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Abstract

Motivated by the information bound for the asymptotic vaga of M-estimates for scale, we de-
fine Fisher information of scale of any distribution funct® on the real line as the supremum of
all (fx¢@(x)F (dx))z/f @?(X) F(dx), whereg ranges over the continuously differentiable func-
tions with derivative of compact support and where, by catiea, 0/0 := 0. In addition, we
enforce equivariance by a scale factor. Fisher informadibscale is weakly lower semicon-
tinuous and convex. It is finite iff the usual assumptions ensities hold, under which Fisher
information of scale is classically defined, and then bo#issical and our notions agree. Fisher
information of scale finite is also equivalentltg-differentiability and local asymptotic normal-
ity, respectively, of the scale model inducedfy
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1. Motivation and Definition

If F is any distribution function ofR, the real line, an@: R — R a suitable scores function
such that/ ¢dF = 0, an M-estimate of scal&, may formally be defined by

iiqo(%) 0. (1.1)

The estimand refers to the scale mo@&})o<o<o iNduced byF = F;, whereF;(X) = F (x/0).
Taylor expandingp(x/s) = @(x/0) — (s— 0)¢/ (/o) x/a?+ - --, we formally obtain

__ n'?5lex/o)
V& =9) =0 s o) x o a2

such that under observatioxs. . ., X, i.i.d.~ Fg and assuming sufficient regularity, in particular
consistency,/n (S, — o) will as n — « be asymptotically normal with mean zero and variance

J PP(X)F (dx) L3
(/x@(x)F(dx)* '

V(qov FU) = 02 V]_((D,F), Vl((paF) =
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If @ is differentiable with continuous derivative of compacppart, bothg(x) andx ¢/ (x) are
bounded, so the integrals [0_(I..3) are well-defined for asfritiutionF on the Borelr-algebraB
of R. As in the theory of generalized functions (Rudin (1991, €)), regularity conditions are
shifted to the test functions whenever possible.

The usual information bound for asymptotic variance would thatV (¢,Fs) > .75 1 (Fg)
and, hopefully, the lower bound will also be achieved.

This leads us to the following definition ofs1(F). The extension taZs(Fy) for the scale
transforms=; of F matches[{1]3).

Definition 1.1. Fisher information of scale, for any distribution F on thealdine, is defined by
2
(/x¢' (x)F(dx))
Z(F) = su ,
i(F)i= S @ oF (ax)

where%;, denotes the set of all differentiable functigmsR — R whose derivative is continuous
and of compact support, arif0 := 0 by convention. For the scale transforms &f F we define

(1.4)

I5(Fg) =02 Ia(F), 0<o<w. (1.5)

Remark 1.2. Since the mag — @, where@, (x) := @(ox) and¢@;(x) = o ¢/(ox), defines a
one-to-one correspondence @k, we obtain scale invariance ofsy,

Is1(Fo) = Is1(F), 0< 0 <00, (1.6)

So extension[(115) is needed to obtain scale equivariantéehel scale model, as opposed to
location, it matters whether a given distributiBris considered elemehkt = F; or, for example,
element= = F5 (in the scale model generated By). O

Motivated by the information bound, Definition 1.1 is inesically statistical. It does not a
priori use the assumption of, and suitable conditions onsities. These properties rather follow
from the definition in case/ is finite. Another advantage is that Definition]1.1 impliegtaim
topological properties (convexity and lower continuity) 6.

The definition parallels Huber (1981, Def. 4.1) in the logcattase,

_ u/POF(dx)®
JF) = SUp = g Fdn)

where @, subject tof @?dF > 0, ranges over the (smaller) s&t of all continuously differen-
tiable functions which themselves are of compact suppgrts shift invariant.

Huber (1981, p. 79), states vague lower semicontinuity amgexity of . By|Huber (1981,
Thm. 4.2),.4(F) is finite iff F is absolutely continuous with an absolutely continuoussierf
such thatf’/f € Lp(F), in which cases (F) = [(f/f)?dF.

(1.7)

Remark 1.3. The latter result, by arguments of the proof to Theorem 2l@viestill obtains if
definition [1.T) is based o#t;. Only vague lower semicontinuity of would be weakened to
weak continuity (which, however, makes no difference ingbtup of normed measures). The
convention G0 := 0 could replace the side conditign 0 a.e.F in (I.1) as well.

