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ON THE POSTERIOR DISTRIBUTION OF THE NUMBER OF
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T he posterior distribution of the num ber of com ponents k in a
nitem xture satis esa set of nequality constraints. T he result holds
irrespective of the param etric form of the m ixture com ponents and
under assum ptions on the prior distrdbution weaker than those rou-
tinely m ade In the literature on Bayesian analysis of nite m ixtures.
T he Inequality constraints can be used to perform an \intemal" con-—
sistency check of M CM C estim ates of the posterior distribution ofk
and to provide in proved estim ates which are required to satisfy the
constraints. B ounds on the posterior probability ofk com ponents are
derived using the constraints. Im plications on prior distribution spec—
i cation and on the adequacy of the posterior distribbution ofk as a
tool for selecting an adequate num ber of com ponents in the m ixture
are also explored.

1. Introduction. Finiem ixture distrbutions have received m uch atten—
tion In the last decade, as a tool for m odeling population heterogeneiy and
especially as a conceptually sin ple way of relaxing distributional assum p—
tions. Undoubtedly the developm ent ofM arkov chain M onte C arlo m ethods
has played an essential catalytic role. A survey of the theory and applica—
tions of niem ixtures preM CM C is provided by T itterington, Sm ith and
M akov (1985), and a m ore recent Introduction to the topic isR obert (1996).
P rogress has been particularly evident in the Bayesian approach, where it
began wih the G bbs sam pling algorithm of D iebolt and Robert (1994)
for estim ating the param eters of a m xture wih a xed number of com —
ponents. Subsequent work has considered the num ber of com ponents k as
an ob gct of inference, either using tests to select an adequate num ber of
com ponents or sum m arizing the uncertainty about it by reporting its poste—
rior distribbution.Carlin and Chib (1995) and R aftery (1996) have proposed
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using Bayes factors to test k against k + 1 com ponents and they have de-
scribed M CM C m ethods to com pute the necessary m arginal likelihoods.
The paper by Raftery contains a summ ary of such m ethods. M engersen
and Robert (1996) also assum e a testing perspective, but use the K ulbacdk {
Leblr divergence as a m easure of distance between m odels wih k and
k + 1 com ponents. Nobike (1994), Phillps and Sm ith (1996), R ichardson
and G reen (1997), Roeder and W asserm an (1997) and Stephens (2000) have
put a prior distrbution on the num ber of com ponents and cbtained M CM C
estin ates of the posterior. Besides representing uncertainty about k, is
posterior distrbution can also be used to m ix m odels w ith di erent num —
bers of com ponents, leading to m odelm ixing predictions of future cbserv—
ables.Nobike (1994) attem pted to estim ate the m arginal likelihoods of each
m odel separately and then form ed an estin ate of the posterior of k using
Bayes’ theoram . Roeder and W asserm an (1997) proposed to approxin ate
the m arginal lkelhoods using the Schw arz criterion . A though their m eth-—
ods di er considerably, Phillips and Sm ith 1996), R ichardson and G reen
(1997) and Stephens (2000) share a com m on approach consisting of running
an M CM C sam pler on a com posite m odel, w ith jum ps between subm odels
that allow the sam pler to change the num ber of com ponents in the m ix—
ture. Then the posterior of k can be estin ated by the relative am ount of
sin ulation tin e spent by the sam pler n each subm odel.

In thispaper I show that, under som e conditions on the prior distribution,
the m arginal likellhhoods of nie m xture m odels with a di erent number
of com ponents satisfy a set of inequality constraints. B esides its theoretical
Interest, the resul provides a m eans of perform ing a check of \intemal" con-—
sistency ofM CM C estin ates of the m arginal likelihoods, or of the m arginal
likelthoods In plicit n M CM C estin ates of the posterior of k.

valued) random variables and assum e that the x;’s are independent and
dentically distributed w ith probability density function (W ith respect to
som e underlying m easure) given by

1) f&xi)= JP5 K1) :

M odel (1) iscalled a \ nite m ixture distrbution." The m ixture weights 4
are the probabilities that the random variable x; follow s any ofk altemative
distributions, w ith densities p5 ( ), called the \m ixture com ponents." In this
paper attention is restricted to the case where the num ber of com ponents
k, the weights 5 and the com ponentsp;( ) are allunknown. It is assum ed,
how ever, that the densitiesp; () belong to som e speci ed param etric fam ily,
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allowed to vary with j. Thus pjX;i) = pj&XiJ ), where 5 is the vector of
param eters of the jth m xture com ponent.

A s stated, m odel (1) is som ew hat am biguous, since the m eaning ofm ix—
ture weights and m ixture com ponents is com pltely speci ed only when k
is xed; for nstance, the expression \the weight of the second com ponent”
seem s to have a di erent m eaning when k= 2 than i haswhen k= 5. In
order to m ake explicit the dependence on k ofm ixture weights and com po—
nents, rew rite m odel (1) as follow s:

Xk
f&xiki xi k)= kPk %17 5x)7 i= 1;::5n;
=1
where = ( 1xi::5 k)  and k= (1xjiit k)  .Onoccasion = (17 2j:::
and = (1; 2;:::) willbe used. In principle this form ulation allow s the

param etric fam iy of the com ponent to change w ith j and k.

com ponent from w hich the ith observation x; proceeds. T he unobserved vec—
torg= (g1;:::;9,)  hasbeen called the \m em bership vector" or \allocation
vector" or \con guration vector" ofthe m ixture. Ifone conditions on g, the
distrbution of x; is sin ply given by the gjth com ponent in the m xture,

¥

fxkigr x)= Pg; x x1J gi;k) :
=1
The com plete speci cation of the Bayesian nite m ixture m odel requires

a prior distribbution for all the unknow n quantities. T he prior on k, denoted
by (), has support on (a subset of) the positive Integers and m ay involve

ters = ( 1x7:::; xx) areposiive constants.A though otherpriors could
be usad for the weights, the D irichlet distrdbution has becom e a standard
choice. T he allocations g; are conditionally independent given k and  w ith
Prigi= jk; x]1= sx.G iven k, independent priors are usually assum ed for
the com ponent param eters i,

¥
(xXi x)= 3k (k3 )7

j=1

where 4 isthe set of hyperparam eters in the prior distribution of 4 and
k= ( 1x7:::; xx) . In general the com ponents’ hyperparam eters s can

vary w ith k, so that substantive prior Inform ation distinguishing the com -
ponents and depending on their num ber k can be accom m odated. Sin ilarly,
the functional form of the prior 4 ( ) may change with j and k, since the
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com ponent param etric fam ily m ay too.D ependence on k is, however, ruled
out by the assum ptions introduced in Section 3.

In summ ary, the pint distrbution of the data and all unknowns in the
m odel is

@ =W (xki 0GR ) (ki OF &kG; )

In the sequel, attention is focused on a m odel cbtained by integrating the
param eters . and  out ofm odel (2). Integrating the weights out of the
m odel yields

Z
feki x)= faki x) (kX x)d«x
Z
_ ¥ nj (ox) v ik d
- Kk 9x 3k k
=1 =1 (jk)j=l
3) _ (o) ¥ (5 + nj)
(ox*+n) (5
P
where o = ]§=1 jkr Ny = Nj(@) = cardfA yg and A 5= fi:g;= jg is the

Index set of the cbservations allocated to the jth com ponent. O ne can also,
at least In principle, integrate the com ponent param eters out of the m odel,
Z

f&xkigi x)= f&kigi x) (ki xdx
Z Yl . Y}( .
= Pg; ik ®iJ gix) ik (5xJ 5x)d x
=1 =1
‘Y}( Z Y 0 0
4) = Pik ®iJ 9x) 9% (% J k) d
=1 12Aj
¥k .
©) = ik @73 5%);
=1

where x7 = fx;:12 A 5g com prises the observations that, according to the
m em bership vector g, are from the jth com ponent and gy &3 s ) Isa short
way of writing the Integral n (4), that is, the m arginal density of these
ocbservations after the param eter ;¢ has been integrated out.

