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On Bahadur Efficiency of Power Divergence
Statistics

Peter Harremoédember, IEEE, and Igor Vajda Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—TIt is proved that the information divergence statistic where1l, denotes the indicator of the eveAt The problem
is infinitely more Bahadur efficient than the power divergence is to decide whether the signalg, Ys, ..., Y,, are generated
statistics of the orders o > 1 as long as the sequence of by the sourcd, Q) on the basis of the distributio@,@n.

alternatives is contiguous with respect to the sequence of null- - . . .
hypotheses and the the number of observations per bin increases A classical method for solving this problem is the method of

to infinity is not very slow. This improves the former result in testing statistical hypotheses in the spirit of Fisher, iNag
Harremoés and Vajda (2008) where the the sequence of null- and Pearson. In our case the hypothesis is

hypotheses was assumed to be uniform and the restrictions on

on the numbers of observations per bin were sharper. Moreover, H:P,=Qn (3)
this paper evaluates also the Bahadur efficiency of the power L )

divergence statistics of the remaining positive orders 0 < o < 1. and the decision is based either on tielihood ratio statistic

The statistics of these orders are mutually Bahadur-comparable ) k X,
and all of them are more Bahadur efficient than the statistics of T, =2 Z X, j ln 2224 (4)
the orders o > 1. A detailed discussion of the technical definitions ' j=1 Nnj
and conditions is given, some unclear points are resolved, and 9 o
the results are illustrated by examples. or the Pearson x*-statistic
Index Terms—Bahadur efficiency, consistency, power diver- . k(Xnj — ngnj)?
gence, Rényi divergence. Ion = Z . ®)
j=1 Ndnj
I. INTRODUCTION in the sense that the hypothesis is rejected when the &tatist

ROBLEMS of detection, classification and identifications large, where "large” depends on the required decisioorerr
are often solved by the method of testing statistic&r risk [1].
hypotheses. Cor_1$|der signafs, Ys, o Yn_ coII'ected from a  tis easy to see (c.fi{13){1L4) below) that the classicstl te
random source independently at time instants 1,2,....n.  gatistics [(4),[(5) are of the form
Signal processing usually requires d|g|taI|zat|0n basenl
appropriate quantization. Quantization of the signal epac 7, _2nDand_6f2nD (Pn,Qn), ae{l,2} (6)
Y into k disjoint cells (or bins)V,1, Vn2, ..., Yur reduces
the signalsYi,Ys,...,Y, into simple k-valued indicators Where D, (P, Q) for arbitrary o > 0 and distributions
I,(Y1), I,(Y2), ..., I, (Y;,) of their cover cells. Various hy- P = (p1,....px), @ = (q1,...,qx) denotes the divergence
potheses about the data source represented by probabfity, (P, Q) of Csiszar([2] for the power function

measures),, on Y are transformed by the quantization into o —at—1)—1
discrete probability distributions ba(t) = ala—1) when o #1 (7)
Qn = (in = Q(yn1)7 ey Qnk = Q(ynk)) and
on the quantization cells where for no quantization ggjl = p1(t) = lim1 ¢a(t) =tlnt —t + 1. (8)
a—

0. These hypothetical distributions need not be the same as the _

true distributionsP,, = (pn1 = P(Va1), -, Puk = P(Vur))- The power divergences

The latter distributions are usually unknown but, by the law 1

of large numbers, they can be approximated by the empirical D, (P, Q) = <Zp?‘q71 ¢ — 1) a#l (9)
distributions (vectors of relative cell frequencies) ale — 1)

N . X, X, X or the one-one related Rényi divergences [3
P, = <pn1——1a---apnk— k> = — (1) y g [ ]
n n n &
a l—a
whereX,,; is the numbers of the signal§, Yz, ..., Yy, in V,,;. Do (P|Q) = — 1 In ZP; q; a#1 (10)
Formally, =t

n n with the common information divergence limit

Xnj = Llrievy = Llinoo=p, 1<7<k () .

= = Dy (P,Q)=D: (P|Q) = X pjn=* (11)
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e.g. the work of Kailath[[4] who used the Bhattacharryya Example 1: Fora = 2, a = 1 anda = 1/2 we get the

distance special power divergence statistics
k 1 SR B N (O ek Y M
B(P,Q) =-1n (pia)"” = 5012 (PIQ) Dan =32 T =g T 09
i=1 i=
. . . . IS - ~ ﬁnj 1
which is one-one related to the Hellinger divergence. Din=> Pnjln e 25, T (14)
j=1 "

In practical applications it is important to use the statis- . n 12 1/2\2
tic Do,y Which is optimal in a sufficiently wide class of Dijpn=2) (pnj — 4y ) (15)
divergence statisticsﬁa_,ncontaining the standard statistical J=1
proposalsD; ,, and D,,, appearing in[(6). We addressed-or testing the hypothesi of (3) are usually used the re-
this problem previously[[5]=]7]. Our solution confirmed thescaled versions
classical statistical result of Quine and Robinsoh [8] who ﬁw = 2nf)(m (16)
proved that the likelihood ratio statistio, ,, is more efficient . 9
in the Bahadur sense than thé-statistic D, ,, and extended d'St”bUte_d qnderH, asymptoticallyx \.N'th k-1 degfees of
the results of Beirlant et al..[[9] and Gyorfi et al. Ilolfreedor_n itk is CO”St"J!”t_a_”d asymptotically normallyt= &,
dealing with Bahadur efficiency of several selected pOWg"OWIy Increases to infinity [14].[15, and_ refe_rences tigjre
divergence statistics. Namely, we evaluated the Bahad 'Il'he stat|st|(?s[(]3). and_{lL4) rescaled in thls manner were
efficiencies of the statistic®),,, in the domaina > 1 for a_ready mentlopeq inC15) an(ﬂ](4).n 1L{15) is the Helinger
the numbers: — , of quantization cells slowly increasingd'vergence statistics rescaled By is known asFreeman—

