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Abstract

Felix-Medina and Thompson (2004) proposed a variant &iacing sampling to
estimate the size of a hidden population such as drug usausalsworkers or homeless
people. In their variant a sampling frame of sites where tieentrers of the population
tend to gather is constructed. The frame is not assumed &r to® whole population,
but only a portion of it. A simple random sample of sites isestdd; the people in
the sampled sites are identified and are asked to name otmebben® of the population
which are added to the sample. Those authors proposed nradikelihood estimators
of the population size which derived from a multinomial midfdethe numbers of people
found in the sampled sites and a model that considers thatdhability that a person is
named by any element in a particular sampled site (link-gidldy) does not depend on
the named person, that is, that the probabilities are honeages. Later, Félix-Medina
et al. (2015) proposed unconditional and conditional maimtikelihood estimators of
the population size which derived from a model that takes aticount the heterogeneity
of the link-probabilities. In this work we consider this galimg design and set condi-
tions for a general model for the link-probabilities thatagantee the consistency and
asymptotic normality of the estimators of the populatiaresind of the estimators of the
parameters of the model for the link-probabilities. In jgatar we showed that both the
unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood estioratof the population size are
consistent and have asymptotic normal distributions whrehdifferent from each other.
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1 Introduction

Conventional sampling methods are not appropriate for §aghpidden or hard-to-reach
human populations, such as drug users, sexual-workersandléss people, because of the
lack of suitable sampling frames. For this reason, seveediic sampling methods for this
type of population have been proposed. See Magnani et a05j2dhd Kalton (2009) for
reviews of some of them. One of this methods is snowball sagpalso known as link-
tracing sampling (LTS) or chain referral sampling. In LTSiaitial sample of members
of the population is selected and the sample size is inadelagesking the people in the
initial sample to name other members of the populations. ndmeed people who are not in
the initial sample are added to the sample and they are askehte other members of the
population. The sampling process might continue in this watyl a stopping rule is satisfied.
For reviews of several variants of LTS see Spreen (1992)mfgson and Frank (2000) and
Johnston and Sabin (2010).

Félix-Medina and Thompson (2004) proposed a variant dfiiacing sampling (LTS)
to estimate the size of a hidden population. In their varthay supposed that a sampling
frame of sites where the members of the target populatiahtiegather can be constructed.
As a examples of sites are public parks, bars and blocks. wbrsh nothing that they do
not supposed that the frame covers the whole populatiomrdyta portion of it. Then an
initial sample of sites is selected by a simple random sargpliithout replacement design
and the members of the population who belong to the samplesl aie identified. Finally
the people in the initial sample are asked to named other reenab the population and the
named persons who are not in the initial sample are includelde sample. Those authors
proposed models to describe the number of members of thdgimpuwho belong to each
site in the frame and to describe the probability that a perstinked to a sampled site, that
is, that he or she was named by at least one person who belorlyattsite. From those
models they derived maximum likelihood estimators of theylation size. In that work
those authors considered that the probability that a pesdorked to a site (link-probability)
does not depend on the person, but does on the site, thakisctimsider homogeneous
link-probabilities.

Feélix-Medina and Monjardin (2006) considered this sameawa of LTS and derived
estimators of the population size using a Bayesian-asisigtproach, that is, they derived the
estimators using the Bayesian approach, but the inferemees made under a frequentist
approach. Those authors considered an homogeneous tyraiemal model for the logits
of the link-probabilities.

Later Félix-Medina et al. (2015) extended the work by ¥&liedina and Thompson
(2004) to the case in which the link-probabilities are hegeneous, that is, that they depend
on the named people. Those authors modeled the heterogehdite link-probabilities by
means of a mixed logistic normal model proposed by Coull agesti (1999) in the context
of capture-recapture studies. From this model they denwrembnditional and conditional
maximum likelihood estimators of the population size.

In this work we consider the variant of the LTS proposed biyxFéedina and Thompson
(2004) and a general model for the link-probabilities frommieth we derive the forms of the



unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood estinratof the population size. We
state conditions that guarantee the consistency and astimpbrmality of both types of
estimators, and we proposed estimators of the variancdseadtimators of the population
size. It is worth noting that our work is based on that by Saaa&n (1972) in which she
derived asymptotic properties of both unconditional anddttional maximum likelihood
estimators of the size of a multinomial distribution from ianomplete observation of the
cell totals which is a situation that occurs in capture-ptgee studies. Thus, our work is
basically an adaptation of that by Sanathanan (1972) todtmm&tors used in the sampling
variant proposed by Félix-Medina and Thompson (2004).

The structure of this document is the following. In sectiow@ describe the variant
of LTS proposed by Félix-Medina and Thompson (2004). Irtisac3 we present proba-
bility models that describe the numbers of people that lgglorthe sites in the frame and
the probabilities of links between the members of the pdmriaand the sites. From these
models we construct the likelihood function that allows aslérive the unconditional and
conditional maximum likelihood estimators of the parametd# the assumed model for the
link-probabilities and of the population size. In additiove present conditions that guaran-
tee the consistency of the proposed estimators. In sectishidh is the central part of this
paper, we define the asymptotic framework under which aiigatbthe asymptotic properties
of the proposed estimators. In section 5 we proposed a méth@stimating the variance-
covariance matrices of the estimators of the differentorsabdf parameters that appear in the
assumed models. Finally, in section 6 we discuss some goibes considered whenever the
results of this paper want to be used in actual situations.

2 Link-tracing sampling design

In this section we will describe the LTS variant proposed Bi¥-Medina and Thompson
(2004). Thus, letU be a finite population of people. LetlU; be the portion ofU that is
covered by a sampling frame &f sitesA;, ..., Ay, which are places where members of
the population tend to gather. We will assume that each otigeof persons who are iy,
belongs to only one sitd; in the frame. Notice that this does not imply that a persomoan
be found in distinct places, but that, as in ordinary clusamnpling, the researcher has a
criterion that allows him or her to assign a person to only sitee Let)/; be the number of
people inU; that belong to the sitd;, i = 1,..., N. The previous assumption implies that
T = Zjlv M;. Let, = 7—71 be the number of people that belong to the portier= U — U,

of U that is not covered by the sampling frame.

The sampling procedure is as follows. An initial simple ramdsample without replace-
ment (SRSWOR)S4 of n sitesAy, ..., A, is selected from the frame and the members of
the population who belong to each sampled site are identifietl S, be the set of people
in the initial sample. Notice that the size 6§ is M = "} M;. Then from each sampled
siteA;,7i = 1,...,n, the people who belong to that site are asked to name othebarsrof
the population. A person and a sampled site are said to bediiflany of the persons who
belong to that site names that person. Egtand S, be the sets of people i, — S, and in



Us, respectively, who are linked to at least one sit&'in Finally, from each named person
the following information is obtained: the portion 6f where that person is located, that is,
U, — Sy, A; € S4 orUs, and the subset of sampled sites that are linked to him or her.

3 Unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood esti-
mators

3.1 Probability models

As in Félix-Medina and Thompson (2004), we will supposé tha numbers\/y, ..., My
of people who belong to the sitel, . . ., Ay are independent Poisson random variables with

mean);. Therefore, the joint conditional distribution 61, ..., M,, 7 — M) given that
Eff M; = 71 is multinomial with probability mass function (pmf):
f(m My, T —m|T) = m! 1 m<1—£)ﬁ_m (1)
b e T ! I mal(m —m)! \N N '

To model the links between the members of the population hadampled sites we will
define for persorj in Uy, — S the vector of link-indicator variablex " = (X{¥, ..., x®)),
whereXi(f) = 1 if personj is linked to siteA, andXZ.(]’.“) = 0 otherwise. Notice thaKE-k)
indicates which sites it 4 are linked to person. We will suppose that gives4, and

consequently the value¥;s of the sampled sites, th’éi(f)s are Bernoulli random variables

with meansrpz(.f)s and that the vectorX§k) are independent. L&t = {(xy,...,2,) : 2; =
0,1;i=1,...,n}, thatis, the set of all the-dimensional vectors such that each one of their
elementsi® or 1. Forx = (z4,...,z,) € Q we will denote byﬂ,(f) the probability that the
vector of link-indicator variables associated with a raméioselected person fror, — S
equalsx, that is, the probability that the person is linked only te #itesA; such that the-th
elementz; of x equalsl. We will suppose thaﬁ-,((’“)depends on g,-dimensional parameter
6, = (6, ... o) € ©, C R, thatis,r{¥ = 7(8,), k = 1,2. In this work we will
assume thafl;, does not depend on the observes.