In the end the pint distrdbution of the data and unknow ns is given by

6) f&xygrki; )= £f&xkrgr K)E@Qk; ) &);

where = ( 1; 2;:::)” and = ( 1; 2;:::) .Even though the ’‘sand s
are xed constants, I prefer, wih a slight abuse of notation, to list them
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explicitly to the right of the conditioning bars, as it is In portant to recall
that they enter in the expressions in (6). T he posterior distribution of the
num ber of com ponents is

&kx; ; )/ ®E&X; ki x):

Them argihal likelthoods £ xk; x; k), which willalso be denoted as fy, for

short, are given by
X

(M) fx=f&X; x;i x)= f&kigr )Ef @k «); k= 1;2;::;
92 Gy

the set of membershp vectors with com ponents at m ost k. R epresenta-
tion (7) dem onstrates the great advantage of working w ith m odel (6) rather
than m odel (2).U sing (7) it becom es possble to com pare the contributions
of the same m embership vector g to di erent £’s. This leads to linking
together the m argihal lkelhoods and deriving a set of lnear inequalities
satis ed by them .

3. Linking the m arginal likelhoods. In this section i is shown that,
under certain conditions on the prior distribution, the m arginal likelihoods
fry In (7) satisfy a set of constraints. Intuitively, the approach w ill consist of
breaking up the sum over Gy In (7) Into m any temm s and then show ing that
som e of them can be rew ritten as sum s over Gy wih t< k. The follow ing
assum ptions w illbe m ade throughout.

A ssumption A .1. TheD irichlet hyperparam eter of any m ixture weight
does not change w ith the num ber of com ponents:

k= 337 J=1;::5k 1;k=2;3;::::

A ssumption A 2. Thepropertiesofany m xture com ponent (param et-
ric fam ily and param eter prior distribbution) do not change w ith the num ber
of com ponents:

P 3P0 3 )i s J3)=50C3);i %= 535
J= 1;::5;k  L;k= 2;3;::::

T he assum ptions in pose a coherency requirem ent.N ot only the jth com —
ponent \rem ains the sam e" whether there are k or k< k com ponents in
the m ixture @A ssum ption A 2), but the probability distribution of the ratio
between the weight of the Jjth com ponent and the sum of the weights of the

rst ¥ com ponents also rem ains unchanged (A ssum ption A .1). Because of
A ssum ptions A 1 and A 2, when referring to a certain com ponent one can
do so w ithout specifying the num ber of com ponents In the m xture.
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Begin by noticing that the space ofm em bership vectors Gy In (7) can be
partitioned as follow s:
[k ? ? ?
8) Gy = Gi GiNGg= 7?5 t6 s;
t=1
w here GE is the set of m em bership vectors that assigns at least one cbser-

vation to the tth com ponent and none to higher com ponents: GE = fg2
Ge:91ist.g;= tg.

Definition 3.1. Let £ betheportion of f; that accounts for them em —
bership vectors g that allocate at least one cbservation to com ponent t and
none to higher com ponents (com ponents lower than tm ay be em pty),

X
) £ = f&xligi JE@QF o):
g2G{

Clearly £/ = f;.
In the sequeluse w illbe m ade of the llow Ing conditions.

Condition C.l1. Forallg2 G/ with t< k,
f&kigi k)= £ &Fg; o)

Condition C 2. Forallg2 G with t< k,

foki x)

= Akt constant:
fo¥i o

Lemma 3.1. Under Assumptions A 1 and A 2, the m odel of Section 2
satis es Conditions C .1 and C 2 with

10) Ao = (ox) (oct lfl):

(ox + n) (ot)

Proof. Toverify ConditionC 1, recall 5): £ (xk;g; )= . gk &I ).
Allg2 Gt?,t< k, allocate no observations to com ponents larger than the tth
one: xJ = ? ;j> t. Therefore the product In (5) extends from 1 to t only.
M oreover, A ssum ption A 2 in plies t, for 32 fl;::5tg, g ( J )=k J )
and 4= s.Henoe fxk;g; k)= 5o1@e®IJ )= £ &}ig; o). As or
Condition C 2, from (3) one has

feXxi ) _ (ox) ¥ (5% + nj) (o) ¥ (4c+ ny)
£@¥ o Coetm) (50 (oct n) '

1 ( 4t)
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Agai, rallg2 G/ and j> t,A5= ? sothatny= 0.Hencethelastk t
term s In the product in the num erator are 1. A Iso, from A ssum ption A .1,
%= 4tr J= 1lj::yt. Therefore C 2 holds w ith ax. given by (10).
T he follow ing result m ay be considered as an appetizer.

Theorem 3.1. Let fy and ft? e as in (7) and (9) and assum e that
Conditions C .1 and C 2 hold. Then

Xk

11) fo= anfl:
t=1

M oreover,

12) fo= arx 1fx 1+ £ :

P P
Proof. Equation (7) can berew ritten as fy = ,]f:l g2Ggf(Xj{;g; %)
f @k; k) because ofthe partition of G, in (8).Now use ConditionsC .1 and
C 2 and thede nition off n (9) toobtain (11).A littlem ore algebra yields
12):

xk k1 £ 1;
fr=  apfi= £+  ape Gx 1ix 1)f§
—1 =1 fok 1; x 1)
., X7 fgki &) -
= fk + ax 1;t ft
1 feok 1i x 1)
5( 1
? ?
= fk. + Akk 1 ag l;tft? = akx 15 1t fk'l
=1

Theoram 3. providestwo representationsof fi . In (11) it isgiven asa lin—
ear com bnation ofthe \no em pty last com ponent" portions of the m arginal
likelhoods of m odels with 1;2;:::;k com ponents. In (12) it is w ritten as
the \no em pty last com ponent" portion of the m arginal likelihood of the
k-com ponentsm odelplus a fraction of the m arginal lkelihood of the m odel
w ith one fewer com ponent.M uch ofthe rem ainder of this section is devoted
to deriving a result stronger than Theoram 3.1.This is achieved by exploi-
Ing additional sym m etry left as yet untapped; som e m xture com ponents
m ay have identical characteristics. The rst step consists In grouping the
m ixture com ponents into classes of \alke" com ponents.

