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Abstract—The Bayesian predictive density has complex repre-
sentation and does not belong to any finite-dimensional statistical
model except for in limited situations. In this paper, we introduce
its simple approximate representation employing its projection
onto a finite-dimensional exponential family. Its theoretical prop-
erties are established parallelly to those of the Bayesian predictive
density when the model belongs to curved exponential fami-
lies. It is also demonstrated that the projection asymptotically
coincides with the plugin density with the posterior mean of
the expectation parameter of the exponential family, which we
refer to as the Bayes extended estimator. Information-geometric
correspondence indicates that the Bayesian predictive density can
be represented as the posterior mean of the infinite-dimensional
exponential family. The Kullback-Leibler risk performance of
the approximation is demonstrated by numerical simulations
and it indicates that the posterior mean of the expectation
parameter approaches the Bayesian predictive density as the
dimension of the exponential family increases. It also suggests
that approximation by projection onto an exponential family of
reasonable size is practically advantageous with respect to risk
performance and computational cost.

Index Terms—Bayesian prediction, curved exponential family,
information geometry.

I. INTRODUCTION

Constructing predictive densities is a fundamental problem
in statistical analysis that aims at predicting the behavior of
future samples using past observations. Let us suppose that
we have observations z" = {x(1),z(2),...,2z(n)} that are
independently distributed according to a probability distribu-
tion with density function p(x;w) that belongs to a statistical
model

P ={p(z;w) |weQ}.

The objective is to provide the predictive density of y =
z(n+1) that is independently distributed according to the same
density p(y;w). We adopt the Kullback-Leibler divergence

e Bl AL _ Op(y;W)
D{p(y;w); p(y; w)} = /p(y,w)l gﬁ(y;w)dy
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as a loss function of a predictive density p(y;w). Then, the
risk function and the Bayes risk with respect to a prior 7(w)
can be written as

E[D{p(y;w); p(y;w)}]
— [ bl Dol )iy},
and
[ 7) [ o) Diptys )ity oo,

respectively.

Except for in limited cases, the Bayesian predictive distribu-
tion does not belong to any finite-dimensional model, which
makes it intractable to obtain the full density although it is
optimal with respect to the Bayes risk. The Bayesian predictive
density is defined by

el |2 = [ el | 2"
where pr(w | z™) is the posterior density

pelis | 2) = LT IOT)
[ p(z;w)m(w)dw

of w. It is shown in [1] that the Bayesian predictive density
is optimal with respect to the Bayes risk in terms of the
Kullback-Leibler divergence in the family of all probability
densities, which we denote as F. However, the full Bayesian
predictive density is intractable in most problems due to
the complex representation that involves averaging plugin
densities about the model parameters. It is not included in
the model P or even in any finite-dimensional model in most
problems, while plugin densities are always included in P as
they are constructed by plugging-in an estimator & (z™) to the
model.

In the present paper, we represent the Bayesian predictive
density as the infinite-dimensional limit of a parameterized
distribution of an exponential family. We demonstrate that the
Bayesian predictive density can be considered as an infinite-
dimensional extension of the plugin density with the posterior
mean of the expectation parameter of an exponential family.
It is shown that theoretical properties including optimality
with respect to the Bayes risk are appropriately retained by
this extension. The plugin density with the posterior mean of
the expectation parameter coincides with the projection of the
Bayesian predictive density onto the exponential family with
respect to the Fisher metric. It is shown that it approaches
the Bayesian predictive density closer with respect to the risk
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as the projected exponential family increases. There is also
information-geometrical correspondence between the Bayesian
predictive density and the projected density that comes from
the correspondence between F and the exponential family.
In practice, the Bayesian predictive density can be compu-
tationally approximated, for example, by taking the mean of
plugin densities using Markov chain Monte Carlo simulations,
or by performing an approximation of the posterior density
using methods like the Laplace method, although the objective
of this research is not to develop a complex approximation
based on computational methods. Apart from computational
approximations, a class of empirical Bayes predictive densities
is proposed for multivariate normal models in [2] to avoid the
intractable implementations of Bayesian predictive densities.
Rather than constructing an approximation of the Bayesian
predictive density that has good performance in terms of risk,
we aim to formulate a simple interpretation of the Bayesian
predictive density that maintains its theoretical properties on
a finite-dimensional model.

The outline of the construction of the approximate predictive
densities is explained below. We consider a model of a
subspace of an exponential family as PP, namely we consider
a statistical model of a curved exponential family

P ={p(z;w) = s(x) exp(#' (w)a; — ¥(0(w))) |
w=(w*)eQa=1,...,d, i=1,...,m},

where Q@ € R% and 1 < d < m. The model P parametrized
by w is embedded in an exponential family parametrized
by 6, thus here we represent 6 as 6(w). Summation over a
repeated index is automatically taken according to Einstein’s
summation convention: if an index occurs as an upper and
lower index in one term, then the summation is implied.
Curved exponential families embedded in exponential families
can express a variety of models including network models
(e.g., [3]) and time series models (e.g., [4]). They can also
be applied to stochastic processes [S)]. We consider predictive
densities in a finite-dimensional full exponential family