Similarly, for persory in A; € S4, we will define the vector of link-indicator variables
XE.AZ') = (Xl(j.“), Ce Xi(f{;,Xi(f{;, . ,X,(L;“)), whereXi(,;“) = 1if personj is linked to site
Ap,i' =1,...,n,7 #1 andXi(,’;.) = 0 otherwise. We will suppose that given theXi(,?”s
are Bernoulli random variables with meqvi%)s and that the vectOIXEAi) are independent.
Foreachd; € Sa, letQ_; = {(z1,..., 21, Tip1, . xn) 2y =0, 1,0 # 4,0 =1,...,n},
that is, the set of alln — 1)-dimensional vectors obtained from the vector§liby omitting
their i-th coordinate. Fox = (z1,..., %1, Zis1, ..., 2,) € Q_; we will denote by7r,(<A")
the probability that the vector of link-indicator variablassociated with a randomly selected
person fromA,; equalsx. We will suppose that,({Ai)depends on the -dimensional parameter
6, = (6", ...,0l) € @, thatis,x{* = 7$*(0,),i=1,... ,n.



For instance, Félix-Medina and Monjardin (2006) modeleal ltnk-probability between
persory in U,— A; and sited; € S, bypgf) =Pr (Xi(f) :1\SA> =exp (ozg'“))/ [1 +exp <Oz§k))] ,
where the conditional distribution ojg'“) given ¢, is normal with mean),, and variance

0%, which we denote byygk)wk ~ N (¢y,02) andy, ~ N (ur,~2). Thus, in this case
Bk = (uk,yk,ak) €cO®,=Rx (0,00) X (0,00), and

ven-|/ | 1jX§Xp ol (o]

N [ el iidaas]

wherex = (z1,...,z,)€ Q,t = Y| x;, and fy(a|y) and fi, (1)) denote the probability den-
sity functions of the distribution& (¢, 02) and N (u,v7), respectively. It is worth noting
that those authors did not compmt@(ek) because they followed a Bayesian approach and
focused on computing the posterior distribution of the peeters.

As another example, Félix-Medina et al. (2015) modeledlitileprobability between

personj in Uy, — A; and site4; € S, by the following Rasch mode}{}’ = Pr (Xi(f) - 1|SA)
— exp (agk) + Bj(-k)) / [1 + exp (ag"”) + 6}“)}, wherea!" is a fixed (not random) effect

associated with the sit¢; and 5](.’“) is a normal random effect with mean zero and variance
o2 associated with persgnin U, — A;. Therefore

n_exp [ml (ozz(k) + Ukz)}

e = [ 11 T A(:)iz,
i=1 1+ exp (ozi + akz)

wherex = (x1,...,2,)€ Q,0; = (ozlk), . aff),ak) € O, = R"x(0,00) andg(-) denotes
the probability denS|ty function of the standard normatribsition. Those authors compute
7 (8,) by means of Gaussian quadrature formula.

Notice that in the first example the paramefigris defined previously to the selection
of the initial sample because tlaék)s are a random sample from a probability distribution
indexed byd, and consequently this parameter does not represent obiastics of the par-
ticular selected sample. On the other hand, in the secomdm@gdhe parametdt; is defined
once the initial sample of sites is selected becausexfﬁe represent characteristics of the
particular sites irt' 4. Therefore, as long &, does not depend on thi;s the results derived
in this work are valid for both cases.

3.2 Likelihood function

To compute the likelihood function we will factorize it inthfferent components. One com-
ponent,L 1 (71), iS given by the probability of observing the particularesiz, ..., m,
of the sites inS 4; therefore, it is specified by the multinomial distributif). Two additional
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factors are given by the probabilities of the configuratiohshe links between the people
in Uy — So, K = 1,2, and the sitesA; € S4. To obtain those factors we will denote by
Rff), x = (z1,...,x,) € Q, the random variable that indicates the number of distiroppe
in U, — Sy, whose vectors of link-indicator variables are equaki@nd byR,, the random
variable that indicates the number of distinct peopl&jin- S, who are linked to at least one
site A, € S4. Notice thatR;, = Exeg_{o} Rﬁf), where0 denotes the.-dimensional vector
of zeros.

Because of the assumptions we made about the veﬁﬁ?snf link-indicator variables

we have that the conditional joint probability distributiof the variables{Rff)}er givensS,
is a multinomial distribution with parameter of size— m and probabilities{w,({l)(01)}XEQ,
whereas that of the variabléﬁﬁf) }xeq is a multinomial distribution with parameter of size

and probabilities{w,(f)(02)}x€9. Therefore, the factors of the likelihood function asstezia
with the probabilities of the configurations of links betwebe people i/, — Sy, k = 1, 2,
and the sites|; € S, are

o

NN ) pEp— O — y TN @

(1 —=m =71 ) [Leeam™ ! xea

and

o2

7'2!
Lo(19,05) = (0
) g e L)

Notice thatrél) =7 —m-—-r andrff) =Ty — Ty.

The last factor of the likelihood function is given by the batility of the configuration of
links between the people i}, and the sitesl; € S4. To obtain this factor, we will denote by
R x = (T1,. .y Tty Tin, - - -, Tn) € Q_y, the random variable that indicates the number
of distinct people in4; € S, such that their vectors of link-indicator variables egxand
by R4 the random variable that indicates the number of distinoppeein A; € S, who are
linked to at least one sitd; € S, j # i. Notice thatR) = 3~ o R, where0

denotes thén—1)-dimensional vector of zeros anRﬁ)A") = m;—R“). Then, as in the previ-
ous cases, the conditional joint probability distributadthe variables{R,((Ai)}xegfi givenSy

is a multinomial distribution with parameter of sizg and probabilities{w,(f”(01)},(6972..
Therefore, the probability of the configuration of links Wween the people ir%, and the
sitesA; € S, is given by the product of the previous multinomial probiiei$ (one for
eachA; € S4), and consequently the factor of the likelihood functioeasated with that
probability is

n .
en)

Lo(0) =[] =" o T [F900)™ =6 0))

(As)
i=1 erQ rx ! x€Q_;

m;—r (A

From the previous results we have that the maximum likelihfooction is given by

L(Tlu T2, 017 02) - L(l) (7-17 01)[/(2) (T27 02)7
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where

Lay(m,01) = Lyurr(n)Li(m1,01)Le(0:) and (3)
L(z)(TQ,Oz) = L2(72,92)-

3.3 Unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood estimators of
(Tkv 02)

In this section we will derive unconditional and conditibneaximum likelihood estimators
of the parameters of the previously specified models. Hemitetve will suppose that con-
ditional on the initial samplé& 4 of sites the following “regularity conditions” are satisfie

(1) 6; is the true value of.
(2) 6, is an interior point 0.
3) 7(6) > 0,x € Qandri*(07) >0, x € QO i=1,...,n.

@) ord(6,)/00", x € Qandorl*(0,)/00", x € Qi =1,...n 5 =1,....qm
exist at anyd,, € ®©; andf, € ©,, and are continuous in neighborhood¥pfando?,
respectively.

(5) Given ad; > 0, itis possible to find am; > 0 such that

vy G Rl 1 07)]
1mn — I
101 —65|>61 (1) 1

weooy 1 =70 (01) | w8/ 1 - 7" (01)]

1 m " (61)
+ Z Z [7 2 £1.
(N - ’fl) |:1 } i=1 x€N_; 7T>(<AL)(01>
(6) Given ad, > 0, itis possible to find am, > 0 such that
| 2y [0/ [1- 763
inf Z O In @ e > €.
lo2=03>0: €= 1 —n$(05) | 72 (8s)/ [ 0 (92)}

Remark 1. For a differentiable function f : R? — R, the notation 0f(x.)/0x; represents
Of(x)/ Ozl x=xo-



The regularity conditionsl(-(4) and 6) or conditions equivalent to them have been as-
sumed by several authors such as Birch (1964), Rao (1973,5&MBishop et al. (1975,
Ch. 14), Sanathanan (1972) and Agresti (2002, Ch. 14), arotreys, in the context of
deriving asymptotic properties of estimators of the patanseof models for the probabilities
of a multinomial distribution. The particular form of cotidn (6) comes from Sanathanan
(1972) who took it from the first edition of Rao (1973, Ch. 5@ahis known as atrong
identifiability condition. Condition §) is a modification of §) to meet the requirements of
our particular sampling design. In general, these conastimply the existence and consis-
tency of the UMLEs and CMLEs o} and @, and that they can be obtained deriving the
likelihood function with respect t6, and@,.

3.3.1 Unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood estimators of 7, and 6

Let us firstly consider the unconditional maximum likelildoestimators (UMLEs‘fo) and
éﬁU) of r, and@;. The log-likelihood function of;, and#, is

la)(11,01) = In[Ly(71,04)]
= In(n!) — In[(m — —7“1)]+7'11n(1—n/N)

> O [r(6))] +ZZ 1erg, “(9,)] +C,

whereC' does not depend on and6,, and recall that}) = 7, — m — r; andr§™ =
m; — r4)_ Then, the UMLEé&U) of 87 is the solution to the following equations:

(As)

ol (11,0 7’,({1) 87Tx _ rx aﬂ,((Ai) 0 ,
=T e T T X B o=
8ej xeQ T (01> 89 i=1 xeQ_ 01 aej
(4)

Sincer; is an integer we will use the “ratio method” to maximizg)(r,, 8,). [See Feller
(1968, Ch. 3).] Thus

Loy(r,01) (1 —n/N)mg”(61)
L(l)(Tl—l,el) (Tl—m—Tl) .