with n when the hypothetical distributiong,, are uniform 1ukey statistic

and the alternative distribution®, are contiguous in the N R k

sense thalim,, o D, (Pn, @r) exists anddentifiable in the Tijom =2nDyj2, = 42((an)1/2 - (Han)1/2)2- (17)
sense that this limit is positive. We found that the Bahadur j=1

efficiencies decrease with the power parameter in the whole

domaina > 1. In the present paper we sharpen this result by

relaxing conditions on the rate bf, and extend it considerably @) Convention: Unless the hypothesisi is explicitly
by admitting non-uniform hypothetical distributior®, and assumed, the random variables, convergences and asyenptoti

by evaluating the Bahadur efficiencies also in the domaifilations are _conS|d§r_ed under the alternatva_e Further,
O<a<l. unless otherwise explicitly stated, the asymptotic retstiare

considered fom — oo and the symbols of the type

sn —> s and s,(X,) Lys
[I. BASIC MODEL : . .
denote the ordinary numerical convergence and the stachast

Let M (k) denote the set of all probability distributiofis= ~ CONvergence in-probability for — co.
(pj :1<j<k)and In this paper we consider the following assumptions.

M(kln) = {P € M(k) :nP € {0,1,...}}} o
Al: The number of cells = &k, < n of the distribu-

tions from M (k), M (k|n) depends on the sample
size n and increases to infinity. In the rest of the
paper the subscript is suppressed in the symbols
containingk.

A2: The hypothetical distribution®,, = (¢n; > 0:1 <
j < k) are regular in the sense thaix; g,; — 0
for n — oo and that there exists > 0 such that

its subset called the set of types in information theory. We
consider hypothetical distribution,, = (gn; : 1 < j <

k) € M (k) restricted by the condition,,; > 0 and arbitrary
alternative distributions?,, = (pp,; : 1 < j < k) € M (k).
The{0,1,...}*-valued frequency countX,, with coordinates
introduced in[(R) arenultinomially distributed in the sense

X, ~ Multy(n,P,),n=1,2,.... (12) qn_j>% foral1<j<kandn=1,2,....

18

Important components of the model are the empirical distri- A34: The alternative A : (P, : n = 1,2,..) ( is)

butions P, € M(k|n) defined by [(IL). Finally, for arbitrary identifiable in the sense that there exits: A, < oo

P € M(k) and arbitraryQ € M (k) with positive coordinates such that

we consider the power divergencés (9)-(8). For their prop- def

erties we refer to[[11]5[13]. In particular, for the empaic Dan = Da(Pn,Qn) — Aq underA.  (19)

and hypothetical distribution®,, (,, we consider the power UnderA2

divergence statisticsﬁam = a?f’m@n) (c.f. (@))defined

k k
by @)’ m) for alla > 0. —In Adnj < IHE and 1n2 Qnj < 1n2 E (20)



Further, logical complement to the hypotheHiss the alterna- Moreover, if the expressions-c,(n)/nlne, ,(A) converge
tive denoted byA. By (3), underA the alternative distributions for a sequence,, (n) then the ratioc,(n)/ck(n) tends to a
P, differ from @,,. AssumptiorA3« means that the alternativeconstant.

distributions are neither too close to nor too distant frQm
in the sense oD -divergence for giverx > 0. Since for all
n=12,...

b) Motivation of the next definition: Suppose that con-
dition A(ay,as) holds and denote for each € {ay, s}
andn = 1,2,... by A, + ¢,,, the critical value of the
Don = Do(Qn,Qrn) =0 sothatA, =0 underH statistics D,,, ,, leading to the rejection of{ with a fixed

it is clear that the hypothesisis underAl, A2,A3a dis- POWer0 <p < 1.In other words, let
tinguished from the hypothesi& by achieving a positive - = -
D,-divergence limitA,. In what follows we use the abbrevi- p=P (D“’” > Do+ Ea"”) foralln=1,2,...

ated notations where the sequence,, = c...(p) depends on the fixed

A(a) = {A1,A2,A30}, (21) p. Since the assumed consistencylaf ,, implies thate, ,
Alar,a2) = {A1,A2,A30;, A3as} (22) tends to zero, the corresponding error probabiligies (A, +
€am) =P (Da_,n > Ay +Ean ’H) can be approximated by

for the combinations of assumptions. '
ea,n(Aa) =P (Da,n > Aa H) . By @),

Definition 2: Under A(a) we say that the statistif)ayn is

consistent with parameteA,, appearing in(19) if ca(n)
~ » ——ZInean(As) — ga(As).
Do — A, underA (23)

and Hence the erroe,, » (A4, ) of the statisticf)m - tends to zero
f)(m 2,0 underX (24) with the same exponential rate as,,m, (Aa,) achieved by

D, m,, for possibly different sample sizes,, # n with the

. . =~ P .
i.e. if Da,n — Aq under bothA and#. If 24) is replaced ,harty), s o if the corresponding error exponents

by the stronger condition that the expectatEﬁam tends to

zero underH, in symbols Jo (Am)% and g, (Aag)% (28)
~ (65] COLQ mn
E [D“*” H} —0 (25) tend to infinity with the same rate in the sense
then lA)a n IS saidstrongly consistent. A
’ o o Mo geBa) Mgy ()
Definition 3: We say that the statistid,, ,, iS Bahadur Caz(Mn)  Ga(Aay) Cay(n)

stable if there is a continuous function with a Bahadur relativ
function o, : ]0,00[*> — ]0,00[ such that the probability of
error function

