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W e explore the construction ofnonsubjective priordistributions

in Bayesian statistics via a posterior predictive relative entropy re-

gret criterion.W e carry out a m inim ax analysis based on a derived

asym ptotic predictive loss function and show that this approach to

priorconstruction hasa num berofattractivefeatures.Theapproach

here di�ers from previous work that uses either prior or posterior

relative entropy regretin thatwe considerpredictiveperform ance in

relation to alternative nondegenerate priordistributions.The theory

isillustrated with an analysisofsom e speci�c exam ples.

1. Introduction. Thereisan extensive literature on the developm entof

objectivepriordistributionsbased on inform ation losscriteria.Bernardo [5]

obtainsreferencepriorsby m axim izing theShannon m utualinform ation be-

tween the param eter and the sam ple.These priors are m axim in solutions

underrelative entropy loss;see,forexam ple,[3,8]forfurtheranalysis,dis-

cussion and references.In regularparam etricfam iliesthereferencepriorfor

the fullparam eterisJe�reys’prior.Itisargued in [5],however,thatwhen

nuisanceparam etersarepresent,then theappropriatereferencepriorshould

depend on which param eter(s) are deem ed to be ofprim ary interest.This

dependence on param eters ofinterest is m irrored in the approach to prior

developm entviam inim ization ofcoverageprobability bias;see,forexam ple,

[11,23,25]forfurtheraspectsofthisapproach.

In the present paperwe explore the construction ofnonsubjective prior

distributionsvia predictiveperform ance.Itispossibleto useBernardo’sap-
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proach to obtain reference priors for prediction.However,as shown in [5],

thisprogram turnsoutto beequivalentto obtaining thereference priorfor

thefullparam eter,which producesJe�reys’priorin regularproblem s.Fur-

theranalysisalong theselinesiscarried outin [17].Datta etal.[12]explore

prior construction using predictive probability m atching,which is shown

to produce sensible prior distributions in a num ber ofstandard exam ples.

In the present article we follow Bernardo [5]and Barron [3]by taking an

inform ation-theoretic approach and using an entropy-based risk function.

However,here we focuson the posteriorpredictive relative entropy regret,

asopposed to the priorpredictive relative entropy regretused by these au-

thors.O urstarting pointisthe predictive inform ation criterion introduced

by Aitchison [1],which was also discussed by Akaike [2]as a criterion for

the selection ofobjective priors.W e depart from these and other authors

by taking a m ore Bayesian viewpoint,in that we are less concerned here

with perform ance in repeated sam pling butratherwith perform ance in re-

lation to alternative prior speci�cations.The m ain aim ofthe paper is to

search foruniform ,orim partial,m inim ax priorsunderan associated predic-

tive lossfunction.These priorsare also m axim in,orleastfavorable,which

can be interpreted here as giving rise to m inim um inform ation predictive

distributions.

Theorganization ofthepaperisasfollows.W estartin Section 2by de�n-

ing theposteriorpredictive regret,which m easurestheregretwhen using a

posteriorpredictive distribution undera particularpriorin relation to the

posteriorpredictivedistribution underan alternativeproperprior.W ede�ne

a related predictive lossfunction and argue thatthisisa suitable criterion

forthecom parison ofalternative priorspeci�cations.W ediscussinform ally

the resultsin Section 6 on im partial,m inim ax and m axim in priorsundera

largesam pleversion ofthislossfunction.W ealsogiveade�nition ofthepre-

dictiveinform ation in apriordistribution.Throughoutwem akeconnections

with standard quantities that arise in inform ation theory.In Section 3 we

relate posteriorpredictiveregretand lossto priorpredictiveregretand loss

and in Section 4 weobtain theasym ptoticbehavioroftheposteriorpredic-

tiveregret,which isobtained via an analysisofthehigher-orderasym ptotic

behaviorofthepriorpredictiveregret.Thehigher-orderanalysiscarried out

in Section 5,which is ofindependentinterest,leads to expressions for the

asym ptotic form softhe posterior predictive regret,predictive inform ation

and predictive loss.In Section 6 we investigate im partialm inim ax priors

underourasym ptoticpredictivelossfunction.Itturnsoutthatthesepriors

also m inim ize the asym ptotic inform ation in the predictive distribution.In

thecaseofa singlerealparam eter,Je�reys’priorturnsoutto bem inim ax.

However,in dim ensionsgreaterthan one,them inim ax solution need notbe

Je�reys’prior.The theory is illustrated with an analysis ofsom e speci�c

exam ples,and som e concluding rem arksaregiven in Section 7.
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Thereareanum berofappealingaspectsoftheproposed Bayesian predic-

tiveapproach to priordeterm ination.First,sincethefocusison prediction,

thereisno need to specify a setofparam etersdeem ed to beofinterest.Sec-

ond,di�cultiesassociated with im properpriorsareavoided in theform ula-

tion ofposteriorpredictive,asopposed to priorpredictive,criteria.Third,

the m inim ax priors identi�ed in Section 6 arise as lim its ofproper priors.

Fourth,thesem inim ax priorsarealso m axim in,orleastfavorableforpredic-

tion,which can beinterpreted hereasm inim izingthepredictiveinform ation

contained in a prior.Finally,and im portantly,thesam e asym ptotic predic-

tivelosscriterion em ergesregardlessofwhetheroneisconsideringprediction

ofa single futureobservation ora large num beroffutureobservations.

2. Posterior predictive regret and im partialpriors. Consider a para-

m etricm odelwith density p(� j�)with respectto a �-�nitem easure�,where

� = (�1;:::;�p)isan unknown param eterin an open set�� R p,p� 1.Let

p�(x)=
R
p(xj�)d�(�)be the m arginaldensity ofX underthe priordistri-

bution � on �,where both � and p � m ay be im proper.Let� be the class

ofpriordistributions� satisfying p�(X )< 1 a.s.(�)forall� 2 �.Thatis,

� 2 � ifand only ifP �(fX :p�(X )< 1 g)= 1 forall� 2 �.

W esupposethatX representsdatatobeobserved and Y representsfuture

observations to be predicted.Denote by p�(yjx) the posterior predictive

density ofY given X = x underthe prior� 2 �.Let
� � be the classof

allproperpriordistributionson �.For� 2 �and � 2 
,de�netheposterior

predictive regret

dY jX (�;�)=

Z Z

log

�
p�(yjx)

p�(yjx)

�

p
�(x;y)d�(x)d�(y):(2.1)

W e note that dY jX (�;�) is the conditional relative entropy, or expected

K ullback{Leiblerdivergence,D (p�(Y jX )kp�(Y jX )),between thepredictive

densitiesunder� and �.See,forexam ple,the book by Coverand Thom as

[10]forde�nitionsand propertiesofthevariousinform ation-theoreticquan-

titiesthatarisein thiswork.Itfollowsfrom standard resultsin inform ation

theory thatthequantity dY jX (�;�)alwaysexists(possibly + 1 )and isnon-

negative.Itis zero when � = � and is therefore the expected regret under

the loss function � logp�(yjx) associated with using the predictive density

p�(yjx)when X and Y arise from p�(x)and p�(yjx),respectively.

W hen � = f�g,thedistribution degenerateat� 2 �,wewillsim ply write

dY jX (�;�)= dY jX (�;�),where

dY jX (�;�)=

Z Z

log

�
p(yjx;�)

p�(yjx)

�

p(x;yj�)d�(x)d�(y)(2.2)

isthe expected regretunderthe lossfunction � logp�(yjx)associated with

using the predictive density p�(yjx) when X and Y arise from p(xj�) and
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p(yjx;�),respectively.The regret (2.2) is the conditionalrelative entropy

D (p(Y jX ;�)kp�(Y jX )).Thereadily derived relationship
Z

dY jX (�;�)d�(�)= dY jX (�;�)+

Z

dY jX (�;�)d�(�)(2.3)

im pliesthat(2.2)isa properscoring rule,aspointed outby Aitchison [1];

that is,the left-hand side of(2.3) attains its m inim um value over � 2 �

when � = �.W e note that the �nalintegralin (2.3) is the Shannon con-

ditionalm utualinform ation I(Y ;�jX ) between Y and � conditionalon X

(underthe prior�).Conditionalm utualinform ation hasbeen used by Sun

and Berger[21]forderiving reference priorsconditionalon a param eterto

which a subjective priorhasbeen assigned,and by Clarke and Yuan [9]for

derivingpossibly data-dependent\partialinform ation"referencepriorsthat

are conditionalon a statistic.