Since this ratio is greater than or equalltd = < (m + ry)/ [1 -(1- n/N)wél)(Bl)} and
itis smaller than or equal toif 7, is greater than or equal to that quantity, it follows thlgﬁft)
is given by

M

1 - (1—n/N)ai (éi”’) ’
where|z | denotes the largest integer not greater thaNotice that the right hand-side ¢f (5)
is not a closed form foﬁ(U) since this expression dependsé;iﬁ In fact, 7 A(U andéiU) are




obtained by simultaneously solving the set of equatibhsui@)[$), which is generally done
by numerical methods.
Let us now consider the conditional maximum likelihood mstiors (CMLES)?‘l(C) and

éﬁc) of , and@;. It is worth noting that this type of estimators was propodsg&anathanan

(1972) in the context of estimating the parameter of size miudtinomial distribution from

an incomplete observation of the cell frequencies. Theagr we will follow to derive%l(c)

and éi“ is an adaptation of Sanathanan’s (1972) approach to our ddmes, from [(2) we
have that

L1(7'1791):f({Til)}xed{mz}aﬁ,eﬁ

= ({rWYea—ioy |71, {mi}, 71,61) f (ri]{mi}, 71, 01)
D
B r! (6,)
o 1)y H 1 — 1) 0
erQ—{o} s xeq—{o0} o (61)
(7'1 — m)' (1)
X(Tl —m—rl)!ﬁ! |:1 770 (01):| [ 7o (01)

:L11(91)L12(7'1,91) (6)

] T1—mM—T1

Notice that the first factof.;;(8;) is given by the joint pmf of the multinomial distribution
with parameter of size, and probabllltles{7rx (61)/ [ wél)(el)” oo} and that this
distribution does not depend en Note also that the second facmrg(:l, 0,)is given by the
pmf of the blnomlal dlstrlbutlon with parameter of size— m and probabilityl — 7r0 (01)
Thus, the CMLEB1 of 07 is the solution to the following system of equations:

0 7’,({1) or (0 r orV (o
T 11’1[[/11(01)[/0(01)] e Z ((1) 1) _'_ (11) 0 ((1) 1)
86j xeQ—{0} 7Tx (01> 80 1— To (91) 39j
0 onis
+ZZ (1() 1>:Ovj:1>---a€11~ (7)
=1 xeQ_ 01 89J

The CMLE%l(C) of 7, is obtained by the ratio method. Thus, since

Lyurr(m1)Lag (11, 61) _ (1 — ”/N)W(()l) (01)
Lyurr(m —1)Lig (11 — 1, 64) (m—m-—ry)
it follows that
A(0) _ M+ Ry ®)

1—(1—n/N)rV (éic’)

Note that[(8) is a closed form fé{c) sinceégc) is firstly obtained from[{]7).



3.3.2 Unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood estimators of 7, and 6,

By a similar analysis as that conducted in the previous suiosewe have that the UMLESs
%2([]) andé;U) of 7, and@; are the solution to the following equations:

DI & LTSI
=V, = 1,. y Y2
ol (0y) 00
and
~(U) Ry
Ty = - . 9)
1-— 7r((,2) (0;[]))

where recall that{” = 7, — r.
With respect to the conditional estimators, we have thatGMLE ééc) of 65 is the
solution to the following equations:

Z 7’,({2) 07?,((2) (07) N 9 07?82) (07)

xeQ—{0} () 39](-2) 1—72(8,) 89](.2)

:O7j:17"'7q2-

The CMLE#? of 7, is given by [9), but replacing.”’ by 8'"’. Note that in this cas&l(9) is
a closed form for{”.

3.3.3 Unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood estimators of - = 7, + 7

The UMLE and CMLE ofr = 1+, are given byr(V) = #(") 4 2{") and#(©) = #(©) 4 2(©),
respectively.

4 Asymptotic properties of the unconditional and condi-
tional maximum likelihood estimators

The structure of this section is as follows. Firstly we widlfithe the asymptotic framework
under which we will derive the asymptotic properties of tiséireators. Next we will state
and proof a theorem that guarantees the asymptotic mu¢tteamormal distribution of any
estimator of(r, 87) that satisfies the conditions expressed in the theorem.eSiot any
estimator of( 1, 87) satisfies the conditions of the theorem, in particular theLEMoes not,

we will state and proof another theorem that guaranteessyratotic multivariate normal
distribution of any estimator of; that satisfies the conditions of that theorem. Then, we
will prove that the UMLE of(r, 87) satisfies the conditions of the first theorem, whereas
the CMLE of 87 satisfies those of the second one. In addition, we will prbeg ih spite of
that result, the CMLEI(C) does have an asymptotic normal distribution although ibistine
same as that ofl(U). After that we will consider the asymptotic properties ofimsitors of
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(19, 03). Since this problem is exactly the same as that consider&hbgthanan (1972), we
will only state a theorem that guarantees the asymptotitivadiate normal distribution of
any estimator of 1, 87) that satisfies the conditions expressed in the theorem, ewill
omit its proof, as well as the proofs that both the UMLE and@\LE of (7, 87) satisfy the
conditions of that theorem. Finally, we will obtain the agpotic properties of the estimators
#U) and#(©) of 7,

4.1 Basic assumptions

To derive the asymptotic properties of the UMLEs and CMLEs;0dnd@;, &k = 1,2, we
will make the following assumptions:

A. Tk—>OO,/{5:1,2.
B. /7 = g, 0 < ap < 1,k=1,2.

C. N andn are fixed positive integer numbers.

For convenience of notation, we will paf either as a subscript or a superscript of every
term that depends on, & = 1, 2. In addition, convergence in distribution will be denotegd b
2 and convergence in probability b@.

Notice that from[(IL) it follows that the conditional distution of Mi(ﬁ) givenry is bino-
mial with parameter of size; and probabilityl /N, that isMZ.(“)|71 ~ Bin(ry,1/N); con-
sequentIyMZ.(”)/rl is stochastically bounded, that iMi(Tl) = O,(7). This means that the
size of Ul(ﬁ) is increased by increasing the sizes of the clusters, evagththeir num-
ber N is kept fixed. In the same manner, the number of people in ﬁh’alieampleSé”),
given by M) = 5" M™|r ~ Bin(ry,n/N), is increased because of the increasing of
M™ i =1,...,n, even though is kept fixed. On the other hand, singe— M™)|r; ~
Bin(ry, 1 —n/N), RT™ |57 ~ Bin(r, — M), 1 — ") and R[S ~ Bin(ry, 1 - 7$),
it follows that R{™)|7; ~ Bin [n, (1 —n/N) (1 - wél))} and R |, ~ Bin(r, 1 — 7$);

thereforerR(™ = O,() andR® = O,(r). Thus, the sizes of the sets™ and S{™
are increased becausgandr, are increased even though the probabililﬁe{sl)}xeﬂ and
{7 }xeq are kept fixed.

We will end this subsection presenting the conditional amcbnditional distributions of
the variablesk{", R{*) and RS which will be used later in this work. Thus, from the
multinomial distributions indicated in Subsection 3.1aldws thatRiﬁ)\S?) ~ Bin(m —

M@ gy R Mi(Tl)NBin(Mi(ﬁ), w) ande?)\SXl)NBin(@, 7): thereforer{™ |7,
~Bin [7‘1, (1—-n/N) W,(gl)] , R |my NBin(ﬁ, 7T)(<Ai)/N) andRiTz)\TQ ~Bin(r,, 7T;(<2)).
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4.2 Asymptotic multivariate normal distribution of estimators of (7;,07)

)

Theorem 1. Let 07 = (07, ...,0; ) be the true value of 0;. Let %1(71) and HAYl) = (éﬁl), o
iy

1q, ) be estimators of T\ and 67, such that

i 6, 5 e

i) /2 LA (M(Tl) + RY”) / [1 (1= /Nl (éﬁ“)]} L

oo — T ~(T A(T1) P .
(i) 7; " [a& @™, 6. >} L0j=1. .a
J

In addition, let 7" be the (q1 + 1) x (q1 + 1) matrix whose elements are

=]

== 0= nmPen] /|- nmaen)].
=0, =B, = - [/ 6] [on 07060 ]. =1,

== B = (1= 52 [/ @D)] om0 01) /067 | |0 (67) /06 |

x€e)

1 n * * *
FF D Do, [1/AE(0D)] [0n (07 /00" | om0 (07) /06|
Z.vj = 17"'7(]17

and which is assumed to be a non-singular matrix. Then

[71_1/2 <%1(n) _ T1) e <é§ﬂ) _ 9;)] B Np1 (0,%),

where 31 is the inverse of £7' and 0 = (0, ...,0) € R+,

12



Proof. Evaluating equation{4) 4t\™, éi”’) we get

i ()
J

S~ R on @) A M) R o6
)