Definition 3.2. Say thattwom ixture com ponents j and k are alke or
equivalent if §5= kk,P33( J ) =P( I )p3( J )=k ( J ) andyy = kx.
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The above de nition induces a partition of the com ponents into classes of
equivalence, w ith two com ponents being in the sam e class if they are alike.
It may help Intuition to regard the observations as balls being placed In a
sequence of colored boxes, w ith boxes of the sam e color being equivalent.
Let Cm ) be them th equivalence class and ket m h be the Index of the hth
an allest com ponent n C m ). T he classes are ordered so that C (m ) precedes
C(r) ifm 1< rid.Each class contains eithera nite number of com ponents,
possbly one, or countably m any com ponents, possibly all. Let N (t) be the
num ber of equivalence classes form ed by com ponents 1 through t. A Iso, ket
i(t) be the index of the equivalence class to which com ponent t belongs, so
that C (i(t)) is the class of com ponents that are equivalent to com ponent t.
Finally, ket c ;t) be the num ber of com ponents In C m ) that are no larger
than t and ket cm ) be is totalnum ber of com ponents: cfm ) = sup.cfm ;t).
O ne extrem e case often considered In the literature is that of jist one equiv—
alence class: there is no prior inform ation distinguishing the com ponents.
In this case N (t) 1,C@)= £f1;2;::g, Lh=h, it 1, c@@;t) = t and
c()= 1 .The other extrem e case arises when each class contains only one
com ponent; N ()= t,Cm )= fmg,m d1=m ,it)= t,cm ;)= I m t) and
cm) 1,wih I( ) the indicator function.

Definition 3.3. Forany manbership vector g2 Gt?,de ne its class oc—

of nonem pty com ponents in classC (m ).

Let Hi:GY ! £0;1;2;:::d" ® be the m apping which associates to each
g2 G{ is class occupancy pattem h. Since the dom ain of H ¢ is G, com po-
nent t is nonem pty, hence h;y, 1; also, the num ber of nonem pty com po-—
nents cannot exceed the num ber of cbservations. T herefore, the range of the

?

m apping, H ¢ = H ¢ G{), consists ofthe N (t)-din ensionalvectors h satisfying

% © £1;2;:::50m if m = i
FLpiii; i0g; fm=1i@)
13 h . h 2 r<r 7C ’ 14 12
s m=1 m " £0;17:::;¢cm ;0)g; otherw ise.
P
If Fﬂ:(t;hm < t, som e m xture com ponents in fl;:::;tg are en pty. This

suggests that it m ay be possible to acoom m odate the class occupancy pattem
h using fewer than t com ponents.

Definition 3.4. Forany classoccupancy h, ket s= s () bethe sn allest
Integer such that the m ixture com ponents from 1 to s com prise at last hy,
componentsin Cm ), m = 1;:::;card (),

(14) s=sh)=minfr:cm ;r) hy;m = 1;:::;card h)g;
w here card (h) isthe num berofelem entsofh.Ifh 2 H ¢, then card h) = N (t)
and s t.



NUMBER OF COMPONENTS IN A FINITE M XTURE 9

The symbol s will be exclusively used to denote the function de ned
In (14).For any h2 Hy¢, s is the an allest num ber of com ponents needed
to accomm odate h, so that h 2 H 5 too, under the convention that trailing
0’s In h are dropped. For Instance, suppose that t= 6, C(1) £1;2;3;6qg,
C@) f4g,C@B) f£5g, sothat N (6)= 3.Ifh= (2;1;0)° then only three
com ponents are nonem pty and s= 4. D ropping the trailing 0 in h, h =
;1) 2H,.

Definition 3.5. LetHL= fh2 H.:r= sth)g be the (possbly em pty)
subset of class occupancies H + which can be acoomm odated with r t com —
ponents.

The set of class occupancies of the m em bership vectors In Gt? can be
partitioned as follow s:

[t
15) He= HES

rr
r=1

HE\H:‘I=?; ré q:

Ifh2HE, then sh)= rsothath2 H, too, and hence h 2 HL. This shows
that
16) HY HE; r< t:

Definition 3.6. LetGf wiht s(h) bethe subset ofG{ consisting of
m em bership vectors w ith c]assoccupancypattemh:Gﬁ=Htl(h).

C learly, £G)-;h 2 H g is a partition of G/ :

[
a7) G = Gr; Gi\Gi=2; hév:
h2H ¢

C onsider next the m apping M ¢ :Gﬁ ! Gs? which rem oves any gap in the
sequence of nonem pty com ponents w thin each equivalence class.M ore pre—
cisely, given g 2 G}E, et o1 < ) be the corresponding nonem pty
componentsin Cm ), m = 1;::5;N (£). Them apping M « changes, forallm ,

range ofM ¢ by Ey = M ¢ (Gf), noting that from the de nition of G it is in -
m ediate that M t(G}tl) =M G,) Prany t;r sh). Themapping M ¢ does
not a ect the class occupancy of a m em bership vector; thus Hg £y ) = fhg,
although in generalE, is a subset of H Th) = Gy . Because of the equiva—
lence of com ponents w ithin each class, the m apping M + leaves unchanged
f &g o o)

(18) f&¥Iig; fOX o= ft&¥Eg JfG@x o) g2 Grig=M(@):
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Definition 3.7. Let | bede ned as olows:

©
2 hyy Y cmiy

19 h=, cG@__, bn

0; h%Ht.

H thtl

Lemma 3.2. AnyekmentofE, isthe In age underM  of }Emembershjp
vectors in Gy .

Lemma 32 says that G consists of | subsets alke to Ej, exocept for
which h, components in each classC fn ) are nonem pty.Coupled w ith (18),

Lemma 32 gives
X X

20) f&Lo DEQ@F o= 5  f&Eg JEQE o:
g2Gt 92 En

Definition 3.8. Let fg be the portion of f5, s= s h), that acoounts for
the m em bership vectors in G,
X
@1) £ = f&Bigi )EQ@F; )i s=sh):
926Gy

The llow Ing lemm a is instrum ental in proving the m ain resul, T heo—
rem 32.

Lemma 3.3. The finction ft? de ned In (9) can ke rewritten as follow s:
xt X t
?_ h .
22) £ = aer £
r=1 h2HZI h
Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Conditions C 1 and C 2 are veri ed. Then
xk X oy
@3) fx = akr n i
r=1 h2H

where £ isde ned in (21),

e4) e

her
and [ isgiven in (19).M oreover,

xk X k
@5) fx = akx 1k 1+ akr LY

r=1 h2H: h
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Tt is worthw hile to consider explicitly the cases w here all com ponents are
equivalent and where no two com ponents are equivalent.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that Conditions C .1 and C 2 are satis d
and that allm ixture com ponents are equivalent. T hen

kK'n

k
(26) fk= h akhfg
h=1
0o 1
27) = agx 1fx 1"‘h_1 ho1 axnfy :

Proof. Recallthat ifallthe com ponents are equivalent then N (t) 1,
c(l;0)= tand i) 1.Therefore the classoccupancy h isa scalar, the num —
ber of nonem pty com ponents in the unigque equivalence class. From formula
(13) therange ofh isH = fl;::5;t" ng,with t" n=min({gn).From De -
nition 3.4 the sm allest num ber of com ponents needed to accomm odate h is
sh)=h.HenceH:= frg,r t"n,andHLi= ?,r> t" n.Here the range
ofM ¢ IsE, = G}kj, the subset of G, consisting of m em bership vectors that
allocate at least one observation to each com ponent, whilk 1) gives the

part of the m arginal lkelhood f;, corresponding to no em pty com ponents,
X
@8) £ = f&hig; nE@Qh; n):

h
g2 Gy

=N ;
In this case expression (23) becom es fy = ﬁ:? axh E’kfg.From (19) onehas

g P
t= 51 wthat ="K, "1 = ¥ and 26) Dlows. Equation (27)
can be derived from (25) after m aking substitutions sin ilar to the ones

perform ed to cbtain (26).