ean(A) =P (ﬁm > A‘ H) . A>0 (26

‘?’he sample sizes,, andn needed by the statistic@az,,I
and D,,, , to achieve the same rate of convergence of errors
are thus mutually related by the formula

n o AOL (6% n
_ o ~ o M gou( 1)102(m)(1+0(1)). (30)
corresponding to the test rejectitgwhenD,, ,, > A satisfies N gay(Aay)  Cay(n)
for all Ay, Ay > 0 the relation ) L~ . .
Obviously, the statistid,, ,, is asymptotically less or more
w — 00 (A1, Ay). efficient thanD,, ,, if the ratiom,, /n of sample sizes needed
Ineq,n(Asz) to achieve the same rate of convergence of errors to zero
If this condition holds thery,, is called theBahadur relative tends to a constant larger or smaller thanThis motivates
Sfunction. the following definition which refers to the typical converg
Obviously, the Bahadur relative functions are multiplicat situation
in the sense Cay (M)
2 5 Cay/ay fOrSOMED < cp, /0, <00, (31)
0a (A1, A2) 06 (A2, A3) = 04 (A1,A3). Cay ()

Statistics that are Bahadur stable have the nice propeaty th

the asymptotic behavior of the error functian, ,(A) is Definition 4: T there is a continuous function

determined by its behavior for just a single argumarit> 0. o 110, 00[ —]0,00]
Indeed, ifD,, ,, is Bahadur stable and if we define for a fixed
A* > 0 the sequence and a sequenae, (n) such that for allz > 0 the error function
n
n)=——+— an(®) =P (Dan , 32
e (n) Ten (A7) (27) ea,n(T) (Do >l H), >0 (32)

then for allA > 0 satisfies for all: > 0 the relation

Gl e (A) — 0a (A,AT) forall A> 0. _ e @) — ga(a) (33)

n



then g, is called Bahadur function of the statistic D, , Harremoés and Vajdal[5] assumed the same strong consis-
generated by, (n). If (B3) is replaced by the condition tency as in Definitiof]6 but introduced the Bahadur efficiency
by the slightly different formula

_ ca(n) Ineq n(x +en) — go(x) for arbitrarye,, — 0 N R (Aw,)
(34) BE (Doq-,n; Daz,n) = %-Eag/al (36)
then the functiory,, is strongly Bahadur. g T
wher

Definition 5: Let us assume thak(a1, az) holds and that B . Cay (M)
for eacha € {a1,a2} the statisticD,, ,, is consistent with Caz/ar = nh_>moo Ca,(n) (37)
parameterA, and has a Bahadur functign, generated by a
sequence, (n) such that[(31) is satisfied. Then tBehadur I1l. CONSISTENCY

efficiency of D, ,, with respect taD,,, ,, is the number from

the interval[0, oc| defined by the formula In this section we study the consistency of the class of power

divergence statistic@a(ﬁn, Qn), > 0. In the domainy < 0
2 N G, (Aay) this consistency was studied in the particular case of umifo
BE (D‘“’"’ D(’z’") N ga2(Aa2)'ca2/°‘1' (35) Q by Harremoés and Vajdal[6].

Theorem 7: Let distributions@,, € M (k) satisfy the as-

Hereafter we shall consider also the slightly modified cosumptionA(«). Assume thatf is uniformly continuous. Then
cept of Bahadur efficiency. the statisticD(P,,, @) is strongly consistent provided

Definition 6: Let in addition to the assumptions of Defini- LN (38)
tion[3, the statistic,, n, Da,.»n be strongly consistent and k
the functionsg,,, 9., Strongly Bahadur. Then the Bahadur  Proof: UnderH we haveD(P,,Q,) = Dy(Qn,Qn) =
efficiency [3b) is said to bBahadur efficiency in the strong 0. Hence it suffices to prove

sense. |Aan| 2+ 0 under bothH and A (39)
¢) Motivation of Definition [6@ Let the assumptions of

this definition hold then for each € {a1,as},and u > 0 [OF Aan = Df(Po, Qn) = Df(Pn, Qn). For simplicity we
the function skip the subscript: in the symbolsP,, P,, andQ,,, i.e. we

N N substitute
Lan(u) =P (Tan = E | Tan

H} Zu"H), (cf.[28)
P,=P=(p;:1<j<k), Pa=P=(p:1<j<h).
_ (40)
HD This leads to the simplified formuld,,, = D;(P,Q) —
Dy(P,@Q). We can without loss of generality assume that

for critical valueu > 0. By the assumed strong consistency); (P, Q) is constant not only undek (where the constant

denotes the level of the error of the statistic

fa,n —E {fan H} =2n (ﬁan —E [ﬁan

of Dq p, is automatically0) but also underA (where the assumed
E [fan H} detectability implies the convergend2s(P,Q) — A, for
2" —0  (cf.(29)). 0 < A, < ). In this asymptotic sense we use the equalities
n
This means that the sequencg(n) generating the strongly 2.4 (z—j) —1
Bahadurg,, satisfies for altt > 0 the relation bs(FQ) = ala—1) = B e
_ ) p (fm >E {fm 7—[} + 2nt’ 7—[) — ga(t) . and N pip N "
n =D, - .
(cf. @)) a,n j( aU) a (42)
Consequently, by the argument of Quine and Robinson [8, Bhoose somé < s < 1 and define
732],
N f @ fort > s,
. Cal s —
lim,, — 75 )1 Lon(Tan) == ga(Da)- £ () { F(s)+fi(s)(t—s) for0<t<s.
Hence [8], the error IeveILmyn(falyn) of the statistic Then ) .
Toyn = 20Dy n is asymptoticallyAequivalent to the error 0<f(@)—f ()< f(0)=f(0)

level Lo, m, (Taz,m,, ) Of the statisticTy, m, = 2mnDa,m,.  so that[®) implies

achieved by a sample size,, if the comparability[(2D) takes

place or, in other words, if the sample sizesand m,, are 0< Dy (P,Q)—Dys (P,Q) < f(0)— f*(0).
mutually related by[{30). In other words, the concept of

Bahadur eﬁiciency introduced in this paper coincides underlDue to a missprintp; and ap were interchanged behind the limit in' [5,
the stronger assumptions of DefinitiGh 6 with the Bahad Eg. 30], but the formula was used in the correct fofml (36).he Appendix

- " ' e prove that the conclusions made on the basis of the ofifgnaula (38)
efficiency of Quine and Robinson][8]. hold unchanged under the present precised forniula (35).