(1) A(T1) 1
xeN—-0 7Tx (01 ) aej 7T(()1) (01 ' ) aeﬂ
Al T1) 87T(Al)(é(7-1)>
DI o
=1 xeQ_,; 7Tx ) 895 :

R(Tl 87?,({1 (O(Tl)) 711(T1)—M(T1)—R§Tl)} — [7'1— M(Tl)—Rng)] 8W(1)(9(T1))

_Z "(7'1 +

1
e 06;" mo (617) 09;"

AT) A A1)
+ZZ o om6y )

1
=1 xeQ_ l )) 89‘5

«— RY aw,(} @™y Mg awgl( Yl
T A e o

1
xe) Tx )(01 0 =1 xeQ_; Tx ) 895 )
(10)

(Al T1) aﬂ_)((Al)(é:(LTl))

Since
S on(6,") /06" =0 and Y 9x0(6) /008 = o, (11)

x€e) XGQ,Z

from (10) we get that

)

7__1/2 {Z R}({’Tl) _ (,7_1 o M(T1 ) (1) (0*)0 (1) ( (7'1
1 ~(T
o D@ 26"

n T T * A(T1)
N Z Z RE{Az, 1) _ Ml( 1 (Al (0 )a (A1) (0 ) 7__1/2 0 (7A_ 1) 0(7'1)>
M (8y") o6\ b A
X J

1

=1 xeQ_,

(Tl))

_ (m 1 87T

- A(T1) *
L2 7 — MM 7T>(<1)(911)— (9)87Tx (
U & e 06

n T A(T1) A * A T
by M M(0)") - m(07) om(0r)

(12)
~(T1 1
S AMe) 00"

13



Let Yx(Tl) _ R,(ch) —(r — M(Tl))ﬂ,(cl)(ef), YX(AZ’Tl) _ R)((Azm) . Ml(Tl)ﬂ,((Al)(eik) and

e s BT or R o) (9*)
I PO R R0 3 OE
’ er (9*) I=1 x€Q_, 7Tx = 07) 89' |
[ (1) YA g g
~1/2 Yx 07Tx onx (9 )
=) S G ,
er (9 ) j =1 x€Q_ l7Tx ) 61) aej ]

where the last equality is obtained usifigl(11) but replaéigﬁld by 6. Then, the difference
between the left-hand side 6f (12) aﬁﬁff is given by

,7__1/2 Z Y(Tl) aﬂ_x ( (Tl Z Z Y(Al 7'1) a (Al (é(Tl))
1 - -
o 7_(_)((1) (05 1)) aej(l el 7Tx ( 1) aej(l)
—1/2 9 (1) ) Al
—T 8951) l(l (7-1 s 0 ) j+1
4(T1) ¥
= 7-1_1/2 {Zyx(n) [ 1( ; aﬂ-’(‘l ((01 ) N (1)1 87TX (0 )]
s D@y ol w6y a6t
n A(T1) *
£33 [ om(6,") 1 awk“”wl)]
x 1 * 1
I=1 x€Q_, i 89§ ) e oot
—-1/2 9 (1) ( 1) ( )
—T [ , . (13)
1 89(1 )U(1) o0,

Since unconditionalyZ (V™) = 0 and V(Yi™) = 71(1 — n/N)z @91 — = (67)],
and alsoE(Yy"™) = 0 and V(Y ™) = 7 (1/N)xd (091 — 7 (6%)), it follows
thatr, *vi™) = 0,(1) andr;, *vi*™ = 0,(1). Consequently, these results along with
conditions(3)-(4) and conditionsif and §ii) of the theorem imply that (13) converges to zero
in probability.

On the other hand, by the mean value theorem for functionswaral variables we have
that

w00 -0y = YN (0 - 61) onlD 0l 00" and  (14)
4(T1) ¥ Q[ ar . .
mAE) —men) = ST (O - o1) om0 /06"

Whereegj) andegll,z are betweerégﬁ) and@;. Since the difference between the right-hand

14



side of [12) andZ](.fﬁl) also converges to zero in probability, we have that

A(T1)
i 1 oniP(6
L2 00 ) [ T (01 )
T,

0

gl Y GONT (1) 1 p(T1)
T e S R N R

N 1 1
xeQ TTx (01 ) 093( i=1 091()
n Ml(’f'l) 1 aﬂ)((Az)(éng)) q ) . 87.()((141)(05;1)2) -
+Z T (A7) 501 (1) Z(ell _Hli) 1) _Zj-l-l
=1 U seo., (8, 00; i—1 00
q1
_ s —1 —1/2 ~(m1) s1—1 1/2 ( p(m1) * (1) P,
(15)
where
A(T1)
. 1 on(6
= T ) and
o) o
D Al e S LU LL
Ui T =~ W}({l)(égﬂ)) 893('1) 89§1)
n T A(T1) (A1) 1 p(71)
M 1 a6y or (07
I T 7 s L CL
=1 1 xeQ_; Tx (01 ) 093 892

Expression[(5) suggests the following equality in terms@f — , and (" (6\™) —
(1 g*y -
T (67) :

71—1/2 {Al(n) [1 (- n/N)w(()l)(éiﬂ))} _ (M(Tl) . Rgm)} _ 71—1/2 (ﬂ(n) _ 71)

% [1=(=n/N)aP (@) =2 { (M +B) = [1-(1=n/ V)P (67| }
(1= /N |70 - = 67)]

By condition (ii) of the theorem it follows that the left haistte of the previous equation
converges to zero in probability. Therefore, if we divide tight hand-side of this equation

by (1 — n/N)w(()l)(H’{) and use[(14), we will get that the following expression alsoverges
to zero in probability, that is

15



1), A(T1)
oy (w B ) 1—(1—n/N)xi(0,")

T "
(1 —n/N)x5"(67)
(M) + R) =71 [1= (1= /Nl (87)]
(1 —n/N)mg(6})
a X (1) (™)
_ 2711/2 <G(T1) e 1 Omy (61p)

o) w0er) o

= 2_1] [ —1/2 <A(Tl)_ >:| a [2‘]—1] |: 1/2 <A(7"1)_ *4>:|—Z(Tl) P 17
[ Ul T ) T1 +Zi:1 O (5 0y, —0%; M =0,(17)

—-1/2

Y

where6' is betweerd™ andé* and

A(T1)

B _ 1= (- n/N)m (6,7 B — Om (0%) (1)
Hlu = a/nade) R CHECTS

and
(M) + ) = n [1 = (L= n/N)0(0))]

ZYl) _ L2
(1 —n/N)my” (67)

1

Let W) = [ 2(#™) — 1), 76" - 67)] andz™) = [2{™), Z{™,.. 2T,
by the previous results we have that

Srwi —zm Lo, (19)

whereX; " is the(q1+1) x (¢1+1) matrixwhose elements are definediinl(16) 4nd (18). Notice
that from the definitions of the matric& ' andX; !, conditions(3)-(4) and conditioni) of

the theorem along with the fact that, — M ™))/, 5 1 —n/N andM ™ /7 5 1/N, it
follows that$;! & ;1.

We will show thatZ(™) 5 Z ~ N, .,(0, ;") as7; — oo. To do this, we will associate
with each element € Uy, t = 1,...,n, a random vectoV;" = [V, ..., V) ] such
that

@ V) =1andV,}), =[x (87)] 'on) (8706, j = 1,....q, if t € Uy — S, and its
associated vectoX’t(l) of link-indicator variables equals the vectore 2 — {0};
b VY = = [1= = n/mon] /[0 = n/malon)] and Vi, = =5 @)

xomg(07)/00", j = 1,...,q, if t € Uy — S, and its associated vectdf," of
link-indicator variables equals the vectve €2, and

16



© VY = 1andV},, = [7{"(07)]onl (07)/06", j = 1,...,q1, if t € A, € S, and
its associated vectdft(l) of link-indicator variables equals the vectorE )_;.
Since

12 - 1—(1-n/N)m (6;
S = (Mm) +R§n>> _ (7'1 VGV Rgm) (1—n/ )7T0 (61)
= (1 —n/N)mg (67)

4
and
TS = 5 e T 3 | 2P
t=1 x€N j =1 xeQ_,;
i=1,... q;
it follows thatZ(™) = 7, /2327 v,

From the definition oﬁ/tfjl.) we have that
Pr{vl =1} = (1= /) [1 = = (67)] + n/N.