Fomula (26) provides a representation of the m arginal likelhood of k
com ponents as a linear com bination of the portions of m arginal likelihoods
corresponding to no em pty com ponents.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that Conditions C .1 and C 2 hod and that
no two m ixture com ponents are equivalent. T hen

xk
@9) fr= aef
=1
(30) = ak,.k lfk l+ f]:Z

T he proof is keft as an exercise for the interested reader.
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N ote that the conclusion of P roposition 32 coincides w ith that of T heo—
ram 3.1, ifno two com ponents are equivalent there is no additional sym m e~
try to be exploited beyond what is assum ed by Theorem 3.1.The follow ing
corollary summ arizes som e special cases.

Corollary 3.1. Forthem odelofSection 2,underA ssum ptionsA 1 and A 2,
one has the following:

(i) representations (23) and (25) hod with ay, as given in (10);

(i) in the special case where allm ixture com ponents are equivalent w ith
the D irichket prior on the m ixture weights having hyperparam eter 5 = ,
one has

Xm oy k) & +n)
31) fix= £
e e
Yook 1+ 1 £rop g +
T o R e e e e
=1 1 h=1 (k n) (h)
(iil) In case (@) alove with = 1 one has
LES Y &k 1! @ 1+n)l,
fk= fh
., Dk Rk 1+n)! @ D!
k 1 £r w1 &k 1! @ 1+n)!,
= ———f .+ £
k+n 1 .6 DIk n'& 1+n)! 0@ D!

T he representations of the m arginal likelihoods f, provided in T heorem s
3.1 and 32 and its corollaries Jead to a set of linear constraints on the fi ’s.
Solving the triangular system (11) for the ft? 's in tem s of the fy’s, one
obtains (12) £7= fx axx 1fx 1.Asthe £’sare, from equation (9), sum s
of strictly positive temm s, this In plies that

(33) fx> akx 1fx 1

T he constraints (33) hold no m atter how the m ixture com ponents partition
Into classes of equivalence. In the case of no equivalent com ponents treated
in P roposition 32, the constraints (33) cannot bem ade any stronger, since
by how much fy exceeds ayxyx 1fx 1, that is, fk?, depends on vectors which
allocate at least one cbservation to com ponent k. A t the opposite extrem e of
allequivalent com ponents, deal w ith in P roposition 3.1, stronger constraints
are obtained by solving the triangular system (26) forthe fﬁ”s in term softhe
fir’s, and then setting the solution to bepositive. T hese constraints, explicitly
derived in form ula (36), are stronger than (33) because, ofallthe fﬁ/’s in the
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P oA
sum L? n @7),onlky f]Z involves vectors allocating cbservations to the kth
com ponent. A s a very goecial case, consider equation (26) with k> n.Then

result than is obtainable when no com ponents are equivalent. T he general
case w here only som e com ponents are equivalent is covered by T heorem 3 2.
A susualthe constraints (33) hold, but, contrary to the case ofallequivalent
com ponents, one cannot solve system (23) for the fﬁ’ ’s. N everthelss, there
m ight be a function ofthe f’s, nerthan £ is, such that system (23) can
be solved for it.

T he rem ainder of this section deals exclusively w ith the case where all
m ixture com ponents are equivalent. T he triangular system (26) with k=

5(1
(34) fr= £+ beefY; k n;
t=1

wih b= };akt.Denoteban the m atrix of coe cients of system (34).

In this case one can provide a sin ple explicit expression for the elem ents of
B, '.The dllow ing kemm a is needed.

Lemma 3.4. Consider the gdim ensional unit ower triangulr m atrix
B = fl.tg with b = ]E axt and ay¢ as in Condition C 2. Let C ke the unit

bwer triangular m atrix with generic ekement g = ( 1) . Then B 1=
C.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that Conditions C .1 and C 2 are satis d
and that allm ixture com ponents are equivalent. T hen

k1 . Kk
(35) £)= fi + ( 1)kt . Aty k n:
t=1

Proof. Thematrix B, of the coe cients of system (34) isuni lower
triangular w ith generic elem ent by = ]; akt. From Lemma 34, the inverse

B, ! has generic elem ent bt = ( 1)t ]; axe, k> t, and the result ollow s.

The Pllow ing corollary follow s Inm ediately from P roposition 3.3 and
sum m arizes som e special cases.

Corollary 3.2. Forthem odelofSection 2, under A ssum ptionsA 1 and
A 2, one has the ©lowing:
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(d) if all com ponents are equivalent with D irichlkt prior on the weights
having hyperparam eter , then

Xk t
- t & +n) ()
(i) In case (@) above with =1,
xk | I |
f}i,z ( 1)k+t k! k 1! «© 1+ n).ft; kK n:

1 tlk B!k 1+n)! ¢ 1)!

Brie y retuming to the topic of the inequality constraints on the £’s,
from (35) one has

36) £ > ( 1)kl
=1

£ aktft; k n:

T he ollow Ing section discusses possible uses of these constraints; the present
one concludes by addressing the problem of expressing fy wih k> n in

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that Conditions C .1 and C 2 are satis d
and that allm ixture com ponents are equivalent. T hen

X k k t

37) fy = (™t . n o efu k> n:

4. Applications. This section explores som e uses of the representations
of the m arginal likelhoods derived In Section 3.

1. W hen allm ixture com ponents are equivalent, a proper prior on the num —
ber of com ponents is necessary in order to have a proper posterior.

2. Bounds on the posterior probability of k m ixture com ponents can be
derived that hold for any sam ple of given size and for any fam ily of
com ponent distrdbutions.

3. An \intemal" consistency check of M arkov chain M onte C arlo estin ates
of the m argihal lkelhoods f (xk) can be perform ed by verifying that
they satisfy the constraints. E stin ates that fail the check can seem ingly
be in proved by m odifying them so that the constraints are satis ed.

4. Expressions can be obtained for the prior and posterior distributions of
the num ber of nonem pty com ponents in the m xture, that is, the num ber
of com ponents to which cbservations are allocated.
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T hroughout this section attention is focused on the case where allm ix—
ture com ponents are equivalent, for a variety of reasons: it is In portant in
practiocs, it is am enable to a notationally sim pler treatm ent and it leads to
stronger results. In order to lighten the notation, the explicit indication of
the hyperparam eters is abandoned in m ost of this section, so, for instance, I
wilwrite (k) and £ k) hphocecof kk; ; )and £f xKk; x; x).For
tran and S-PLUS program s used for the com putations in this section are
availbble from the author upon request.

41. P roper posterior ofk. From Bayes’ theoram , the posterior distribu-
tion of the num ber of com ponents is

. ®f ®k) k) ¥
38 =P =
(38) kXx) %=1 G)f 1) P P

w here the representation of the m arginal likelihoods given in (26) was used.
Since the series in the denom inator of (38) is of positive term s, one can
change the order of sum m ation to obtain

P
k"n £y k
h=lfh (k) h akh

(39) kk)= 7 P . .
ho1fnf %zh (3 { ang

A proper prior distrdbution (k) ensures that the posterior is also a proper
probability distrbbution . T he follow ing theoram show sthat, when allm xture
com ponents are equivalent, this condition is not only su cient but also
necessary.