De�nition (2.1)oftheposteriorpredictiveregretism otivated by standard

argum entsforadoptingthelogarithm icscorelogq(Y )asan operationalutil-

ity function when using q as a predictive density for the random quantity

Y ;see,forexam ple,the discussion in Chapter2 of[6].The criterion (2.2)

wasused by Aitchison [1]forthe purpose ofcom paring the predictive per-

form anceofestim ativeand posteriorpredictivedistributions,which wasfol-

lowed up by K om aki[16],who considered theassociated asym ptotic theory

forcurved exponentialfam ilies.Hartigan [14]obtained related higher-order

asym ptotic expressionswhich heused to com pareestim ative predictivedis-

tributions based on (bias-corrected) m axim um likelihood and Bayes esti-

m ators.Akaike [2]discussed the use of(2.2) for the selection ofobjective

priors.A sim ilarapproach wasalso proposed by G eisserin hisdiscussion of

Bernardo [5].Recently,Liang and Barron [19]have derived exactm inim ax

priorsunderthecriterion (2.2)forlocation and scale fam ilies.

The criterion (2.1)extendsthe dom ain ofde�nition of(2.2)from degen-

erate priorsf�g to allproperpriors� 2 
.W earguethat(2.1)isa suitable

Bayesian perform ancecharacteristicforassessingthepredictiveperform ance

ofanonsubjectivepriordistribution � when � arisesfrom alternativeproper

priordistributions�.There are two waysofthinking aboutthis.First,we

m ightbeinterested in thepredictiveperform anceofa proposed nonsubjec-

tivepriordistribution underitsrepeated use,asopposed to itsperform ance

underrepeated sam pling,asm easured by (2.2).From thispointofview,we

could considerthepriorselection problem asan idealized gam ebetween the

Statistician and Nature,in which each player selects a prior distribution.

An alternative viewpoint is to consider (2.1) as m easuring the predictive

perform ance of� in relation to a subjective priordistribution � thatis as

yet unspeci�ed.Thus,� m ight re
ect the prior beliefs,yet to be elicited,

ofan expert.In thiscase the priorselection problem could be viewed asa

gam e between theStatistician and an Expert.Itispossible,ofcourse,that
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the Statistician and Expert are the sam e person,whose prior beliefs have

yetto beproperly form ulated.

Akaike[2]considered priorsthatgiveconstantposteriorpredictiveregret

(2.2),referring to such priorsasuniform or\im partial" priors.Such priors

willonly existin specialcases,however.Achieving constantregretoverall

possiblepriors� 2 
 in (2.1)isclearly neverpossiblesince,forany �xed � 2

�,the precision ofthe predictive distribution under� willtend to increase

as � becom es m ore inform ative,in which case dY jX (�;�) willeventually

increase.Alternatively,since � isunknown,one m ightwish to considerthe

m inim axity of� overall� 2 
.However,the m axim um regretwilltend to

occur at degenerate �.W e would therefore be led back to the frequentist

risk criterion (2.2),which isnottheobjectofprim ary interestin thepresent

paper.

Forthese reasons,wewillstudy thelossfunction

LY jX (�;�;�
B )= dY jX (�;�)� dY jX (�;�

B );(2.4)

provided thatthisexists(see later),which istheposteriorpredictiveregret

associated with using theprior� com pared to using a �xed baseprior�B 2

�.Sincewewillbeinvestigating defaultpriorsforprediction,itisnecessary

thatourprocedure forchoosing the base m easure �B issuch thatpB (yjx)

does not depend on the particular param eterization ofthe m odelthat is

adopted.W e are therefore inevitably led to a choice ofbase m easure that

is invariant under arbitrary reparam eterization. In the case of a regular

param etric fam ily,an obvious candidate for �B is Je�reys’invariant prior

with density proportionalto jI(�)j1=2,where I(�) is Fisher’s inform ation

in the sam ple X .Since we willonly be considering regular likelihoods in

the rest of this paper,we take �B = �J in the sequeland sim ply write

LY jX (�;�;�
J)= LY jX (�;�).

Assum e thatthe base Je�reys’prior�J satis�es dY jX (�;�
J)< 1 forall

� 2 � and let pJ(yjx) be the conditionaldensity ofY given X under �J.

Then the(posterior)predictive lossfunction de�ned by

LY jX (�;�)= dY jX (�;�)� dY jX (�;�
J)

=

Z Z

log

�
pJ(yjx)

p�(yjx)

�

p(x;yj�)d�(x)d�(y)
(2.5)

is wellde�ned,although possibly + 1 .Now let 
 Y jX � 
 be the class of

properpriors� forwhich
R
dY jX (�;�

J)d�(�)< 1 .Then for� 2 � and � 2


Y jX ,we can de�nethe expected predictive loss

LY jX (�;�)=

Z

LY jX (�;�)d�(�)

=

Z

dY jX (�;�)d�(�)�

Z

dY jX (�;�
J)d�(�)

= dY jX (�;�)� dY jX (�;�
J);

(2.6)
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asin (2.4).Since � 2 
Y jX ,the�nalline iswellde�ned (possibly + 1 ).

Nextwe de�ne,for� 2 
,

�Y jX (�)= dY jX (�;�
J)=

Z Z

log

�
p�(yjx)

pJ(yjx)

�

p
�(x;y)d�(x)d�(y):(2.7)

Since the negative conditionalrelative entropy � dY jX (�;�
J)= � D (p�(Y j

X )kpJ(Y jX ))isa naturalinform ation-theoretic m easureoftheuncertainty

in the predictive distribution p�(Y jX ),we willreferto �Y jX (�)asthe pre-

dictive inform ation in �.Here pJ(yjx) acts as a norm alization ofthe con-

ditionalentropy ofp�(yjx).From relation (2.3) with � = �J,we see that

�Y jX (�)�
R
dY jX (�;�

J)d�(�),from which itfollows that sup�2
 �Y jX (�)=

sup�2� �Y jX (f�g).That is,the m axim um predictive inform ation occurs at

(ornear)a degenerateprior.Thus,�Y jX (�)isa naturalentropy-based m ea-

sure ofthe inform ation in the predictive distribution p�(yjx).Note that,

again from (2.3),�Y jX (�)< 1 whenever� 2 
Y jX .

Itnow follows from (2.3),(2.6)and (2.7)that,for � 2 � and � 2 
 Y jX ,

we can write

dY jX (�;�)= LY jX (�;�)+ �Y jX (�):(2.8)

W e willexplore priors for which LY jX (�;�) is approxim ately constant in

� 2 �.NoticethatifL Y jX (�;�)isapproxim ately constant,then,from (2.8),

dY jX (�;�)isapproxim ately constantoverall� having the sam e predictive

inform ation �Y jX (�).This therefore provides a suitable notion ofapproxi-

m ate uniform ity ofthe posteriorpredictive regret(2.1).

In Sections4and 5wewillderivelargesam pleform s,L(�;�);L(�;�);�(�)

and d(�;�), respectively, of suitably norm alized versions of LY jX (�;�);

LY jX (�;�);�Y jX (�) and dY jX (�;�) and sim ply refer to L(�;�) as the pre-

dictive loss function.Im portantly,forsm ooth priors� thisasym ptotic loss

function willnotdepend on the am ountofprediction Y to be carried out.

In Section 6 we willinvestigate uniform and m inim ax priorsunderpredic-

tive loss.Asisoften the case in gam e theory,there isa strong relationship

between constant loss,m inim ax and m axim in priors.W e give an inform al

statem entofTheorem 6.1.An equalizerpriorisa prior� forwhich thepre-

dictive loss function L(�;�) is constant over � 2 �.Suppose that �0 is an

equalizer prior and that there exists a sequence �k ofproper priors in the

class �� 
,to be de�ned in Section 4,forwhich d(�k;�0)! 0 as k ! 1 .

Then Theorem 6.1 states that �0 is m inim ax with respect to L(�;�) and

�(�0)= inf�2� �(�);that is,�0 contains m inim um predictive inform ation

about Y .This latter property is equivalent to �0 being m axim in,or least

favorable,underL(�;�).Sinceby construction L(�;�J)= 0 forall� 2 �,�J

isautom atically an equalizerprior.However,therem ay notexista sequence

�k ofproperpriorswith d(�k;�
J)! 0,in which caseJe�reys’priorm ay not

bem inim ax.Som eexam pleswillbegiven in Section 6.
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Although the focus ofthis paper is on the generalasym ptotic form of

the predictive loss,we brie
y note the im plications ofadopting either the

posterior predictive regret (2.2) or the predictive loss (2.5) in the special

case where the fam ily p(� j�)ofdensitiesisinvariantundera suitable group

G oftransform ations ofthe sam ple space.See,for exam ple,Chapter 6 in

[4]for a generaldiscussion of invariant decision problem s.Let G be the

induced group oftransform ations on �.Then the predictive loss (2.5) is

invariantunderG and theinvariantdecisionsare invariantpriorssatisfying

�(�g(�))/ �(�)jd�=d�g(�)jfor all �g 2 G.If the group G is transitive,then

the predictive lossisconstantforevery invariantprior.Furtherm ore,ifwe

consider the broader decision problem in which we replace p�(� jx) by the

arbitrarydecision function �(x)= qx,whereqx(� )istobeused asapredictive

density forY when X = x,then itcan beshown thatpR (yjx),theposterior

predictive density undertherightHaarm easureon �,isthebestinvariant

predictivedensity undertheposteriorpredictiveregret(2.2).Since�J isan

invariant prior,it further follows that the right Haar m easure is the best

invariant prior under the predictive loss function (2.5).Since subm ission

ofthe �nalversion ofthe present paper,a carefulanalysis using (2.2) for

location and scale fam ilieshasappeared in [19].