E ={p(z;0) = s(x)exp(f'z; — ¥(0)) | 6 = (6") € O,
i=1,...,m} (6 CR™)

that includes the original curved exponential model P. We
refer to plugin densities in £ as extended plugin densities.
The inclusion relation is P C £ C F and we consider
the middle layer of the three-layer structure. The coordinate
system § = (0%) (i = 1,...,m) is called the natural parameter
of exponential families. Another coordinate system n = (7);)
defined by
=F _ 9 v(d
s = B(i) = 55 9(0)
is called the expectation parameter. The posterior mean of
n is closely related to the Bayesian predictive density, and
the extended plugin density with the posterior mean of 7 is
considered in this paper. Based on the idea of covering F
by extending exponential families, we specify the models that
can be embedded in exponential families, and the theoretical
properties described in the following sections are based on

(i=1,...,m) (1)

this embedding. The policy of expressing a probability density
by extending exponential families has been investigated, for
example, in [6], in which a log-density is approximated using
series of polynomials and the rate of convergences is obtained.
It should be noted that the practical advantage illustrated in
the numerical experiments in Section [[V] can be attained for
other models if it is possible to find an appropriate exponential
family onto which we project the Bayesian predictive density.

TABLE I: All probability densities and a full exponential
family

F: all probability densities
p(x): m-representation
log p(z): e-representation
infinite dimensional model

&: a full exponential family
7: m-affine parameter

0: e-affine parameter

finite dimensional model

From the viewpoint of information geometry, the poste-
rior mean of 1 can be considered as the correspondence
to the Bayesian predictive density in £. Table [I| represents
the infinite-finite correspondence of m and e representations.
Here, “m” and “e” are short notations denoting “mixture” and
“exponential,” respectively. Exponential families and mixture
families are important dual families in information geom-
etry, and their typical representations are denoted as m-
representation and e-representation, respectively. Concerning
exponential families, the e-representation is log p(z) = 0'x; —
U(0) + log s(x), and 0 is called the e-affine parameter, as the
basis vector fields (0/00;)p(z) (i = 1,...,m) are parallel
vector fields with respect to the e-connection as defined in
Section [MI] of this paper. Concerning mixture families, the
m-representation can be written as p(z) = 1;¢'(z) + c(z),
and 7 is the affine coordinate system about the m-connection
(also defined in Section [I). We can also set the m-affine
coordinate system in exponential families, and it is defined by
(I). Here, the m-affine (or e-affine) parameters are the finite-
dimensional typical representations of m-representation (or e-
representation, respectively). The Bayesian predictive density
is the posterior mean about the m-representation (that is,
density functions), and its finite-dimensional correspondence
is the posterior mean about (7;). Since the Bayesian predic-
tive density is optimal in the infinite-dimensional exponential
family, we might expect that the posterior mean of ();) exhibit
the same properties as the Bayesian predictive density, such
as optimality with respect to the Bayes risk.

The properties of the posterior mean of 7 are investigated in
following sections as follows. In Section we show that
the extended plugin density with the posterior mean of 7 is
optimal with respect to the Bayes risk in the finite-dimensional
exponential family. We denote the posterior mean of 7 as
the Bayes extended estimator. In Section the extended
plugin density with the Bayes extended estimator is proved to
be the projection of the Bayesian predictive density onto &
in terms of the Fisher metric. In Section [III-C] its optimality
with respect to the risk along orthogonal shift from the model
is shown to be common with the property of optimality in the
case of the Bayesian predictive density. The relation between
the projection angle under the Fisher metric and the risk
difference between the Bayesian predictive density and the
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extended plugin density with the Bayes extended estimator is
investigated. In Section we compare the risk performance
of the Bayes estimator, the Bayes extended estimator, and the
Bayesian predictive density by conducting numerical simula-
tions on the Gaussian spiked covariance models. We confirm
that the projection angle converges to zero as the dimension
of £ increases. The simulation results also suggest that the
projection of the Bayesian predictive density is practically
effective in approximating it with respect to the Kullback—
Leibler risk and the computational cost.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we prepare some information-geometric
notions. For details of the notions and notation concerning
the differential geometry of curved exponential families, refer
to [7].

Let a,b,... be indices for w. Let T,P be the tangent space
of P at a point w. The tangent space T, P is identified with
the vector space spanned by J,p(z;w) (a =1,...,d), where
d, denotes 9/0w®. We define inner products in the tangent
space by

(Oap(; W), Opp(;W)) :/%p(sc;)c(ui'aj))(x;w)dx' ()

In a statistical model P, each component of the Fisher
information matrix is defined by
9ab(w) = (Dap(x;w), Dpp(a;w)).

