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The posterior distribution ofthe num ber ofcom ponents k in a

�nitem ixturesatis�esasetofinequality constraints.Theresultholds

irrespective ofthe param etric form ofthe m ixture com ponents and

underassum ptions on the prior distribution weakerthan those rou-

tinely m ade in the literature on Bayesian analysisof�nite m ixtures.

Theinequality constraintscan beused to perform an \internal" con-

sistency check ofM CM C estim atesofthe posteriordistribution ofk

and to provide im proved estim ateswhich are required to satisfy the

constraints.Boundson theposteriorprobability ofk com ponentsare

derived usingtheconstraints.Im plicationson priordistribution spec-

i�cation and on the adequacy ofthe posteriordistribution ofk asa

toolforselecting an adequate num berofcom ponentsin the m ixture

are also explored.

1. Introduction. Finitem ixturedistributionshavereceived m uch atten-

tion in thelastdecade,asa toolform odeling population heterogeneity and

especially as a conceptually sim ple way ofrelaxing distributionalassum p-

tions.Undoubtedly thedevelopm entofM arkov chain M onteCarlo m ethods

has played an essentialcatalytic role.A survey ofthe theory and applica-

tionsof� nite m ixturespre-M CM C isprovided by Titterington,Sm ith and

M akov (1985),and a m orerecentintroduction to thetopicisRobert(1996).

Progress has been particularly evident in the Bayesian approach,where it

began with the G ibbs sam pling algorithm of Diebolt and Robert (1994)

for estim ating the param eters ofa m ixture with a � xed num ber ofcom -

ponents.Subsequent work has considered the num ber ofcom ponents k as

an object ofinference,either using tests to select an adequate num ber of

com ponentsorsum m arizing theuncertainty aboutitby reporting itsposte-

riordistribution.Carlin and Chib (1995)and Raftery (1996)haveproposed
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2 A.NO BILE

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 sum m ary of such m ethods.M engersen

and Robert(1996)also assum ea testing perspective,butusetheK ullback{

Leibler divergence as a m easure of distance between m odels with k and

k + 1 com ponents.Nobile (1994),Phillips and Sm ith (1996),Richardson

and G reen (1997),Roederand W asserm an (1997)and Stephens(2000)have

puta priordistribution on thenum berofcom ponentsand obtained M CM C

estim ates of the posterior. Besides representing uncertainty about k, its

posterior distribution can also be used to m ix m odels with di� erent num -

bersofcom ponents,leading to m odelm ixing predictions offuture observ-

ables.Nobile (1994)attem pted to estim ate them arginallikelihoodsofeach

m odelseparately and then form ed an estim ate ofthe posterior ofk using

Bayes’theorem .Roeder and W asserm an (1997) proposed to approxim ate

the m arginallikelihoodsusing the Schwarz criterion.Although theirm eth-

ods di� er considerably,Phillips and Sm ith (1996),Richardson and G reen

(1997)and Stephens(2000)sharea com m on approach consisting ofrunning

an M CM C sam pleron a com posite m odel,with jum psbetween subm odels

that allow the sam pler to change the num ber ofcom ponents in the m ix-

ture.Then the posterior ofk can be estim ated by the relative am ount of

sim ulation tim e spentby the sam plerin each subm odel.

In thispaperIshow that,undersom econditionson thepriordistribution,

the m arginallikelihoods of� nite m ixture m odels with a di� erent num ber

ofcom ponentssatisfy a setofinequality constraints.Besidesitstheoretical

interest,theresultprovidesam eansofperform ingacheck of\internal" con-

sistency ofM CM C estim atesofthem arginallikelihoods,orofthem arginal

likelihoodsim plicitin M CM C estim atesoftheposteriorofk.

2. The m odel. Let x = fx1;:::;xng be a sequence of(possibly vector-

valued) random variables and assum e that the xi’s are independent and

identically distributed with probability density function (with respect to

som e underlying m easure)given by

f(xi)=

kX

j= 1

�jpj(xi):(1)

M odel(1)iscalled a \� nite m ixture distribution." The m ixture weights�j
aretheprobabilitiesthattherandom variablexifollowsany ofk alternative

distributions,with densitiespj(� ),called the\m ixturecom ponents." In this

paper attention is restricted to the case where the num ber ofcom ponents

k,the weights�j and the com ponentspj(� )are allunknown.Itisassum ed,

however,thatthedensitiespj(� )belong to som especi� ed param etricfam ily,
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allowed to vary with j.Thus pj(xi)= pj(xij�j),where �j is the vector of

param etersofthe jth m ixturecom ponent.

Asstated,m odel(1)issom ewhatam biguous,since the m eaning ofm ix-

ture weights and m ixture com ponents is com pletely speci� ed only when k

is� xed;forinstance,the expression \the weightofthe second com ponent"

seem s to have a di� erent m eaning when k = 2 than it has when k = 5.In

orderto m ake explicitthedependenceon k ofm ixtureweightsand com po-

nents,rewrite m odel(1)asfollows:

f(xijk;�k;�k)=

kX

j= 1

�jkpjk(xij�jk); i= 1;:::;n;

where�k = (�1k;:::;�kk)
> and �k = (�1k;:::;�kk)

> .O noccasion � = (�1;�2;:::)
>

and � = (�1;�2;:::)
> willbe used.In principle this form ulation allows the

param etric fam ily ofthecom ponentto change with j and k.

Conditionalon k,letgi bean integerin f1;:::;kg denoting theunknown

com ponentfrom which theith observation xiproceeds.Theunobserved vec-

torg= (g1;:::;gn)
> hasbeen called the\m em bership vector" or\allocation

vector" or\con� guration vector" ofthem ixture.Ifoneconditionson g,the

distribution ofxi issim ply given by the gith com ponentin the m ixture,

f(xjk;g;�k)=

nY

i= 1

pgi;k(xij�gi;k):

Thecom plete speci� cation ofthe Bayesian � nite m ixture m odelrequires

a priordistribution foralltheunknown quantities.Theprioron k,denoted

by �(k),hassupporton (a subsetof)thepositive integersand m ay involve

a hyperparam eter.G iven k,the weights �k = (�1k;:::;�kk)
> are assum ed

to have the Dir(�1k;:::;�kk) prior distribution,where the hyperparam e-

ters�k = (�1k;:::;�kk)
> arepositiveconstants.Although otherpriorscould

be used for the weights,the Dirichlet distribution has becom e a standard

choice.Theallocationsgiareconditionally independentgiven k and �k with

Pr[gi= jjk;�k]= �jk.G iven k,independentpriorsare usually assum ed for

the com ponentparam eters�jk,

�(�kjk;�k)=

kY

j= 1

�jk(�jkj�jk);

where �jk isthesetofhyperparam etersin the priordistribution of�jk and

�k = (�1k;:::;�kk)
> .In generalthe com ponents’hyperparam eters �jk can

vary with k,so thatsubstantive priorinform ation distinguishing the com -

ponentsand depending on theirnum berk can beaccom m odated.Sim ilarly,

the functionalform ofthe prior�jk(� )m ay change with j and k,since the
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com ponentparam etric fam ily m ay too.Dependenceon k is,however,ruled

outby the assum ptionsintroduced in Section 3.

In sum m ary,the joint distribution ofthe data and allunknownsin the

m odelis

f(x;�;g;�;k)

= �(k)�(�kjk;�k)f(gjk;�k)�(�kjk;�k)f(xjk;g;�k):
(2)

In the sequel,attention is focused on a m odelobtained by integrating the

param eters �k and �k outofm odel(2).Integrating the weights outofthe

m odelyields

f(gjk;�k)=

Z

f(gjk;�k)�(�kjk;�k)d�k

=

Z kY

j= 1

�
nj

jk

� (�0k)
Q k
j= 1� (�jk)

kY

j= 1

�
�jk� 1

jk
d�k

=
� (�0k)

� (�0k + n)

kY

j= 1

� (�jk + nj)

� (�jk)
;(3)

where �0k =
P k

j= 1�jk,nj = nj(g)= cardfA jg and A j = fi:gi= jg is the

index setoftheobservationsallocated to thejth com ponent.O necan also,

atleastin principle,integrate thecom ponentparam etersoutofthe m odel,

f(xjk;g;�k)=

Z

f(xjk;g;�k)�(�kjk;�k)d�k

=

Z nY

i= 1

pgi;k(xij�gi;k)

kY

j= 1

�jk(�jkj�jk)d�k

=

kY

j= 1

Z
Y

i2A j

pjk(xij�jk)�jk(�jkj�jk)d�jk(4)

=

kY

j= 1

qjk(x
jj�jk);(5)

where xj = fxi:i2 A jg com prises the observations that,according to the

m em bership vectorg,arefrom thejth com ponentand qjk(x
jj�jk)isa short

way of writing the integralin (4),that is,the m arginaldensity of these

observationsafterthe param eter�jk hasbeen integrated out.