Pr{V == [1= (@ —n/N)al’ ()] / (1= n/N)ni ()] } = (1= /M) (67),
Pr{VwH 70 (67)] "ol (e*)/ae“}:(1—n/N)7r,<3>(e>;), xe0,j=1,....q, and

Pr{V.L = [=0(0D] 1 om{ (07)/001" ) = (1/N)m(07), x € 01y =1, an,

l=1,...,n;
therefore, the expected values of the variaﬂv@% are
E (VD) =@ =n/N) |1 =@ +n/N = [1 = (1 =n/N)7i (67)] =0

and

E(X/;]H) 3 on(67) /00 (1 — n/N) +Z 3 onl(65) /00" (1/N) =0,

xeN llXGQl
]:17---7%7

because of (11). Thug; <Vt(1)) =0,t=1,...,n. Furthermore, their variances are
W gy]°
1= (1= /N o)
(1 —n/N)m5’(07)

v (vﬁ’) — (1—n/N) [1 - Wg:)(e;)] /N +

1—(1— n/N)w((,l)(O*)
(1 —n/N)m5’(07)

17



and

and their covariances are

(1) (p* 1) p* 1) p*

W O \_ Omx ' (07) 1 —(1—n/N)my ' (07) Omg " (67)

Cov (‘/;1 7‘/t,j+l)_ E 7@9(1) (1 -n/N) — . I (1)00* 1 809(1) 1
xeN—{0} j (I —n/N)mg " (67) i

Al .
(1 —n/N) +Z 3 om" 0)1

1)
=1 xeQ_, 89(

O w0 ((1)1)’j:17"->QI7 and
o (61) 00;

Cov <V;€fj1'2|-17 ‘/t(jl’—i—l)_( —n/N) Z

xeQ T

orl(67) o (87)
;) 00" 0

1
O
1 or (0*)07T(Al( 0%)
+ Z Z - 7
il S () 89](-1 39](-/1

]7] :17---76117]'7&]'/-

Therefore, the variance-covariance matri)l\df) is >l
Finally, since thé\/’gl), t=1,...,7, are independent and identically distributed random
vectors, by the central limit theorem it follows that

- —1/2 1 1 D -
7,(m1) =7 / E tlet() —>ZNNq1+1(07211)-
Consequently by (19),

T — NG A(T1) * D
Wg V= [71 2 <71( - 71) 711/2 <91 - 91)] = 31Z ~ Ny 11(0,3)

A

asy; £> . O

4.3 Asymptotic multivariate normal distribution of estimators of 6]

Theorem 2. Let 07 = (07,...,0: ) be the true value of 0. Let 0&“ = (éﬁl), ce égll)) be

’Tq
an estimator of 07, such that

i 6" Lo

18



.o — T ’\(Tl) T ’\(71) .
(i) 7 2 {8981) In [Lgll)(el )L((] 1)(91 )} } 5 0,j=1,....,¢1

(
J
In addition, let \Ill_1 be the q1 X q1 matrix whose elements are

(W], = e, = n/N)[l — 75 (8})]

<X QAo [on e ont] [or 0700

xeQ—{0}

i7j

1 n
D D )] |ome o) /08| (om0 (6:)/06")
7;7.]. = 17---7Q17

where 7 (0%) = ,({1)(0’{)/[1 — 7r0 (0*)] € Q — {0}, and suppose that ¥ is a non-
singular matrix. Then

7-11/2 [éy—l) - 0?] B) Nth (07 \Ill) )

where W, is the inverse of ¥ and 0 = (0,...,0) € R%.

Furthermore, if %1(71)

(iii) 7, 1/2 {7’ (M(Tl + R (1 ) / [1 -(1- n/N)W(()l) (éiﬁ)ﬂ} it 0,

then

is an estimator of T, such that

7_1_1/2 <7A_1(7'1) _ 7-1) 2} N(07 U%)?

where

2 | = n/N (1= n/N) [vas ()] w1 [Vl (6)]

o] = V(o
e | L= (1= n/N)mg(6]) |

(20)
!/
and V?T(()l) (07) = [87?81) (67) /89%1), Ce 87r((,1) (67) /89((11)] is the gradient ofﬂ(()l)(el) eval-
uated at 67.

Proof. From the definitions of.{7" (6;) andL{™(8,) we have that

R)((Tl) aﬁ_)((l) (éng))

T1 T1 (Tl)
s [LE@O7) LM 6] =

7 Za @) W
n (Ay,71) (Ar) é(Tl)
+Z (f)){ A(T1) i ((1)1 ) (21)
1=1 xeQ_; Tx ! (01 ) 89]
Since
S 0r0(@™)/000 =0 and S arl(6) /06" = o, (22)

xeQ—{0} XEQ_,

19



from (21) we get that

T1 T1 * (Tl)
el R,&)—(Ri < (67) 07 (6,

1 ) M
weofoy T (0)) 96;
L3y B 05 o617
A(T1 1
=1 xeQ_, 7T)(<Al)(0§ )) 093()
0 ) 400N 5 (), 4071
——1n[L(1>9 L6 ]
09§1) 11 ( 1 ) 0 ( 1 )
T ~ A(T1) ~ * ~ A(T1
_ e ) RV 7 (6,") — 7 (67) 07 (8,")
1 ™) B
™ xea—{o} 7 (6,") 90
n T A A1) " A 7(m)
Py M g w0 — (6 om0 23)
A 1 *
oL A6 06"

Let Vi) = R{Y — R0 (%), vit™ = R — a7 %) and

- R(Tl) 87T Al T1) ot (A7) (0*)
U Ve by
J 1 ~ (1) /= A [ p* 1)

ooy 7 (01) 0 llxegl“e 00y |

Y(Tl) 87T (Az 1) 07T(Al)(9*)

-1/2 X X X 1

=0 Y o S A 5|

| xeQ— o7 (9 ) =1 x€Q_ 177>(<l 1) 89](') |

where the last equality is obtained usiagl(22) but replaéigﬁld by 67. Then, the difference
between the left-hand side 6f (23) aﬁéi”) is given by

A(Tl Al 7'1) aﬂ')((Al)(é(Tl))

_ i\ ol (0
T 2 Z A(Tl)) 71'80(1 Z Z (Al 1) :

(1)
xeQ—{0} 7T>(c )(01 =1 x€Q_; Tx ) 80]

s 1507 g 07)] - 2

09" J
o -1/2 Y(Tl 1 87?5(1)(0A§T1)) 1 oxd (67)
N 7-1 Z A(T1) 89(1) B ‘“(1)(0*) 89(1)
xeN—{0} 7Tx (91 ) J Tx Y J
A(T1) A /i
3T e [ L omMe) 1 om ”<01>]
=1 xen @™y ol AN
—12_0 ) 3TN () (5
! 2 590 In [Lgll)(ol )L(() 1)(91 )| - (24)



Sincer; 2v™ = 0,(1) andr, 2™ = 0,(1), these results along with conditio@®-
(4) and conditionsif and i) of the theorem imply thai (24) converges to zero in proligbil
On the other hand, by the mean value theorem of several \esiale have that

A7) - 706 = D (07 - 0;,) 070 (6) /06" and  (25)

=1
~(71) * a * l o
O i) — 7 o) ot o

Whereegj) ande(jll,z are betweerégﬁ) and@;. Since the difference between the right-hand
side of [23) andZJ(.”) also converges to zero in probability, we have that

(1) (71) 1)
1 x Al x
7_11/2 Rl Z N aﬂ- ((1)1 ) Z <9§21) - ‘9;‘) aﬂ- ( 1x )
n xeN—{0} 7Tx (9 ) 893 i=1 892-
n 1) AlT 1 A T1
Ml( 1 87?,({41)(95 1)) ! Alr) o o ”(954;) ()
+ (A1), A1) o 2 (0 - M Z;
xeQ_; Tx ! (91 ) aej i=1 892’
q1
= X[ [ 0 - )] - 27 5o 26
i=1 .
where

), = B T, e

T {o}ﬂi’<é§”)> oo o6
1 o6 ok (87) 27)
S oAy ol 2V

Notice that from the definitions of the matricds; ' and ¥'7!, conditions(3)-(4) and
condition §) of the theorem along with the fact thBﬁTl)/Tl ER (1—n/N)[1— wél)(e’{)] and
M™ /5 1/N, it follows that@; ! 5wy,

By condition {ii) of the theorem and using exactly the same procedure as $kdtto
obtain expression (17) we will get that expression which vileput in the following terms:

ay [71_1/2 <T1(T1) Tl)] + Zj; Ait1 [711/2 <é§?) - 93)] AR ] (28)
where

~(11 1)y p(11)
1—(1—-n/N 0 ) 1 Omy’(0 .
= ( / ) (1 ),az’+1_ 0(10 ),Z:L---aQb

(1—n/N)r$)(67) Ve oY

<M(T1) 4 R5T1)> -7 [1 - (1- n/N)ﬂ'(()l)(eik)]

(1) _ -1/2

200 — T : (29)
(1 —=n/N)my " (67)

21



and 0&3) IS betweenéiﬂ) and @#]. Notice that condition$3)-(4) and condition {) of the
theorem imply thati, = a;, i = 1,..., ¢ + 1, wherea; = [1 —(1—- n/N)wf)l)(O*{)] /

(1 —n/N)mi(03), andazs; = — [awg”(e;) /aeg”} /0%, i=1,....,q.

