v,r), IR INE R 5 K & AE R 1% 077 11285,
Step 6. k4% Step 2, H 2 USK.
55 2 B B JE SRR B R D 23 Tl
BN REAS SR PR N PRI A SRR VRS R . HERERR I 5.
i L TE A S VR S B
XfTAEAN SN, 43 M HEAT T T 25 B
Step 1. BENLHIZAIL W € Ry e H € Ry iy
Step 2. AR ()WL w.
Step 3. #ZRAX Q)W H.
Step 4. k4% Step 2, H 2K
R R, ifRij #0
Step 5. Xt T ieU(k),jeV(k), R; = {W CH,. ifR =0

YL ULHTEE 1 BB Step 4.2 52X p(r{) AT i T3, B Step 4.2 AL FR A Discrete BlockClust,
HEAT T Step 4.2 I i 0r~F 1 5 B FR A Continuous BlockClust.

I )52 2 B A0 M58 1 BAY B AR IR IV) 53 2 B2 2 OCiter || ratings || x || K ||), 55 2 B BEEIIN ) 53 24 B & O(iter x
size(cluster)x || K ||). Fe 1 iter A BARIREL 56 1 B BEAE 20 LAY, EE 2 B Booh 200 4245 size(cluster) & 20 N FBAE S
JCF AN B 0 T 0] DA RR S 28 030 P 08 P 2 50 RIS, ER1 shb Tt o B P EF [ 5 2 8 Ay i 6 1), P AR AT S5 I 1)
ST

TP B B2 it b, BeAT1mT LA BRI A BlockClust HCER ISR T4 7T e J& T 2 A 200, HiF )8 T
T LSS 1) ) MR e 2 AN (] PR R R A 22 AN AN () ) T &6 S B AT TR DA R BT 38 1 U7 VR R IX AN [ 2
Al P 8PN 2t SR, AT 95 38 et 000 45 SR 1) B AR LA R A LS 4.4 1

3 EEXEH

TE S BRI R G0 rh B 10 MR 22 R A AR Al TR) I, P i A5 A P PR IR N 300058 28 00 A ok e 1 1)
73X 5 SR A A L R i I 5 (0 I R KA DR 0 R 2 ) R AR 2R 0 I T AR s R ) S, H
A A /D> BB 7 SR A AL S 1 U 2 >3 222,
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FEATSCHE AP BeoF 70 PN S5 TP A AT 2 T35 1 B Bt iie s SRR 45 R IR VF 23 FE 4t 23 1k
AR Z 5 R AR XL 7 R, P A7 55 AHADLRR) X8R 0 s L AT AR ABL D Jeg 78, DRI 0 20 EAT AR AL A 5 A7 —
LEBT B VE 23 BIIAHEAE 28 GE I, FRATT I A 2 ST 28 DA AR oA S J5UBTT Adk ) A 531, A3 B X B 4 B B A R T
A R GE T (K BTG 3 ISR . B BB 4 UL T A3 A X 3 Aol T o e 3 B4
o HHF e ZH P CAFAE I v BEAT TVF58,08 0 (v 7). CEDI D v TS (K1 8500 A D 78 07 53 (e,
v, )R %S AT T UM, A58 R T £ 5 SR AT HERE

o SHWN Ve ZM B CAFEII T w0 45 T 26VF 0,080 (u,v,,.7). AEHI u JT R IO A AN FEVF 53 (u,
VinewsP) XS TR EAT BT TN, A5 P L TN ) 8 RIEAT HERE.

o BV v, 1) e CAFAEII T w XS T CAFAE R v &5 T 2B KIPF 3,008 0 (v, e FEF T u F1HD)
ity v RIS I JEE (K1 280 A D FE VP 3 (v, e X 12 S 00 REA T ST SO, 180 ) R FOUM 140 5 SR EAT HE 77

B 77 R BT P PP 7 B0 6 2 R BRSPS TN 2 A HE 7 AR G A 21 S 0 SR SR A SR AT R A, LU R
Tl 5 B i () PP 23 B

4 SCEEM

4.1 BEISHESE

Movielens(http://www.grouplens.org/mode/73)7& B JE 7515 K 2% GroupLens />4 38 45 [¥) B 52T A0 B 42 % 4%
AT T 6 040 A7/ XF 3 706 8 L BE VT 23 U (1~5), VF48 S B 1000 000,34 9743 J5 A 16 JFH P VP43 A
20 4, Z N 2 314 S5 P I HESE T EUE 1 4L ZTINE 3 428 070 50 SRS R 76 57 2
95.53%. % HHn L M TEA S HULE 2.