In theend thejointdistribution ofthedata and unknownsisgiven by

f(x;g;kj�;�)= f(xjk;g;�k)f(gjk;�k)�(k);(6)

where� = (�1;�2;:::)
> and � = (�1;�2;:::)

> .Even though the�’sand �’s

are � xed constants,I prefer,with a slight abuse ofnotation,to list them
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explicitly to the rightofthe conditioning bars,as it isim portantto recall

thatthey enter in the expressionsin (6).The posterior distribution ofthe

num berofcom ponentsis

�(kjx;�;�)/ �(k)f(xjk;�k;�k):

Them arginallikelihoodsf(xjk;�k;�k),which willalso bedenoted asfk for

short,aregiven by

fk = f(xjk;�k;�k)=
X

g2Gk

f(xjk;g;�k)f(gjk;�k); k= 1;2;:::;(7)

wherethesum extendsoverthelattice Gk = fg:gi2 f1;:::;kg;i= 1;:::;ng,

the set of m em bership vectors with com ponents at m ost k. Representa-

tion (7)dem onstratesthegreatadvantageofworking with m odel(6)rather

than m odel(2).Using (7)itbecom espossibleto com parethecontributions

of the sam e m em bership vector g to di� erent fk’s.This leads to linking

together the m arginallikelihoods and deriving a set oflinear inequalities

satis� ed by them .

3. Linking the m arginallikelihoods. In this section it is shown that,

undercertain conditionson the priordistribution,the m arginallikelihoods

fk in (7)satisfy a setofconstraints.Intuitively,theapproach willconsistof

breaking up thesum overGk in (7)into m any term sand then showing that

som e ofthem can be rewritten as sum s over Gt with t< k.The following

assum ptionswillbem ade throughout.

A ssumption A .1. TheDirichlethyperparam eterofany m ixtureweight

doesnotchange with thenum berofcom ponents:

�jk = �jj; j= 1;:::;k� 1;k= 2;3;::::

A ssumption A .2. Thepropertiesofany m ixturecom ponent(param et-

ricfam ily and param eterpriordistribution)do notchangewith thenum ber

ofcom ponents:

pjk(� j� )= pjj(� j� ); �jk(� j� )= �jj(� j� ); �jk = �jj;

j= 1;:::;k� 1;k= 2;3;::::

Theassum ptionsim posea coherency requirem ent.Notonly thejth com -

ponent \rem ains the sam e" whether there are k or k0< k com ponents in

them ixture(Assum ption A.2),buttheprobability distribution oftheratio

between theweightofthejth com ponentand thesum oftheweightsofthe

� rstk0 com ponentsalso rem ainsunchanged (Assum ption A.1).Because of

Assum ptionsA.1 and A.2,when referring to a certain com ponentone can

do so withoutspecifying thenum berofcom ponentsin them ixture.
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Begin by noticing thatthespace ofm em bership vectorsGk in (7)can be

partitioned asfollows:

Gk =

k[

t= 1

G?t; G?t \ G
?
s = ? ; t6= s;(8)

where G?t isthe setofm em bership vectors thatassigns atleastone obser-

vation to the tth com ponent and none to higher com ponents:G?t = fg 2

Gt:9is.t.gi= tg.

D efinition 3.1. Letf?t betheportion offtthataccountsforthem em -

bership vectorsg thatallocate atleastoneobservation to com ponenttand

noneto highercom ponents(com ponentslowerthan tm ay beem pty),

f
?
t =

X

g2G?
t

f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t):(9)

Clearly f?1 = f1.

In the sequelusewillbem adeofthefollowing conditions.

C ondition C .1. Forallg2 G?t with t< k,

f(xjk;g;�k)= f(xjt;g;�t):

C ondition C .2. Forallg2 G?t with t< k,

f(gjk;�k)

f(gjt;�t)
= akt constant:

Lemma 3.1. Under Assum ptions A.1 and A.2,the m odelofSection 2

satis�es Conditions C.1 and C.2 with

akt=
� (�0k)

� (�0k + n)

� (�0t+ n)

� (�0t)
:(10)

Proof. ToverifyCondition C.1,recall(5):f(xjk;g;�k)=
Q
k
j= 1qjk(x

jj�jk).

Allg2 G?t,t< k,allocateno observationsto com ponentslargerthan thetth

one:xj = ? ;j> t.Therefore the product in (5) extends from 1 to t only.

M oreover,Assum ption A.2 im plies that,for j2 f1;:::;tg,qjk(� j� )= qjt(� j� )

and �jk = �jt.Hence f(xjk;g;�k)=
Q
t
j= 1qjt(x

jj�jt)= f(xjt;g;�t).As for

Condition C.2,from (3)one has

f(gjk;�k)

f(gjt;�t)
=

� (�0k)

� (�0k + n)

kY

j= 1

� (�jk + nj)

� (�jk)

�
� (�0t)

� (�0t+ n)

tY

j= 1

� (�jt+ nj)

� (�jt)
:
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Again,forallg2 G?t and j> t,A j = ? so thatnj= 0.Hence the lastk� t

term s in the productin the num erator are 1.Also,from Assum ption A.1,

�jk = �jt,j= 1;:::;t.ThereforeC.2 holdswith akt given by (10). �

Thefollowing resultm ay beconsidered asan appetizer.

T heorem 3.1. Let fk and f?t be as in (7) and (9) and assum e that

Conditions C.1 and C.2 hold.Then

fk =

kX

t= 1

aktf
?
t:(11)

M oreover,

fk = ak;k� 1fk� 1+ f
?
k:(12)

Proof. Equation (7)can berewritten asfk =
P k

t= 1

P

g2G?
t
f(xjk;g;�k)�

f(gjk;�k)becauseofthepartition ofGk in (8).Now useConditionsC.1 and

C.2and thede� nition off?t in (9)toobtain (11).A littlem orealgebrayields

(12):

fk =

kX

t= 1

aktf
?
t = f

?
k +

k� 1X

t= 1

akt
f(gjk� 1;�k� 1)

f(gjk� 1;�k� 1)
f
?
t

= f
?
k +

k� 1X

t= 1

ak� 1;t
f(gjk;�k)

f(gjk� 1;�k� 1)
f
?
t

= f
?
k + ak;k� 1

k� 1X

t= 1

ak� 1;tf
?
t = ak;k� 1fk� 1+ f

?
k:

�

Theorem 3.1providestworepresentationsoffk.In (11)itisgiven asalin-

earcom bination ofthe\no em pty lastcom ponent" portionsofthem arginal

likelihoods ofm odels with 1;2;:::;k com ponents.In (12) it is written as

the \no em pty last com ponent" portion ofthe m arginallikelihood ofthe

k-com ponentsm odelplusa fraction ofthem arginallikelihood ofthem odel

with onefewercom ponent.M uch oftherem ainderofthissection isdevoted

to deriving a resultstrongerthan Theorem 3.1.Thisisachieved by exploit-

ing additionalsym m etry left as yet untapped;som e m ixture com ponents

m ay have identicalcharacteristics.The � rst step consists in grouping the

m ixturecom ponentsinto classesof\alike" com ponents.

D efinition 3.2. Say thattwo m ixturecom ponentsjand k arealikeor

equivalentif�jj= �kk,pjj(� j� )= pkk(� j� ),�jj(� j� )= �kk(� j� )and �jj= �kk.
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Theabovede� nition inducesa partition ofthecom ponentsinto classesof

equivalence,with two com ponentsbeing in the sam e classifthey are alike.

Itm ay help intuition to regard the observations asballs being placed in a

sequence ofcolored boxes,with boxes ofthe sam e color being equivalent.

LetC(m )bethe m th equivalence classand letm :h bethe index ofthe hth

sm allestcom ponentin C(m ).Theclassesareordered so thatC(m )precedes

C(r)ifm :1< r:1.Each classcontainseithera � nitenum berofcom ponents,

possibly one,orcountably m any com ponents,possibly all.LetN (t)be the

num berofequivalence classesform ed by com ponents1 through t.Also,let

i(t)be the index ofthe equivalence classto which com ponenttbelongs,so

thatC(i(t))isthe classofcom ponentsthatare equivalentto com ponentt.

Finally,letc(m ;t)bethenum berofcom ponentsin C(m )thatareno larger

than tand letc(m )beitstotalnum berofcom ponents:c(m )= suptc(m ;t).

O neextrem ecaseoften considered in theliteratureisthatofjustoneequiv-

alence class:there is no prior inform ation distinguishing the com ponents.