Theorem 4.1. Consider the m odel of Section 2, under A ssum ptions
A 1l and A 2, and suppose that allm ixture com ponents are equivalnt. T hen
the posterior (kxk) of the num ber of com ponents is a proper distribution if
and only if the prior (k) is proper.

Proof. Theposterior (k¥xk) isproper ifand only ifthe serdes in braces
In the denom nator of (39) converges. U sing formula (10) for ay, the series
becom e

(nt+tm) ¥ 5 (03)
(on)h! j:h(j h)!'" (o3+ n)

C learly, ifthe above series converges when h = n, it also converges forh < n.
Thus (k) isproper ifand only if the follow ing series converges:

2 i i1 i n+1

03 + n 1 03 + n 2 03

40)

Jj=n
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Since all com ponents are equivalent, ¢y= j forsome > 0. Letting ¢4

denote the generic temm of serdes (40), it is easy to see that

@1) S = U =
mh +n 1)° n

To prove the right-hand side Inequality note that each of the n term s in
the product in (40) is an aller than 1= . For the lkeft-hand side inequality,
note that each ofthose term sis largerthan (j n+ 1)=(J + n 1),which
In tum isno smaller than 1= + n 1). If the prior on k is proper, it
then ollow s, from the right-hand side inequality of (41) and the com parison
test for serdies, that the posterior is also proper. Sin ilarly, if the prior is not
proper, the posterior is also seen to be im proper, by an application of the
com parison test to the left-hand side Inequality of (41).

4 2. Bounds on the posterior ofk. In this subsection it is assum ed that
the prior distrbution on the num ber of com ponents is proper. A bound on

kx) results from the m axim ization of the right-hand side of (39) wih
respect to ££7gl_; subfctto £ 0. The Hlow Ing result sinpli es com pu-
tations.

Proposition 4.1. Am ong the vectors thatm axim ize the right-hand side
of (39) there is at kast one vector fffl’g{‘l= ; with only one nonzero com po-—

N ote that the nonzero com ponent of the m axim izer in P roposition 4.1
need not be the (k * n)th. A Iso, note that, as a function of ffﬁ/g{‘l= 1, the
right-hand side of (39) is constant over lines through the origin; that is, it
is hom ogeneous of zero degree, so that in com puting it one can set fg = 1.
P roposition 4.1 restricts the set of vectors ffﬁ/g{‘l= ; one has to com pute to

nd a m axin izer of 89) to the k ® n vectors w ith all but one com ponent
equal to 0; one can sim ply com pute the right-hand side of (39) for each of
them and then pick the one that yields the m axinum value.

T he bound thus obtained holds, whatever the distributional form of the
com ponents In the m ixture, as long as they are all equivalent. M oreover, it
only dependson the data through the sam ple size n .A san exam ple, consider
the posterior of k for a sam plk of size n = 82, w ith a discrete uniform prior
on k over flj:::jknax = 30g and = =1 for all j;jk. A m axin izer of
B9) withk= 3isfj=1,f'= 0,h6 3.Theposterior of k corresponding to
the m axin izer is reported In Table 1. Thebound is (@Bxk) 0:8623.These
num erical results ram ain essentially unchanged for any discrete uniform prior
wih kpax  10.
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Table 1
P osterior distribution of k which gives m axim um probability to k = 3, assum ing that
n= 82, (k)= kmalx;k= 1;::5knax=30and =1

k 12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

ki) O 0 08623 01217 142 10 2163 10 ° 1294 10 * 244 10 ° 326 10 °©

Tabl 2 contansboundson (kk) for several values of k and n, under a
uniform prioron k over f1;:::;ky, ox = 50gand = 1.Tables 3 and 4 contain
boundswhen = 2 and = 05, regpectively.

Tabls 2{4 are still correct, at the reported precision, for any discrete
uniform prior on k with ky ax > 50. Since the bounds involve the data only
through the sam ple size n, they provide a glin pse of the strength of the
prior distrbution. T hus, it is to be expected that, for xed k, the bounds
becom e weaker as sam ple size Increases. Perhaps less cbvious is that, for

xed sam ple size, the bounds becom e stronger as k increases. An Intuitive
explanation is as follow s. Suppose that the m odel w ith k com ponents has
considerable posterior m ass. T he posterior m ass of the modelwih k+ 1
com ponents is at least in part due to the k + 1 copies of Gy embedded in
Gk+ 1, @ll corresponding to at least one em pty com ponent. How large this
part is depends on the prior distribbution, but i m ay well ncrease w ith k
since the larger space contains k + 1 copies of the am aller one. T he values
of the hyperparam eters 5 = also greatly a ect the bounds, as one can
see by com paring Tables 2{4. Increasing leads to D irichlt distrbutions
that m ake very an all m xture weights less probabl. In tum this reduces
the probability m ass assigned by the prior on g to m em bership vectors w ith
em pty com ponents. The e ect isto \loosen" the link between the m arghal
likelthoods of di erent num bers of com ponents, thus m aking the bounds
weaker. T herefore, a m ore Inform ative prior on the m xture weights leads to
w eaker constraints on the posterior ofk.

Table 2
Bounds on (ki) for several sam pk sizesn, ()= k, s ;k= 1;:::;knax= 50, =1
k
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 0.9000 0.7286 05299 03456 02880 02419 0.1954 0.1756 0.1505 0.1335
50 0.9600 0.8847 0.7826 0.6645 05414 04233 03175 03119 02835 02402
100 0.9800 0.9412 0.8858 0.8170 0.7385 0.6541 05677 04828 04023 03322
500 0.9960 0.9880 0.9762 0.9607 0.9417 0.9193 0.8938 0.8656 0.8350 0.8022
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Table 3
Boundson (k) for several sam pk sizesn, k)= kmalx;k= 1;:::5Kknax = 50, =2
k
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 09756 08976 0.7636 05932 04168 02958 02718 02084 0.1915 0.1554
50 0.9956 0.9797 0.9473 08963 0.8268 0.7414 0.6447 05426 04411 0.3459
100 0.9989 0.9945 0.9852 0.9695 0.9465 0.9156 0.8766 0.8299 0.7762 0.7167
500 1.0000 0.9998 0.9993 0.9986 0.9975 0.9958 0.9937 0.9908 0.9873 0.9830

4 3. Estimation. In Section 3 the set of constraints (36) on them argihal
likelhoods was derived for the case where all com ponents are equivalent.
These constraints can be used to perform a check of ntemal consistency
ofM arkov chain M onte C arlo estim ates of the m arginal likelhoods f xk),
or of the m arginal lkelihoods In plied by M CM C estin ates of the posterior
of k. The easiest way to check whether the constraints (36) are satis ed is
to com pute the f]Z In (35) and see whether they are positive. A s an exam —
pl, R ichardson and G reen (1997) estin ate a B ayesian m ixture of univariate
nom als for the galaxy data set. T hey assum e that allm ixture com ponents

D irichlet distributions on weights have hyperparam eters 5 = 1. They re-
port the reversble jygmp M CM C estim ate of (kk) contained in Tabl 5.
Since the prior distrdbution ofk isuniform , them arginal likellhoods are pro—
portional to the posterior of k. Substituting the above estin ates of (kXK)
for the fi’s In (35), after disregarding the estin ate fork 16, produces, up
to a proportionality constant, the f]Z’s In plicit in R ichardson and G reen’s

estim ate. These quantities are reported In Table 6. T hree values of %}f are
negative, for k= 12;13 and 15. H owever, these violations are rather slight,
aln ost w ithin rounding error and occur for values ofk that account for little
posterior probability and are, therefore, m ore di cult to estim ate. T hus, if
anything, the chedk gives support to R ichardson and G reen’s estin ate.