Let g%® be a component of the inverse matrix of (gup). Then,
e-connection and the m-connection coefficients are defined as:

[S]

o (w) = / p(30) {00y log p(w; )} log p(w; ) }da

and

m / 0aO0pp(2; W) Oep(z; W) de

Fabc<w) = p(xw)

respectively. We define

[S] m

m
dc c __ de
abdd > Fab =T bdd

e
c _
Fab_ a

and

Tabc =I - Fubc

abc
— [ blic0)10u o i)} (20 o (i )}
x {0 log p(z;w)}dx.
The Jeffreys prior density is given by

m(w) = VIgw)l,

where |g(w)| is the determinant of the matrix (gqs(w)).
The coordinate systems (6%) and (1;) of the exponential
family £ are dual to each other in the sense that

o o :

where 6} is the Kronecker delta. In a curved exponential fam-
ily, e-connection and m-connection coefficients are expressed
as:

I—‘abc = (&zabm)(acm) and Fabc = (aaabni)(acgi)v 4

respectively.
In the rest of the paper, we assume regularity conditions to
ensure that equalities such as

[ oty o). [0, 1)y =0,

hold. For the details of the regularity conditions, see [8].

III. MAIN RESULTS
A. Optimality with respect to Bayes risk

The posterior mean of 77 (we denote as 7;) of £ is evaluated
as follows:

o = L@pE" n(w))r(w)dw
T [elamnw))r(w)de
Note that 7, (™) # n(@.(z™)) in general where &, (z™) is
the posterior mean of w:
. J wp(z™; w)T(w)dw
" [plamw)m(w)dw

We demonstrate that p(y; 7, ) is optimal in £ with respect to
the Bayes risk based on a prior 7.

Proposition IIL.1. The Bayes risk of p(y;7), where 1) is an
estimator of n, is minimized when 1) = 7).

Proof. Let 0 be an estimator of 6. Note that and 7 are
functions of w. The Kullback-Leibler loss of p(y;0) is

D{p(y; 0(w)); p(y; 0)}

Y exp@yi—w)))d
J v g<exp<eiyi—w<0>> !

= (0" = 0"y — (W(0) — W (D).

Hence
[ oo 12Dl 600 plas G0
— (@i — ') — (W (0) — W(D))
= (0'(@) - )7 — (L (O(7)) — ©(9))
+ (=0 @) + 0 + (0 (7)) — ¥(0) )
D{p(y;7); p(y; )}
+ (0@ + 0+ v @) - VD), )

where, for a function f(7),

T = [ bl |21

It is minimized when 6 = 6(7) = 0(7,). By multiplying
with [ p(2™;w)m(w)dw and then integrating with respect to
x™, it is shown that p(y;7,) is optimal with respect to the
Bayes risk in €. O
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We refer to 7, as the Bayes extended estimator. Hereinafter,
we denote the Bayes extended estimator and the Bayes esti-
mator of w about a prior 7 as 7, (= 7) and &y, respectively.

From Proposition the extended plugin density with 7,
is the projection of the Bayesian predictive density onto &
about the Bayes risk. It is nearest to the Bayesian predictive
density in £ regarding the Bayes risk, because the Bayesian
predictive density is optimal about the Bayes risk in . In fact,
p(y, 71x) coincides with the projection of the Bayesian predic-
tive density onto & regarding the Fisher metric asymptotically,
as shown in Section [[II-Bl

The choice of £ does not require to be fixed, and we can
consider situations in which the size of the extended model
& can be increased, for example, by employing sequences of
exponential families as in [6] and [9]]. In those situations, the
extended plugin density with the Bayes extended estimator 7j,;
approaches the Bayesian predictive density as £ grows, as £
approaches the set of all probability distributions F.

Here, we use a simple example to illustrate the difference of
the plugin density with @w,, the extended plugin density with
Nz, and the Bayesian predictive density.

Example (Fisher circle model) We consider two dimensional
Gaussian distribution N(, I5) with unknown mean vector p
and the identity covariance matrix I». The density function is

2T

1 1
=5 exXp (—2(1‘% + x%))

p(z; 1) Ziexp [—; {(e1 = p)? + (22 — /v‘2)2}}

1
X exp ($1M1 t o242 — 5 (n7 + M%)) :

When the mean vector u is expressed as
1 = COSw, lip = sinw,

the one-dimensional submodel is called the Fisher circle
model. Here, the following holds:
0' = = p1, 02 =mn = po.

Then, we derive the Bayes estimator w,, the Bayes extended
estimator 7)., and the Bayesian predictive density. For " =

{z(1),2(2),...,z(n)},

- (2717)71 P < 2
< exp (22— uw)l?)

where Z = Y1 | z(t)/n. Let = (||Z]| cos ¢, ||Z]|sing)".
Then by the law of cosines,

and
21
LA exp(n|Z]] cos(w — @))dw = 2To(n]Z])

where Ij(-) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.
See [10] (pp. 138—-140) for the details. When the uniform prior

m(w) o 1

is adopted, the posterior density is

" —;ex n||zZ|| cos(w —

It follows that the plugin of the Bayes estimator is
1 z

N (o k):
(4 0m) = 5, 2
yWr) = 7€ - = T .
py; o P 5 (1Y El
The extended plugin with the Bayes extended estimator is

al
N(h(n\lil\) z
2
I )

Heeh )
X 1 1 L(n]|z]])
PWYiNx) = 5-€XP | —5 ||Y — -
Wile) = 52 (2” To(rll) |
where 7, is not included in the circle parametrized by w and
N # (). Here I1(-) is the modified Bessel function of the
first kind. On the other hand, the Bayesian predictive density
is given by
L Io(|ly + nz|) { 1 2 }
pr(y|a") = —————exps —=(|lyl+ 1) ¢.