In this case N (t)� 1, C(1)= f1;2;:::g,1:h = h,i(t)� 1,c(1;t)= t and

c(1)= 1 .The otherextrem e case ariseswhen each classcontainsonly one

com ponent;N (t)= t,C(m )= fm g,m :1= m ,i(t)= t,c(m ;t)= I(m � t)and

c(m )� 1,with I(� )theindicatorfunction.

D efinition 3.3. Forany m em bership vectorg2 G?t,de� neitsclassoc-

cupancy pattern asthevectorh = (h1;:::;hN (t))
> ,wherehm isthenum ber

ofnonem pty com ponentsin classC(m ).

Let H t:G
?
t �! f0;1;2;:::gN (t) be the m apping which associates to each

g2 G?t itsclassoccupancy pattern h.Sincethe dom ain ofH t isG
?
t,com po-

nent tisnonem pty,hence hi(t)� 1;also,the num berofnonem pty com po-

nentscannotexceed thenum berofobservations.Therefore,therangeofthe

m apping,H t= H t(G
?
t),consistsoftheN (t)-dim ensionalvectorsh satisfying

N (t)
X

m = 1

hm � n; hm 2

�
f1;2;:::;c(m ;t)g; if m = i(t),

f0;1;:::;c(m ;t)g; otherwise.
(13)

If
P N (t)

m = 1hm < t,som e m ixture com ponents in f1;:::;tg are em pty.This

suggeststhatitm aybepossibletoaccom m odatetheclassoccupancypattern

h using fewerthan tcom ponents.

D efinition 3.4. Forany classoccupancy h,lets= s(h)bethesm allest

integersuch thatthem ixturecom ponentsfrom 1 to s com priseatleasthm
com ponentsin C(m ),m = 1;:::;card(h),

s= s(h)= m infr:c(m ;r)� hm ;m = 1;:::;card(h)g;(14)

wherecard(h)isthenum berofelem entsofh.Ifh 2 H t,then card(h)= N (t)

and s� t.
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The sym bol s willbe exclusively used to denote the function de� ned

in (14).For any h 2 H t,s is the sm allest num ber ofcom ponents needed

to accom m odate h,so that h 2 H s too,underthe convention thattrailing

0’s in h are dropped.For instance,suppose that t= 6,C(1)� f1;2;3;6g,

C(2)� f4g,C(3)� f5g,so that N (6)= 3.Ifh = (2;1;0)> then only three

com ponents are nonem pty and s= 4.Dropping the trailing 0 in h,h =

(2;1)> 2 H 4.

D efinition 3.5. Let H t
r = fh 2 H t:r= s(h)g be the (possibly em pty)

subsetofclassoccupanciesH t which can beaccom m odated with r� tcom -

ponents.

The set of class occupancies of the m em bership vectors in G?t can be

partitioned asfollows:

H t=

t[

r= 1

H t
r; H t

r\ H
t
q= ? ; r6= q:(15)

Ifh 2 H t
r,then s(h)= r so thath 2 H r too,and hence h 2 H r

r.Thisshows

that

H t
r � H r

r; r< t:(16)

D efinition 3.6. LetGth with t� s(h)bethesubsetofG?t consisting of

m em bership vectorswith classoccupancy pattern h:Gt
h
= H

� 1
t (h).

Clearly,fGth;h 2 H tg isa partition ofG?t:

G?t =
[

h2H t

Gth; Gth \ G
t
v = ? ; h 6= v:(17)

Consider next the m apping M t:G
t
h �! G?s which rem oves any gap in the

sequenceofnonem pty com ponentswithin each equivalenceclass.M orepre-

cisely,given g2 Gth,let jm 1 < � � � < jm ;hm be the corresponding nonem pty

com ponentsin C(m ),m = 1;:::;N (t).The m apping M t changes,forallm ,

thecom ponentsjm 1;:::;jm ;hm into m :1;:::;m :hm ,respectively.Denote the

range ofM t by Eh = M t(G
t
h
),noting thatfrom the de� nition ofGt

h
itisim -

m ediate that M t(G
t
h)= M r(G

r
h) for any t;r� s(h).The m apping M t does

nota� ectthe classoccupancy ofa m em bership vector;thusHs(Eh)= fhg,

although in generalEh is a subsetofH � 1
s (h)= Gs

h
.Because ofthe equiva-

lence ofcom ponents within each class,the m apping M t leaves unchanged

f(x;gjt;�t;�t),

f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t)= f(xjt;~g;�t)f(~gjt;�t); g2 Gth;~g= M t(g):(18)
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D efinition 3.7. Letth bede� ned asfollows:


t
h =

8
><

>:

hi(t)

c(i(t);t)

N (t)
Y

m = 1

�
c(m ;t)

hm

�

; h 2 H t,

0; h =2 H t.

(19)

Lemma 3.2. Anyelem entofEh istheim ageunderM tof
t
h m em bership

vectors in Gth.

Lem m a 3.2 says that Gt
h
consists of t

h
subsets alike to Eh,except for

which hm com ponentsin each classC(m )arenonem pty.Coupled with (18),

Lem m a 3.2 gives
X

g2Gt
h

f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t)= 
t
h

X

g2Eh

f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t):(20)

D efinition 3.8. Letf
y

h
betheportion offs,s= s(h),thataccountsfor

the m em bership vectorsin Gs
h
,

f
y

h
=

X

g2Gs
h

f(xjs;g;�s)f(gjs;�s); s= s(h):(21)

The following lem m a is instrum entalin proving the m ain result,Theo-

rem 3.2.

Lemma 3.3. The function f?t de�ned in (9)can be rewritten asfollows:

f
?
t =

tX

r= 1

atr

X

h2H r
r

th

r
h

f
y

h
:(22)

T heorem 3.2. Suppose thatConditions C.1 and C.2 are veri�ed.Then

fk =

kX

r= 1

akr

X

h2H r
r


r;k

h
f
y

h
;(23)

where f
y

h
isde�ned in (21),


r;k

h
=

1

r
h

kX

t= r


t
h(24)

and t
h
isgiven in (19).M oreover,

fk = ak;k� 1fk� 1+

kX

r= 1

akr

X

h2H r
r

kh

r
h

f
y

h
:(25)
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Itisworthwhileto considerexplicitly thecaseswhereallcom ponentsare

equivalentand whereno two com ponentsare equivalent.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that Conditions C.1 and C.2 are satis�ed

and thatallm ixture com ponents are equivalent.Then

fk =

k^nX

h= 1

�
k

h

�

akhf
y

h
(26)

= ak;k� 1fk� 1+

k^nX

h= 1

�
k� 1

h� 1

�

akhf
y

h
:(27)

Proof. Recallthatifallthecom ponentsareequivalentthen N (t)� 1,

c(1;t)= tand i(t)� 1.Thereforetheclassoccupancy h isa scalar,thenum -

berofnonem pty com ponentsin theuniqueequivalenceclass.From form ula

(13)the rangeofh isH t= f1;:::;t^ ng,with t^ n = m in(t;n).From De� -

nition 3.4 the sm allestnum berofcom ponentsneeded to accom m odate h is

s(h)= h.Hence H t
r = frg,r� t^ n,and H t

r = ? ,r> t^ n.Here the range

ofM t is Eh = Gh
h
,the subset ofGh consisting ofm em bership vectors that

allocate at least one observation to each com ponent,while (21) gives the

partofthe m arginallikelihood fh corresponding to no em pty com ponents,

f
y

h
=

X

g2Gh
h

f(xjh;g;�h)f(gjh;�h):(28)

In thiscaseexpression (23)becom esfk =
P k^n

h= 1akh
h;k

h
f
y

h
.From (19)onehas

th =
�
t� 1

h� 1

�
so that

h;k

h
=
P k

t= h

�
t� 1

h� 1

�
=
�
k

h

�
and (26)follows.Equation (27)

can be derived from (25) after m aking substitutions sim ilar to the ones

perform ed to obtain (26). �

Form ula (26) provides a representation ofthe m arginallikelihood ofk

com ponentsasa linearcom bination ofthe portionsofm arginallikelihoods

corresponding to no em pty com ponents.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose thatConditions C.1 and C.2 hold and that

no two m ixture com ponents are equivalent.Then

fk =

kX

t= 1

aktf
?
t(29)

= ak;k� 1fk� 1+ f
?
k:(30)

Theproofisleftasan exercise fortheinterested reader.
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Note thatthe conclusion ofProposition 3.2 coincideswith thatofTheo-

rem 3.1,ifno two com ponentsareequivalentthereisno additionalsym m e-

try to beexploited beyond whatisassum ed by Theorem 3.1.Thefollowing

corollary sum m arizessom e specialcases.