!/
LetZ(™) = [z\™ Z{Mm Z(glﬁ)] , then by the previous results we have that

g { 1/2 (0§ - 0;)} —zm Ry, (30)
Where\ill‘1 is theq; x ¢; matrix whose elements are defined[in/(27).
We will show thatZ(™ 5 Z ~ N, (0/, ®;") asr, — oo, whereZ = (Z1,.. ., Z,,)’, and
thatZz(™ B Z ~ N(0,a;), whereZ(™ is given by [29). To do this we will associate with
each element € Uy, ¢t = 1,..., 7, arandom vectoV," = [V;'{,..., V1)) and a random

variableV,") such that

@ V. = [m e o7 07)/06, j = 1,...,q, andVV = 1,if t € U, — Sy and its
associated vect@nﬂiﬁ1 of link-indicator variables equals the vector 2 — {0};
®) V. =0,5=1,....q1,andV; ) = — [1 = (1= n/N)xi(8])] /(1 = n/N)m 67)],

if t € U; — S, and its associated vectﬁrﬁl) of link-indicator variables equals the vector
0e,and

© V. = @00 onl(67) /06, j = 1,....q1, andV) = 1,if t € A, € S, and
its associated vectd{f) of link-indicator variables equals the vectore )_,.

Since

_ _ R(Tl) 8 x Al 7'1 a }((Al 0*
1/2ZV(1 1/2 Z ~(1 (0*) 7T Z Z T ( )

(A * (1)
x€N— {O} 1=1 xeQ_; ™% l 0 89]

:Z](Tl)7j:17"'7q17

it follows thatZ(™) = 7, /237 vV and

. _ 1—(1-n/N)ri’(6;
1/2ZV 1/2 M +Rgn) B (71 Y RYI)) (1-n/ )(ZT)O (67)
(1 =n/N)my (67)

=zm),
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From the definition of/;} andV;"" we have that

Pr{V) = [70(07)) 07 (07)/060 } = (1 = n/N)nD(67), x € @ - {0},

129
j = ]-7 -y 41,
Pr{‘/;f]l) :O}:<1_n/N)7T(()1)(0T>7 ]:177%7

Pr{V) = (w0 @] omi (67)/001 } = (1/N)7(07), x € Qi =1,

l=1,...,n,
and
Pr{V® =1} = (1= n/N) [1 = {"(6})] + n/N and
Pri{V¥ = — [1— (@ =n/N)al ()] / (1 = n/N)ni ()] } = (1= /M) (67);
therefore, the expected values of the variaﬁv@éj% anth(l) are

B(VS)= Y oren/00" (1 —n/N) [1 - (6]

xeQ—{0}

+3° N onl(0y)/06) (1/N) =0, j=1,....q,

=1 XGQ,Z

and
E (v}”) — (1—n/N) [1 — (9*)} /N — [1 (1- n/N)wf)l)(B’{)] —0

because of(22). Thug; (Vt(l)> —0andE (Vt(l)> =0,¢t=1,...,7. Furthermore, their
variances are

-l 3, [

Z Z 1 &r;‘l @)]°
+—= * [ 89(1) 9 ]:17---7%7
J

and
[1 — (1= n/N) o)
(1—n/N)x5’(87)

v (Vt“’) —(1-n/N) [1 - ﬂg)(e;)} +n/N +

1= (1—n/N)x(6})
(1—n/N)mg(67)
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and their covariances are

~(1) rg*\ 9~(1) g*
oo ()0 ) -] T i
J

xeN— {0}
1 aﬂ:“l <9*>a7r<f‘“< 0, .,

+ 7j7j:17"'7q7j%j/7

and
n (A) rp*
W O\_(; " (1) g+ o 1 Omx " (07)
Coo (V. V5 )‘(1_N>[1_7T0 ©n] 3 390 + 2 g "
xeN—{0} l:l x€Q_; J

Therefore, the variance-covariance matri)l\df) isw; !,
Finally, since th V"’ v,y t = 1,..., 7, are independent and identically distributed
random vectors, by the central limit theorem it follows that

2, gy = 712 VY B (2, 2) ~ Ny (00| B O
( - Z ( ) )N Qi+l Oq1+1> 0 :

a1
Thus,Z™ 2 Z ~ N, (0/, ®71) andZ(™) B Z ~ N(0,a,). Consequently by (30)
2[00~ 61 B (w1z) ~ N, (0, 1)

=~ P
asv; — ¥,
At last, from [28) and the previous results

_ (1 1 ¢
T 1/2 <7'1( ) _ T1> B) a,_l {Z — Zi:l ai+1[\Illz]Z}
_ (1—n/N) <9*>
L= (1—n/N)m(67) 0 (67)
where[W,Z]; is thei-th element of’; Z and

[Vl (0;)}'@121 ~ N(0,0?),

o2 = 1 —n/N <D (g + (1—=n/N) [VW(()I) (GT)]/‘I’l [V?T(()l) (0’{)]

1—(1—n/N)xd’(67) 1—(1—n/N)ri’(67)

4.4 Consistency of the UMLE and CMLE of (71, 67)

To prove the consistency of the UMLE and CMLE we will use caiodi (5) and the following
inequality of information theory: 1} " a; and) _ b; are convergent series of positive numbers
such thad a; > > b;, then) a;log(h;) < > a;log(a;), and the equality is attained if and
only if a; = b;. See Rao (1973, p. 58).
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4.4.1 Consistency of the UMLE

Let us first consided. . Using [3) and[{B) and the definition of the UML(E%I(U), éiU’) we
get that

o (77.07) = 3 R0 (07) /[t (67)]}

xeQ—{0}
- (Aiyr1) ) (p¥) A (U) ~(U) 50)
—I—Z Z Rx T In Ty 01 +In LMULT 1 +In L12 1 ,91 +C
=1 XEQ,Z‘
Y R0 {w,@ @)/ [1 — ) }} Z S R I [ (67)]
xeQ—{0} i=1 xeN_;

—l—ln [LMULT (7'1)] + In [ng (’7'1,0 )] + C = l (’7'1,0 )

whereC depends only on observable variables. Snm{eL MULT (%1([]))} andln [le (%fU),

40)

0, )] are nonpositive we have that

T [ Q) A(U)> n T iT:
Z R;(cl) In T (01 + Mi( ! Rp(cA“ v In |:7T(Ai) <0‘(U)>:|
T ~(U T T X 1
caT(o) Rg 1) -1 _ 71_(()1) (05 )) — Rg 1) oyl Mi( 1)
RE{Tl) i )((1) 0* n M(Tl) RE{AZ',Tl)
S B B e D DE- ) GRS EA)
x€Q—{0} Rl _1 — Mo (01) i=1 Rl x€N_; Mz
+In[Lyvrr (1)] /R™ +1n[Lis (11, 67)] /R, (31)
Now, since
) (AW)
R Tx (91 ) R )
S M o and1= 3" = > o (61)
(1) ~(U) (1) x )
x€Q—{0} Ry ' xeQ—{0} 1- 7T(()1 (9 ) xEQ_; M; ' x€EQ_;
Ii = 17 7n7

usingn + 1 times the previously indicated information theory inedgyale have that

R(Tl M(Tl R(Aiﬂ'l)
(m1) T1 x o (Ai,71) (Tl):|
Z [R /R } + Z R(Tl ergﬂ. M(Tl) In [RX /Mz

xeN—{0} i
(1) <A(U) .
Tx 01 n M(Tl) R(AZ77—1)
i x 3 (AU)
>y 2 ==Y = (6,7 ](32)
~U . e - x
xea_{o} I? 1—7T(()1) (95 )> i—1 Rg v S Mi( Y
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Thus, by [(31) and (32) we get that
R [ (8 /[ ()

OZXGQZ_{()} R n RO /R
M g [ ) (éiU’>
+Z R 2 Ty ey
Ly RO 7rx1 7)) [1—7&)1)(9;)] ZMZ Z R(A )
xeo_fo} It RS)/ Rgn) i—1 R§ . i
o R<7T>—(/?w)<> + I [Lyrwrr ()] /R + Loz (, 0D)]) /R (33)

From the unconditional distributions 7™, /(™) andR ™) RA ) and RY* ™ |nd|cated

in Subsection 4.1, it follows thak{ /R(™ & 71 67)/11 — =M (67)], RE™ /m™ L
72901 andM ™ /R L1/ {(N—n)[1 — = (0*)]} Therefore the first two summands
of the last term of the double inequalify_{33) converges t ze probability, In addition,
sinceRgﬁ)/Tl B1- wél)(e’{), and from well known results of large deviations theory (see
Varadhan, 2008), we have that for the binomial probability (, 67):

In[Lys (r1,607)] 7 — M { R™ R™ /(ry —M(Tl))] 7 — R™
1

Rgﬁ) Rgﬁ) — M (™) 1 — 7T(()l)(9=1k) T — M)
_ plm) _ Af(m) _ Ag(m)
x In (n— 1 (2)/(Ti M) } + n (]T\i 0p(1)
0 (01) Rl
»_[L-m (6D (1 > 75 (67) In(1) _
1—={(67) ’

and for the multinomial probability. y,; 11 (11):

In [LMULT (7_1)] B 7.1 {i Mi(Tl) ln[Mi(Tl)/Tll N T — M) n {(7‘1 — M(ﬁ))/ﬁ} }

R§fr1) __R§T1) — 1 1/N T 1— n/N
! P n 1 §
+@Op<1)_>_{zi:1 i In(1)+(1 —n/N) ln(l)}/{[l 7r0 (9 )](1—n/N)} —0.