The functionf® is Lipschitz with the Lipschitz constant =
max { |f} (s)],[f' (o)} ie. [f (t) = f(t2)] < Alts —to]

for all t1,t5 > 0. Then

Dy (P, @) = Dy (P, Q)|

j=1 j=1
- P, pj pj P
Y | (B) - () 20 B
= 95 4q; = 4G %
- g
=AY I -l <A D
i=1 =1 P

Proof: First assumel < a < 2. Since 122 (y — z)?
is nonnegative, it suffices to prove

$a(y) Z ¢a(@) + ¢4(2) (y — ) (47)
and
6a(y) < Ga(2) + 6 (2) (v = 2) + =2 (y — )",

But Inequality [47) is evident since the functign— ¢, (y)
is convex. We shall prove that the function

fy) =
60 (0) = (60 )+ 64(0) (= ) + 1272 - o))

(48)

is non-positive. First we observe th#t0) = f(z) = 0. By

where in the last step we used the Schwarz inequality. Sindéferentiating f (y) we get

E [(ﬁj —Pj)z} =pj(1 —pj)/n < pj/n (43)

it holds

E ‘Dfs(ﬁn,Q) — Dy (Pn,Q)]

-t ) K\
) oy

Jj=

Consequently,
< 2(£(0) = f7(0)) + A(k/m)"/
so that under(49)
limsup E ‘Df(ﬁn, Qn) — Dy(Pn,Qn)

<2(f(0) = f7(0)).

This holds for alls > 0. Since f (0) — f* (0) — 0 for s | 0,
we see that in this casE{38) impli¢s](39).

o =L (s 2 )

a—1
so thatf’ (x) = 0. Differentiating once more we get

2

' y) =y P —=at 2
@]

Thus f”(y) > 0 for y < za "< (a/2)™= 2 and f"(y) < 0

for y > x,. Sincez, < z and f(y) is concave onz,, 1],
it is maximized on this interval ay = « where f(z) = 0.
Thus f (y) < 0 on this interval and in particulaf (z,) < 0.
This together withf(0) = 0 and the convexity off (y) on
the interval [0, z,] implies f(y) < 0 for y € [0,z]. This
completes the proof of the non-positivity 6fy), i.e. the proof
of (48). The cases = 2 anda = 1 follow by continuity.

The main result of this section is the following theorem.

Theorem 9: Let distributions@,, € M (k) satisfy the as-
sumption A(«). Then the statisticD, (P, Q) is strongly
consistent provided

The interpretation of condition 88 is that the mean numb@8Pd consistent provided

of observations per bin should tend to infinity undér Note

that this condition does not exclude that we will observe gmp

cells.

0<a<?2 and %—)oo (49)
> 2 and LN (50)
@ klogk O

Our results are concentrated in Theolgm 9 below. Its proof Proof: We shall use the same notation as in the proof of

uses the following auxiliary result.

Lemma 8: Forxz,y > 0andl < «a < 2 it holds

Lo (2,y) < ¢a(y) — ¢a(z) < Us (2,9) (44)
where
Lo (z,y) = (y — 2)¢, (2) (45)
and )
U (2,9) = La (2,y) + =22 (y—2)*. (46)

Theoren¥. In the proof we treat separately the cases

:0<a<1,
iil:1<a<2,
[il: =1,
V]: o > 2.
Case i (0 < a < 1): This follows from Theorer]7 because

T — ¢ (x) is uniformly continuous.
Case ii (1 < a < 2): Here we get from[{42)

k ~
ol () ()
, j;% (¢ (Qj ¢ 4

(51)



so that Lemma&l8 implies Next we bound the first term.

: P P k
) i Pj ~ Pj
ZQJLQ (_77 _7> < Aa,n < E (p’ _p’)¢£x (_>
i=1 G 4 ; T g
97 1/2
‘ pj by N NN AN <E 6 (L
Sute (B2) g () (2-2) eGPy
) q; 4q; - Y \Gj q;j q;j j=1
J J
1/2
Di Dpj
(5 o (2) o (2)
and =1 qi q;j
1/2
1 i Di Dj
k » k P22 B —p )2 n Z Cov (nﬁianﬁj)‘b; (q_) D <q—J>
~ j j j — Fj 1,]= ¢ J
Aan| <D (05— pj)dl (—J> +y L =1
=1 G| =Y @ . . 2 1/2
_ 1 i1 Var (np:) (¢ ( ))
5, Cou (i) 6 (2) o, (22)
We take the mean and get
This equals
ElAan] <
k D k pa 2 |: :|
(S0 - rt (2) |+ X L [0 - ) 2\ 12
=1 4 j=1 %4; 1 Zf:l np; (1 —p;) (fb/ ( - )
n + ng] npipj(b/a (Z) (b/a z_j)
The terms on the right hand side are treated separately. k
. parately 1 St (q))
- 1/2
nt/ +Zi,j PiDj P ( ) ( )
2 ~
ip;v 2 E [( - pj) } 7 z’f:p?ﬂ E {(npj — np;)
a—1 - a—1 2
=19 @ =19 an This can be bounded as

i=1 % an )\ 12
<Ly [ S (8).
5 ) T 4 (S (2)

ge-t E

a—1
The functionP — Z .—1Pj is concave so it attains its tase pounds can be combined into
maximum forP = (1/k: 1/k -,1/k). Therefore