C orollary 3.1. Forthem odelofSection 2,underAssum ptionsA.1and A.2,

one has the following:

(i) representations (23)and (25)hold with akr asgiven in (10);

(ii) in the specialcase where allm ixture com ponents are equivalentwith

the Dirichletprior on the m ixture weights having hyperparam eter �jk = �,

one has

fk =

k^nX

h= 1

�
k

h

�
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

� (h� + n)

� (h�)
f
y

h
(31)

=

nY

i= 1

�
k� � � � 1+ i

k� � 1+ i

�

fk� 1+

k^nX

h= 1

�
k� 1

h� 1

�
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

� (h� + n)

� (h�)
f
y

h
;(32)

(iii) in case (ii)above with � = 1 one has

fk =

k^nX

h= 1

k!

h!(k� h)!

(k� 1)!

(k� 1+ n)!

(h� 1+ n)!

(h � 1)!
f
y

h

=
k� 1

k+ n � 1
fk� 1+

k^nX

h= 1

(k� 1)!

(h� 1)!(k� h)!

(k� 1)!

(k� 1+ n)!

(h� 1+ n)!

(h� 1)!
f
y

h
:

Therepresentationsofthem arginallikelihoodsfk provided in Theorem s

3.1 and 3.2 and itscorollarieslead to a setoflinearconstraintson the fk’s.

Solving the triangular system (11) for the f?t’s in term s ofthe fk’s,one

obtains(12)f?
k
= fk � ak;k� 1fk� 1.Asthe f

?
t’sare,from equation (9),sum s

ofstrictly positive term s,thisim pliesthat

fk > ak;k� 1fk� 1:(33)

Theconstraints(33)hold no m atterhow them ixturecom ponentspartition

into classesofequivalence.In thecase ofno equivalentcom ponentstreated

in Proposition 3.2,the constraints(33)cannotbem ade any stronger,since

by how m uch fk exceedsak;k� 1fk� 1,thatis,f
?
k,dependson vectorswhich

allocateatleastoneobservation tocom ponentk.Attheoppositeextrem eof

allequivalentcom ponents,dealtwith in Proposition 3.1,strongerconstraints

areobtained bysolvingthetriangularsystem (26)forthef
y

h
’sin term softhe

fk’s,and then settingthesolution tobepositive.Theseconstraints,explicitly

derived in form ula (36),arestrongerthan (33)because,ofallthef
y

h
’sin the
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sum
P k^n

h= 1 in (27),only f
y

k
involvesvectorsallocatingobservationstothekth

com ponent.Asa very specialcase,considerequation (26)with k> n.Then

fk isa linearcom bination off
y

1;:::;f
y
n.However,f

y

1;:::;f
y
n can beobtained

by solving (26) with k = 1;:::;n.Therefore,fk with k > n is com pletely

determ ined by the m arginallikelihoods f1;:::;fn;this is a m uch stronger

resultthan is obtainable when no com ponents are equivalent.The general

casewhereonly som ecom ponentsareequivalentiscovered by Theorem 3.2.

Asusualtheconstraints(33)hold,but,contrary tothecaseofallequivalent

com ponents,one cannotsolve system (23)forthe f
y

h
’s.Nevertheless,there

m ightbe a function ofthe f
y

h
’s,� nerthan f?t is,such thatsystem (23)can

besolved forit.

The rem ainder ofthis section deals exclusively with the case where all

m ixture com ponents are equivalent.The triangular system (26) with k =

1;:::;n can berewritten as

fk = f
y

k
+

k� 1X

t= 1

bktf
y

t; k� n;(34)

with bkt=
�
k

t

�
akt.Denote by B n the m atrix ofcoe� cients ofsystem (34).

In thiscaseonecan providea sim pleexplicitexpression fortheelem entsof

B � 1
n .Thefollowing lem m a isneeded.

Lemma 3.4. Consider the q-dim ensionalunitlower triangular m atrix

B = fbktg with bkt=
�
k

t

�
akt and akt as in Condition C.2.LetC be the unit

lowertriangular m atrix with generic elem entckt= (� 1)k+ tbkt.Then B � 1 =

C .

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that Conditions C.1 and C.2 are satis�ed

and thatallm ixture com ponents are equivalent.Then

f
y

k
= fk +

k� 1X

t= 1

(� 1)k+ t
�
k

t

�

aktft; k� n:(35)

Proof. The m atrix B n ofthe coe� cients ofsystem (34)is unitlower

triangular with generic elem ent bkt=
�
k

t

�
akt.From Lem m a 3.4,the inverse

B � 1
n hasgeneric elem ent bkt= (� 1)k+ t

�
k

t

�
akt,k > t,and the resultfollows.

�

The following corollary follows im m ediately from Proposition 3.3 and

sum m arizessom e specialcases.

C orollary 3.2. Forthem odelofSection 2,underAssum ptionsA.1and

A.2,one hasthe following:
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(i) ifallcom ponents are equivalentwith Dirichletprior on the weights

having hyperparam eter �,then

f
y

k
=

kX

t= 1

(� 1)k+ t
�
k

t

�
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

� (t� + n)

� (t�)
ft; k� n;

(ii) in case (i)above with � = 1,

f
y

k
=

kX

t= 1

(� 1)k+ t
k!

t!(k� t)!

(k� 1)!

(k� 1+ n)!

(t� 1+ n)!

(t� 1)!
ft; k� n:

Brie y returning to the topic ofthe inequality constraints on the fk’s,

from (35)one has

fk >

k� 1X

t= 1

(� 1)k+ t+ 1
�
k

t

�

aktft; k� n:(36)

Thefollowingsection discussespossibleusesoftheseconstraints;thepresent

one concludes by addressing the problem ofexpressing fk with k > n in

Proposition 3.1 in term soff1;:::;fn.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that Conditions C.1 and C.2 are satis�ed

and thatallm ixture com ponents are equivalent.Then

fk =

nX

t= 1

(� 1)n� t
�
k

t

� �
k� t� 1

n � t

�

aktft; k> n:(37)

4. Applications. Thissection exploressom e usesofthe representations

ofthem arginallikelihoodsderived in Section 3.

1. W hen allm ixturecom ponentsareequivalent,a properprioron thenum -

berofcom ponentsisnecessary in orderto have a properposterior.

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 ponentdistributions.

3. An \internal" consistency check ofM arkov chain M onte Carlo estim ates

ofthe m arginallikelihoods f(xjk) can be perform ed by verifying that

they satisfy the constraints.Estim atesthatfailthe check can seem ingly

beim proved by m odifying them so thattheconstraintsare satis� ed.

4. Expressionscan be obtained forthe priorand posteriordistributionsof

thenum berofnonem pty com ponentsin them ixture,thatis,thenum ber

ofcom ponentsto which observationsareallocated.
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Throughoutthis section attention is focused on the case where allm ix-

ture com ponentsare equivalent,fora variety ofreasons:itisim portantin

practice,itisam enable to a notationally sim plertreatm entand itleadsto

strongerresults.In orderto lighten the notation,the explicitindication of

thehyperparam etersisabandoned in m ostofthissection,so,forinstance,I

willwrite �(kjx)and f(xjk)in place of�(kjx;�;�)and f(xjk;�k;�k).For-

tran and S-PLUS program s used for the com putations in this section are

available from the authorupon request.

4.1. Properposteriorofk. From Bayes’theorem ,theposteriordistribu-

tion ofthenum berofcom ponentsis

�(kjx)=
�(k)f(xjk)

P 1
j= 1�(j)f(xjj)

=
�(k)

P k^n
h= 1

�
k

h

�
akhf

y

h
P 1

j= 1�(j)
P ĵ n

h= 1

�
j

h

�
ajhf

y

h

;(38)

wheretherepresentation ofthem arginallikelihoodsgiven in (26)wasused.

Since the series in the denom inator of(38) is ofpositive term s,one can

change theorderofsum m ation to obtain

�(kjx)=

P
k^n
h= 1f

y

h
�(k)

�
k

h

�
akh

P n
h= 1f

y

h
f
P 1

j= h�(j)
�
j

h

�
ajhg

:(39)

A properpriordistribution �(k)ensuresthatthe posteriorisalso a proper

probabilitydistribution.Thefollowingtheorem showsthat,when allm ixture

com ponents are equivalent, this condition is not only su� cient but also

necessary.

T heorem 4.1. Consider the m odelof Section 2, under Assum ptions

A.1 and A.2,and suppose thatallm ixture com ponentsare equivalent.Then

the posterior �(kjx)ofthe num berofcom ponents isa proper distribution if

and only ifthe prior �(k)isproper.