Therefore, p.(y | ™) is not included in P or £ because it is
not a two-dimensional Gaussian with a covariance matrix I.

Kl
‘ 8l

8l

B. Projection of Bayesian predictive densities in terms of
Fisher metric

Here, we demonstrate that p(y;7,) is the projection of
the Bayesian predictive density regarding the Fisher metric.
It is shown via asymptotic expansion of p(y;7j,), which is
represented as a point in £ that is parallelly and orthogonally
shifted from the plugin density of the maximum likelihood
estimator of P as shown in Figure
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Here, we proceed to obtain the asymptotic expansion of 7,
around 7(WMLE)-

Theorem IIL.1. The Bayes extended estimator based on a
prior w(w) is expanded as

T
= n(@WmLE)
ab & . m .
+ % (aaabn(wMLE) L (WMLE)acn(wMLE))
ab( T . Ty (w
+9 (@MLE) (5b10g(wMLE)+ b( MLE))
n Ty 2

X Ogn(MLE)
+ op(n_l)7

where T ; is the density of the Jeffreys prior and T, = Tp.g".

Proof. See Appendix A. [
We can obtain the asymptotic expansion of the extended
plugin density with 7).

Theorem IIL.2. The extended plugin density with 7, is ex-
panded as

(y' ﬁﬂ)
= p(y n wMLE))

WMLE

DuByi (ri1) ra,f(wMLE)acni(wMLE))

(9 log —_ wMLE) =+

x 0 P yawMLE)
( 2

Ty (OmLE) >

X aap(yv wMLE

+OP( 1)7

where 0° = 9/0n;.

Proof. Symbols  such as  n(Oyie), duan(OMmLE), and
0a0pn(iypE) are  abbreviated to  9,0,7, and O,

respectively. Considering the asymptotic expansion introduced
in Theorem [[II.1} we obtain the following:

(Y3 1ix)
~ab

~ g ~ m ~ o
=p(y;0) + (2n <aab77i - Falf(wMLE)acm>
~ab

I |
+9 <8b log — + waLE)) (M%) 'p(y; )
n Ty 2

+ Op(n_l)

=p(y; ) + 927 <6ab77i . (@MLE)&J%) d'ply; )

. T
T +l’(°J1‘/IIfE)> 8ap(y;ﬁ)+op(n_1).
Ty

O

The shift from p(y; n(omLe)) to p(y; 7)) in Theorem [II1.2
is composed of two components, one “parallel” and the other
“orthogonal” to the model P. That is, the term

o) ( LI P

™ .
O log E(WMLE) + 5

is included in the tangent space spanned by 9,p(y;n) (a =

1,...,d) and the term
ab ) ) m )
% ((%81;%‘ (OmLE) — L5 (OMLE ) Oeni (WMLE)>
x 0'p(y; OmLE) ©)

is orthogonal to 9,p(x;n) (a = 1,...,d) with respect to the

inner product (2), because
<(8a5bm - Fagacm)aip@; D.0nin) )

/ 9.0 in) 067 Op(y;m) 1
m owe 007 p(y;n)
— 0,0ymi0.0" — T,

=0

by using () and (@).

We can compare the orthogonal shifts (6) to the orthogonal
shifts from p(y; n(OmLe)) to the Bayesian predictive density,
and we show () is the projection of the orthogonal shifts to
the Bayesian predictive density onto £. In [11], the Bayesian
predictive density p,(y | =) is asymptotically expanded as

m
dy - FaggCe

pr(y | 2)
9°*(@mLE)
2n

— L5 (omLe)O0ep(ys @MLE))

= p(y;n(OmLe)) +

X <5aabp(y§ WOMLE)

" g (OmLE)
n
. Ty(x .
X (317 log %(WMLE) + b(ogVILE)> Oap(y; n(@OMLE))

+o0,(n71).

The parallel shift is identical to that of p(y;7j,). On the other
hand, the orthogonal shift
9" (OmLE)

o <5a3bp(y§ OMLE)

— L (omer)0ep(y; @)MLE))

(7
is different from that of p(y; 7)) and it is not included in the
tangent space of £. Therefore, the shifted density p,(y | z) is
not included in &, while p(y;7,) is in &.

To cope with the shifts that are orthogonal to P, we
introduce a coordinate system to the subspace of £ that is
orthogonal to P. We divide the tangent vectors of £ at n
into two parts, namely, into those parallel to P and those
orthogonal to P. For each point n € &, the tangent space
T, €& is identified with the vector space spanned by

gp(x;n) (i=1,...,m).