Returning to the de�nition ofthe predictive loss function (2.4) relative

to an arbitrary basem easure�B ,weseethatthisisrelated to theexpected

predictive loss(2.6)by theequation

LY jX (�;�;�
B )= LY jX (�;�)� LY jX (�;�

B ):

Therefore,using �B willgive rise to an equivalent predictive loss function

ifand only ifLY jX (�;�
B ) is constant in �.In this case we say that �B is

neutralrelative to �J.

3. Relationship to prior predictive regret. In thissection we relate the

posteriorpredictiveregret(2.2)and lossfunction (2.5)tothepriorpredictive

regretand lossfunction.W ewillusetheserelationshipsin Section 4toobtain

the asym ptotic posteriorpredictive regretd(�;�)and lossL(�;�).

For� 2 �,we de�netheprior predictive regretby

dX (�;�)= D (p(X j�)kp�(X ))=

Z

log

�
p(xj�)

p�(x)

�

p(xj�)d�(x);(3.1)

which istherelativeentropy D (p(X j�)kp�(X ))between p(xj�)and theprior

predictive density p�(x).Note that � m ay be im proper in this de�nition.

In thatcase,unlike the posteriorpredictive regret,alternative norm alizing

constantswillgiverisetoalternativeversionsof(3.1),di�eringby constants.

Thepriorpredictiveregret(3.1)isthefocusofwork by Bernardo[5],Clarke

and Barron [7]and others.Now de�ne � X � � to be the class ofpriors �
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in � for which d X (�;�)< 1 for all� 2 �.If�J 2 � X ,then for � 2 � we

de�nethe prior predictive lossby

LX (�;�)= dX (�;�)� dX (�;�
J)=

Z

log

�
pJ(x)

p�(x)

�

p(xj�)d�(x);(3.2)

which iswellde�ned (possibly + 1 ).

The posterior predictive regret (2.2) and loss (2.5) are sim ply related

to the prior predictive regret (3.1) and loss (3.2).The following result is

essentially the chain rule for relative entropy.However,we form ally state

and prove it since,�rst,the distribution ofX m ay be im properhere and,

second,we need to m ake surethatthese relationshipsare wellde�ned.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose that� 2 �X ;Y .Then � 2 �X ,dY jX (�;�)< 1 for

all� 2 � and

dY jX (�;�)= dX ;Y (�;�)� dX (�;�):(3.3)

Iffurther �J 2 � X ;Y ,then LY jX (�;�)< 1 for all� 2 � and

LY jX (�;�)= LX ;Y (�;�)� LX (�;�):(3.4)

Proof. Since� 2 �,them arginaldensitiesp �(X )and p�(X ;Y )area.s.

(�)�nite forall� 2 �.Therefore,

p
�(x;y)=

Z

p(x;yj�)d�(�)= p
�(x)

Z

p(yjx;�)dp�(�jx)= p
�(x)p�(yjx);

since,by de�nition,p(xj�)d�(�)= p�(x)dp�(�jx).Itnow follows straight-

forwardly from the de�nitions(2.2)and (3.1)that

dX ;Y (�;�)= dY jX (�;�)+ dX (�;�):(3.5)

Since � 2 �X ;Y ,it follows from (3.5) that both dY jX (�;�)< 1 and � 2

� X and,hence,relation (3.3)holds.Since � 2 �X and �J 2 � X ,itfollows

from (3.2)thatLY jX (�;�)is�nite forall�.Finally,since �
J 2 �,we have

pJ(x;y)= pJ(x)pJ(yjx)and relation (3.4)followsstraightforwardly from the

de�nitions(2.5)and (3.2).

Finally, let 
X � 
 be the class of priors � in 
 satisfying
R
dX (�;

�J)d�(�)< 1 .Itfollowsfrom equation (3.3)ofLem m a 3.1 that�J 2 � X ;Y

and � 2 
X ;Y im ply that
R
dY jX (�;�

J)d�(�)< 1 ;� 2 
X and

Z

dY jX (�;�
J)d�(�)=

Z

dX ;Y (�;�
J)d�(�)�

Z

dX (�;�
J)d�(�):

Therefore,if� 2 �X ;Y and � 2 
X ;Y ,then theexpected posteriorlossLY jX (�;�)

at(2.6)iswellde�ned. �
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4. Asym ptotic behaviorofthe predictive loss. Throughoutthe rem ain-

der of this article we specialize to the case X = (X 1;:::;X n) and Y =

(X n+ 1;:::;X n+ m ),where the X i are independentobservationsfrom a den-

sity f(xj�)with respectto a m easure �.In the presentsection we investi-

gatetheasym ptoticbehaviorasn ! 1 ofthepredictivelossfunction (2.5).

In particular,we willshow that,under suitable regularity conditions,the

asym ptotic form of(2.5)(aftersuitable norm alization)isthe sam e regard-

lessoftheam ountm ofprediction to beperform ed.Thisleadsto a general

de�nition forbroad classesofpriors� and � ofthe(asym ptotic)predictive

lossL(�;�),inform ation �(�)and regretd(�;�).

Foran asym ptoticanalysisoftheposteriorpredictiveregret(2.2)and loss

function (2.5),from (3.2),(3.3) and (3.4),we see that it su�ces to study

theasym ptoticbehaviorofthepriorpredictiveregretdX (�;�).Supposethat

� 2 �hasadensity with respecttoLebesguem easure.Fornotationalconve-

nience,in whatfollowswewillusethesam esym bol� todenotethisdensity.

Letl(�)= n�1 logp(X j�)= n�1
P

n
i= 1logf(X ij�)bethenorm alized loglikeli-

hood function and leti(�)= E�f� l00(�)g= n�1 I(�)beFisher’sinform ation

perobservation.A standard resultforthepriorpredictiveregret(3.1)when

� isa density (see,e.g.,[7])isthat,undersuitable regularity conditions,

dX (�;�)=
p

2
log

�
n

2�e

�

+ log

�
ji(�)j1=2

�(�)

�

+ o(1)(4.1)

asn ! 1 .[Herethe� appearing in the�rstterm on theright-hand sideof

(4.1)isthe usualtranscendentalnum berand should notbe confused with

theprior�(� ).]Taking Je�reys’priorto be�J(�)= ji(�)j1=2,itfollowsfrom

(3.2)and (4.1)thatthe priorpredictive losssatis�es

LX (�;�)= log

�
ji(�)j1=2

�(�)

�

+ o(1):

Itnow followsfrom (3.4)that,forany sequencem = m n � 1,LY jX (�;�)=

o(1);that is,to �rst order the posterior predictive loss is identically zero

for every sm ooth prior �.It is therefore necessary to develop further the

asym ptotic expansion in (4.1).Let �̂ denote the m axim um likelihood esti-

m atorbased on thedataX and assum ethattheobserved inform ation m atrix

J = � nl00(̂�)ispositivede�niteoverthesetS forwhich P�(S)= 1+ o(n�1 ),

uniform ly in com pactsubsetsof�.

Let � 1 be the class ofpriors � 2 � for which � 2 � X for alln and let

C � � 1 betheclassofpriorsin � 1 thatpossessdensitieshavingcontinuous

second-orderderivativesthroughout�.Then,undersuitableadditionalreg-

ularity conditionson f and � 2 C to bediscussed in Section 5,them arginal

density ofX is

p
�(x)= (2�s2B )

p=2jJj�1=2 p(xĵ�)�(̂�)f1+ o(n�1 )g;
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where s2B = (1+ bB )
2 is a Bayesian Bartlettcorrection,with bB = O (n�1 );

see,forexam ple,[22].Therefore,we can write

log

�
p(xj�)

p�(x)

�

=
p

2
log

�
n

2�e

�

+ log

�
ji(�)j1=2

�(�)

�

� pbB �

�

nfl(̂�)� l(�)g�
p

2

�

� log

�
�(̂�)

�(�)

�

+
1

2
log

�
jJj

jI(�)j

�

+ o

�
1

n

�

:

SinceE �[nfl(̂�)� l(�)g]= ps2F (�)=2+ o(n�1 ),wheres2F (�)= f1+ bF (�)g
2 is

a frequentistBartlettcorrection,with bF (�)= O (n�1 ),itfollowsfrom (3.1)

that

dX (�;�)=
p

2
log

�
n

2�e

�

+ log

�
ji(�)j1=2

�(�)

�

� hn(�;�);(4.2)

where

hn(�;�)= pfE�(bB )+ bF (�)g+ E
�

�

log

�
�(̂�)

�(�)

��

�
1

2
E
�

�

log

�
jJj

jI(�)j

��

+ o

�
1

n

�

:

(4.3)

Under suitable regularity conditions,the leading term in (4.3) turns out

to be O (n�1 ),since both the Bayesian and frequentistBartlettcorrections

are O (n�1 ),asare allthe expectationson the right-hand side of(4.3).W e

willtherefore supposethathn isofthe form

hn(�;�)=

�
D (�;�)

2n

�

+ rn(�;�);(4.4)

where D (�;�) is continuous in � and the rem ainder term rn(�;�) satis�es

one ofthefollowing three successively strongerconditions:

R1. rn(�;�)= o(n�1 )uniform ly in com pactsof�;

R2. rn(�;�)= O (n�2 )uniform ly in com pactsof�;

R3. rn(�;�)= E (�;�)n�2 + o(n�2 )uniform lyin com pactsof�,whereE (�;�)

iscontinuousin �.