1/2

1k (2 2\ \?
k a—2 a— a— — . / ad
> ol G2 S Flhenl = G 1n+<"z pz<¢“ (q)>> o7
L o1 ! ~anp*~l \ k =1
j=1%J

apetn’ Under [49) the first term tends to zero as— co. The last



term does the same, which is seen from the inequalities

o1 2 b (pl)a P
= () +——
n —1)% po-t ;q qi n(a—1)>°

E12(a(a—1)A+1) 2
= 3 + 5 -
P T R P

Case iii (a = 1): For o = 1 in Inequality[52 we get

k 2 b j% Y
i

EAn<——|— —E Di In — .

|1"|_7’L (TL < ))

i=1

Using Inp; < 0 we find that last term on the right satisfied"P;) »

the relations

k

% > pi (In?p; — 2Inp;iIng; +In®g;)
=1

1< P 1<
= n;:lpzln pi—— E pilnp;Ing; + - ;lezln qi

1 k 2k k
Sﬁzlpiln i +
o

(53)

2 k

. 2 In P
< Zpiln pit—.
s "

The functionz — zIn*z is concave in the interva0; e !

Case iv (o > 2): By A2,

Do (P, Q) =

Zp?fﬁ “—1

a—l

1 k a—1 k
>—— | (= @1
> ((5) 2w

so that

(@—1)A+1) (%) (55)

k
Y pf<(a
j=1

where we replaced,, (P, Q) by A = A, in the sense of (41).
Further, by the Taylor formula

ala—1) o9, -
AU a5, py)?
where¢; is betweenp; and p;. We shall look for a highly

probable upper bound gpy;. Choose any > 1 and consider
the random event

Enj(b) = {p; > bmax {p;, q;}}-
We shall prove that undel_(b0) it holds

a—1

p; =5 +api (D —pj)+ (56)

70 (b) P (U By (b)) — 0. (57)

The componentsX; = X,,; of the observation vectoX,,
defined in Section 1 are approximatelyisson distributed,
so that

P (pj = bmax{p;,¢;}) = P (X; > nbmax{p;,¢;})
< exp{—D1 (Po(bmax {np;,nq;}), Po(np;))}

for the divergenceD, (P, Q) defined by [(D){(B) withP, Q
replaced by the corresponding Poisson distributions. But

Dy (Po(bng;), Po(np;)) = np;¢1 (b) (58)

for the logarithmic functionp; > 0 introduced in[(¥V). Since
forall 0 <pj,q; <1

" (b max {p;, q;};

>2¢1(b)>1 for b > 1,
by

and convex in the intervale~';1] . Therefore we we can it holds

apply the method of [16] to verify thaz
its maximum for a mixture of uniform distributions dnpoints
and on subset of — 1 of these points. Thus

k k
1 1 1 1
- iInp; < — In? ( =
_ kIn’k
n(k—1) —

21n? k

(54)

and we can conclude that under](49) the first terni i (53) tends
to zero asn tends to infinity. Obviously, undef (#9) also the
second term in[(81) tends to zero so that the desired relation

(329) holds.

1 Di In? p; attains

D4 (Po(bmax {np;,ng;}), Po(np,))
> Dy (Po(bng;), Po(ng;))-
Consequently,
b) <> P (p; > bmax{p;,q;})
j

< Zexp{—Dl (Po(bmax {np;,ng;}), Po(np;))}
< ZeXp{—Dl (Po(bng;), Po(ng;))}

= Z exp {—ng;¢1 (b)} (cf. B9))

A lgg 7 0¢1(b) .

< kexp{—nTo1 (b)) = k'~ (59)



Assumption [(5D) implies that the exponent [n](59) tends tdowever, by Schwarz inequality and {55),
—oo so that [BF) holds. Therefore it suffices to proe] (39)

under the condition that for all sufficiently largethe random

eventsU, E,,;(b) fail to take place, i.e. that

pj <bmax{p;,q;} forall 1<j<k.

Let us start with the fact that undef {60) it holds <

{bpj, bg;} and then

a— a— a— o— a— 0
& 2 < (max {bp;,bg;})* > < b ij 2y po?

Applying this in the Taylor formula[{86) we obtain

5% —p?| < ap' B — pyl

o —

(60)

2

6y

ala—1)2 [ 5 07\
= (pj St oz ) (B )

Hence under{80) we get from (51) and Leminha 8

ke - IR
[Aan| < mzap? ! Ip; — pjl

el Rala—1 bo‘f2 o 0272\
Y (5572 + £5) Grmny®

le

(a=2)/(a—1) & (a=2)/(a—1)

k
< | ey P
J Jj=1

so that the validity of[(39) undef (b0) is obvious and the froo
is complete.

[ |
Condition[50 is stronger than Conditibnl38 and implies that
for any fixed number > 0 eventually any bins will contain
more thana observations.