Proof. Theposterior�(kjx)isproperifand only iftheseriesin braces

in the denom inatorof(39)converges.Using form ula (10)forajh the series

becom e

� (�0h + n)

� (�0h)h!

1X

j= h

j!

(j� h)!

� (�0j)

� (�0j+ n)
�(j); h = 1;:::;n:

Clearly,iftheaboveseriesconvergeswhen h = n,italso convergesforh < n.

Thus�(kjx)isproperifand only ifthe following seriesconverges:

1X

j= n

j

�0j+ n � 1

j� 1

�0j+ n � 2
� � �

j� n + 1

�0j
�(j):(40)
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Since allcom ponents are equivalent,�0j = j� for som e � > 0.Letting cj

denote the generic term ofseries(40),itiseasy to see that

�(j)

(n� + n � 1)n
< cj<

�(j)

�n
:(41)

To prove the right-hand side inequality note that each ofthe n term s in

the productin (40) is sm aller than 1=�.For the left-hand side inequality,

note thateach ofthoseterm sislargerthan (j� n + 1)=(j� + n � 1),which

in turn is no sm aller than 1=(n� + n � 1).Ifthe prior on k is proper,it

then follows,from theright-hand sideinequality of(41)and thecom parison

testforseries,thattheposteriorisalso proper.Sim ilarly,ifthepriorisnot

proper,the posterior is also seen to be im proper,by an application ofthe

com parison testto the left-hand side inequality of(41). �

4.2. Boundson the posterior ofk. In thissubsection itisassum ed that

the priordistribution on the num berofcom ponentsisproper.A bound on

�(kjx) results from the m axim ization ofthe right-hand side of(39) with

respectto ff
y

h
gnh= 1 subjectto f

y

h
� 0.Thefollowing resultsim pli� escom pu-

tations.

Proposition 4.1. Am ongthevectorsthatm axim izetheright-hand side

of (39) there is atleastone vector ff
y

h
gnh= 1 with only one nonzero com po-

nentf
y

t,with t2 f1;:::;k^ ng.

Note that the nonzero com ponent ofthe m axim izer in Proposition 4.1

need not be the (k ^ n)th.Also,note that,as a function offf
y

h
gnh= 1,the

right-hand side of(39)isconstant over linesthrough the origin;thatis,it

ishom ogeneousofzero degree,so thatin com puting itone can setf
y

t = 1.

Proposition 4.1 restricts the set ofvectors ff
y

h
gnh= 1 one hasto com pute to

� nd a m axim izer of(39) to the k ^ n vectors with allbutone com ponent

equalto 0;one can sim ply com pute the right-hand side of(39)foreach of

them and then pick the one thatyieldsthe m axim um value.

The bound thusobtained holds,whateverthe distributionalform ofthe

com ponentsin the m ixture,aslong asthey are allequivalent.M oreover,it

only dependson thedatathrough thesam plesizen.Asan exam ple,consider

the posteriorofk fora sam ple ofsize n = 82,with a discrete uniform prior

on k over f1;:::;km ax = 30g and �jk = � = 1 for allj;k.A m axim izer of

(39)with k= 3 isf
y

3 = 1,f
y

h
= 0,h 6= 3.Theposteriorofk corresponding to

the m axim izerisreported in Table 1.The bound is�(3jx)� 0:8623.These

num ericalresultsrem ain essentially unchanged foranydiscreteuniform prior

with km ax � 10.
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Table 1

Posterior distribution ofk which gives m axim um probability to k= 3,assum ing that

n = 82,�(k)= k
� 1
m ax;k= 1;:::;km ax = 30 and � = 1

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

�(kjx) 0 0 0.8623 0.1217 1:42� 10
� 2

1:63� 10
� 3

1:94� 10
� 4

2:44� 10
� 5

3:26� 10
� 6

Table2 containsboundson �(kjx)forseveralvaluesofk and n,undera

uniform prioron k overf1;:::;km ax = 50g and � = 1.Tables3and 4contain

boundswhen � = 2 and � = 0:5,respectively.

Tables 2{4 are stillcorrect,at the reported precision,for any discrete

uniform prioron k with km ax > 50.Since the boundsinvolve the data only

through the sam ple size n,they provide a glim pse ofthe strength ofthe

prior distribution.Thus,it is to be expected that,for � xed k,the bounds

becom e weaker as sam ple size increases.Perhaps less obvious is that,for

� xed sam ple size,the boundsbecom e strongeras k increases.An intuitive

explanation is as follows.Suppose that the m odelwith k com ponents has

considerable posterior m ass.The posterior m ass ofthe m odelwith k + 1

com ponents is at least in part due to the k + 1 copies ofGk em bedded in

Gk+ 1,allcorresponding to at least one em pty com ponent.How large this

part is depends on the prior distribution,butit m ay wellincrease with k

since the larger space contains k+ 1 copies ofthe sm aller one.The values

ofthe hyperparam eters �jk = � also greatly a� ect the bounds,as one can

see by com paring Tables 2{4.Increasing � leads to Dirichlet distributions

that m ake very sm allm ixture weights less probable.In turn this reduces

theprobability m assassigned by theprioron g to m em bership vectorswith

em pty com ponents.Thee� ectisto \loosen" thelink between them arginal

likelihoods of di� erent num bers of com ponents,thus m aking the bounds

weaker.Therefore,a m oreinform ativeprioron them ixtureweightsleadsto

weakerconstraintson theposteriorofk.

Table 2

Bounds on �(kjx)for severalsam ple sizes n,�(k)= k
� 1
m ax;k= 1;:::;km ax = 50,� = 1

k

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 0.9000 0.7286 0.5299 0.3456 0.2880 0.2419 0.1954 0.1756 0.1505 0.1335

50 0.9600 0.8847 0.7826 0.6645 0.5414 0.4233 0.3175 0.3119 0.2835 0.2402

100 0.9800 0.9412 0.8858 0.8170 0.7385 0.6541 0.5677 0.4828 0.4023 0.3322

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

Bounds on �(kjx)for severalsam ple sizes n,�(k)= k
� 1
m ax;k= 1;:::;km ax = 50,� = 2

k

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 0.9756 0.8976 0.7636 0.5932 0.4168 0.2958 0.2718 0.2084 0.1915 0.1554

50 0.9956 0.9797 0.9473 0.8963 0.8268 0.7414 0.6447 0.5426 0.4411 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. Estim ation. In Section 3 thesetofconstraints(36)on them arginal

likelihoods was derived for the case where allcom ponents are equivalent.

These constraints can be used to perform a check ofinternalconsistency

ofM arkov chain M onte Carlo estim atesofthe m arginallikelihoodsf(xjk),

orofthem arginallikelihoodsim plied by M CM C estim atesoftheposterior

ofk.The easiestway to check whetherthe constraints(36)are satis� ed is

to com pute the f
y

k
in (35)and see whetherthey are positive.Asan exam -

ple,Richardson and G reen (1997)estim atea Bayesian m ixtureofunivariate

norm alsforthe galaxy data set.They assum e thatallm ixture com ponents

are equivalent,the prioron k is �(k)= k� 1m ax;k = 1;:::;km ax = 30,and the

Dirichlet distributionson weights have hyperparam eters �jk = 1.They re-

port the reversible jum p M CM C estim ate of�(kjx) contained in Table 5.

Sincethepriordistribution ofk isuniform ,them arginallikelihoodsarepro-

portionalto the posteriorofk.Substituting the above estim ates of�(kjx)

forthe ft’sin (35),afterdisregarding the estim ate fork� 16,produces,up

to a proportionality constant,the f
y

k
’s im plicit in Richardson and G reen’s

estim ate.These quantities are reported in Table 6.Three values of
c
f
y

k
are

negative,fork = 12;13 and 15.However,these violations are ratherslight,

alm ostwithin roundingerrorand occurforvaluesofk thataccountforlittle

posteriorprobability and are,therefore,m ore di� cultto estim ate.Thus,if

anything,the check givessupportto Richardson and G reen’sestim ate.