Theabovethreeform sofrem ainderrequiresuccessively strongerassum p-

tions about both the likelihood p(� j�) and the prior �(�).Suitable sets of

regularity conditionsforthe validity of(4.4)willbe discussed in Section 5.

In particular,� 2 C isasu�cientcondition on thepriorfortheweakestform

R1 ofrem ainder.Theform ofD (�;�)for� 2 C willbederived in Section5.

Throughouttherem ainderofthepaperweassum ethat�J 2 C and de�ne,

forall� 2 C ,

L(�;�)= D (�;�)� D (�;�J):(4.5)
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W e note thatL(�;�)iswellde�ned when � isim propersince thearbitrary

norm alizing constant in � does not appear in D (�;�).W e willstudy the

asym ptotic behaviorofthe posteriorpredictive loss(2.5)as n ! 1 foran

arbitrary num berm n � 1 ofpredictions Yi.Let cn = 2n(n + m n)=m n.The

nexttheorem givesconditionsunderwhich

cnLY jX (�;�)! L(�;�)(4.6)

uniform ly in com pactsof� undereach ofthe form sR1{R3 ofrem ainder.

T heorem 4.1.

(a) SupposethatR1holds.Then (4.6)holdswheneverlim infn! 1 m n=n >

0.

(b) Suppose that R2 holds.Then (4.6)holds whenever m n ! 1 .

(c) Suppose that R3 holds.Then (4.6)holds for every sequence (m n) of

positive integers.

Proof. First note that (3.2), (4.2), (4.4) and (4.5) give, on taking

�J(�)= ji(�)j1=2,

LX (�;�)= log

�
ji(�)j1=2

�(�)

�

�

�
L(�;�)

2n

�

� �rn(�;�);(4.7)

where �rn(�;�)= rn(�;�)� rn(�;�
J).Also note that,since � 2 �1 ,Lem m a

3.1 appliesforalln.

(a) From (3.4),(4.7)and R1,we have LY jX (�;�)= c�1n L(�;�)+ o(n�1 )

and (4.6)followssince n�1 cn = 2(m �1
n n + 1)and lim supn! 1 m �1

n n < 1 .

(b) From (3.4),(4.7)and R2,we have LY jX (�;�)= c�1n L(�;�)+ O (n�2 )

and (4.6)followssince n�2 cn = 2(m �1
n + n�1 )! 0.

(c) From (3.4), (4.7) and R3, we have LY jX (�;�)= c�1n fL(�;�)+

d�1n E (�;�)g + o(n�2 ), where dn = f2(2n + m n)g
�1 n(n + m n) and

E (�;�)= E (�;�)� E (�;�J).(4.6)followssince d�1n = O (n�1 )and n�2 cn =

2(m �1
n + n�1 )isbounded. �

Theorem 4.1 tellsusthat,although thepredictivelossfunction (2.5)cov-

ersan in�nite variety ofpossibilitiesforthe am ountofdata to beobserved

and predictions to be m ade,it is approxim ately equivalent to the single

loss function (4.5),provided that a su�cient am ount ofdata X is to be

observed.Although this is not surprising given the form of(4.7) and the

relation (3.4),itconsiderably sim pli�esthe task ofassessing the predictive

risk arising from using alternative priors.W e willrefer to L(�;�) as the

(asym ptotic) predictive loss function.A specialcase ofinterestariseswhen

m n = n,which correspondsto prediction ofa replicate data setofthesam e
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size as that to be observed.Note that in this case (4.6) holds under the

weakest condition R1.M ore generally,Laud and Ibrahim [18]refer to the

posteriorpredictive density ofY in thiscase asthe\predictive density ofa

replicate experim ent," which they study in relation to m odelchoice.

Now let 
1 be the classofpriors� 2 
 forwhich � 2 
X foralln.Al-

though theexpected predictivelossLY jX (�;�)iswellde�ned (possibly + 1 )

when � 2 �1 and � 2 
1 ,in general,the expected asym ptotic predictive

loss
R
L(�;�)d�(�) m ay not exist,and when it does,additionalconditions

willbe needed for it to be the lim it ofthe expected loss cnLY jX (�;�).In

order to retain generality,we willextend the dom ain ofde�nition ofthe

asym ptotic predictive loss (4.5) so that it is de�ned for all� 2 � 1 and

� 2 
1 .Thus,for � 2 �1 ;� 2 
1 and a given sequence (m n) ofpositive

integers,we de�nethe(asym ptotic)predictive lossto be

L(�;�)= lim sup
n! 1

cnLY jX (�;�);(4.8)

which alwaysexists(possibly + 1 ).Thus,L(�;�)representsthe asym ptot-

ically worst-case predictive losswhen the prior� isused in relation to the

alternativeproperprior�.Sincethedegenerateprior� = f�g isin 
1 ,(4.8)

also providesa de�nition ofL(�;�)forall� 2 �1 ;� 2 �,which agreeswith

(4.5)whenever� 2 C � �1 and one ofthe conditionsR1{R3 holds.

Now de�nethe(asym ptotic)predictiveinform ation contained in � 2 
1 \

� 1 to be

�(�)= � L(�;�)= lim inf
n! 1

cn�Y jX (�)(4.9)

and let �� 
 1 \ � 1 be the class of� for which �(�)< 1 .Finally,for

� 2 �1 and � 2 �,de�ne

d(�;�)= L(�;�)+ �(�);(4.10)

which istheasym ptoticform ofequation (2.8).Thenextlem m aim pliesthat

thepredictive lossfunction (4.8)isa �-properscoring ruleand thatd(�;�)

istheregretassociated with L(�;�).

Lemma 4.1. For all� 2 �,

inf
�2� 1

L(�;�)= L(�;�)= � �(�):

Proof. Let� 2 �.By construction,d(�;�)= 0,soweonly need toshow

that d(�;�)� 0 for all� 2 �1 .Since � 2 �1 and � 2 
1 \ � 1 ,we have

� 2 �X ;Y and � 2 
X ;Y \ � X ;Y foralln and,hence,thequantitiesLY jX (�;�)

and LY jX (�;�)areboth wellde�ned.ButLY jX (�;�)� LY jX (�;�)and m ul-

tiplying both sides ofthis inequality by cn and taking the lim supn! 1 on
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both sidesofthe resulting inequality givesL(�;�)� L(�;�).Theresultfol-

lowsfrom the de�nition ofd(�;�). �

W hen � 2 C ,L(�;�)isindependentofthesequencemn.In general,how-

ever,both L(�;�) and �(�) m ay depend on the particular sequence (mn),

although wehavesuppressed thisdependencein thenotation.Nevertheless,

the m inim ax resultsofSection 6 willbeindependentof(m n).

5. Derivation ofthe asym ptotic predictive lossfunction. In thissection

weobtain theform ofthefunction D (�;�)arising in theO (n�1 )term in the

asym ptoticexpansion ofthepriorpredictiveregretdX (�;�).Thisthen leads

to an expression for the asym ptotic predictive loss function L(�;�) for all

� 2 C via relation (4.5).Thecom putationsinvolved in thedeterm ination of

D (�;�),which aresim ilarin natureto com putationsin [14],aretechnically

quite dem anding.Finally,we deduce expressionsforthe asym ptotic poste-

riorpredictive regret(4.10)and predictive inform ation (4.9)undercertain

conditions.

Theorem 5.1 below isthecentralresultofthissection.W riteD j= @=@�j;

j= 1;:::;p.Let� = �(�)= log�(�)and write�r = D r�.W eusethesum m a-

tion convention throughout.

T heorem 5.1. Assum e thatone ofthe conditions R1{R3 holds.Then

D (�;�)= A(�;�)+ M (�);(5.1)

where

A(�;�)= i
rs
�r�s+ 2D s(i

rs
�r)(5.2)

and M (�)isindependentof�.