Table 2 Description of MovieLens movie rating dataset

2 MovieLens HLU T Hdl 4k

User average rating Movie average rating Globa! mean #1 point #2 point #3 point #4 point #5 point
number number rating
166 270 3.58 56 161 107 534 261 156 348 883 226 266

FATAE MovieLens 548 FHEAT T 4 25056, 43 A 56 UF A SCHRE H 106 B RS S 1L B A D1 40 U 480
2 T INAST- 35 1D S sk R A B 4 2 o (R SCR 1 g BT T I — AN /N RS B8 22 560F BlockClust SRS,
SRJEAE AR B 4R LB AT V1 40 TR0 52 56, R 06 LY T A 5@ U5 ¥k 19 5 22 DL R )R 4E M BE R 1t T BlockClust
SE BRI TR VR A3 T 8 2 T N TN AT AAS P38 m DLE — 20 SO0 T 2 SR e S A TGS 3 B s A, 1 o
iR i RPRINEVE R
4.2 BERYFIEN

N T BRI, RATHRIE T MovieLens TR Z 0 10 ST &RZ M 10 NMH P ERNRE,
HJE UG id LAKAR R ITEZ W 3 B (AT 00 7 50k 1 H 5% ). AT 1K v 19 5 16 BlockClust 59 6 H
IR A R AL B 5 ASF 250 T A5 AS 250 A AH [ sl AL R PP o3 5 5 BT T AR 7] £ B3 € AR 3R AN [R] 1D V7 4,
PRI L W 3 Brom AE4e /N PF 53 H BE RS () R 32 5 7 2800 PN S8 VE 2 10 80— P, M 32 i 17 2800 PO 38
T £V A
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Rating matrix

480 260 1196 2858 25712028 589 593 1270 1210
0
1
2
3

Cluster (1) Cluster (2) Cluster (3)
480 2028 260 589 1270

1d Movie title
2858 American Beauty
260 Star Wars 4
1196 Star Wars 5
1210 Star Wars 6
480 Jurassic Park
2028 Saving Private Ryan
589 The Terminator 2
2571 The Matrix
1270 Back to the Future

593 The Silence of the Lambs

593 1210 1196

2858 2571 1680
889
1941 889
1181 3618
1150 1150
1181
2063
Cluster (4) Cluster (5)
1196 1270 480 260 2858 2571 2028 589 593

4169 4169

1015 1680

4277
889

1015

4277
889

2003 1941

Fig.3 Hot movies clustering results
3 BITHERRAR
4.3 oI

FRATIR 4 7 AR 22 A Db PR VP 43 FOUIUAE 18 P4 40 A 4 AR B S 7 2t IR I R 4 P (B BT K 4 v 1
VP43 %F 7155 RMSE(root mean square error):
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SE = ! Z (R, , —estimated )2
|TEST | .8 erest

S E . BATRH BlockClusttNMF Xt MovieLens BT PF4r il LS HE E N N a=8=9=
0.00000001. 3% 24 5l £ ) ¥ B AT 1 — 2L 92 5 0 B g5 SR LA 3 S B A A PR 582 1.66G I 5 WX
CPU,3GB W A7 453 :Python 2.5,SciPy 0.70). 24253 % 50 ik 2 de (AR AE LR K 5286 mh Befi14e—
50 5 20 .

Table 3 Relationship between cluster numbers and training time, RMSE

&3 RISV ] LA L RMSE 55 3

20% rating training set 80% rating training set
Cluster number RMSE Time (5) RMSE Time (5)

1 1.124+0.03 421.1 1.131£0.01 630.3

5 1.120+0.003 432.5 1.111£0.02 487.4

10 1.117+0.008 297.2 1.081+0.04 423.6

30 1.106+0.04 398.8 1.054+0.05 406.4

50 1.098+0.06 414.6 0.985+0.05 4324

100 1.152+0.07 584.1 1.032+0.06 593.2

B o be L AT X e T BLR 10 A U7 ¥k :INMF,PLSA,Neighborhood, COCLUST,BregCoClust+NMEF,
BregCoClust+PLSA,BregCoClust+Neighborhood, F AT 1#& H 5 2287 1L 3 P4l 45 5 ¥ Block Clust+INMF,
BlockClust+PLSA,BlockClust+Neighborhood. H i INMF & £ i 3% 411 76 1) 4R 4k By BE o 3E 1 SC ik [6] 0 1) &
1 PLSA J2& SCHR[3]HF 1 1 1 20 A5 ~F 1 J7 72 Neighborhood 77 3% & Fe A1 5 B 19 3C ik [24] F 1) 3 48 29 (8 J5
1%,COCLUST & SCHR[17]H0 £ Hi 1) B e i 2R S 10l $F 43 72, BregCoClust SEILIRI A SCHR[13]H Cs BEG 2R K
T 0T A SR R B 2 5 vk, Fedl T X 520 T Discrete BlockClust Fil Continuous BlockClust 4™ i A, 23 5]
X W P 2 R SR R T B S VR A SRR FRATT R I 5 IR A8 SUB IE (5-fold cross validation), R ¥
MovieLens JFUR VP43 B0HR ALK 400 5 00 RO B AR A0 2 20% V1 43 508, B0 o 3L 1 O B A R VI 4K,
HRAVE M, G S UGG TR R 0 B0 48 70 T A R AR, L4 80% I 1E M IR R 5 KX
FE A TR T 20% I ZRAEHN 80% I ZRA 1 25l S5 vk (1 TR &5 1. S 50 45 o) b W& 4.