Table 4
Boundson (k¥k) for several sam pk sizesn, (k)= k, alx;k= 1;::5knax =50, =05
k
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 0.7342 04684 02734 02575 0.1863 0.1783 0.1449 0.1343 0.1202 0.030
50 0.8354 0.6477 04709 03229 02983 02618 0209 02047 0.1782 0.1664
100 0.8847 0.7456 0.6032 04703 03546 03166 02972 02610 02236 02189
500 0.9491 0.8833 0.8090 0.7306 0.6515 05742 05006 04320 03691 03392
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Table 5
Reversible jygmp M CM C estim ate of (kk) for the galaxy data set
reported by R ichardson and G reen (1997)

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

\(kji) 0000 0.000 0.061 0128 0482 04199 0160 0.109

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

\(ij) 0071 0.040 0.023 0013 0006 0003 0.002 0.003

Checking whether M CM C estim ates of £ (xk) or (kk) satisfy the con—
straints only m akes m arginaluse of the inform ation supplied by them . This
Inform ation can bem ore flly exploited by Incorporating it in the estin ation
procedure.For instance, one could estin ate the fg’s byM CM C m ethodsand
then use (26) to transform those estin ates into estim ates of the m arginal
likelthoods fy’s. I will retum to this point at the end of Section 44. Here
I only sketch som e approaches to transform estin ates of the f’s Into esti-
m ates that satisfy the inequalities (36).

Table 6
E stim ates, up to a proportionality constant, of f]f Im plicit in R ichardson and
Green (1997) MCM C estim ate of (kk), galaxy data set

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

]]:?f 0.0000 0.0000 0.0610 0.11%4 0.1532 0.1413 0.0792 0.0352

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

P’ 0.0167 0.0015 0.0035 0:0005 0:0008 0.0013 0:0006

k

Table 7
M ode of (43), galaxy data, 1 is the R ichardson and G reen (1997)
estim ate given in Tabk 5

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

i 0000 0000 0.061 0228 0481 04198 0.160 0.109

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

fi 0071 0.041 0.023 0013 0007 0.003 0.002
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Ing vector ofM CM C estin ates. W hen the m xture com ponents param eters
have conjugate prior distribbutions, f1 = £ (xJl) can be com puted exactly; if
this is not the case, the vectors £ and ¥ also include £ (xJl) and its estim ate.
The estin ates B m ight be directly available, as In the approaches of N obile
(1994), Carlin and Chib (1995), Raftery (1996) and R oeder and W asserm an
(1997) . A ltematively, they m ay only be com puted up to a proportionality
constant, from the prior on the number of com ponents and an estim ate
\(kj<) of is posterior, as in the approaches of Phillips and Sm ih (1996),
R ichardson and G reen (1997) and Stephens (2000). In this lJatter case, the
constraint proceeding from i }}:15‘1" \(ij) = 1 isdisregarded.E stin ates ofthe
variability of ¥ can be com puted, either by replicating the M CM C runs or
by using single run m ethods, such as batching and tin e seriesm ethods [see,
eg. Chapter 6 of R pley (1987) or Geyer (1992)]. It is assum ed that as the
M CM C sam pl size ncreases, the distribbution of%® approaches a m ultivariate
nom al

42) b =& £ % N ©0;1);

where P isa consistent estin ate of the variance{covariance m atrix of . Let
R bethe region where the constraints (36) are satis ed.IfF 2R , an estim ate
of f which satis esthe constraints is the m axim izer over R of the likelhood
L (f) associated with (42).From a Bayesian view point, this is equivalent to
using b asa plug-in estim ate of ,employing k (f) asthe prior distribution
of £ and estin ating f by the m ode of its posterior distribbution, which is
proportional to

43) expf (€ 2P T Bigk ©):

T he posteriorm ode isthe point in R which is closest to ® w ith regpect to the
m etric nduced by b u ence, unlss?2 R ,them odew illoccur on the bound—
ary ofR ,where them ultivariate nom alcontours are tangent toR .Them ax—
in ization of (43) is equivalent to them inim ization of 1=2)£ P 'f kb If

subfctto by tbs: by . If  b;fi, wherethe vector by hasgeneric en—
try bee= (D% @Ik ©),t= 2j::1jknax. This isa sinple problem in
quadratic program m Ing, orwhich softw are ispublicly available; for instance,
G oodall (1995) provides a basic S-PLU S In plem entation. Tabl 7 contains
the f which m axin izes (43) with B equalto the estin ates of R ichardson and
Green (1997) given in Tabl 5.

A nother estin ate of £, which satis es the constraints 86) and does not

lie on the boundary ofR , is the m ean of the distrbution (43), which can be
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Table 8
E stim ate of the mean of (43), galaxy data, B is the R ichardson
and G reen (1997) estim ate given in Ta.ki;e 5. The estim ate has
been rescaled in order that x fi=1

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

i 0000 0000 0.061 0126 0482 04197 0156 0.109

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

i 0069 0040 0.023 0013 0008 0005 0.003 0.008

estin ated by averaging independent draw s from the posterior (43).H owever,
draw ing from the N &;° ) distrbution and using a repction technique can
be very ine cient, ifR is in the tail of the distrbution.W hen this occurs,
G bbs sam pling provides a m ore e cient altemative; working in tem s of
the distribution of the £¥’s, a m ultivariate nom al restricted to the positive
orthant, leads to fiill conditional distributions that are univariate nom als
restricted to the positive reals. Table 8 contains an estin ate of the posterior
m ean com puted from 20;000 draw s from (43), obtained using refection, w ith
B being R ichardson and G reen’s (1997) estim ate for the galaxy data. On
the whole, the mean of (43) agrees w ith the estim ate of R ichardson and
Green (1997), although it tends to give som e m ore weight to m odels w ith
a larger num ber of com ponents. Tabl 9 displays the f}f's corresponding to
the estin ate of the m ean of (43) given in Table 8. These estin ates of the
f}f’s agree w ith those reported in Tabl 6 for values of k up to 9, then they
drop o much more regularly whilke rem aining positive.