W e willprove Theorem 5.1 via fourlem m as,each ofwhich evaluatesthe

leading term in one ofthe term s on the right-hand side ofequation (4.3).

W e discusssuitable setsofregularity conditionsfollowing the proof.

For 1 � j;k;r;::: � p, de�ne D jkr���=
@

@�j
@

@�k
@

@�r
� � � ; ajkr���=

fD jkr���l(�)g�= �̂;cjr= � ajr;C = (cjr);C
�1 = (cjr);�jk = D jk�;̂�jk���= �jk���(̂�)

and

kjkl���;rst���= kjkl���;rst���(�)= E
�fD jkl���logf(X i;�)Drst���logf(X i;�)g:

Also de�ne

k
�
1 = i

jr(�jr+ �j�r); k
�
2 = 3kjrsui

jr
i
su
;

k
�
3 = 3kijr�si

ij
i
rs
; k

�
4 = 15kjrskuvw i

jr
i
su
i
vw

and

Q 1 = D rsi
rs
; Q 2 = k

�
2; Q 3 = 3D s(kijri

ij
i
rs); Q 4 = k

�
4:



14 T.J.SW EETING ,G .S.DATTA AND M .G HO SH

Lemma 5.1.

nE
�(bB )!

1

2p

�

k
�
1 +

1

12
k
�
2 +

1

3
k
�
3 +

1

36
k
�
4

�

:

Proof. Com paringwith theBayesian Bartlettcorrection factorasgiven

in equation (2.6)of[13],we obtain

bB =
1

2pn

�

H 1 +
1

12
H 2 +

1

3
H 3+

1

36
H 4

�

+ o(n�1 );(5.3)

where

H 1 = c
jr(̂�jr+ �̂j�̂r); H 2 = 3ajrsuc

jr
c
su
;

H 3 = 3aijr�̂sc
ij
c
rs
; H 4 = 15ajrsauvw c

jr
c
su
c
vw
:

Noting thatE �(H a)= k�a + o(1);a= 1;:::;4;the lem m a followsfrom (5.3).

�

Lemma 5.2.

nbF (�)!
1

2p

�

Q 1 +
1

12
Q 2 �

1

3
Q 3 +

1

36
Q 4

�

:

Proof. Com paring with the frequentist Bartlett correction factor as

given in equation (2.10)of[13],we obtain

bF (�)=
1

2pn

�

Q 1 +
1

12
Q 2 �

1

3
Q 3 +

1

36
Q 4

�

+ o(n�1 );

from which the resultfollows. �

Lemma 5.3.

nE
�

�

log

�
�(̂�)

�(�)

��

! �rb
r+

1

2
i
jr
�jr;

where br = ijriktkjk;t+
1
2
ijriktkjkt.

Proof. From [20],page 209,we see that

E
�(̂�r)= �

r+ n
�1
b
r+ o(n�1 );(5.4)

Cov�(̂�r;̂�s)= n
�1
i
rs+ o(n�1 ):(5.5)

By applying Bartlett’sidentity,

kjkt+ kj;kt+ kk;jt+ kt;jk + kj;k;t= 0
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(cf.equation (7.2)of[20]),itcan be seen thatourexpression forbr agrees

with thatofM cCullagh.From (5.4),(5.5)and theTaylorexpansion of�(̂�)

around �,we obtain

E
�f�(̂�)g= �(�)+ n

�1
b
r
�r+

1
2
n
�1
�rsi

rs+ o(n�1 );

from which the lem m a follows. �

Lemma 5.4.

nE
�

�

log

�
jJj

jI(�)j

��

! � ijr
�

kjrsb
s+ i

sk
kjrs;k +

1

2
kjrsti

st

�

�
1

2
i
jl
i
vif(kji;lv � ijiilv)+ kjisi

ts
klv;t+ klvw i

tw
kji;t+ kjitklvw i

tw g:

Proof. By the Taylorexpansion ofajr= ljr(̂�)around �,we get

ajr = kjr(�)+ ejr+ o(n�1 );(5.6)

where

ejr= ljr� kjr+ kjrs(̂�
s� �

s)

+ (ljrs� kjrs)(̂�
s� �

s)+ 1
2
kjrst(̂�

s� �
s)(̂�t� �

t):
(5.7)

From (5.6)and (5.7),weobtain

C = i(�)� E� + o(n�1 );

where E � = (ejr).Noting that J = nC ,I(�)= ni(�),i(�) positive de�nite

and E � is a m atrix with elem ents oforder O (n�1=2 ),from the above ex-

pression forC and standard resultson the eigenvalues and determ inantof

a m atrix,itfollowsby theTaylorexpansion that

log

�
jJj

jI(�)j

�

= � trfi�1 (�)E�g�
1

2
trfi�1 (�)E�i

�1 (�)E�g+ o(n�1=2 ):(5.8)

Using an expansion for �̂s� �s asin [20],Chapter7,we obtain

�̂
s� �

s= i
jsflj+ i

uk
lu(ljk � kjk)+

1
2
kjkti

uk
i
w t
lulw g+ o(n�1=2 ):(5.9)

Substituting (5.9)into (5.7)and using (5.4)and (5.5),itfollowsthat

E
�(ejr)= n

�1 (kjrsb
s+ kjrs;ki

sk + 1
2
kjrsti

st)+ o(n�1 )(5.10)

and

E
�(ejreku)= n

�1 f(kjr;ku � ijriku)

+ (kjrtkku;w + kkuw kjr;t+ kjrtkkuw)i
tw g+ o(n�1 ):

(5.11)
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W hile allfour term s on the right-hand side of(5.7) are required in eval-

uating (5.10),only the �rst two term s on the right-hand side of(5.7) are

required in evaluating (5.11).Thelem m a followson taking expectationson

both sidesof(5.8)and using (5.10)and (5.11)on theright-hand side. �

Proof of T heorem 5.1. First,putting Lem m as5.1 and 5.2 together

gives

npfE �(bB )+ bF (�)g!
1

2
f(Q 1 + k

�
1)�

1

3
(Q 3 � k

�
3)+

1

6
(Q 2 +

1

3
Q 4)g:

Along with Lem m as5.3 and 5.4,thisgivesequation (5.1)with

A(�;�)= i
rs(�r�s+ 2�rs)+ 2(kjku + kjk;u)i

ku
i
jr
�r:

Now note thatD rikj= � D rE
�(lkj)= � (kkjr+ kkj;r)so that

A(�;�)= i
rs(�r�s+ 2�rs)� 2D u(ijk)i

ku
i
jr
�r:

Finally,D u(ijk)i
kuijr = � D u(i

ku)ijki
jr = � D u(i

ru)and so

A(�;�)= i
rs(�r�s+ 2�rs)+ 2D s(i

rs)�r = i
rs
�r�s+ 2D s(i

rs
�r);

asrequired. �

W e brie
y discuss suitable regularity conditions on the likelihood and

prior for the validity ofthe three form s ofrem ainder R1{R3,although we

willnotdwellon alternativesetsofsu�cientconditionsin thepresentpaper.

There are broadly two sets ofconditions required,those forthe validity of

theLaplaceapproxim ation ofp�(x)and thoseforthevalidity oftheapprox-

im ation ofeach ofthe term sin (4.3).Consider�rstthe form ofrem ainder

R2,ignoring forthe m om entthe uniform ity requirem ent.A suitable setof

conditionsforthisform ofrem ainderisgiven in Section 3 of[15],which con-

stitutes the de�nition ofa \Laplace-regular" fam ily.Broadly,one requires

l(�) to be six-tim es continuously di�erentiable and �(�) to be four-tim es

continuously di�erentiable,plusadditionalconditions controlling the error

term and nonlocalbehaviorofthe integrand.Since additionally we require

uniform ity in com pact subsets of� in R2,we need to replace the neigh-

borhood B "(�0) in these conditions by an arbitrary com pact subset of�.

In addition to these conditions,forthe approxim ation ofthe term sin (4.3)

we requirethe expectationsofthe m ixed fourth-orderpartialderivativesof

logf(X ;�)tobecontinuousand alsoconditionsguaranteeingtheexpansions

fortheexpectation of�̂ needed in theproofsofLem m as5.3and 5.4,asgiven

in [20],Chapter 7.From an exam ination ofthe relevant proofs,it is seen

thata slightstrengthening ofthe above conditionswillbe required forthe

strongerform R3 ofrem ainder.Forexam ple,l(�)and �(�)seven-tim esand

�ve-tim escontinuously di�erentiable,respectively,willgiveriseto a higher-

orderversion ofLaplace-regularity.Finally,theweakerform ofrem ainderR1
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would apply when l(�)and �(�)areonly four-tim esand twicecontinuously

di�erentiable,respectively,again with additionalregularity conditionscon-

trolling,forexam ple,the nonlocalbehaviorofthe integrand in the Laplace

approxim ation and giving uniform ity ofallthe o(n�1 )rem ainderterm s.