Table 4 Comparison of RMSE for 10 algorithms on MovieLens dataset
F4 10 FBLAE MovieLens $4f5 4 I RMSE AR A 17 FLAS

Aleorithm 20% rating training set 80% rating training set
£ RMSE Time (s) RMSE Time (s)
INMF 14624005 9982 | 1.126x0.01 17211
PLSA 1.19440.02 _ 52712.8 | 1.093+0.02  112871.2
Neighborhood 1.392+0.02 11.9 1.371£0.03 33.1
COCLUST 2.06940.05 360 | 1.873£0.05 1156
BregCoClustHINMF 1.416£0.02 12415 | 1201+0.02 17960
BregCoClust-PLSA 12544001 102542 | 1.276£0.008  28112.7
BregCoClust+Neighborhood 1.30540.008 69.1 1.22840.005 137.2
Discrete | 1.098£0.04  303.1 | 0.985:0.05  409.6
N
BlockClust+INMF Continuous | 1.087+0.06 4146 | 1.01120.03  610.7
Discrete | 1.114+0.02 32549 | 1.071%0.02  5610.1
BlockClust+PLSA
ockClust 283 Continuous | 1.121+0.01  3682.1 | 1.068+0.01  6294.6
\ Discrete | 1.144£0.03  92.5 1.10740.02 2043
BlockClust+Neighborhood
ockClustNeighborhood | o ous | 111434002 947 | 11124003 2154

SR 45 A3 M AN S L A Neighborhood 7712576 B TR) 1 8 F B A R K 09 000 34 0L el 2 AR 22 5 M vk i
b BRI 10 PLSA,{H IR 1) 9 #E B s S 50 1 B BRI IBEAS SR 2, BRATT I W B B T0 7 2 AN AN A A B
Fr -5 NMF,PLSA,Neighborhood %5 77 72:AH LA 1R K & A, 10 HLAE WS [ F8 4% H L ZO0T NMF #1 PLSA 5035,
TR BT #E 2% ¥ 15 [17] 5 Neighborhood 7772t & AH 4 (1. 1lk #h,COCLUST F1 Bregman Bt R I 1L VI 4H
L (1 2 LAz S8 AN FRARL N FRATTHR HY 1K) BlockClust J7 9% 1] LU HY 33547 1o 30714 0 S () gk I F AN il &8
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4.4 ZERREERMRGEETN
1T BlockClust & — iR A, MR IP 20 ol e T 2 A 2801, 0F HLE 11X 28250 (1 B A7 i 22 501 1A
SE AT AT LA 18 £ 151X 2 2 001 % 1 1A TU 5 2R O 45 5 AH L (1 SR 2, AN T o5t o 2% 1) TN 4 SRR e v

(v, ) JBF SAKI(Clu) N Co) ), LA B4 3 H prob, = 5 pU;'(Z?"’:;‘;(”; T [0,1],k e[1, 7], FoI &5 549 3]
k'eK

zke[l’s]predictk x prob,
Zke[l,S]pmbk
(single) MINAL i (bagging) i I 45 2R LA 45 R WL 5,004 PO Tl 28 SR A S A T &5 2R (g e ol b A 3k — 2D
PR (&SI A5 N RMSE ¥4 2.74%~8.18% Z 113k /1M ).
Table 5 Improvement of the weighted average of predictions from clusters

RS AL RS T 25 Rty K ) o

N predict, k €[1,S]. I 2% (1T 45 R 73 ST 45 KA B3, 810 predict = IR

. 20% rating training set 80% rating training set
Al h
gorithm RMSE Time (s) RMSE Time (s)
Sinele Discrete 1.098+0.04 303.1 0.985+0.05 409.6
& Continuous 1.087+0.06 414.6 1.011£0.03 610.7
. Discrete 1.023+0.04 321.5 0.958+0.04 427.1
Bagging .
Continuous 0.998+0.03 432.1 0.971£0.03 616.3