The non-suitability ochl, and suitability ofé;; instead, is the tribute to the scale model,
for which the functions<— x¢'(x) need to be dense iy (Fy) with respect to the punctuated
(substochastic) measurg introduced in[(2.11) below. O
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Fisher information of scale has been treated by Huber (1B88]) not in the previous gener-
ality but only under suitable assumptions on densities irah auxiliary way, has been reduced
to the location case by symmetrization and the log-transiétuber|(1981, Sec. 5.6).

2. Main Results
Proposition 2.1. . is weakly lower semicontinuous and convex.

Zero observations do not contain any information aboutescRemoving the mass of any
distributionF at zero, we define the punctuated, possibly substochastisung by

Fo:=F —F({0})1o, (2.1)

where b denotes Dirac measure at 0. In terms of distribution fumstialenoting by @ .., the
indicator function, we havey(x) = F(x) — (F(0) — F(0—))1{g.«)(X)-

Theorem 2.2. For any distribution F on the real line#s;(F) is finite iff

i) Fois absolutely continuous with a density f such that
ii) x — x f(x) is absolutely continuous, and
i) X = A(X) := —[xf(X)])/T(X) € Lo(Fo),

in which caseZu(F) = [ A2dRy = /¢0[1+xf’(x)/f (X)]2F (d¥).

3. Consequences for the Scale Model

For the scale transforn of F, .%1(Fs) = #s1(F ) and.%s(Fo) = 02.%1(F) by (L.8) and[(Lb),
respectively. In particularZs1(Fy) and.#5(Fy) are finite iff 7, (F) is finite. Also conditions
i) and ii) of Theoren{ 2]2 are simultaneously fulfilled for andity f of Fy and the density
fo(x) = 0~1f(x/o) of the punctuatiorF, ¢ of F5. In the finite case, sinckfy (X))’ /fo(X) in
condition iii) of Theoren 22 is jush(x/a), this theorem yieldsZs1(Fs ) = [ A?(x/0) Fg o(dX),
which isf/\z(x) Fo(dx) = .%51(Fs); that is, [1.6) again. Therefore, in the finite case,

fs(Fa)://\E,dF(,,o, 0<0 <, (3.1)

the representation ofs(Fy) in terms of the usual score functidy,

No(X) == %/\(g) = %Iog fo(x) = —%(1—#

) . (3.2)

As an analogue to a lemma due to Hajek (1972) in the locatiee/cSwensen (1980, Ch.2,
Sec.3) for an absolutely continuoBishas shown that conditions i)—iii) of Theordm12.2 even
imply L,-differentiability (Rieder| 1994, Def. 2.3.6) of the scale model,

|V dFsit — VdFs(1+ 5tAg)|| =o(t)  ast—0 (3.3)

ato =1 and, by invariance, at any o < «. By definition,L,-differentiability already entails
that [ A2 dFy < . Setting/A(0) := 0, we may extend his result &{0}) > 0.
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Proposition 3.1. Assume thats;(F) < c . Then the scale modéfs)o< o<« is Lo-differentiable
with derivative/\s at every0 < g < o,

L,-differentiability of a parametric model implies an expimmsof the log-likelihhods, see
e.glRieder (1994, Thm. 2.3.5); in our case, for eaehR,

logdFy, 1, m/dF5 = % S Ao (%) — 3" Z5(Fs)h+ opp () (3.4)

that is, the scale model Iscally asymptotically normalLAN). LAN is the basis of asymptotic
optimality results as Hajek’s Asymptotic Convolution Bnem and the Local Asymptotic Min-
imax Theorem, see e.lg. Riedar (1994, Thm.s 3.2.3, 3.3@)an der Vaart (1998, Thm.'s 8.8,
8.11). [Le Caini(1986, 17.3 Prop. 2) even shows that, in thte Betup, LAN is equivalent to
Lo-differentiability. Thus we obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.2. The following statements are equivalent:

i) H5(Fg) <o atsomed < g < .
i) The scale model is4-differentiable at som8é < g < .
iii) The scale model has the LAN prope(@B:4) at somed < g < .

By invariance, the validity of each statement at anienplies its validity at any other & g < co.