Returning to the predictive loss function,it follows from Theorem 5.1

that,for� 2 C ,the asym ptotic predictive lossfunction (4.5)isgiven by

L(�;�)= A(�;�)� A(�;�J);(5.12)

where A(�;�J)= irs�r�s + 2D s(i
rs�r) and � = log�J = 1

2
logjij.Itis inter-

esting to note that(5.12)isofthe sam e form asthe right-hand side ofthe

�rst expression in Theorem 4 of[14],which relates to the com parison of

estim ative predictive distributions based on Bayes estim ators.In the case

ofa singleprediction (m = 1),theconnection can beunderstood from The-

orem 7 of[14],which establishes that,to the asym ptotic order considered

here,the K ullback{Leibler di�erence between the posterior and the asso-

ciated estim ative predictive distributions is independent ofthe prior.The

derivation ofTheorem 5.1 given here ism ore direct,as itdoesnotinvolve

Bayes estim ators.M oreover,our result applies for an arbitrary am ount of

prediction.

Note thatL(�;�)only dependson the sam pling m odelthrough Fisher’s

inform ation.Thequantity M (�),however,involvescom ponentsofskewness

and curvatureofthem odel.W edo notconsiderM (�)furtherin thispaper,

although itsform ,which m ay be deduced from the resultsofLem m as5.1{

5.4,m ay beofindependentinterest.Itm ay beveri�ed directly thatL(�;�)is

invariantunderparam etertransform ation,asexpected in view of(4.6)and

the invariance ofLY jX (�;�).Furtherm ore,since allthe term s in (4.2) are

invariant,itfollowsthatM (�)� M (�)+ A(�;�J)m ustalso bean invariant

quantity.In the case p= 1,we obtain therelatively sim ple expression

M (�)= 1
12
�
2
111 +

1
2


2
;(5.13)

where�111 istheskewnessand 

2 = �22� �212� 1 isEfron’scurvature,with

�jk���(�)= fi(�)g�(j+ k+ ���)=2E �flj(�)lk(�):::g;

where lj isthe jth derivative ofl.

Example 5.1. Norm alm odelwith unknown m ean.As a sim ple �rst

exam ple,suppose that X i� N (�;1).Here i(�)= 1 and �111(�)= 
2(�)= 0

so that L(�;�)= (�0)2 + 2�00 and M (�)= 0 from (5.13).By construction,

L(�;�J)= 0,butnote thatthe im properpriors�c/ expfc(� � �0)g;c2 R ,

also deliver constant loss,with L(�;�c)= c2 > 0.W e willsee in Section 6

that Je�reys’prior is m inim ax in this exam ple.Since here M (�)= 0 and

�J(�)/ 1,this result also follows from the exact analysis ofthe criterion

(2.1)in [19].
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Now let 
 be the class ofpriors having com pact support in � and let

�= 
\ C .It follows from (4.6) that if� 2 C and � 2 
,then L(�;�) is

equalto the expected predictive loss
R
L(�;�)�(�)d�.Since � 2 C ,we also

have�(�)= �
R
L(�;�)�(�)d�,which is�nitesinceL(�;�)iscontinuousand,

hence,bounded on com pactsubsetsof�.Thenextresultgivesexpressions

forthepredictiveregretd(�;�)and predictiveinform ation �(�)when � 2 C

and � 2 �.Theexpression for�(�)hereissim ilarto thatgiven in Theorem

5 of[14]forthe Bayesrisk ofbias-adjusted estim ators.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose � 2 C and � 2 �.Then

d(�;�)=

Z

i
rs(�r� �r)(�s� �s)� d�(5.14)

and

�(�)=

Z

i
rs(�r� �r)(�s� �s)� d�;(5.15)

where � = log�.

Proof. From (5.2),integration by partsgives

Z

A(�;�)�(�)d� =

Z

i
rs
�r�s� d� � 2

Z

i
rs
�r�s� d� + 2�(�;�);(5.16)

where

�(�;�)=

pX

s= 1

Z

[irs�r�]
��s(�(� s))

�s(�(� s))
d�

(�s)

and �
s(�(�s))and ��s(�(�s))are the �nite lowerand upperlim itsofintegra-

tion for �s for �xed �(�s),the vector ofcom ponents of� om itting �s.But

�(�;�)= 0,sinceboth � and � are in C .Therefore,

Z

A(�;�)�(�)d� =

Z

i
rs
�r(�s� 2�s)� d�:(5.17)

Evaluating (5.17)at� = � 2 C gives

Z

A(�;�)�(�)d� = �

Z

i
rs
�r�s� d�:(5.18)

Itnow followsfrom (5.17)and (5.18)that

d(�;�)= L(�;�)� L(�;�)=

Z

fA(�;�)� A(�;�)g�(�)d�

=

Z

i
rsf�r(�s� 2�s)+ �r�sg� d�;
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which gives (5.14).Since �(�)= d(�;�J),(5.15) follows on evaluating the

above expression at� = �J. �

The expression (5.15) for the predictive inform ation �(�) is seen to be

invariant under reparam eterization,as expected.It m ight appear at �rst

sightthat�(�)willattain thevaluezeroat� = �J,butthisisnotnecessarily

the case since �J m ay beim properand there m ay beno sequence ofpriors

in � converging to � J in the rightway:see the nextsection.Finally,note

that the form ofd(�;�) in Lem m a5.5 im plies that L(�;�) is a �-strictly

properscoring rulesinced(�;�)attainsitsm inim um valueofzero uniquely

at� = � 2 �.

6. Im partial,m inim ax and m axim in priors. As expected,for a given

prior density � 2 �1 ,from (4.10) the posterior predictive regret willbe

large when thepredictive inform ation (4.9)in � islarge.Thereforeitisnot

possible to achieve constantregretover allpossible � 2 �,norm inim axity

sincetheregretisunbounded.Instead,asdiscussed in Section 2,weconsider

the predictive regret associated with using � com pared to using Je�reys’

priorand study the behaviorofthepredictive lossfunction

L(�;�)= d(�;�)� d(�;�J);(6.1)

which istheasym ptotic form ofthenorm alized version ofequation (2.4).

Adopting standard gam e-theoretic term inology,the prior � 2 �1 is an

equalizer prior ifthe predictive loss L(�;�) is constant over � 2 �.This is

equivalentto thepredictiveloss(6.1)being constantoverall� 2 �.W e will

thereforereferto an equalizerpriorasan im partialprior.Theprior�0 2 � 1

ism inim ax ifsup�2� L(�;�0)= W ,where

W = inf
�2� 1

sup
�2�

L(�;�)

istheuppervalueofthegam e.Toobtain m inim ax solutions,wewilladopta

standard gam etheory techniqueofsearching forequalizerrulesand showing

thatthey are\extended Bayes"rules;see,forexam ple,Chapter5of[4].This

is also the strategy used by Liang and Barron [19]for deriving m inim ax

priorsunderthepredictiveregret(2.2)forlocation and scalefam ilies.In the

presentcontextthe relevantresultisgiven asTheorem 6.1 below.

Let �+ � � 1 be the class ofpriors � in �1 for which there exists a

sequence (�k) of priors in � satisfying (i) L(�k;�)=
R
L(�;�)d�k(�) and

(ii) d(�k;�)! 0.Since L(�;�) is a proper scoring rule,each �k is a Bayes

solution and,hence,�+ can beregarded asa classofextended Bayessolu-

tions.If� 2 �+ isan equalizerprior,then we can unam biguously de�neits

predictive inform ation as

�(�)= lim
k! 1

�(�k)
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for any sequence �k 2 � satisfying (i) and (ii) above. This is true since

L(�;�)= c, say, for all � 2 �, and so for every such sequence we have

L(�k;�)= cforallk from (i).Therefore,from (4.10),

�(�k)= d(�k;�)� c;(6.2)

which tendsto � cask! 1 .

Finally,we de�nethe classU � � 1 ofpriors� forwhich

lim sup
n! 1

cn sup
�2�

LY jX (�;�)< 1(6.3)

forevery sequence (m n).Clearly,priorsin U c have poor�nite sam ple pre-

dictive behaviorrelative to Je�reys’prior.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that� 2 C \ U ,thatR1,R2 or R3 holdsand that

(m n) is any sequence satisfying the conditions in Theorem 4.1(a), (b) or

(c),respectively.Then

sup
�2�

L(�;�)� sup
�2�

L(�;�):

Proof. Let � 2 �;"> 0 and choose a com pact set K � � for which
R

K c d�(�)� ".Then

LY jX (�;�)� sup
�2K

LY jX (�;�)+ " sup
�2K c

LY jX (�;�)

so that

L(�;�)= lim sup
n! 1

cnLY jX (�;�)� sup
�2K

L(�;�)+ k"

from (4.6)since � 2 C ,where k= lim supn! 1 cn sup�LY jX (�;�)< 1 since

� 2 U .Theresultfollowssince " wasarbitrary. �

W enow establish thefollowingconnection between equalizerand m inim ax

priors.