Table 4

Bounds on �(kjx)for severalsam ple sizes n,�(k)= k
� 1
m ax;k= 1;:::;km ax = 50,� = 0:5

k

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

20 0.7342 0.4684 0.2734 0.2575 0.1863 0.1783 0.1449 0.1343 0.1202 0.1030

50 0.8354 0.6477 0.4709 0.3229 0.2983 0.2618 0.2096 0.2047 0.1782 0.1664

100 0.8847 0.7456 0.6032 0.4703 0.3546 0.3166 0.2972 0.2610 0.2236 0.2189

500 0.9491 0.8833 0.8090 0.7306 0.6515 0.5742 0.5006 0.4320 0.3691 0.3392
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Table 5

Reversible jum p M CM C estim ate of�(kjx)for the galaxy data set

reported by Richardson and G reen (1997)

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

\�(kjx) 0.000 0.000 0.061 0.128 0.182 0.199 0.160 0.109

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 � 16

\�(kjx) 0.071 0.040 0.023 0.013 0.006 0.003 0.002 0.003

Checking whetherM CM C estim ates off(xjk)or�(kjx)satisfy the con-

straintsonly m akesm arginaluseoftheinform ation supplied by them .This

inform ation can bem orefully exploited by incorporatingitin theestim ation

procedure.Forinstance,onecould estim atethef
y

k
’sby M CM C m ethodsand

then use (26) to transform those estim ates into estim ates ofthe m arginal

likelihoods fk’s.Iwillreturn to this point at the end ofSection 4.4.Here

Ionly sketch som e approachesto transform estim ates ofthe fk’sinto esti-

m atesthatsatisfy the inequalities(36).

Table 6

Estim ates,up to a proportionality constant,off
y

k
im plicitin Richardson and

G reen (1997) M CM C estim ate of�(kjx),galaxy data set

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

b
f
y

k
0.0000 0.0000 0.0610 0.1194 0.1532 0.1413 0.0792 0.0352

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

b
f
y

k
0.0167 0.0015 0.0035 � 0:0005 � 0:0008 0.0013 � 0:0006

Table 7

M ode of (43),galaxy data,bf isthe Richardson and G reen (1997)

estim ate given in Table 5

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

fk 0.000 0.000 0.061 0.128 0.181 0.198 0.160 0.109

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

fk 0.071 0.041 0.023 0.013 0.007 0.003 0.002
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Letf= (f(xj2);:::;f(xjkm ax))
> be the vector ofm arginallikelihoods of

them odelswith k com ponents,k= 2;:::;km ax.Also,let
bfbethecorrespond-

ing vectorofM CM C estim ates.W hen the m ixture com ponentsparam eters

have conjugate priordistributions,f1 = f(xj1)can be com puted exactly;if

thisisnotthecase,thevectorsfand bfalso includef(xj1)and itsestim ate.

The estim atesbf m ightbedirectly available,asin the approachesofNobile

(1994),Carlin and Chib (1995),Raftery (1996)and Roederand W asserm an

(1997).Alternatively,they m ay only be com puted up to a proportionality

constant, from the prior on the num ber of com ponents and an estim ate

\�(kjx) ofits posterior,as in the approaches ofPhillips and Sm ith (1996),

Richardson and G reen (1997)and Stephens(2000).In thislatter case,the

constraintproceedingfrom
P km ax

k= 1
\�(kjx)= 1isdisregarded.Estim atesofthe

variability ofbf can be com puted,eitherby replicating the M CM C runsor

by using singlerun m ethods,such asbatching and tim eseriesm ethods[see,

e.g.,Chapter6 ofRipley (1987)orG eyer(1992)].Itisassum ed thatasthe

M CM C sam plesizeincreases,thedistribution ofbfapproachesam ultivariate

norm al

b�� 1=2(bf� f)
D
�! N (0;I);(42)

where b� isa consistentestim ateofthevariance{covariance m atrix ofbf.Let

R betheregion wheretheconstraints(36)aresatis� ed.Ifbf =2 R ,an estim ate

offwhich satis� estheconstraintsisthem axim izeroverR ofthelikelihood

L(f)associated with (42).From a Bayesian viewpoint,thisisequivalentto

using b� asaplug-in estim ateof� ,em ploying IR (f)asthepriordistribution

off and estim ating f by the m ode ofits posterior distribution,which is

proportionalto

expf� 1

2
(f� bf)> b�� 1(f� bf)gIR (f):(43)

Theposteriorm odeisthepointin R which isclosesttobfwith respecttothe

m etricinduced by b� .Hence,unlessbf2 R ,them odewilloccuron thebound-

aryofR ,wherethem ultivariatenorm alcontoursaretangenttoR .Them ax-

im ization of(43)isequivalentto them inim ization of(1=2)f> b�� 1
f� bfb�� 1

f

subjectto [b2
...b3

...� � �
...bkm ax

]f� � b1f1,wherethevectorbk hasgenericen-

try bkt= (� 1)k+ t
�
k

t

�
aktI(k� t),t= 2;:::;km ax.Thisisa sim ple problem in

quadraticprogram m ing,forwhich softwareispubliclyavailable;forinstance,

G oodall(1995)providesa basic S-PLUS im plem entation.Table 7 contains

thefwhich m axim izes(43)with bfequalto theestim atesofRichardson and

G reen (1997)given in Table 5.

Anotherestim ate off,which satis� es the constraints (36)and doesnot

lieon theboundary ofR ,isthem ean ofthedistribution (43),which can be
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Table 8

Estim ate ofthe m ean of (43),galaxy data,bf is the Richardson

and G reen (1997)estim ate given in Table 5.The estim ate has

been rescaled in order that
P

k
fk = 1

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

fk 0.000 0.000 0.061 0.126 0.182 0.197 0.156 0.109

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 � 16

fk 0.069 0.040 0.023 0.013 0.008 0.005 0.003 0.008

estim ated by averaging independentdrawsfrom theposterior(43).However,

drawing from the N (bf;b� )distribution and using a rejection technique can

be very ine� cient,ifR isin the tailofthe distribution.W hen thisoccurs,

G ibbs sam pling provides a m ore e� cient alternative;working in term s of

thedistribution ofthe fy’s,a m ultivariate norm alrestricted to thepositive

orthant,leads to fullconditionaldistributions that are univariate norm als

restricted to thepositivereals.Table8 containsan estim ateoftheposterior

m ean com puted from 20;000 drawsfrom (43),obtained usingrejection,with
bf being Richardson and G reen’s (1997) estim ate for the galaxy data.O n

the whole,the m ean of(43) agrees with the estim ate ofRichardson and

G reen (1997),although it tends to give som e m ore weight to m odels with

a largernum berofcom ponents.Table 9 displaysthe f
y

k
’scorresponding to

the estim ate ofthe m ean of(43) given in Table 8.These estim ates ofthe

f
y

k
’sagree with those reported in Table 6 forvaluesofk up to 9,then they

drop o� m uch m oreregularly while rem aining positive.

4.4. The num berofnonem pty com ponents. Bayesian and classicalanal-

ysesofthesam edata m ay lead to widely contrasting conclusionsaboutthe

Table 9

Estim ates off
y

k
corresponding to the m ean of (43)given in Table 8

k 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

b
f
y

k
0.0000 0.0000 0.0612 0.1180 0.1536 0.1395 0.0766 0.0370

k 9 10 11 12 13 14 15

b
f
y

k
0.0146 0.0033 0.0019 0.0007 0.0003 0.0002 0.0002
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num berofm ixture com ponents.A stylized accountofa typicalsituation is

asfollows:aclassicalanalysisidenti� es~k com ponentsassu� cienttoprovide

a good � tto the data.O n the other hand,the posterior ofthe num berof

com ponents assigns considerable probability to values ofk > ~k.M oreover,

the posteriorpredictive distribution,conditionalon k,ofthe nextobserva-

tion rem ains essentially the sam e for allk � ~k.M uch ofthis divergence of

conclusions derives from the use ofthe sam e term ,in the two approaches,

to denote di� erententities.In the Bayesian approach the param eter k de-

notesthe num berofcom ponentsin the m ixture m odel,notthe num berof

com ponents from which data are actually observed.It is instead this sec-

ond m eaning that is attached to \num ber ofcom ponents" in the classical

approach;accordingly,determ ining the num berofcom ponentsam ountsto

� nding k such thatk m ixturecom ponentsa� ord a good � tofthedata.The

di� erencebetween thetwo approachescan behighlighted by positing a very

sm allsam ple size,say n = 3;the classicalapproach willpoint at just one

com ponent,while the posterior ofk willbe m uch the sam e as the prior.

In the Bayesian approach it is quite possible for the posterior ofk to as-

sign m uch probability to valueslargerthan thenum berofcom ponentsfrom

which the data have originated.In fact,in Section 4.2 it was shown that,

for a certain prior distribution,when n = 82 the posterior probability of

three com ponentsisno largerthan 0.8623,whateverthe data are.Thisoc-

cursbecausetheposteriorprobabilitiesoffourand m orecom ponentscannot

be too sm all,since they also accountforallocation vectorswith only three

nonem pty m ixturecom ponents.Asnoted in Section 4.2,thestrength ofthis

link dependson the priordistribution ofthe m ixture weights and ittends

to abate asthe sam ple size increases.However,the usefulnessofthe poste-

riorofk,asa toolforselecting orestim ating the num berofcom ponentsin

a m ixture,tends to be put in question by the fact that it m ay,to a very

large extent,re ect probability m ass associated with m em bership vectors

thatallocate observationsto fewerthan k com ponents.