4 4. The num ber of nonem pty com ponents. Bayesian and classical anal-
yses of the sam e data m ay lad to w idely contrasting conclusions about the

Table 9
E stim ates of f,f corresponding to the m ean of (43) given in Tablk 8

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

ﬁ’ 0.0000 0.0000 0.0612 0.1180 0.1536 0.1395 0.0766 0.0370

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

]]:?f 00146 0.0033 0.0019 0.0007 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002
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num ber of m ixture com ponents. A stylized acocount of a typical situation is
as ollow s: a classicalanalysis identi eskK com ponentsassu cient to provide
a good t to the data.On the other hand, the posterior of the num ber of
com ponents assigns considerable probability to values of k > K. M oreover,
the posterior predictive distribution, conditional on k, of the next observa-
tion rem ains essentially the same forallk K.M uch of this divergence of
conclusions derives from the use of the sam e tem , In the two approaches,
to denote di erent entities. In the Bayesian approach the param eter k de-
notes the num ber of com ponents In the m ixture m odel, not the num ber of
com ponents from which data are actually cbserved. It is instead this sec—
ond m eaning that is attached to \num ber of com ponents" in the classical
approach; accordingly, determ ining the num ber of com ponents am ounts to

nding k such that k m ixture com ponentsa ord a good tofthedata.The
di erence between the two approaches can be highlighted by positing a very
gn all sam ple size, say n = 3; the classical approach w ill point at jast one
com ponent, whilk the posterior of k will be much the sam e as the prior.
In the Bayesian approach it is quite possble for the posterior of k to as-
sign m uch probability to values larger than the num ber of com ponents from
which the data have origihated. In fact, n Section 42 it was shown that,
for a certain prior distrbution, when n = 82 the posterior probability of
three com ponents is no larger than 0.8623, whatever the data are. T his oc—
cursbecause the posterior probabilities of four and m ore com ponents cannot
be too an all, since they also account for allocation vectors w ith only three
nonem pty m ixture com ponents. A snoted in Section 4 2, the strength ofthis
Iink depends on the prior distrdbution of the m xture weights and it tends
to abate as the sam pl size increases. H ow ever, the usefiilness of the poste-
rior of k, as a tool for sslecting or estin ating the num ber of com ponents in
a m ixture, tends to be put In question by the fact that i may, to a very
large extent, re ect probability m ass associated w ith m em bership vectors
that allocate cbservations to fewer than k com ponents.

In summ ary, while the classical approach addresses the question:

Q1l. How many components are needed to t the data well?
T he posterior of k is suied to answer:

Q2. How many components are likely to be in the m odel that generated
the data?

W hile Q2 is concemed w ith the num ber of com ponents in the m ixture,
Q1 deals wih the number of nonem pty com ponents. Since the D irichlet
prior on the m xture weights determm ines how lkely em pty com ponents are
to arise, it appears that the answer to Q 2 depends on the prior speci cation
m ore than the answerto Q 1. T his section secks to pursue in a Bayesian way
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the ob Ective of the classical approach, by deriving an expression for the
posterior distribbution of the num ber of nonem pty com ponents.

Let h denote the num ber of nonem pty com ponents In the m ixture. T he
Ppint prior distribbution of the num ber of com ponents k and the m em bership
vectors g lnduces a prioron h.Sihceh k, one has

®
fh)= k)£ k) h=1;::5n:
k=h
Let @}}1‘ be the set of allm em bership vectors in G, which assign cbservations
to exactly h com ponents,

(44) &= Gt

T hen the conditionaldistribution ofh given k can be com puted by sum m ing
£ @k; x) over G,

X
45) fhxk)= foki x); h=1;:::;k " n:

g2 &

h

T he follow ing proposition provides a representation of £ (hk) which m akes
its com putation feasible for sam ple sizes up to about 100; for larger sam ples
sizes an estin ate can be obtained by stochastic sin ulation.

Proposition 4.2. Consider the m odelof Section 2 under A ssum ptions
A 1 and A 2 and suppose that allm ixture com ponents are equivalent. Let d=

k) k
f =
hx) « +n0) h
X n h
ni;::yn mq;:im
(46) 0< njg h D . h . d
ni+ AN

N ote that the sum in (46) doesnot nvolve k; this allow s one to easily ob—
tain f(hk)with k> h from f hk) wih k= h.Therefore, one only needsto
com putethe sum In (46) atm ostn tin es. T he totalnum beroftem s in these
n sum s isthe num berp (n) ofpartitions of n nto integer sum m andsw thout
regard to order; tabulated values of p(n) are in Tabl 24.5 of Abram ow itz
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Fig. 1. Prior distribution of the numker h of nonem pty com ponents when n = 82,
&)= 1=k s ;k= 1;:::;knax = 30 and = 1.

and Stegun (1964). Figure 1 contains a plot of the prior distrdbution of h
corresponding to the prior used by R ichardson and G reen (1997) for the
galaxy data. T he com putation was done In Fortran and took six m Inutes on
aPC wih a 1.1 GHz processor.
T he posterior distrbution of the num ber of nonem pty com ponents can

be w ritten as

»®
@7) fhx = kK)E Okix); h=1;::5n:

k=h
T he follow ng result provides a representation of the posterior ofh in tem s
of the fg’s, the portions of the m arginal lkelihoods corresponding to no
an pty com ponents.

Proposition 4.3. Consider the m odelof Section 2 under A ssum ptions
A 1l and A 2 and suppose that allm ixture com ponents are equivalent. T hen

£ % k k) G +n)
48) fhx)=—2 (k) ; h=1;::5n:
bx £6),_ h & +n) @) ;

Since the prior distrbbution ofh is only speci ed indirectly, through the
priorson k and them ixture weights, onem ay prefer to consider, rather than
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Fig.2. Estimatesoff (xk) and f xh) for the galaxy data, both nomm alized to sum to 1.

C ircles denote the estim ate of £ (x k) reported in Tabl 8; dots are the estim ate of £ (xh)
obtained using the £ ’s given in Tabk 9.

the posterior of h, the m arginal likelhood f (xh) for h nonem pty com po-—
nents. T his quantity is readily derived from (48):

£ % k k) G +n)
f = h :
) fO),_ L P

E stim ates of £ (x ) are obtained by replacing the fg’s w ith the estin ates
produced in Section 4 3. Figure 2 digolays estin ates of £ (x 1), nom alized
to sum to 1, along with nom alized estim ates of the m arginal likelihhoods
f &%), for the galaxy data using the prior ofR ichardson and G reen (1997).
A s one would expect, the m arginal lkelhoods of the num ber of nonem pty
com ponents favor a sm aller num ber of com ponents than the posterior of
k, e ectively narrow ing the plausible range of nom al com ponents in the
cbserved data to between three and eight.

A s a conclusion, note that the path here followed from estin ates of the
fi’s to estim ates of the fg’s to estim ates of £ (x}h) can also be travelled
In the opposite direction. For instance, i would be inm ediate to obtain
estin ates of £ (hk) using R ichardson and G reen’s (1997) reversble jump
algorithm . These could then be tumed, using (48), into estin ates, up to a
proportionality constant, of the fg’s and nally estin ates of the m arginal
likelthoods fi autom atically satisfying the constraints (36).
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APPENDIX :PROOFS

Proof of Lemma 3.2. The Inverse in age underM + of g2 E, consists
ofallthe g2 Gﬁ which di er from g only in that the nonem pty com ponents
In each class can be any of the com ponents In the class that are an aller
than t, rather than being the 1rstones.Ifm 6 i(t), there are cm ;t) com po—
nents in C (m ) no larger than t, of which only h, are nonem pty; this yields

cfm’t) w ays of selecting the nonem pty com ponents out ofthe cm ;t) candi-

dates.AsGf G, com ponent t is nonem pty; this laves h;, 1 nonem pty
com ponents to be selected am ong c(i(t);t) 1 candidatesin C (i(t)), yielding

cg(t(z)t) 1 ! possible sslections. M ultiplying together the num bers of possible

selections In the N (t) classes yields (19).