K]
The tangent space T;,P is a subspace of T,€. Let A(w) be an
(m—d)-dimensional smooth submanifold of £ attached to each
point w € P and assume that A(w) orthogonally transverses
P at n(w). Such a family of submanifolds {A(w) | w € Q} is
called an ancillary family. We introduce an adequate coordi-
nate system £ = ({%) (k =d+1,...,m) to A(w) so that a
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pair (w, §) uniquely specifies a point of £ in the neighborhood
of n(w). We adopt a coordinate system & on A(w) so that
n(w, &) € P if € = 0. Then, we have

span {0'p(x;n) } = span {dap(x;n), Oup(w;n)}

where O.p(z;n) = (098" )p(x;n
transverses &£, we have

). Since A(w) orthogonally

(Oap(x;m), Oxp(a;m)) =0 (a=1,...,d, k=d+1,...,m).

Now we show that the extended plugin density with 7,
is the projection of the Bayesian predictive density onto &
asymptotically, as shown in Figure [I] The projection of

onto the tangent space of & is

ab(~ m
<g<;1;4LE)(3a3bP(y; omLe) — Ly

p(y; OMLE))

(OMLE)Oep(y; OMLE) )5
P Op(y;onre) A=d+1,...,m). (8)
1,...,d), is

Because (J.p(x;n), Oxp(x;1)) =0 (c =

9" (OmLE) . .
o (0a0bp(y; OMLE ), OAP(Y; OMLE))
X g 0sp(y; OMLE)
ab
9" (WmLE) 75
= TH b0rD(Y; OMLE)
where
H, =T,
<8 8bp($ w), Oxp(x57))
= (0a0y:)(9:9")
(a,b=1,...,d, k= d+1 ) is the mixture embedding
curvature of P in £ and H b = H b /\g . Here we represent
Fabﬁ as H .. to clarify its geometrical 1nterpretation asmthe
mixture embedding curvature, distinguishing from Fabc, |
and Fmb We confirm that it coincides with the orthogonal

shift to p(y; 7)) asymptotically as follows. Let

hab = (8a0bm; (w))0'p(a;n) — T 50.p(;w),

then the orthogonal component in Theorem [[TI.2] is

g (OmLE) L

o™ ab(OMLE). &)

Since hgp (a,b =
by Op(z;w) (/-”»

d) are included in the space spanned
m), the following holds:

hab = (ha, Orp(x31)) 9™ p(; 1)
= <8a8bm(w)8ip(w; n) — L5 0ep(x;w), Oxp(a; 71)>

x g"*Oup(; 7).

As (9.p(z;n),0p(x;n)) =0
(c=1,....,d, A=d+1,...,m),

hab = (0a0pm; (w)O'p(x5 1), Oap(a;w)) g™ Oup (25 n)
_ , ; 907 Op(z; )\ .a ,
= 0,0u() (9030, g ™)) 20, pls)
- 8(1617771'(“})8)\91'95)\851)(%7 77)

= H,;0.p(z;m). (10

C. Projection angle and risk difference

In this section, we demonstrate that the extended plugin
density with 7, is optimal with respect to the risk along the
orthogonal shift from the model P. This property is parallel to
those of Bayesian predictive densities investigated in [11]], as
explained later in this section. Orthogonal shifts from P can
asymptotically improve the Kullback—Leibler risk from plugin
densities of P. By evaluating those risk improvements, the risk
difference between p(y; 7)) and Bayesian predictive densities
can be corresponded to the projection angle (as represented in
Figure [2)).
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density p(y; 7)) in Theorem [I.2] is given by, using (9) and
(0,
as abx T D
a®(@umLe) = 9°*(OmLE) <5b log — + ) ;
Uwi 2
1lm ab/ ~
B = iHa;;(wMLE)g *(OmLE)-
We derive the Kullback-Leibler risk of extended plugin
densities in this class.

Proposition II1.2. The Kullback-Leibler risk of an extended
plugin density p(y;n) where 7 = (©,&) is expressed as
is asymptotically expanded as follows:

E[D{p(y;w), p(y; 7)}]
- % + Trlﬂgab<w)04a(W)ab(w) + %Vaaa(w)

1 1 m
+ 5300 W) @)FNW) — 513 Hope ()8 (@)B7(0)
+ (terms independent of «, 8) + o(n~2), (13)

where V,ab = 9,0 + T ba”.
Proof. See Appendix B. O

The risk expansion (I3) confirms that the risk can be
improved from a predictive density in P by selecting an ap-
propriate orthogonal shift 3. We obtain the optimal orthogonal
shift.

Theorem IIL3. The optimal 3% in (I2) is given by

K 1 7 K a

oot (@) = 5 Haf (@)g™ (). (14)
Proof. The risk in Proposition is

E[D{p(y;w), p(y; 1) }]

1 e
= Wgaba“ab + ﬁvaa“(w)

1 A ]_m)\ ab K ]'m/{ cd
+ 5,29k (5 *iHabg B *QHcdg

1 m m . .
— WHal;\Hcc’l’”gabg“jgm + (terms independent of «, 3)
n

+o(n™?).
Therefore, 5 is optimal when

54(w) = S @)g"(w).