Appendix A. Proofs and Absolute Continuity

Proof of Proposition 2.1The sup over a family of I.s.c., resp. convex, functions gdis.c., resp.
convex, it suffices to show that, for eaghe %¢1, the reciprocal functioh’l’l((p, -) from (@.3), is weakly
I.s.c. and convex. In this proof only, we pay a price for theifying convention ¢0 := 0.

LetFy — F weakly. Then/ ¢?dF, — [ @?dF. Firstassumg @?dF > 0. Then/ ¢?dF, > 0 eventually,
andV; 1(¢,Fn) — V; 1(@,F). Secondly suppose thii? dF = 0. If also [ x¢/ dF =0, thenV; (¢,F) =
0 <V, Y@, Fn) foralln. If [x¢/dF # 0, thenf ¢?dF, — 0, [x¢/ dFy — [x¢/ dF # 0, hence/; (@, Fn)
tends too =V X(¢, F).

GivenFy, P, s€ (0,1), putF = (1-s)F; +sk. In case both/ ¢*dFj > 0, we getVl’l((p,F) <
(1-9)Vy H(@,F1) +sV, 1(@,F2) from|Huber (1981, Lemma 4.4). Secondly, Jep?dF = 0 < [ ¢?dF.
Then, if [x¢/ dFy = 0, henceV; 1(@,F1) =0, andV; X(¢,F) = sV, 1@, F2) = (1—-9)0+sV, (g, Fo). If
Ix@ dFy # 0,V H(@,F1) = @ and (1 —s) o+ s\, 1(@,F2) >V X(,F). Thirdly, let both [ ¢>dFj be
zero. Then, if also botlix¢ dFj = 0, we get\/l’l((p, F) = 0. At least one/ x¢/ dFj nonzero implies that
(1_S)V171(<07 F1)+5V171(§0, FZ) = . U

Lemma A.1. For any finite measure onB, the classte; is dense irLy(F). If F({0}) = 0O, the related
classZcy = {x— x@ (X) | € Gc1} is dense iny(F). There exist function® < ¢n < 1 in %3 such that
SURLx [X@h(X)| < oo, limnx¢h(x) = O, andgn(x) 1 1, respectivelygn(x) | Lx—o; pointwise.

Proof On the basis of Lusin’s theorem, Rudin (1974, Thm. 3.14) ffices to approximate the indicator
of bounded intervalga, b].

For € | 0 one may choose functiom € %1 such that 0< g <1,ge =1 on[a+¢,b], ge =0 on
(—,a|U[b+g,). Thenge — 1,1, pointwise, andje — 15 in Lo(F) by dominated convergence.

Concerning denseness @£, in L1(Fg), we may assume that> 0. Drawing on the functiong, define
he () := [,y 1ge (y) dy. Thenhe € 61 and, as beforesh, = g — 15 in Lao(Fo).

A possible choice of the functiong, in the first case, igh(x) = @(x/n), based on the function@x) =
1+ cos((|x| — m)+ A1), and, in the second casa(x) = @(nx), where Zp(x) = 1+ cog|X| A ). O
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Absolute Continuity From real analysis, e.q., Rudin (1974, Ch.8), we recallRAvalued measure on
the Borelo-field B of the real line is dominated by, the Lebesgue measure, iff its distribution function
is absolutely continuous. A functioh: R — R is absolutely continuous, if for arg/> 0 there is & > 0
such that for any finite collection of disjoint segme(es bj] of total lengthA (U(a;,bi]) < 0 it holds that
Silf(bi) — f(a)| < €. Any absolutely continuous has bounded variation on compact intervild,
the derivativef’ exists a.eA, and f (b) — f(a) = [? f/dA where [ |f/|dA < w. Integrability ' € L1(A),
implying bounded variation oR, and the limitf (a) — 0 asa— —oo require further conditions, respectively.
These are obviously satisfied in the location case for atedgloontinuous densities such that (F) < «
for dF = fdA, hence in particulaf | f|dA < . If f andg are absolutely continuous, so is their prodbigt
on any compacta, b]. Thus, integration by parts hold$:(b)g(b) — f(a)g(a) = j;’ f'gdA +f§ fgdr—a
special case of Rieder (1994, Lemma C.2.1).