In sum m ary,while theclassicalapproach addressesthe question:

Q 1. How m any com ponents are needed to �tthe data well?

Theposteriorofk issuited to answer:

Q 2. How m any com ponents are likely to be in the m odelthatgenerated

the data?

W hile Q 2 is concerned with the num ber ofcom ponents in the m ixture,

Q 1 deals with the num ber of nonem pty com ponents.Since the Dirichlet

prioron the m ixture weightsdeterm ineshow likely em pty com ponentsare

to arise,itappearsthattheanswerto Q 2 dependson thepriorspeci� cation

m orethan theanswerto Q 1.Thissection seeksto pursuein a Bayesian way
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the objective ofthe classicalapproach,by deriving an expression for the

posteriordistribution ofthenum berofnonem pty com ponents.

Let h denote the num berofnonem pty com ponents in the m ixture.The

jointpriordistribution ofthenum berofcom ponentsk and them em bership

vectorsg inducesa prioron h.Since h � k,onehas

f(h)=

1X

k= h

�(k)f(hjk); h = 1;:::;n:

Let eGk
h
bethesetofallm em bership vectorsin Gk which assign observations

to exactly h com ponents,

eGkh =

k[

t= h

Gth:(44)

Then theconditionaldistribution ofh given k can becom puted by sum m ing

f(gjk;�k)over
eGkh,

f(hjk)=
X

g2 eGk
h

f(gjk;�k); h = 1;:::;k^ n:(45)

The following proposition providesa representation off(hjk)which m akes

itscom putation feasibleforsam plesizesup to about100;forlargersam ples

sizesan estim ate can beobtained by stochastic sim ulation.

Proposition 4.2. Considerthe m odelofSection 2 underAssum ptions

A.1 and A.2 and supposethatallm ixturecom ponentsareequivalent.Letd=

d(n1;:::;nh) be the num ber ofdistinctentries in the vector (n1;:::;nh)
> ;

also letm 1;:::;m d be the frequencies ofthe distinctnj’s in (n1;:::;nh)
> .

Then

f(hjk)=
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

�
k

h

�

�
X

0< n1 � � � � � nh

n1 + � � � + nh = n

�
n

n1;:::;nh

� �
h

m 1;:::;m d

�

�

hY

j= 1

� (� + nj)

� (�)
; h = 1;:::;k^ n:

(46)

Notethatthesum in (46)doesnotinvolvek;thisallowsoneto easily ob-

tain f(hjk)with k> h from f(hjk)with k= h.Therefore,oneonly needsto

com putethesum in (46)atm ostn tim es.Thetotalnum berofterm sin these

n sum sisthenum berp(n)ofpartitionsofn into integersum m andswithout

regard to order;tabulated values ofp(n) are in Table 24.5 ofAbram owitz
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Fig. 1. Prior distribution of the num ber h of nonem pty com ponents when n = 82,

�(k)= 1=k
� 1
m ax;k= 1;:::;km ax = 30 and � = 1.

and Stegun (1964).Figure 1 contains a plot ofthe prior distribution ofh

corresponding to the prior used by Richardson and G reen (1997) for the

galaxy data.Thecom putation wasdonein Fortran and took six m inuteson

a PC with a 1.1 G Hz processor.

The posterior distribution ofthe num ber ofnonem pty com ponents can

bewritten as

f(hjx)=

1X

k= h

�(kjx)f(hjk;x); h = 1;:::;n:(47)

Thefollowing resultprovidesa representation oftheposteriorofh in term s

ofthe f
y

h
’s,the portions of the m arginallikelihoods corresponding to no

em pty com ponents.

Proposition 4.3. Considerthe m odelofSection 2 underAssum ptions

A.1 and A.2 and suppose thatallm ixture com ponents are equivalent.Then

f(hjx)=
f
y

h

f(x)

1X

k= h

�(k)

�
k

h

�
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

� (h� + n)

� (h�)
; h = 1;:::;n:(48)

Since the priordistribution ofh isonly speci� ed indirectly,through the

priorson k and them ixtureweights,onem ay preferto consider,ratherthan



NUM BER O F CO M PO NENTS IN A FINITE M IXTURE 25

Fig.2. Estim atesoff(xjk)and f(xjh)forthe galaxy data,both norm alized to sum to 1.

Circles denote the estim ate off(xjk) reported in Table 8;dots are the estim ate off(xjh)

obtained using the f
y

h
’s given in Table 9.

the posterior ofh,the m arginallikelihood f(xjh) for h nonem pty com po-

nents.Thisquantity isreadily derived from (48):

f(xjh)=
f
y

h

f(h)

1X

k= h

�(k)

�
k

h

�
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

� (h� + n)

� (h�)
:

Estim ates off(xjh) are obtained by replacing the f
y

h
’s with the estim ates

produced in Section 4.3.Figure 2 displaysestim ates off(xjh),norm alized

to sum to 1,along with norm alized estim ates ofthe m arginallikelihoods

f(xjk),forthegalaxy data using thepriorofRichardson and G reen (1997).

Asone would expect,the m arginallikelihoods ofthe num berofnonem pty

com ponents favor a sm aller num ber ofcom ponents than the posterior of

k,e� ectively narrowing the plausible range ofnorm alcom ponents in the

observed data to between three and eight.

As a conclusion,note thatthe path here followed from estim ates ofthe

fk’s to estim ates ofthe f
y

h
’s to estim ates off(xjh) can also be travelled

in the opposite direction.For instance,it would be im m ediate to obtain

estim ates off(hjx) using Richardson and G reen’s (1997) reversible jum p

algorithm .These could then be turned,using (48),into estim ates,up to a

proportionality constant,ofthe f
y

h
’s and � nally estim ates ofthe m arginal

likelihoodsfk autom atically satisfying theconstraints(36).
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APPENDIX:PRO O FS

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Theinverse im age underM t of~g2 Eh consists

ofalltheg2 Gth which di� erfrom ~g only in thatthenonem pty com ponents

in each class can be any ofthe com ponents in the class that are sm aller

than t,ratherthan being the� rstones.Ifm 6= i(t),therearec(m ;t)com po-

nentsin C(m )no largerthan t,ofwhich only hm are nonem pty;thisyields
�
c(m ;t)

hm

�
waysofselecting thenonem pty com ponentsoutofthec(m ;t)candi-

dates.AsGth � G?t,com ponenttisnonem pty;thisleaveshi(t)� 1 nonem pty

com ponentsto beselected am ong c(i(t);t)� 1 candidatesin C(i(t)),yielding
�
c(i(t);t)� 1

hi(t)� 1

�
possibleselections.M ultiplying togetherthenum bersofpossible

selectionsin the N (t)classesyields(19). �

Proof of Lemma 3.3. Usein (9)thepartition ofG?t given in (17)toob-

tain f?t =
P

h2H t

P

g2Gt
h
f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t).Replacetheinnersum with the

expression in (20): f?t =
P

h2H t
t
h

P

g2Eh
f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t).Next recall

thatEh � G?s and useC.1andC.2:f
?
t =

P

h2H t
ats

t
h

P

g2Eh
f(xjs;g;�s)f(gjs;�s).

Then useagain (20)andthen (21)toproducef?t =
P

h2H t
ats(

t
h
=s

h
)
P

g2Gs
h
f(xjs;g;�s)f(gjs;�s)=

P

h2H t
ats(

t
h=

s
h)f

y

h
.From the partition ofH t in (15) it follows that f?t =

P t
r= 1

P

h2H t
r
atr(

t
h=

r
h)f

y

h
=
P t

r= 1atr
P

h2H r
r
I(h 2 H t

r)(
t
h=

r
h)f

y

h
,where the

second equality usestherelationship in (16).Now (22)followssince,forall

h 2 H r
r,I(h 2 H

t
r)= 0 im pliesthatt

h
= 0.To see thisconsiderh 2 H r

rnH
t
r.