O

Accordingly, the orthogonal component of the shift in
Theorem is optimal, and the extended plugin density with
fj= has the optimal shift (as illustrated in Figure [3). The risk
improvement by the optimal shift is evaluated by the inner
product of the optimal shifts 35, and given by

1 b T K Q C -
5z b Hed 99 'gin + 0(n %),
which does not depend on the parallel shift «. Here,

m m

H MH Fgg°g, \ is the mixture mean curvature of P em-
bedded in £ at w, thus this risk improvement has a geometrical
interpretation.
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which approaches 0 as o2 increases. In this way, the Bayesian
predictive density and p(y; 7)) approach each other.

IV. NUMERICAL STUDIES

The numerical simulations of the Kullback-Leibler risk of
p(y; Nr) and Bayesian predictive densities are shown in a
curved Gaussian model. It confirmed the theoretical results
so far and also illustrates the practical importance of the
projection of Bayesian predictive densities.

The model P is the spiked covariance model (for more
information about related models, see e.g. [12]), that is [-
dimensional Gaussian N;(0,X) with the covariance matrix ¥
expressed as

Y\ u) = \uu' + I, (15)

where the vector u € R! satisfies w'u = 1 and A > 0. The
eigenvalues of the matrix > are A+ 1,1,...,1, and u is the
first eigenvector.

The model P parametrized by w = (u, \) is embedded in
the larger full exponential family £ = {N;(0,%) | £}, and
the expectation parameter n comprises the components of 3.
The extended plugin distribution p(y; ;) is N;(0, 3, ), where
3. is the posterior mean of .. The Bayes estimator (5\,r7 U )
of P is composed of 5\77, the posterior mean of A, and u,,
the first eigen vector of $,. The plugin distribution of the
Bayes estimator is N;(0, S\wﬂﬂﬁz + I;). The settings of [ and
n are (I,n) = (5,20) and (80, 320). The posterior mean of
A and Y is computed by the 1000 MCMC samples for [ = 5
and 2000 MCMC samples for [ = 80 produced by Gibbs
sampling with 250 and 500 burn-in samples, respectively. The
Bayesian predictive density is computed by taking the mean
of the plugin densities of those MCMC samples of (A, ). The
Kullback-Leibler risk is derived as the mean of 2000 trials.

The results are illustrated in Figure [] and it is confirmed
that p(y; 7)) approaches the Bayesian predictive density as the
size of £ increases. In Figurea] the three-layer structure of the
plugin density, the extended plugin density, and the Bayesian
predictive density is seen in the risk comparison. On the other
hand, in Figure it could be seen that the risk plots of
p(y; 7-) and the Bayesian predictive density are quite close,
which means the projection angle between them is close to
zero. The dimension of the parameter space of P is [ and that
of £1is1(141)/2; thus, P is embedded in relatively larger full
exponential families when [ increases. Therefore, it is natural
that the two risk performances approach as [ increases because
the extended model £ approaches the set of all probability
densities F, and p(y;7j.) approaches the Bayesian predictive
density.

TABLE II: Computational time required to evaluate predictive
density for 1000 new samples and memory size of each
predictive density (I = 80, A = 1).

Bayes E-plugin
computational time 1.24 x 102 s 1.6 x1077s
predictive density size | 1.29 x 10% bytes  5.14 x 107 bytes

Figure {4b|also illustrates the practical advantage of p(y; 7 ),
as it shows that projection of Bayesian predictive densities



JOURNAL OF KX CLASS FILES, VOL. XX, NO. X, AUGUST 20XX

samples, and the full density function is available avoiding
taking mean of plugin densities every time. Table |lI| provides
the computation time required to evaluate the density of 1000
new samples y and the memory size of the Bayesian predictive
density and p(y;7j.). It is shown that both computational
time and memory size are effectively saved when we utilize
p(y; Nir ). Therefore, the extended plugin density p(y; 7)) is an
effective approximation of Bayesian predictive densities, with
a large advantage in terms of computational costs, which has
a natural theoretical interpretation as a projection onto a finite
dimensional model.

APPENDIX A
PROOF OF THEOREM
Let L(n) = 237 logp(x(t);n). Then, Ar(z") =
{(A=)i(x™)} is given by

e nw)p(a™;n(w)) T (w)dw
@) = () ()
[l explnLin))r @)

T exp(nL (n(e)))r(w)do

We approximate 7, using the Laplace method (e.g., [13],
Sec. 3.6 and Sec. 4.6, and [14]). The proposed approx-
imation follows Theorem 4.6.1 in [13]. First we expand
m(w)exp(nL(w)) around w = @&pmre. In the following,
symbols such as n(OyLr), Qun(OMLE), and Oudyn(OMLE)
are abbreviated to 1), 0,7, and 0,7 respectively. Let w =
WOMLE + ¢/+/n. Then,