The previous results imply that the last term of the doubégjirality [38) converges to zero
in probability, and consequently so does the middle term.
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Thus,

Y A G T )

1 * * *
e toy 1= 70 (6)) o)/ [1 - = 6y)
n (Az) O(U)
1 A <\
+ Z m(67) In

=1 Q_;
g, [ o)

ety B R{Y /R
M(T1 R(A 1) W,((Ai) (égU)>
+ Z

R A Ty | R

o5 [ e, [ E) D6

xe—{0) 067 R R /R
" _ _ (4;) [ AU)
Y ' (6)) S I s (6”)
- 0| )
.5 (v -n) [1 - ﬂg><e;>] R™ R ™)
Z (1) (0*) 1 R}({Tl)/Rg’Tl)
n
w1 =m0 (01 | won)/ [1 - 0]
1 R M)
+ Z > me)] + 50
(N - n) [1 - 7T0 ] i=1 xeQ_; X (01)

asln{[ (1) <9<U))/<1 O (g@))] / [RS“/RY”” andla [ ) <0(U)> /(R,&A”ﬂ/
Mi(ﬂ)ﬂ are bounded as; — oo (otherwise the middle term of the inequalify {33) would

not converge to zero). Finally, conditios)(implies that for anys; > 0 we have that
Pr {Héf” _erl < 51} 1, thatis, 8. 5 o,

Straightforward results of the previous one are the foliayyir.’ (éiw> 4 w(”(e;*),
x € (, andw,(cA’i) (égU)) i wﬁ{Ai)(e’{), X )

€Q_i=1,...,n, asmy (01) andr{* (01) are
assumed to be continuous functiongef

With respect to%l(U), from expressiorn (5) we have that the difference betv\ﬁégh and
(M + BT/ [1 = (1= n/N)x) (8)7)] isless than. Thus {7 — (M) R™)/

1= =N (O] b m = # = [(M 4 R) fm] 1= (= /)
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~(U . . .
7r((,1) (05 )> ] £ 0, and since the second term of the last difference conveogestproba-

bility so does?" /7.

4.4.2 Consistency of the CMLE

By the definition of the CMLE)'”, we have that

A(0) A(©) 1 1 A(C)>
In[L11(6, )Lo(6, )] _ 3 fix )ln = <01
) S 9,
R1 ' xeQ—{0} Rl 1 1- (()1) (01 )
g (Asm)
- Mém = o [ (9(0))} e
i=1 Rl x€eN_; MZ
(1) ) (g
> Z R)({Tl) 11’1[ = (5)01)* ]
x€N—{0} I L= (6))
A 71)
S S i 03]+
xeN_
R

whereC' depends only on observable variables.

Using the same procedure as that used in the case of the Lﬁ\(fmﬂle will get the double
inequality [3B) butin terms cégc) instead oﬁgU) and without the terms\[ Ly, .7-(71)] / R\
andln [Lys (71, 67)] /Rgn). Consequently, we will also have th%f) KR 07, P <é§c)> K

7007, x € Q, 7™ (éf) KR 19r),xeQ,i=1,...,n and?\9/n £ 1, where

the last result is obtained by using expressidn (8) and the seguments as those used to
prove thatr1 )7 5.

4.5 Asymptotic distributions of the UMLEs and CMLEs of 7, and 6
4.5.1 Asymptotic multivariate normal distribution of the UMLE of (1, 67)

We will prove the asymptotic multivariate normal distritmut of <rl 1220 L1/ 29?”) by
proving that this estimator satisfies the conditions of Theol. Condition (i) was already
proved in the previous section. From expression (5) it Wﬁmhat(A(U), HAEU)> satisfies con-
dition (ii). Finally, by the definition of the UMLESs we haveahcondition (iii) Is also satisfied.

Thus, by Theorem 1[71 12 (%fU) — 71) 1/ (é(U — 0 )} 2 N, 41 (0,%). This result
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implies thatr;,” 1/2< fU)—rl> B N(0,0%,) andr;/? <9(U 9;) B N, (0,%.,,), where

o2 1-— n/N 71'(1) N 1-— n/N 71'(1) N
Y@=/l (er) { o (01)F 1— (1—n/N)x{)(07) [V 0 (01)]
xS, | Vg (6))] } (34)
1—n/N B

Yy = S, —

122

| [vrg) o)) [V 6] ¢

(35)
Vm()l) (67) is the gradient oﬁ(()l) (6:) evaluated ab; andX;! is theq; x ¢; submatrix of
! obtained by removing its first row and first column.

Qo1 [1- (1 —n/N)r (67)

4.5.2 Asymptotic multivariate normal distribution of the CMLE éiU’ and asymptotic
normal distribution of the CMLE %1(0)

The CMLE (7_1—1/2721(0)7 724" ) does not have an asymptotic multivariate normal distribu-
tion since this estimator does not satlsfy condition (|f|)|'heorem 1. To see this, notice that
by (@) it follows thato {ln [Lu (0 ) Ly < 6" )} } /89 = 0. Therefore,

—12 0O () AN\ 12 O () A©)
Ty PO Ly (71 .60, ) =T Py In [Ll? < A )]
J

J
1) (A€
_ —1/287T0 (01 ) %fc)—M(Tl)—RYl) RYl)

= 7'1 N N .
26" e (050’) 1—a{M (950’)

By using expression [8) and after some algebraic steps wibatet

1) (7©)

71—1/282 I ( ’,éic)) = a%aé@e)l)

Al( ) <M(T1) ‘|‘R§ﬁ)> / [1 _ (1 _n/N)ﬂ‘(()l) (é§C)>]
7_11/27T(()1) (é(C))

(MO /) (1= n/N) [1 == (817)] - (R(ﬁ)/ﬁ) (n/N)

e (@) [ (0]
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From (8) and the fact thazt(()l) <é(0)) — 7r0 (0*) it follows that the order of magnitude of
the first term in the curly brackets G (36)G, ( _1/2> On the other hand, sindg’ ™) /7, =

n/N+0, ( —1/2) R™ /m = (1—n/N) [1—% (9;)]+0 ( 1/2) and, as we will show

in the next paragraptd.”’ = 6 + 0, (7 < _1/2> it follows that the order of the second term

in the curly brackets of (36) i©, (1); therefore[(36) does not converge to zero in probability.
Nevertheless, althoug[r % ( @ _ 71> i/ (éﬁc) — 0“{)] does not have an asymp-

totic multivariate normal dlstrlbutlonrl/2 0( . 07 ) does have. To prove this, we will

show that conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem 2 are satisfiedthle previous section we proved
thaté(c) satisfies condition (i), and froml(7) we have t@?) satisfies condition (ii). Thus
by Theorem 27,/ (éf) - 0*{)5 N,, (0, ).

Now, 7, 12 (rl(c) — T1> has also an asymptotic normal distribution because in iatdit

that0 satisfies conditions (i) and (ii) of Theorem%,c) satisfies condition (iii). Thus by
Theorem 27, '/ (Afc) - rl) B N(0,0%,), whereo?. is given by [20).

It is worth noting that the asymptotic marginal distribunsoof 7, 1/2<A(C) — 7 ) and
i (01 - 0*{) are not the same as thosevqu/2< v _ ) andr;/? (0 - 0’{). To
show this, we will firstly prove that

1—n/N . o1’
v =3, - / vaglon) [vas’ 00 @D

n (07 [1 = (07)]
where® ! is theq, x ¢, matrix defined in the statement of Theorem 2 51_9'; istheq; x ¢1

submatrix of the matrix; !, defined in the statement of Theorem 1, obtained by removing
its first row and first column. Sincg!” (6%) = =" (6%) / [1 e (0’{)}, it follows that

orl) 0y (om0 /0] [ 0] + = (0) [omy” (6)) fo]"

o L2
%, -y 67
B 1 o) (0% =@ orl) (07
_ * ! _
t-m o) o8 [ apep]” o8
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Then

1 -y (07) 97 (07) 97 (8})
@) e osY

(1 —n/N) 1= 0D)] >

xeQ—{0}
. 1— 7Y (67 1 875((1) 07
() 1w 0] S0 e [ o )
xeQ-{o} Tx (61) 1—m’ (07) 00
. =@ orlV (o) 1 ord) (0% ey orlY (o)
2 1 1 * 1 2 1
FE R I B . M CHIC N PN T

() (g* (1) (p* _ 1) /po*
—(1—n/N) (1)1 ] o (E?l)aﬂx (5)91> - (?)/N* Omo (5)91)
) o o8 1oy of

xeQ—{o0} Tx
y o) (01  1—n/N onl) (6 ond) (6%) L 1-nN
1) (1) (p* 1) (1) 2
xea—qo; i 1—my (67) 96, weafo; 99 [1 - w(()l) (0*{)]

ol (6) oxV (67) \
X g 2 ™ (60

J xeQ—{0}

1 omd 6y on (67)  2(1—n/N) omy (67) Oy (67)
=(1=n/N) >, 0 o M g+ 0 )
T (07) 06, 00 1—7y"(07) 06, 00

xeQ—{o} "'x
1—n/N oxl" (81 oxl (67)
1-ny)(07) o0 oV

1 ond) (o) orl) (07) 1—n/N oxl”(87) orxl" (07)

=(1—-n/N —
(L=n/ )XEQZ_:{O} w07 00 9 1-my) (07 o0 oY

—1—n/N) S ori’ (07 om (67) 1 —n/N
S0 ol o) en[i-= ()]
L Omo (87) Oy (87)
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00" 06!