IV. BAHADUR EFFICIENCY
In this section we study the Bahadur efficiency in the class

of power divergence statistic®,, ,, = Do (P, Qy), o > 0.
As before, we use the simplified notations

P,=P Q,=Q and k, =k

Applying (88) and using Jensen’s inequality and the expecta

tion bound [(4B), we upper bourld|A, .| by

(ala—DA+ D) <Zp§“‘1>1/2

ala—1) kl=an

5 Qka : Z( - 2) E[(5; —p;)’]

j=1

_lola-nat 1)}/ <Zp§“‘1>1/2

ala—1) kl—an

ba2ka1 D
(e )s

1

<

The results are concentrated in Theolferh 13 below. Its proof
is based on the following lemmas. The first two of them make
use of the Rényi divergences of orders> 0

Do (P||Q) =

anpj‘qjl °
Dy (PQ) = i;na D (PIQ)= D (PIQ)

where D (P||Q) is the classical information divergence de-
noted above byD; (P, Q). There is a monotone relationship
between the Rényi and power divergences given by the for-
mula

1
/2 D, (P = In (1 —1)D, (P, , 64
@ 1)A+ Y (T o (PIQ) = —glm(+a(a—1)Du(PQ).  (64)
N ala—1) kl—an Dy (P|Q) = D1 (P.Q). (65)
a—2 a—l a—1 a—2 a—2
b K ZJ 1P b 0 E Lemma 10: Let P and@ be probability vectors on the set
2 n 2. n X. If a < 3 then
Obviously, under[{80) the desired relatidn](39) holds if the Do (P||Q) < D5 (P||Q).
assumption[(50) implies the convergence N
with equality if and only there exists a subsétC X such
Spit . thatP =Q (- | A).
— 0.

kl—an



Proof: By Jensen’s inequality the Bahadur function of the statisti0,, (PHQ) is g(A) =
A. The Bahadur function of the power divergence statistics

Do (P|Q) = anp;”qu « D, (P,Q) can be calculated using Equalify] 64. [
so1\ 55 Lemma 12: Let o > 1. If assumptionsA(«) holds for for
_ << > ) the uniform distributiong),, = U and the sequence
k(afl)/oc
5=t ca(n) = ——— (68)
1 Z ( 7) Ink
n L]
b q; satisfies the condition
N (69)
B R oo
_ﬂ_lanpJ (q—J) ca(n)klnn
j=1
=Dg(P|Q). then the statistidA)am = Da(Pn,Qn) is consistent and the
5 sequence (68) generates the Bahadur function
The equality takes place if and only (fpf) is constant .
P-almost surely. Therefor& is constant on the support &f ga(A) = (a(a = 1) A)7*, A >0. (70)
that we shall denotel. Now P equals@ conditioned onA.
[ |

Proof: If the sequencel (68) satisfids [69) then Theorem
1 implies the consistency db,, ,,. Formula [70) was already
— 00. (66) mentioned in Example 2 above with a reference to Harremoés
klnn and Vajda [5]). n
and gna.x — 0 asn — oo then the StatIStICDa n IS Bahadur
stable and consistent and the constant sequence genémtes t/ieorem 13: Let the assumptioA(a, az) hold whered <

Lemma 11: Let0 < a < 1.If

Bahadur function o < oo If
klnn
ga(A) = — —0 (71)
In(1+ a(al_ D) A), A>0 when0<a<l then the statistics
o —
oléiinlga(A):A, A >0 whena=1. ﬁa],n:Dal(pnaQn)a
(67) Dag,n = Daz (Pna Qn)

Proof: Let us first consided < o < 1. The minimum of - gatisfy the relation
D,(P, Q) given D, (P||Q) > A is lower bounded byA. Let
e > 0 be given. Ifgu.x is sufficiently small there exist sets ~ =
A_ C A, such that BE (DO‘1=”’ D%”)
ag—1 In(1+ai(a; —1)Ay,)

-1 A <A< -1 A )< A+e :
nQ(A;) <A< -mQ(A-) < € o1 (T an(or — D) A) for ag < 1
Let P, denote the mixturél —s)Q (- | A1) +sQ (- | A-). B
Thens — D, (Ps||Q) is a continuous function satisfying - 1 In (1 4+ o1 (a1 — 1)Ag,)
1 1= [eY
. Lf =1
Da (Ro|lQ) < A, a1 An, oraz
Da (PIHQ) > A. (72)
In particular there exist € [0, 1] such thatD,, (P,||Q) = A i
For thiss we have
R n (73)
Dl (Psa Q) n
<(1- . A ~ . ~
SA=9D1(Q(144).Q)+sD(@Q(]4-),Q) then the statisticsD,,,, = D.,(P,,U) and D,,, =
=(1-35)(-nQ(A4)) +5(-nQ(A-)) D.,(P,,U) satisfy the relation
<(I-s)A+s(A+e)=A+e.
Hence BE (D(yl,n; Daz,n) =oco foras>1. (74)

A<infD; (P,Q) <A+e

where the infimum is taken over dfl satisfyingD,, (P||Q) = Proof: By Lemmal[1l, the assumptions of Definitibh 5
A and wheren is sufficiently large. This holds for all > 0 so  hold. The first assertion follows directly from Definition 3
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since, by Lemmal[11, Hence, by Definition 4, theA likelihood ratio statistl?zl_,n is
as Bahadur efficient as any, , with 0 < o < 1. If v > 1

% - then Lemmd 12 implies
Yoz @2 a—1 1/«
a1 Wm(ta(or—DAa) o0 a(Ba) _ (2271 =DV
. (0%
a1 —1 In(1+az(az—1)As,) 2 g1(Aq) In2
However, contrary to this prevalence @f(A,) overgi (Aq),
1 In (14 ai(a; — 1)Ay,) Th_e(_)rem Aimplies thatD, ,, is infinitely more Bahadur
— whenas = 1. efficient thanD, ,,.
(651 1 A(Jtz ’
(75) Example 15: Let us now consider the truncated geometric
) ) ) distribution
The second assertion was fai = 1 deduced in Section 2 )
from the lemmas presented there. The argument was based on Py = (pnts-- s pak) = c(p)(L,p, ..., p")

the fact thatc,,(n) = 1 for a; = 1. But ¢4 (n) = 1 for all

| “' with parametep = p,, €]0,1[. Since
0 < a <1 so that extension from; =1to0 < a; <1is