7(w) exp(nL(w))
~\ ba ~\ fa b
_ (7}4» (atl\;r% + (aab'];zj) o +

T\ 4a ib
+ Op(n_z)) exp (nI: + (aab[g(b ¢

(aabc’ﬁ_)(ﬁagbbéc
6n+/n
(aabci/)¢a ¢b¢c
6v/n
(Dabeae L) 9P ¢° ¢ g°
120n/n

+

(Dabeal)p? ¢ ¢ ¢
+ 24n +
—i—Op(n*Q))
_ ~nL _(8a,L)¢%¢%/2 (5 7)o*
= me™"e ( Zm

a 4b ic
p(n_Q)) <1+( abcﬁz;ﬁi(ﬁ ¢

p(n_3/2)>

+ (aabﬁ?d)aﬁbb
2T
( abcﬂ')¢a¢b¢c
+ 67n+/n *
( abch)¢a¢b¢c¢d
24n
- OuaneL) Qe )8 876%™ 6" 6
72n

+

(OapeL) %09

(Qutt) 9"
+ M

T/n
) (Dbeal ) o0
67N
(aab'fr) ( cde )¢a¢b¢c¢d¢e
127n/n

+(3abfi)¢“¢b 4 (OaTt
2mn

+ (8abcﬁ)¢a¢b¢c
67n/n

- (Da7) (Bheae L) 87666

247n+/n
 (0aT) (Ohcal)(Degg )6 ¢ 906" 01 o7
727n\/n
L8 o,uh).

Here, Ju, = —O.L and we denote the terms of Op(n~1)
which do not depend on 7 as Cy/n, which is O,(n™!). Let
(J*) be the inverse matrix of (.J,;). Next, we integrate both
sides of the above equation with respect to w. By changing the
variables from w to ¢, and by using the formula of moments
of multivariate Gaussian distributions, we obtain

7(w) exp(nL(w))dw
/qsa(z)be*fcm%d/?dqs
(Ou7

+M/¢ PP pepdeerd” ¢f/2d¢_|_
+0p(n"?))

~\ Tab
:@ﬁo+«M@J

—

(&zbﬁ')

= Chm <1+

2mn

8(1,/?1_ abcdi jabjcd + jacjbd + jadjbc Cl
+ -

67N n
+Op(n72))
~\ Tab ~ T\ 7ab Ted
@ﬁ0+&M@J (0a)Oreal) I T Cy
2mn 27n n
"’Op(”d)) :

Here C5 does not depend on 7. Replace m(w) by n;(w)7(w)
and we have

/m(w)ﬂ'(w) exp(nL(w))dw
_ Gyt <1+{aé )} jeb

nﬂrn
Cq s

)}(abcdﬁ)jabjcd
27717%71

+ {aa (7717}
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Therefore, the posterior mean of 7; is expanded as
(ﬁﬂ)l
_ [ niexp(nL(w))m(w

0a (i)} (Dpeal) S0 T C
+ 10u007)} Ol 4_1+%(40
;TN n

r).Jeb T T\ jab jed
/027% <1 + (8abﬂ')J + (aaﬂ-)(abch)J J

27 2mn

+9+0( ))

Fab P ~
i (1+ T (2t _ 0
2n ;T T

ab Jed A4 ~
JJ£%¢(3<ﬂ—af)+%m40

nmw T

2n
+ Op(n~ )

2n

Jav 0.7i)(0 Jb Jed@y 4L
oo 22 (i 2O T 0

Since jab = gab + 0p<1), 8bcdi/ = E(&bcdﬁ) + Op(1> by

the law of large numbers, and

E(Opeal) = =

—0vGed — Leqy = —0vGca — Leap + Toed,

and
9°Opgea = Oy log(|g|) = 20, logm,

hold, we obtain

(’f}ﬂ')i
gab
= 771 + % (aabﬁi + 2aaﬁiab 1Og 7})
~ab m
+ 927 <—25’b log 7ty — §°T, g (dmLE) + Tb(@iMLE)) Oai
+ Op(”il)
gab m
=7 + o (@zbﬁi - FJ@MLE)&:@)
jab P Ty @
+ 9 <8b log Al + b(MLE)> Oai + Op(”il)-
n T 2

APPENDIX B
PROOF OF PROPOSITION [II1.2]

m

We abbreviate symbols such as gq(w), H_, (w), and

’ abk
p(y;w) to gap, H,,,., and p, respectively.
The Kullback-Leibler divergence

from p(y;w)
Pa.s(y; OMLE) is expanded as

D(p(y; w), Pa,s(y; OMLE))
= D(p, p(y; &,€))

= —/p{logp(y;@,é) — log p}dy,

Therefore, the Kullback-Leibler risk from p(y;w)
Pa,s(y; omLE) is expanded as

and we can expand log p(y; @, &) — log p as follows:

log p(y; @, &) — logp
~ 1
=%, logp + 70, logp + iw%vbaab log p
N 1. 2 1
+ (:]agﬁaan 1ng + 78{5)\6&/\ Ing + éajaa)bajcaabc Ing
1 1
+ 2w wa Oapr logp + ﬂw R &Lbcdlogp

+ Op<n72)

where & = & — w. Because F[0, logp] = 0, E[—0,logp] =
Gab, and ggx = 0 fora =1,....d, Kk =d+1,...,m, we
have
D(p(y;w); Pov,s (Y5 OMLE))
1 ~a ~ 1 Fr L 1 ~a~b~c
= igabw wb + §gmkf g)\ - 60‘) wble[aabc logp]
1, o 1
— 5% obe E[Oqps; log p] — ﬂw oot E[@abcd log p]
+ Op(niz)
1 1 A A lm 1
= §gab‘:}aa)b + igm/\gﬁg)\ + (2Fabc - 3Tabc) ajadbdc