Sinces(h)= r,h 2 H twould im ply h 2 H
t
r contrary to thehypothesis;hence

h =2 H t and from De� nition3.7 th = 0. �

Proof of T heorem 3.2. Substituteform ula(22)in (11)toobtain fk =
P k

t= 1akt
P t

r= 1atr
P

h2H r
r
(t

h
=r

h
)f

y

h
.Nextrecallthataktatr = akr and inter-

changetheorderofthetwooutersum s,fk =
P

k
r= 1akr

P
k
t= r

P

h2H r
r
(th=

r
h)f

y

h
=

P k
r= 1akr

P

h2H r
r
f
y

h
(1=rh)

P k
t= r

t
h.Finally,use(24)toproduce(23).Toprove(25)

replace f?
k
in (12)with the expression provided by (22)with t= k. �

Proof of C orollary 3.1. Part(i)followsfrom Lem m a 3.1 and The-

orem 3.2.Equations(31)and (32)ofpart(ii)areobtained by replacing akh
in (26)and (27)with theexpression given in (10)and using �0k = k�.Part

(iii)followsstraightforwardly from part(ii)with � = 1. �

Proof of Lemma 3.4. LetD = fdktg with D = B C .Then D islower

triangular with generic elem ent dkt =
P q

r= 1bkrcrt =
P q

r= 1(� 1)
r+ tbkrbrt=

P
k
r= t(� 1)

r+ tbkrbrt,with the last equality holding since B is lower trian-

gular.Itthen im m ediately followsthatD hasunitdiagonalelem ents,since
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so has B .Therefore,it only rem ains to show that dkt= 0,k > t.Now use

the de� nition ofbkt and Condition C.2,

dkt=

kX

r= t

(� 1)r+ t
�
k

r

�

akr

�
r

t

�

art

=

kX

r= t

(� 1)r+ t
k!

r!(k� r)!

r!

t!(r� t)!
akt=

�
k

t

�

akt

kX

r= t

(� 1)r+ t
�
k� t

k� r

�

:

Next,change the sum m ation index to j= r� tto obtain

dkt=

�
k

t

�

akt

k� tX

j= 0

(� 1)j+ 2t
�

k� t

k� t� j

�

=

�
k

t

�

akt

k� tX

j= 0

(� 1)j
�
k� t

j

�

= 0;

as the sum
P

j is nullbecause ofa basic property ofbinom ialcoe� cients

[see,e.g.,Abram owitz and Stegun (1964),page 10,Property 3.1.7]. �

Proof of Proposition 3.4. In the form ula forfk given in (26)with

k> n,replace f
y

t with the expression in (35)to produce

fk =

nX

t= 1

�
k

t

�

akt

tX

r= 1

(� 1)t+ r
�
t

r

�

atrfr

=

nX

r= 1

akrfr

nX

t= r

(� 1)t+ r
�
k

t

� �
t

r

�

=

nX

r= 1

akrfr

�
k

r

� nX

t= r

(� 1)t+ r
�
k� r

k� t

�

:(49)

CallS the inner sum and rewrite it by changing the sum m ation index to

j= t� r and m aking useof
�

k� r

k� r� j

�
=
�
k� r

j

�
,

S =

n� rX

j= 0

(� 1)j
�
k� r

j

�

:(50)

Now,ifn� riseven,add n� r� 2jtotheexponentof(� 1).ThisleavesS un-

changed,sothatS =
P n� r

j= 0(� 1)
n� r� j

�
k� r

j

�
=
�
k� r� 1

n� r

�
,wherethelastequality

follows from a property ofthe binom ialcoe� cients [see,e.g.,Abram owitz

and Stegun (1964),Section 24.1.1,RelationsII.B].Ifn� r isodd,prem ulti-

ply the sum
P

j in (50)by � 1 and add n � r� 2j to the exponentof(� 1),

yielding S = �
�
k� r� 1

n� r

�
.Thus,in general,S = (� 1)n� r

�
k� r� 1

n� r

�
.Finally,sub-

stituting theaboveexpression ofS forthesum
P

t in theright-hand sideof

(49)and changing the index from r to tyields(37). �
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Proof of Proposition 4.1. Rewrite(39)asfollows:

�(kjx)=

k^nX

h= 1

f
y

h
dh

. nX

h= 1

f
y

h
bh;(51)

where dh = �(k)
�
k

h

�
akh and bh =

P
1
j= h �(j)

�
j

h

�
ajh.It is im m ediate that a

m axim izerhasf
y

h
= 0,h > k^ n,forotherwise�(kjx)could beincreased by

sim ply setting thesecom ponentsto 0 and leaving theotheronesunchanged.

Supposenextthatff
y

h
gn
h= 1

hasatleasttwo nonzerocom ponents:thereexist

t;r2 f1;:::;k^ng,t6= r,such thatf
y

t 6= 0,fyr 6= 0.W ithoutlossofgenerality,

assum ethat

br

bt
�
dr

dt
:(52)

De� neanew vectorf~fhg
n
h= 1 with

~ft= f
y

t+ (br=bt)f
y
r;
~fr= 0;~fh = f

y

h
;h 6= t;r.

O necan easily verify thatreplacing f
y

h
with ~fh in theright-hand sideof(51)

leaves the denom inator unchanged,while (52) ensuresthat the num erator

does not decrease;
P k^n

h= 1
~fhdh �

P k^n
h= 1f

y

h
dh.Therefore one can replace f

y

h

with ~fh in (51),that is,select one ofthe nonzero com ponents,set it to 0

and correspondingly adjust the other one,without decreasing �(kjx).An

appealto induction com pletestheproof. �

Proof of Proposition 4.2. Substituting in (45)f(gjk;�k)from (3)

and using the factthatallcom ponentsareequivalent,one obtains

f(hjk)=
X

g2 eGk
h

� (k�)

� (k� + n)

kY

j= 1

� (� + nj)

� (�)
:

The sum isovervectorsg with exactly h nonem pty com ponents,so only h

term sin theproductsarenotequalto 1.Sincetheterm sin thesum do not

depend on which com ponentsarenonem pty,thesum isequalto
�
k

h

�
tim esa

sum overGhh,thesubsetofGh com prisingvectorswhich allocateobservations

to allthe h m ixturecom ponents.Therefore,

f(hjk)=
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

�
k

h

�
X

g2Gh
h

hY

j= 1

� (� + nj)

� (�)
:

Theterm sin theabovesum depend on g only through (n1;:::;nh)
> .There-

foreonecan replacethesum overGhh with a sum overallpartitionsofthen
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observationsin h groups.Since to each partition (n1;:::;nh)
> there corre-

spond
�

n

n1;:::;nh

�
m em bership vectorsin Gh

h
,one has

f(hjk)=
� (k�)

� (k� + n)

�
k

h

�
X

nj > 0;j= 1;:::;h

n1 + � � � + nh = n

�
n

n1;:::;nh

� hY

j= 1

� (� + nj)

� (�)
:

Finally,since the term s in the sum are invariant to a change in the order

ofthe nj’s,the sum above can be replaced by a sum overordered nj’s.As

to each ordered vector (n1;:::;nh)
> there correspond

�
h

m 1;:::;m d

�
unordered

ones,(46)follows. �

Proof of Proposition 4.3. The conditionaldistribution ofh given

k and x in (47)can beobtained by sum m ing theconditionaldistribution of

g given k and x overallm em bership vectors in Gk which allocate observa-

tions to exactly h com ponents;f(hjk;x)=
P

g2 eGk
h

ff(xjk;g)f(gjk)g=f(xjk).

Substituting thisexpression in (47)produces

f(hjx)=

1X

k= h

f(xjk)�(k)

f(x)

X

g2 eGk
h

f(xjk;g)f(gjk)

f(xjk)

=
1

f(x)

1X

k= h

�(k)
X

g2 eGk
h

f(xjk;g)f(gjk):(53)

Considernow the innersum in (53):

X

g2 eGk
h

f(xjk;g;�k)f(gjk;�k)=

kX

t= h

X

g2Gt
h

f(xjk;g;�k)f(gjk;�k)

=

kX

t= h

X

g2Gt
h

f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t)akt

=

kX

t= h

akt
t
h

X

g2Eh

f(xjt;g;�t)f(gjt;�t);

where the � rstequality uses (44),the second one follows from Conditions

C.1 and C.2 and the third uses(20).Now,when allcom ponentsare equiv-

alentEh = Gh
h
,so thatusing again ConditionsC.1 and C.2 one obtains

X

g2 eGk
h

f(xjk;g;�k)f(gjk;�k)=

kX

t= h

akt
t
h

X

g2Gh
h

f(xjh;g;�h)f(gjh;�h)ath



30 A.NO BILE

= akhf
y

h

kX

t= h


t
h

with the second equality following from form ula (28).Since t
h
=
�
t� 1

h� 1

�
it

followsthattheinnersum in (53)equals
�
k

h

�
akhf

y

h
,so that

f(hjx)=
f
y

h

f(x)

1X

k= h

�(k)

�
k

h

�

akh:

Asan aside,note thatthe seriesin the right-hand side wasalready m etin

the denom inator of(39).Substituting akh with the expression in (10) and

using �0k = k� yields(48). �
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