] 1 k41
straightforward. Bt = — and PP L = f_ ,
Example 14: Let . b P
) it holds
. def L{1<j<k/2} . k+1 k41
P, = pn; & MSEREL) 12 76 1 1-— 1

wherel 4 is the indicator function|-| stands for the integer

part (floor function) and, as before, Hence for alla # 0,1

k a
— (. 11 ; _ _ 1 Pnj
U=(u; Y 1/k1<j<k). ala 1)Da,n+1_k;<1/k)
Then fora # 0,1 Tk .
_1 3 k(1 —p)*p™
Da(Po,U) = 3 5 (g /45)” = @ (Pag/u; —1) = 1) ki @-pFh)e
Py (P —uy) =20y TR = pEtl)e £ p
B ala—1) =0

(k(1=p)" 1= ptD
k(l _ pk+1)a 1— pa

ket et =

ala—1) @
N . (R 1=
- A RO T

a—1 In the particular case = 1 — «/k for = # 0 fixed we get
= (k/ [k/2)) 1. k(1—p)==zand

ala—1)
o axr X
Therefore the identifiably conditiofi (119) takes on the form k(1-p%) = k (1 - (1 -5 to (E))) — ax,
a(k+1)
Doz(Pna U) — pa(k+1) = (1 - %) — eizaa
201—1 -1 def . x\ k+1
- = = k+1 —x
ol =) Ay Hifa>0, a#1 P _(1_E) — e "
dof Therefore
In2 é Al if =1. & 1 — e ™
o afa=1)Dan+1=—= 2V) (1= e-7)a
If 0 <« <1then Lemmd2 implies k(% +o0(%) (I—e®)
« ro ]
A =In(1+ala—1)A) /(a—1 = r €
e d((A)< Sy e T
when0 < a < 1 andg; = A whena = 1. If moreover
(Z2) then under the alternativie {76) Consequently,
ga—1_1q ( 1)A + 1 «rail eza —1
- ala — « = —
ga(Aa) B In (1+a(a— 1) a(a—l)) (em _1)a

g1(A1) (@ —1)In2 ie.,
a—1
_ 1D(1—|—2 —1) -1 Iafl(ema_l)_a(ez_l)a

(a—1)In2 Ao = aZ(a—1)(e” — 1)@

for a £0,1.
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By the L'Hospital rule, the sequence of hypothes@g is not contiguous with respect
P to the sequence alternative3,. Our conditions guarantee
P, < @, but not the reversed contiguity,, < P,. We see
that a substantial modification of the conditions is needaed i
order to guarantee thaﬁl,n dominates the divergence statistcs
[DWL of the orders) < o < 1 in the Bahadur sense

x ze
Ay =1 ,
! ne(ez—1)+ez—1
In(e* —1)—Inz

2

From here one can deduce thatrif+ 0 then

Ay =

Aq — 0 forall aeR. VI. APPENDIX RELATIONS TO PREVIOUS RESULTS
If z =1 then As mentioned at the end of Section Il, Harremoés and Vajda
e —1—(e—1)~ [5] assumed the same strong consistency as in Definition 4+
Ao = aZla—1).(e— 1)~ for o # 0,1 but introduced the Bahadur efficiency by the form{ld (36) Th
d next four lemmas help to clarify the relation between thid an
an the present precised concept of Bahadur efficiehcly (35).
Ay = 1-(e-1nfe—-1) _/qar Under the assumptions of Definition 4] [5] considered the
e—1 ’ following conditions.
In(e — 1)
Ao = g~ 02Tl C1: The limit¢,,,,, considered in[(37) exists.
Using Lemma 2 and Theorem 2 in a similar manner as in theC2:  Both statisticsD,,, ,, are strongly consistent and both
previous example, we find that hefe, ,, is more Bahadur functionsg,, are strongly Bahadur.

efficient as anyf)a,n with 0 < a < 00, a # 1. ] o
Lemma 17: Let the assumptions of Definitidh 5 hold. Under

C1 the Bahadur efficiency{ (86) coincides with the present
. Bahadur efficiency[(35). If moreovet2 holds then[(36) is
In this paper we proved that the statistics, ,, of orders he Bahadur efficiency in the strong sense.
a > 1 are less Bahadur efficient than those of the orders
0 < a < 1 and that the latter are mutually comparable in  Proof: The first assertion is clear froni_(36) arld](35).
the Bahadur sense. One may have expeflgd to be much UnderC2 the assumptions of Definition 3+ hold. Hence the
more Bahadur efficient tham,, ,, for 0 < a < 1. In order second assertion follows from Definitioh 6. ]
;%;Zairz;[a::?gsé\lrht{];hf:\ssslir:g:i(zzg gf (S)Erv,\[ﬁ egfye 0 examlneLemma 18: Let the ass_umptior_15 of Definition 3 hold and
Recall that given a sequence of pairs of probability measurjst ?7(0‘) L —_>]O’1[ be Increasing andlof + T —10,00]
(Pn, Qn)yen s (Pn),cy IS said to be contiguous with respecfg?'g\?er{ funct?n on }a?he'n;eervjjeznggvfn)ngé{r?‘el;;;fg' tl;cle
10 (Qu) yens If Q@ (An) — 0for n — oo implies P, (4,) -0 27 = dug’finitioal’oég st thq o 9 g 9
for n — oo and any sequence of setsl,), . When Yo Salishes the asymptotic condition
(Pn),en IS contiguous with respect t0Q,,), .y We write ca(n) = 1@ (dy + o(1)) 77)
P, < Q.. Let P and Q be probability measures on the
same sett’ and let(7y), .y be an increasing sequence othen [31) holds for,, ., = co and conditionC1 is satisfied.
finite sube-algebras onX that generates the fui-algebra
onX.If P, = Py, andQ, = Qz, then P, < Q, if Proof: Under [Z7) it suffices to prove thdi(31) holds for
and only if P < Q where < denotes absolute continuity.Ca,/a; = 00, I.€.
For completeness we give the proof of the following simple

proposition. lim Cas (71n) =0 (78)
()