Proof of Theorem 2. First assumeZs;(F) < . On%c; defineT (¢) := — [ x¢' dF, which operator is
well defined, becausf@? dF = 0, in view of Definition L1, entails thatx ¢’ dF = 0.

Evaluated orf6;1, T has operator norm/.#s:1(F). %¢1 being dense iy(F), T may be extended
to Lo(F) keeping its norm. ByRiesz—Fréchethere exists someg € L(F ), whose norm equals the operator
norm of T, such thafl (¢) = [ @gdF for all ¢ € L»(F), hence

f/X(p'sz/(png, Q< b, (A.1)
Insertinggh from Lemmd’A.1, both choices, we obtain that, in additiorftﬁdF = J51(F),

/ng:o, g(0)F({0}) =0 (A2)

In particular, the integrals il (Al 1) and (A.2) may be rezted toR \ {0} . Define the function
1
f09:=" [ Wy, x#0. (A3)
y<x

Then, if p_., denotes the constant value @fc %, left to the support ofy’, [ @gdF = [(¢— ¢-«)gdR
and@(X) — Q- = fo_y<x ¢ (¥)A(dy). Due to compact support ¢f, andg € L»(Fo), the product(x) ¢/ (y)
is in L1(Fo(dx) @ A(dy)), and sof x¢/ dFo = — [f.y.09(X) @' (y) Fo(dX) A (dy) = [y f(y) ¢'(y) A(dy) by
Fubini; thus,

/xqa’ ) Fo(dx) = /X(p' AdY), @ebu. (A.4)

By denseness d¥; in L1(Fp), LemmdAd, the LHS determiné%. As pointwise and dominated conver-
gencexh; = g¢ — 15 has been established in that proof, alst\ on the RHS is completely determined
by (&3) if fdA is finite on any compact ifR \ {0}. But [B|f|dA < A~1[B|xf(x)|A(dX), which is
bounded byB/A—1) [ |g|dRy < « for A> 0, and likewise foB < 0. Thus we conclude froni.(A.4) that

dFy = fdA . (A.5)

SinceFy is nonnegative, in fact > 0 a.e.A. Absolute continuity of the functiom,
/ g(y) Fo(dy) = / gy (dy) . (A.6)

follows from [|g| f dA = [|g|dRy < «. Asm(x) = x f(x) for x # 0, differentiability of f a.e.A (for x # 0)
is entailed by that ofn, and
g(x) = 1+x f'(x) /f(x) ae. Fo(dx) . (A7)

This completes the identification gfunderF, and i)—iii) are proved.
Conversely, assume i)—iii). By iijn(x) = x f(x) is absolutely continuous. Differentiability afatx -~ 0
implies that off, andm’ = f 4 xf’. ForA-densities, necessarily(f = 0, f’ # 0) = 0, hence alsa (f =
5



0,m #0) =0. With —A =m/f = 1+xf/f a.e.Fy, we have[ |m|dA = [|A]dRy < « by iii). Thus,m
and its measurev dA = —A dFp are of bounded variation dR.

By Holder inequalitym(y) —m(x)|2 < |F (y) — F (x)| [ A2 dFy, som(x) for x— w is a Cauchy sequence.
But limy_.. M(X) must be zero since otherwi$éx) ~ 1/x for x — o would not integrate. The same holding
for x — —o0, we obtain

‘mdA =o. (A8)
/

For ¢ € %¢1, the functiong — ¢_., and corresponding measupédA have bounded variation dR. Thus
integration by parts in the general form_of Rieder (1994, Lén2.1) yields/ ¢'mdA = — [ ¢’ dA, such

that
/X(p'sz/(p/md)\zf/(prﬁd)\z/(p/\dFo. (A.9)
Applying Cauchy-Schwarz, we get

(/X(p(d':y: (/."’AdFO)ZS/@ZdFO//\ZdFo, (A.10)

where [ A?dF is finite by iii). It follows that. 7 (F) < . O
Proof of Proposition 3.1We decomposé/dF;4+t — vdFy(1+ %t/\g) || into the following sum,
| (v/dFo1t — VdFs (14 3tAq)) Liope || + || (VAFs 1t — VARG (14 3tAs)) Loy || - (A.11)

The first summand is(6) by/Swensen (1980). The second is 0, siRgé{0}) = F ({0}) andA4(0) =0. O
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