ProofPof Lellgma 3.3. Usein (9) thepartition ofGt? given in (17) to ob—

tain ft?= h2H. 926t f (%j:;g; t)fP(gj:; t) -Replace the nnersum w ith the
expression in (20): £ = 4. | oBEs f x¥;9; EY_)f(gj:; ¢). Next recall
thatE, GJanduseC.landC 2:f7= ., as % gom, £ ®FBigi )f @B o).
Then useagain (20) and then 1) toproduce £i =, aws( 1= 5) g26¢ fxPB;g; )EQPB; )=
i n2k s ( = 5)f. From the parl:it%')on of Hy in (15) i follows that £ =

=1 nont ae (5= = =18 nonr IO 2 HY) (1= D], where the
second equality uses the relationship In (16).Now (22) Pllow s since, or all
h2HL, IM2HY) =0 impliesthat = 0.To seethisconsiderh 2 H InH .
Sincesh)= r,h2 Hywould inply h 2 HE contrary to the hypothesis; hence
h2Hand from De niion3.7 {= 0.

P roo%of TheEgrem 3.2. Substiute formula 22) n (11) toobtain fi =

k t t_ ry¢Y = i
=13kt r=13x n2p: (= p)f; . Next recall that ayeae = axr and inter—

P
change the order ofthe two outer sum s, fy = }gzlakr }t‘:r hom: (5= D) =
P P P -

o1& nmw:fp (=1 &, §.Fially,use (24) toproduce (23).Toprove (25)
replace fk? In (12) wih the expression provided by (22) wih t= k.

Proof of Corollary 3.1. Part (i) follows from Lemma 3.1 and The-
oram 32.Equations (31) and (32) ofpart (i) are obtained by replacing ayy
In 26) and (27) w ith the expression given in (10) and using o= k .Part
(i) follow s straightforwardly from part {H) wih = 1.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. LetD = fdéitgwjthD = %C .Then D is ower
Pu:iangu]ar with generic elment dyr = & b= o ( D b=
£ ( 1) ™o by, with the last equality hoding since B is lower trian—
gular. It then Inm ediately ollow s that D has unit diagonal elem ents, since
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so has B . Therefore, it only ram ains to show that dgv= 0, k> t.Now use
the de nition ofly: and Condition C 2,

X* k r
Aus = lr+t
ket r:t( ) ; FroL A
X« k! r! k X« kK t
= (DT o axe= oA (DTE
—_t r'k 't vH! —t r
N ext, change the summ ation index to j= r tto ocbtain
t Kt
X X - kKt K kot
dee= L oA (DTE T ;5 g ae (T =0

=0 =0

P
as the sum j is null because of a basic property of binom ial coe cients

[see, eg., Abram ow itz and Stegun (1964), page 10, P roperty 3.1.7].

Proof of Proposition 3.4. In the omula for fi given In (26) w ih
k> n, replace fg w ith the expression n (35) to produce

Xt k xt
£, = ae  (DFT T anf,
=1 r=1 r
Xt xXn k t
= afr (DYF
r=1 t=r t o
X k X k r
— t+r
(49) = axrfr r (1 -
r=1 t=r

Call S the inner sum and rew rite it by changing the summ ation index to
r

j=t randmaking use of kkrrj = kj ,

(50) sS= (1)

Now,ifn riseven,addn r 2jtotheexponentof( 1).ThisleavesS un—
changed, sothat s = g;af( DR jkjr = knrrl ,w here the last equality
follow s from a property of the binom ial coe cients [see, eg., Abram ow itz
and Stegun (11964), Section 2411, Relations ITB ]. Ifn  r is odd, prem uli-

ply the sum in G0) by landaddn r 2jtotheexponentof ( 1),
viedingS= **! .Thus ;ngeneral, S= (_1)® ** * ! Fially, sub-

n r n r

stituting the above expression of S forthe sum in the right-hand side of
(49) and changing the index from r to tyields (37).

3
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. Rewrte (39) as follow s:

b .x
(51) kx)=  fld, fob,
h=1 h=1
p .
where dy = (k)iakh and b, = %:h (J) { ag. Ik is iInmediate that a

m axin zerhas £/ = 0,h> k* n, Protherwise (kk) could be increased by
sin ply setting these com ponents to 0 and leaving the other ones unchanged.
Suppose next that ffﬁ/gnh= ; has at least two nonzero com ponents: there exist

assum e that

(52) % % :

b. de

De neanew vector fiy,gi_; with fi = £+ ©.=h)fY;f,= 0;f, = £;h 6 .
O ne can easily verify that replacing fﬁ/ w ith fj, in the right-hand side of (51)
leaves the denom inator unchanged, whilke (52) ensures that the num erator
does not decrease; r.0 fidy £2% £7d, . Therefore one can replace £
wih ff, in (1), that is, select one of the nonzero com ponents, set it to 0
and correspondingly adjist the other one, w thout decreasing (k¥Xk).An
appeal to Induction com pletes the proof.

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Substiuting in 45) £ @k; x) from @3)
and using the fact that all com ponents are equivalent, one obtains

X &) ¥ (+ny

FbJ)= & +n) O)

92 & =1
The sum is over vectors g w ith exactly h nonem pty com ponents, so only h
termm s In the products are not equalto 1. Since the term s In the sum do not
depend on which com ponents are nonem pty, the sum is equalto }]: tinesa
sum over G}}} , the subset 0f G}, com prising vectors w hich allocate cbservations

to all the h m ixture com ponents. T herefore,

k) kx X ¥  (+ny)
k +n) h ()

h g=
g2Gh =1

fhk =

fore one can replace the sum over Gg w ih a sum over all partitions of the n
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soond nlii:;nh m em bership vectors In GE , one has
fhy- &)k X n ¥ (4
k +n) h ni;iinng ()
ny> 0;j= 1;:::5h =1
ni + £ARn

Finally, since the term s In the sum are invariant to a change in the order
of the ny's, the sum above can be replaced by a sum over ordered ny's. A s
to each ordered vector (nl;:::;nh)> there correspond n 1;2% B unordered
ones, (46) follow s.

Proof of Proposition 4.3. The conditional distrlbution of h given
k and x In (47) can be cbtained by sum m ing the conditional distribution of
g given k and x over allm em bership vectOJJ::,s In Gy which allocate ocbserva—
tions to exactly h com ponents; £ hk;x)= gz@gff x¥k;9)f Gk)o=f k).

Substituting this expression in (47) produces

¥ fxk) &) X f&ki9f k)

fhk) =
£ f
k=h &) 2 & ®X)
1 = X
(53) = —— k) f &xXk;9)f @k):
Fe, . ¥;9)f gk
92 &
Consider now the inner sum in (53):
X D
fxkig; x)E@k; )= f&Xkig; x)fOki x)
926 Eha26;]
Xk X
= f&¥ig;r Jf @F oaxe
Jth2G1§
xk X
=  ap s f&Eg OFQX O;
t=h g2 Ey

where the st equality uses 44), the second one follow s from Conditions
C 1 and C 2 and the third uses (20).Now , when all com ponents are equiv—
alent E, = Gﬁ , so that using again Condiions C .1 and C 2 one obtains

X xk . X
f&k;g; x)E @k )= axt n f&®hig; n)f@h; nlam
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xk
- anfl
t=h
w ih the second equality ollow ing from formula (28). Since }tl= E 11 i

follow s that the nner sum In (53) equals }g axh fg, so that

£ #® k
fhx)= —2 k) kn
f(x)k:h h

A s an aside, note that the serdes in the right-hand side was already m et in
the denom Inator of (39). Substituting ax, wih the expression n (10) and
using o = k yilds (48).
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