V. CONTIGUITY

Proposition 16: Let (P,,Qy,), .y denote a sequence of ]
pairs of probability measures and assume that the sequeff¥gnn defined by [(2). By[(77),

D (P, Qy,) is bounded. TheP,, < Q. Coy (M) = mb(az)(d +0(1))

Proof: Assume that the proposition is false. Then there
existe > 0 and a subsequence of sétd,, ),y such that and
Qn, (An,) — 0for k — oo andP,, (A,,) > ¢ forall k € N. Cay (n) = 0" (dy, + 0(1))

[ |

In general, a large power makes the power divergencesO that[(2B) implies
D, (P,Q) sensitive to large values ofP/dQ. Therefore —bla bl
the statisticsD,,, with large o should be used when the my, 1002 = 17O (55 + o(1))
sequence of alternative®,, may not be contiguous with for the finite positive constants
respect to the sequence of hypotheggs. Conversely, a
small powera makesD, (P, Q) sensitive to small values of 5— do, and ~ — 9oy (Aqy)
dP/dQ. ThereforeD,, , with small o should be used when " da, = Gan (D)




Hence [[3D) implies

Car (M) My, 1
S/ T 1
P e R (v +o(1))
1-b(ay)
nI-blaz) 1 1
= T ((r) Ty 4 0(1))
b(ag)—b(ay) b(ag)
=n 102 (y1- bag) §T= 5az) +0o(1))
so that [78) holds. [ |

Lemma 19: Let the assumptions of Definitidd 5 hold and

12

for my, defined by the condition

_ Yo (Aq,) k
Gar (Das) Cay (k)

mi

Cas (mk)

(1+0(1)) (cf. 29). (82)

[ |

Example 21: Let assumptions of Definitidd 5 hold fer;, =
landas =« > 1, and let

let for everya € {a1, a2} the sequence, (n) generating the By [5, Eq. 51, 76 and 79] and (B3) the sequences

Bahadur functiory,, satisfy the asymptotic condition

ca(n) = (79)

Inn

for some increasing functiol(«) : Z —10, 1] on an interva
T covering{ai,az} . Then [31) holds fok,,,,, = oo and

conditionC1 is satisfied.

b(a)+1
MM 0 for bla) = (a—1)ja.  (83)

n

akb(@)
ca(n) =1 and cu(n) = ok (84)
| generate the Bahadur functions
gi(A)=A and g.(A) = (ala— 1A, A>o0.

(85)

Proof: Similarly as before, it suffices to prove the relatiofiere we cannot apply Lemnjal18 sincg(n) is not special

(Z8) for m,, defined by [(2PR). By[(79),

b(az) bar)
oMy, ain
Caz(mn) = = 0— and cay(n) = — o
so that[[Z2B) implies
1-b(az) 1—b(a1)
e = (7 + o(1)
Inm,, Inn

for the samey as in the previous proof. Since— b(asz) <
1 —b(a1), this implies the asymptotic relation

M . (80)
n
Similarly as in the previous proof, we get frofn_[30)
Can(Mn) _ M
——-= (”y +o(1) =
Cay (1)
<a1 1nmn) i) nb(fig)b?ab(;;l) 7%
azlnn +o(1)
> nb(c;%)bzzgl) (715(5(32) + o(1)).
Therefore the desired relation {78) holds. [ |

Lemma 20: Let the assumptions of Definition 3 hold an
let for everya € {aq, a2} the sequence,(n) generating the

Bahadur functiory,, satisfy the asymptotic condition

akb(@)
Ink

ca(n) = (81)

where k = k, — oo is the sequence considered above

and b(a) : T —]0,00[ is increasing on an interval

coveringay, a2} . Then [31) holds forc,,,,, = oo and

conditionC1 is satisfied.

Proof: It suffices to apply Lemm@a_17 to the sequences

b(az)

aq kblen) QM

Ink

Coy (k) = and cq,(mg) =

Inmy

case ofc,(n) for & = 1. An alternative direct approach
can be based on the observation tHafl (29) cannot hold if
liminf,, m, < oco. In the opposite case:,, — oo obviously
implies

def .. C(y(mn)
1 = 1 =
c1(n)

CQ/

so thatC1 holds with¢,, /o, = c,/1 = co. Hence Lemma

~

1 implies that the Bahadur efficiency EEA)Ln; Don) =

oo obtained previously by Harremoés and Vajda [5, Eq. 81]
coincides with the Bahadur efficiency @b, , with respect

to D, n in the present precised sense [0f] (35). Under stronger
condition onk than [83), Harremoés and Vajda established
also the strong consistency of the statst[dsn and Da e

One can verify that[{85) are strongly Bahadur functions so
that C2 holds as well. Hence, as argued by Lemma 3, we deal
here with the Bahadur efficiency in the strong sense.

Example 22: Let assumptions of Definitidd 5 hold far, >
1 and let the functiorb(«) be defined by[(83) for allv > 1.
Harremoés and Vajda (2008) proved that if the sequénce
satisfies the conditiod (83) witax = a» then for alla €
{a1, a2} the functiong,(A) given by the second formula in

) is Bahadur function of the statistid@avn generated by
he sequences, (n) from the second formula i (84). Thus in
this case the assumptions of Lemma 18 hold. From Lemmas

and IV we conclude that the Bahadur efficiency

BE (ﬁahn; Bag,n) =00 forall 0<a;<as <o

obtained in[[5, Eqg. 81] coincides with the Bahadur efficieimcy
the present precise sense. Similarly as in the previousgeam
we can arrive to the conclusion that this is the Bahadur
efficiency in the strong sense.
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