T heorem 6.1. Suppose that�0 2 �
+ \ C \ U isan equalizerprior,that

R1,R2 or R3 holdswith � = �0 and that(m n)isany sequencesatisfyingthe

conditions in Theorem 4.1(a),(b) or (c) respectively.Then �0 is m inim ax

and �(�0)= inf�2� �(�).

Proof. De�ne

W = sup
�2�

inf
�2� 1

L(�;�)

to be the lower value ofthe gam e.Then W � W isa standard resultfrom

gam e theory.Next,since �0 isan equalizerprior,we have L(�;�0)= c,say,
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for all � 2 �. Therefore, W = inf�2� 1
sup�2� L(�;�)� sup�2� L(�;�0)�

sup�2� L(�;�0)= c from Lem m a 6.1 since �0 2 C \ U .Therefore,W � c.

Since from Lem m a 4.1 L(�;�) is a �-proper scoring rule, we have

inf�2� 1
L(�;�) � L(�;�) = � �(�) for every � 2 �. Therefore, W �

� inf�2� �(�).Since�0 2 �
+ ,thereexistsasequence(�k)in �with d(�k;�0)!

0.Therefore,since�(�k)� inf�2� �(�)� � W and,from (6.2),�(�k)! � cas

k! 1 ,wehave c� W .Theserelationsgive W � c� W and itfollowsthat

W = c= W .Theresultnow followsfrom the de�nitionsofm inim axity and

�(�0). �

W e see that,underthe conditionsofTheorem 6.1,the m inim ax prior�0
hasa naturalinterpretation ofcontaining m inim um predictive inform ation

about Y ,since the in�m um ofthe predictive inform ation (4.9)is attained

at � = �0.Equivalently,�0 is m axim in since it m axim izes the Bayes risk

� �(�)of� 2 � under(4.8)and,hence,isa leastfavorable priorunderpre-

dictive loss.Notice also thatTheorem 6.1 im pliesthatsup�2� L(�;�0)= c,

regardlessoftheparticularsequence (m n)used.

W enotethatfortheassertion ofTheorem 6.1 to hold werequirethat�0
satis�escondition (6.3).There m ay exista prior�1 2 U

c which appearsto

dom inatethem inim ax prior�0 on thebasisoftheasym ptoticpredictiveloss

function L(�;�).However,thispriorwillpossesspoorpenultim ate asym p-

totic behaviorsinceLY jX (�;�)willbeasym ptotically unbounded.Thiswill

bere
ected in thevalueofsup�2� L(�;�),which willnecessarily begreater

than sup�2� L(�;�).Thisphenom enon willbeillustrated in Exam ple6.1.

C orollary 6.1. Assum e the conditions ofTheorem 6.1 and addition-

ally that�0 is proper.Then if�(�0)= � c,where c is the constantvalue of

L(�;�0),then �0 ism inim ax and �(�0)= inf�2� �(�).

Proof. Since d(�0;�0) = 0 and
R
L(�;�0)d�0(�) = c = � �(�0) =

L(�0;�0),it follows on taking �k = �0 that �0 2 �+ .The result now fol-

lowsfrom Theorem 6.1. �

Suppose that �0 2 C \ U is an im proper equalizer prior.O ne way to

show that �0 2 �
+ isto constructa sequence (�k)ofpriorsin � forwhich

d(�k;�0)! 0,where d(�;�0)isgiven by form ula (5.14).Asnoted justprior

to Lem m a 5.5,the condition L(�k;�0)=
R
L(�;�0)d�k(�) is autom atically

satis�ed when �k 2 �.

W e consider �rst the case p= 1.In this case it turns out that Je�reys’

priorisa m inim ax solution,and,hence,theassertion attheend ofExam ple

5.1.LetH betheclassofprobability density functionsh on (� 1;1)possess-

ing second-ordercontinuous derivatives and that satisfy h(� 1)= h0(� 1)=
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h00(� 1)= h(1)= h0(1)= h00(1)= 0 and

Z 1

�1

fg0(u)g2h(u)du < 1 ;(6.4)

where g(u)= logh(u);that is,the Fisher inform ation associated with h is

�nite.The class H is nonem pty,since the density ofthe random variable

U = 2V � 1,where V isany beta (a;b)density with a;b> 3,satis�esthese

conditions.

C orollary 6.2. Suppose thatp= 1.Then Je�reys’prior is m inim ax

and �(�J)= inf�2� �(�).

Proof. Since L(�;�J)= 0, Je�reys’ prior is an equalizer prior. W e

therefore need to show that �J 2 �+ \ C \ U .Recallthat �J 2 C was an

assum ption m ade in Section 4.Also,since LY jX (�;�
J)= 0 for alln from

(2.5),�J 2 U .

If�J isproper,theresultnow followsim m ediatelyfrom Corollary6.1since

�Y jX (�
J)= 0 foralln.Suppose then that �J isim proper.W ithoutloss of

generality,we assum ethati(�)= 1,so thatJe�reys’priorisuniform .Since

�J isim proper,withoutlossofgenerality wetake�tobeeither(� 1 ;1 )or

(0;1 )by a suitablelineartransform ation.Now letU bea random variable

with density h 2 H .

Suppose �rst that �= (� 1 ;1 ) and let � k be the density of � = kU .

Clearly,�k 2 �,�k hassupport[� k;k]and �
0
k(�)= g0(u)=k,where�k = log�k

and u = �=k.Therefore,from (5.14),

d(�k;�
J)=

1

k2
E fg0(U )g2 ! 0

ask! 1 from (6.4)so that�J 2 �+ .Theresultnow followsfrom Theorem

6.1.

Nextsupposethat�= (0;1 )and let�k bethedensity of� = k(U + 1)+ 1.

Then �k 2 �, �k has support [1;2k + 1] and �0
k
(�)= g0(u)=k, where u =

(� � 1)=k� 1.Therefore,from (5.14),

d(�k;�
J)=

1

k2
E fg0(U )g2 ! 0

as k ! 1 from (6.4),so that �J 2 �+ and again the result follows from

Theorem 6.1. �

Example 6.1. Bernoullim odel.HereJe�reys’prioristhebeta(1=2;1=2)

distribution,which isthereforem inim ax from Corollary 6.2.Theunderlying

Bernoulliprobability m assfunction isf(xj�)= �x(1� �)1�x ;x = 0;1;0< � <
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1.Let �a be the density ofthe beta (a;a) distribution,where a> 0.It is

straightforward to check from (5.12)that

L(�;�a)=

�

a�
1

2

��

� 4

�

a�
1

2

�

+
a� 3=2

�(1� �)

�

;

from which we see that L(�;�1)= � 4, where �1 = �3=2, the beta (3
2
;3
2
)

distribution.Hence,the prior�1 would appearto dom inate Je�reys’prior.

In view ofCorollary 6.2,however,we conclude that condition (6.3) m ust

breakdown forthisprior.Indeed,itcan beshown directlythatcnLY jX (0;�1)

is an increasing function ofm for �xed n and that,when m = 1,we have

cnLY jX (0;�1)= n+ O (1).Bythecontinuity ofLY jX (�;�1)in (0;1),itfollows

that cn sup�LY jX (�;�1)! 1 as n ! 1 for every sequence (m n) and so

�1 =2 U .Therefore,�1 exhibitspoor�nitesam plepredictivebehaviorrelative

to Je�reys’priorforvaluesof� close to 0 or1.

Itisofsom e interestto com pare thisbehaviorwith the asym ptotic m in-

im ax analysisunderthe priorpredictive regret(4.1).Under(4.1),Je�reys’

priorisasym ptotically m axim in [8],butnotm inim ax dueto itspoorbound-

ary risk behavior.However,a sequenceofpriorsconverging to Je�reys’prior

can beconstructed thatisasym ptotically m inim ax [26].Underourposterior

predictive regretcriterion,Je�reys’priorisboth m axim in and m inim ax.In

particular,itfollowsthatitisnotpossibleto m odify the beta (3
2
;3
2
)distri-

bution atthe boundariesto m ake itasym ptotically m inim ax.