1 m m —a B -
+ {Q(Falm + 1_\amb + 1_\kcab) Talm} wMLEwlli/ILEg

ca b e ~d —2
+ KabedOMLECMLECMLEYMLE T 0p(R 7)),

where (ZJMLE = LDMLE — w and

Kaped
Tyt e
+3<3 ;prai +4(3;p358;8dp>} J

to

E[D{p(y;w), pas(y; omLE) }]

1

1 A A
_ ~a~b KA\
- ggabE(w w ) + 2n2gnAE(ﬁ ﬁ )

1m 1
+ (QFabc — 3Tabc> E(w“wbwc)

1 1= T ~a ~ Ak
+ n { 9 (Falm + FaKb + Fr@ab) Tﬂbﬁ} E(wMLEwllz/ILEﬂ )

+ (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n™?).

Because £ is a smooth function of O, (1) and B= B4o0,(1)

E(BrB*) = "B + o(1),

a1 _
E(@yLeitweb”) = ggabﬁn +o(n™h)
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hold and Usmg E[04Ld..L] =T,, d/n and E[QcqeL] = L, — T, . —
Fecd Tecq, we have
B(&"@ba°)
( B edie) + o B s@ine) Lot — a8 V(G — gL
“B(&f p@rg))/n+(terms independent of a, 3) {(@ _bg eL)(@" = g™ 0al)}
_ a’a a’ e
+ O( 2) = n2 + 7E |:gbengFecd
(aagbc + abgca + acgab)/n2 ) . .
+ (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n~2). + 2gbeng( Lege = Laee — F ecd)]
ab i
Lastly we derive E(@?@%). It can be expanded as (see e.g. + EE [9 9“Teca
(10.19) in [15], as its multivariate version is presented here) 1 e e e
+ §gaeg(:d(_1“cde - 1_\alec - Fecd - 60d):|
1 1 ~ c ~a
E(0%@b) = g“b + g(gwacE(wb) + g0 E(@")) + (terms independent of a, 8) 4 o(n™?)
YE{(@" g 0.L)@ - gouL)}. R R
 n? 2n? B 2n?
From the likelihood equation, + (terms independent of a, 8) 4 o(n™?)

o L(GviE) = 0,

e e
. 1. . _ in the last equation we use ¢*¢g%I’ , = gP¢¢l’,  and
daL + &2 pOub L + gw&LwaALEaach +o,(n~t) =0, ( q e 979 Ceed = 979 Ndee

e
~ - g*¢giT, , = g°°g®T), ..) Hence we obtain
gabwlli/ILE =0.L + Wlli/ILE(aabL + Gab) « ec

1., _
+ §WMLEWIC\I/ILEaach +op(nh). B

1 1 «Q
Because @81 = 9°°0,L + Op(n~1) and Oymre = OMLE — :*gab + — (gcaacozb + ngacaa) + —

w:dj—a/n—w+0p(nfl), cd b ae Cd
_atghgeT,,.  abgegiT,,

~b cd 2n? 2n?
abW :aaL + a L 8acL + ac
JabWNMLE . 97 0aL( Jac) + (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n"?).

+ 5@Re@hipdacaL + 0p(n "),

~b ab b b cd

w :? + ga 8aL —|— ga gC 8dL(aaCL + gac) HeI‘e,

1 ab ~c ~ -
+39 "D e Daca L + 0p(n™1). r 3
abk — Habk

and

E&b) = % + (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n™!)
Flma + Tape = Habm

- - hold. The first one follows from the definition, and the second
E a_ gacy [, b bda L )
{(@ \ 9" 0L)(@" — g7 0uL)} one is from the relation
oo o
=t —x E [¢*g“04L(Dce L + gee)

1 e
+ §gbewMLwa/ILEacdeL O Yar ) ) o
_ :/5a3bpfpdy+/8baﬁp ;pdyf/%dy

b
o
+ ;E [gaengadL(ﬁceL + Gee)

m
1_‘abn + ana - Tabn

1 ... -
+ §gaew§/lLEW1(\i/[LEacdeL

+ (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n™2). and go =0 (a=1,...,d, k=d+1,...,m).
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Therefore, the risk is expanded as follows:

E[D{p(y;w), pa,s(y; omLE) }]
d Gab
2n + 2n2

gbC m m m
+ aaﬁ (Fabc + Fbca + Fcab - 2Tabc)

Jab

(gcaacab +gcbacaa) + 2n2 b

oo

Gab b dm Gk by
_ Waag egc che + Tngﬁﬁﬂ

S I S B
+ B W rab + bra + abk abk

+ (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n~?)

d 1 e
=5 + g%aaab + o) (aa abcgbc + 8aaa)
kX 1 m
+ 2'{?5&5)‘ - ﬁHa}mgabﬂn

+ (terms independent of a, 8) + o(n~?).
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