45 BEXEH
FAIPkIL T MovieLens ) —> 7 AEIEAT I AR A 25, i S B A5 179 SR 3T 199 ANt 3L
2 006 2 V7 FRAAM, AR 5 kAT I UE 75 30, I 2507 10048 1 e 1 3 AR i A U R i) S i, 3110 31
MR T 3 Pl B A N FAT T A S A R L
o HUH P ARSI SRR B IRATRENLPRE T 10 & KRS 5GP AR50 500 — A A Y i Bk
(IR
o HWE AL FRATT 1 FRS IR RGN T 10 MRS S5 INGR R, B0 L O AR
ST L &RVES
o SHIVE oIl EH IR DU N H L BRATAE NN AL L £ T 100 2 1F 20 F N 1 D B £, th B 2 A7 72 ]
SR T CAFE R SR PR O)
% 6 J£ COCLUST J7 i 5 JAI 0 A4 5 3 757 BlockClust+INMF 34 25% > MO 1l 3L b, OLD RMSE
s 184 R I S A IO P s ) A BN PP 2 B TR 5% 75 NEW RMSE i 28 e 19 12 5057 i R T i 22 3RATTHY
SEEVEAE KE BUHT 0 ot A0 VF 53 07 10 B AT AROK B 3O 187 PP 2 ,COCLUST Sy AN B8 6 18 P I 0,
A ANE P AT TP MBI AT T AN T COCLUST A C A4 dh 1) -1 2 oF
G EAT TR, DR e AN 52 B R 3 08 (1 5% i 280 T e Block Clust R I M — FR U7 43 SR EAT F5000 57 4 76 Il 5
IS 1) 77 T, P9 A B9 20 1 B T TR) 1 5 BERT
Table 6 Comparison of the incremental learning performance

Fo6 MR IHNORN

Incremental scenario COCLUST BlockClust+NMF
Time (s) OLDRMSE NEW RMSE | Time(s) OLD RMSE NEW RMSE
New user 0.023 / 1.143£0.08 0.054 2.356+0.10 1.315+0.04
New item 0.271 / 1.462+0.10 0.312 2.359+0.09 1.174£0.03
New rating / / / 0.025 0.983£0.05 0.702+0.04

5 HiESRKEYIME
AT T — PR BEVE 2 TR 5 i, JL R R ST T I AT IG5 R P AT S0 A A T 2> T
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WA 2RI B, D 1 S TNORS 1k b S W PP 23 i, B ATTAN B fif 512 3t Y 52 40 i Rl R RS AN 2R T i SR T
JUORI) b BEAT IR A3 TR K 5 0, B AP 3B 0 A, 3 4 AT A TR 1 D1 2 e, AT 38 Ji 463 D 2 R el 2 ke
M T BEA A SCRIVE 23 1 B, 3t 3 BT R IR 2803 A T 20 TR B B, FRAT TR 3K 28 5 SR AT AL A A B e
I3 F NMF $AF, A7 LASRAG 08 H v R S 20 P P00 o 3 SR04 ) 1 K00 1A 305 1P 20 88 R JEASE, TRt NMIF 7] LAAR B
Hb5E R

A HT ROV DN P20 0 I B S0 2 ORE I R F S0 e WA B L SR S, 3 e S X S A5 A
T, FRATT T AP 3 ¢ AR (1 ST S5 4 SRR W, TE 8 R VF 43 K HE A O A SRR SR I ROR AN SR
P BEVE 20 TG 5 925 A8 BT HAAH R T3 2 8B AT B AL, mT DU T R R S I HE#7 R 4.

b5 25 18 BIAE TR A3 BRI D B SR RE 6 A 1) 4 B2 AR W R 1 VF 20 B AN R T HE R 2R 2K, — MR
FAR I S0 752 SINIEACAERE MBI A B 5B BEAT IR 75 838, A IR IR LAtk b BEAT PP 23 F0UI, AR ) P A V- 20
THCI i 5 SR BT AT SR 2, T U PR A Pan A5 NP B T — T AL I 8 PR 3 AR 1 P A B 0 A 2R S HE
S0 AN [ 1R 2, 26 PR R 2 AR S A A T e AU el o 58 i AT A0 P R 90 20 A 14 77 952 D 17 TU0 2530 A 1R
PRI T TN AT 2 (0D 70 1] FE LA SUIR PPy e AR SR I R B 5 SR SR SR 6 200 % SR BV 73 (A R 1K
FEA BE LRAIE SR 45 AL 0 7 5 1 3l SR S 2358 F ISR 5 SRR, IS ATt — 2B WF LR 7 1)
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