Therefore, from the definitions df; " andX;;} we have that

1—n/N orsY (69) onl (67)
m) (o) [1 - 0p)] o0 o0

[\Ill_lL,j - [21_212]i,j -

)

and [37) is proved.
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From [33) and(37) it follows that?., # 02,,, and hence; /> (%fU) —rl> andr, "/ 2(%1(0)—
rl) do not have the same asymptotic normal distribution. Intamdi(35) and[(37) imply that

¥, #+ 3, and consequently thaf’” (éﬁ” — 0’{) and7/? (6'“) — 6*) do not have the

same asymptotic normal distribution. Notice also that éenigh the asymptotic marginal
distributions of the UMLEs and CMLEs of and; are not the same, frorh (37) it follows

thatifn/N were small enough so thh{—(l—n/N)W(()l) (07) ~ 1—7r(()1) (07),then¥r; ~ %,
and their asymptotic marginal distributions would be vemyikar to each other.

4.6 Asymptotic properties of unconditional and conditional maximum
likelihood estimators of (75, 05)

The unconditional and conditional maximum likelihood esttors of (7, 85) are exactly
the same as those used in capture-recapture studies. &aaaif1972) assumed conditions
similar to(1)-(4) and(6) and proved the following results:

@ 6 L o5 andd”

P s

— 05 ast, — 00.

i) 2" /r 5 1and29 /r, 5 1asm, — .
2 2

Gii) [ (7= ). 72" (85— 63)] B Nyw (0, %) and [ (7= ), " (8-
0;>:| B> Nq2 (O, 22) aSTy — 00,

whereX, is the inverse of thég, + 1) x (g2 + 1) matrix 2, ' defined by

371,,=[1 - 7 05)] /7585,
3510 =2 , = - (U 03)] [or03)/067 ] 5 =1,
5 i = 2 (/72 (03)] [on2(03) /00| [0n2 (6306 |

xeN

N

-1 o
[22 L-q—l,j—i—l_[

iaj = 17---7Q2>
and which is assumed to be a non-singular matrix.

Because the proofs of these results are exactly the sameses given by Sanathanan
(1972), we will omit them. It is worth noting that unlike theMLE (71_1/2%1(0),711/29A§C)>,

. _ ~(C . . U
the estlmator(r2 1220 120 )) does have an asymptotic multivariate normal distribu-
tion.
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The previous results imply that /> (%2([])— r2> 2 N(0,02) and 7, /? (%2(0)— r2> Z
N(0,03), where

1 1 !
o2 = — — daPeyr [Vﬂ'(z) 0*} ¥t
2 1—71‘(()2)(9;) { 0 ( 2) 1_71_(()2)(0;) 0 ( 2) [ 292
-1

1 | v @) [va @) | [V 03] b

i (03) |1 - 7(83)

whereVr, (83) is the gradient of§” (6,) evaluated af; andy;_. is theg, x ¢, submatrix
of 3, ! obtained by removing its first row and first column.

4.7 Consistency and asymptotic normality of the unconditional and
conditional maximum likelihood estimatorsof - = 7 + 1

The UMLE and CMLE ofr = 7, + 7 were defined in Subsection 3.3.3 b{) =

%fU) + %2([]) and7(©) = %1(0) + %2(0). From assumptionA andB and the previous results

we have that ) /7 = (r/7) (#"/n) + (/1) (/) 5 an x T4z x 1 = 1,

ast, — oo andm, — oo. Similarly, #(©) /7 £ 1asm — oo andm — co. Furthermore,
T1/2 (%(U) — 7') :(7'/7'1)_1/27'1_1/2 (%I(U)— 7'1> —0—(7/72)_1/27'2_1/2 (%Q(U) — 7'2) L N(0,0%),

— R D
asT, — oo andr, — oo, whereo} = aj0}; + aso3. Likewise, 7712 (79 —7) =
N(0,0%), wherec? = a10%, + azos.

5 Estimation of the matrices E,;l and \Ill_1

Although estimates oE; !, k = 1,2, and®¥; ' can be obtained by replacing the parameters
0, and@; by their respective estimates in the expressions for theggaes, this procedure
requires the computation of sums2¥fterms. This is not a problem if is small, but ifn is
large enough, say greater than or equatathe number of these terms is very large and the
calculation of the estimates &f;, ' andW¥; ' could be computationally expensive.

A procedure that requires a much smaller number of calarlatis based on estimates
of the vectorth(k), t=1,....,7%, k = 1,2. VectorsVﬁl)s were defined in the proofs of
Theorems 1 and 2, whereas vectdi€’s are defined in Sanathanan (1972) and we will give
their definition later in this section. As was shown in thegfsoof Theorem 1 and 2, the
vectorth(l)s are independent and equally distributed with mean vecjoalego the vector
zero and covariance matrix equal¥y* in the case of Theorem 1, an#l; * in the case of
Theorem 2. The same result holds in the case of the vebtﬁ?s, but the covariance matrix
is X, ', Therefore, the sample covariance matrix of the vec‘bﬁﬁ%s is an estimate of their
covariance matrix &' or ¥;') based only or;, observations.
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To implement this procedure we need to estimate\flfn@s (they are unknown because
depend orf, and). In the case of thé/’f)s defined in Theorem 1 an estimaifél) of

Vt(l) could be obtained by replacir@j by éf” in the expression foTv't(l), andr; could be

estimated byfl(U). In the case of thé/t(l)s defined in Theorem 2 estimates‘éf) could be

obtained by replacing; by éﬁc) in the expression foth(l), andr; could be estimated by
%1(0). Estimates oNt(Q)s andr, could be obtained as in the case of Theorem 1, and in this
situation both UMLE and CMLE could be used. Thus, origeand the vector§/’t(k)s are
obtained, their sample covariance matrix can be computedised as an estimate Bf ' or
vt
The vectorsv(® = [V, ..., V2 1, t =1,...,m, are defined as follows:
@ VP =1andV,?,, = [ (03)] 'ond (03)/00%, j = 1,..., ¢, if the vectorX*) of
link-indicator variables associated with the¢h element inl; equals the vectox €
Q—{0};

b VY = —[1=x03)] / 7805) and VS, = =7 (03) 0n ) (03)/00), j

1,...,q,Iifthe vectorXt(Q) of link-indicator variables associated with théh element
in Uy equals the vectad € (.

6 Conclusions

Whenever we want to apply the results that we have obtainddisiresearch to an actual
situation we need to determine whether or not the assumetditmors are reasonably well
satisfied by those observed in the actual scenario. In péticwe have assumed that the
numbersi/;s of people found in the sampled sites follow a multinomiatmbution with
homogeneous cell probabilities and that ffigs go to infinity while the number of sitesin
the sample andV in the frame are fixed. These assumptions imply that in theadstenario
the M;s should be relatively large and not very variable. Howewerdo not know how large
they should be so that the results can be safely used. Theréftonte Carlo studies are
required to assess the reliability of the asymptotic reswider different scenarios with finite
samples and populations. In addition, although we havenasgda general parametric model
for the link-probabilities which allows the possibilityahthe parameter depends or not on
the sampled sites, the model precludes that the probabitiiepend on th&/;s as they go to
infinity. Furthermore, this assumption assures that thenasbdrs ofr; andr, be independent
and not only conditionally independent given ths.

An alternative asymptotic framework to the one considenetiis work is to assume that
the numbers of sites in the sample andv in the frame go to infinity whereas thd;s are
fixed. However, this would involve dealing with multinomdibtributions with infinite num-
bers of cells. An approach that could be used to derive asytiagdroperties of estimators
under this framework is the one considered by Rao (1958) wehiwell asymptotic properties
of a maximum likelihood estimator of a parameter on whichestepbthe cell probabilities of
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a multinomial distribution with infinite number of cells. Mever, this is a topic of a future
research.
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