In theexam plesbelow ourstrategy foridentifyingam inim ax priorwillbe

to considera suitableclassofcandidatepriorsin C ,com putethepredictive

loss (5.12),identify the subclass of equalizer priors in U and choose the

prior�0 in thissubclass,assum ing itisnonem pty,with m inim um constant

loss.Clearly,�0 willbem inim ax overthissubclassofequalizerpriors.If,in

addition,itcan beshown that�0 2 �
+ ,then theconditionsofTheorem 6.1

hold and �0 ism inim ax over�.In particular,wewillseethatin dim ensions

greaterthan one,although Je�reys’priorisnecessarily im partial,itm ay not

be m inim ax.Thisisnotsurprising,since we know thatin the specialcase

oftransform ation m odelstherightHaarm easureisthebestinvariantprior

underposteriorpredictive loss(see Section 2).Exactm inim ax solutionsfor

Exam ples 6.2 and 6.3 underthe predictive regret (2.2) have recently been

obtained byLiangand Barron [19].Finally,alltheseexam plesaresu�ciently

regularforthestrongestform R3 ofrem ainderto hold forthepriors�0 that

are obtained.Hence,from Theorem 4.1(c),allthe resultswillapply foran

arbitrary am ountofprediction.

Example 6.2. Norm alm odelwith unknown m ean and variance.Here

X � N (�;�2) and � = (�;�).W e willshow that the prior �0(�)/ ��1 is

m inim ax.This is Je�reys’independence prior,or the right Haar m easure

underthe group ofa�ne transform ationsofthedata.
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Consider the class ofim proper priors �a(�)/ ��a on �,where a 2 R .

Transform ing to � = (�;�),where � = log�,these priors becom e �a(�)/

expf� (a � 1)�g in the �-param eterization. Here we �nd that i(�)=

diag(e�2� ;2).Since �a(�)= log�a(�)= � (a � 1)�,it follows im m ediately

from (5.2)thatA(�;�a)= 1

2
(a� 1)2.Furtherm ore,since ji(�)j= 2e�2� ,we

have �J(�)/ e�� = �2(�) so thatA(�;�J)= 1
2
.Itnow followsfrom (5.12)

thatL(�;�a)= 1

2
f(a� 1)2 � 1g.Therefore,allpriorsin thisclassareequal-

izerpriorsand L(�;�a)attainsitsm inim um valuein thisclasswhen a= 1,

which correspondsto �0(�)/ 1,or �0(�)/ ��1 in the �-param eterization.

Notethatthem inim um value� 1
2
< 0,which isthelossunderJe�reys’prior.

W enow show that�0 2 �
+ \ C \ U .Clearly,�0 2 C ,while�0 2 U follows

because LY jX (�;�0) is constant for alln since �0 is invariant under the

transitive group of transform ations of � induced by the group of a�ne

transform ationsoftheobservations(seeSection 2).Itrem ainsto show that

�0 2 �
+ .LetU1;U2 beindependentrandom variableswith com m on density

h 2 H and let�k bethejointdensity of� = (�;�),where� = k1U1;� = k2U2

and k1;k2 are functionsofk to be determ ined.Let�k = log�k.Then �kr=

k�1r g0(Ur);r= 1;2,whereg= logh.W rite� =
R1
�1
fg0(u)g2h(u)du < 1 since

h 2 H .Since �0(�)= log�0(�)isconstant,itfollowsfrom (5.14)that

d(�k;�0)= E [k�21 e
2�fg0(U1)g

2 + 1

2
k
�2
2 fg0(U2)g

2]� �fk�21 e
2k2 + 1

2
k
�2
2 g;

since � � k2.Now take k1 = kek;k2 = k.Then d(�k;�0)�
3�

2k2
! 0 ask! 1

and,hence,�0 2 �+ .Itnow follows from Theorem 6.1 that �0 ism inim ax

and that�(�0)=
1
2
.

Example 6.3. Norm al linear regression. Here X i � N (zTi �;�
2);

i= 1;:::;n, where Zn = (z1;:::;zn)
T is an n � q m atrix of rank q � 1

and � = (�;�).Using a sim ilar argum ent to that in Exam ple6.2,we can

show that again Je�reys’independence prior,or the right Haar m easure,

�0(�)/ ��1 ism inim ax.

Since the variables are not identically distributed in this exam ple,it is

notcovered by the asym ptotic theory ofSections4 and 5.However,under

suitablestability assum ptionson thesequence(zi)ofregressorvariables,at

leastthatVn � n�1 Z T
n Zn isuniform ly bounded away from zero and in�nity,

then a version ofTheorem 5.1 willapply.

Proceedingasin Exam ple6.2,weagain considertheclassofpriors�a(�)/

��a on �, where a 2 R . Transform ing to � = (�;�), where � = log�,

these priors becom e �a(�)/ expf� (a � 1)�g.Here we �nd that in(�)=

diag(e�2� Vn;2)and,exactly asin Exam ple6.2,weobtain A(�;�a)= 1
2
(a�

1)2.Here jin(�)j= 2jVnje
�2q� so �J(�)/ e�q� = �q+ 1(�) for alln,giving

A(�;�J)= 1
2
q2 and,hence,L(�;�a)= 1

2
f(a� 1)2� q2g.Therefore,allpriors

in this class are equalizer priors and L attains its m inim um value in this
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class when a = 1,which corresponds to �0(�)/ 1,or �0(�)/ ��1 in the

�-param eterization.Notice thatthe drop in predictive lossincreasesasthe

square ofthe num berq ofregressorsin the m odel.Note also thatthe ratio

jinj
�1 jin+ 1jisfreefrom �,so thata version ofTheorem 4.1 willhold.

Exactly asin Exam ple 6.2,�0 2 C \ U and itrem ainsto show that�0 2

�+ .Letp= q+ 1and Uj;j= 1;:::;p,beindependentrandom variableswith

com m on density h 2 H .W ith the sam e de�nitions as in Exam ple 6.2,let

�r = k1Ur;r= 1;:::;q;� = k2Up,so that�kr = k
�1
1 g0(Ur);r= 1;:::;q;�kp =

k
�1
2 g0(Up).Then itfollowsfrom (5.14)that,with thesum m ationsoverrand

s running from 1 to q,

d(�k;�0)= E fe2�V rs
n �kr�ks+

1
2
�
2
kpg

= E fk�21 e
2�
V
rs
n g

0(Ur)g
0(Us)+

1
2
k
�2
2 g

0(Up)
2g

� �fk�21 e
2k2trace(V �1

n )+ 1
2
k
�2
2 g;

using
R1
�1
g0(u)h(u)du = 0.Now takek1 = kek;k2 = k.Then,asbefore,d(�k;

�0)! 0 ask! 1 and,hence,�0 2 �
+ .Itfollowsfrom Theorem 6.1 that�0

ism inim ax and �(�0)=
q2

2
.

Interestingly,wenotethatthepriors�0 identi�ed in Exam ples6.2and 6.3

also giveriseto m inim um predictivecoverage probability bias;see[12].The

next exam ple is m ore challenging and illustrates the di�culties associated

with �nding m inim ax priorsm ore generally.

Example 6.4. M ultivariatenorm al.HereX � N q(�;�),with � com pris-

ing allelem entsof� and �.W rite� �1 = T0T,whereT = (tij)isa lowertri-

angularm atrix satisfying tii> 0.Let� = (�1;:::;�q)
0; i= tii;1� i� q; =

( 1;:::; q)
0;�ij = t

�1
ii tij;1� j< i� q and �(i)= (�i1;:::;�i;i�1 )

0;2� i� q.

Then 
 = ( 0;�(2)
0

;:::;�(q)
0

;�0)0 is a one-to-one transform ation of�.The

loglikelihood is

l(
)=

qX

i= 1

log i�
1
2

"
qX

i= 1

 
2
i

(
iX

j= 1

�ij(xj� �j)

) 2#

;

writing �ii= 1;i= 1;:::;q.O nethen �ndsthattheinform ation m atrix i(
)

isblock diagonalin  1;:::; q;�
(2)0;:::;�(q)

0

;�0and isgiven by

diag(2 
�2
1 ;:::;2 �2q ; 

2
2�11;:::; 

2
q�q�1;q�1 ;��1 );

where �ii is the subm atrix of� corresponding to the �rst i com ponents

ofX .Using the fact that j�iij=
Q
i
j= 1 

�2
j ;i= 1;:::;q,we obtain ji(
)j=

2q
Q q

i= 1 
4i�2q�2

i .

Considerthe classofpriors�a(�)/ j�j�(q+ 2�a)=2 on �,where a2 R .In

the 
-param eterization,thisclassbecom es�a(
)/
Q q

i= 1 
2i�q�a�1

i .Noting
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that the case a = 0 is Je�reys’prior,it is straightforward to show from

(5.12)thatL(
;�)=
q

2
f(a� 1)2 � 1g.Therefore,allpriorsin thisclass are

equalizer priors and L attains its m inim um value within this class when

a= 1.From invarianceconsiderationsvia a�netransform ationsofX ,itcan

be shown thatthese priorsare also equalizerpriorsfor�nite n and,hence,

are allin the class U .These results therefore suggest that the right Haar

prior�0(�)/ j�j�(q+ 1)=2 arising from thea�negroup ism inim ax.However,

in this exam ple it does not appear to be possible to approxim ate �0 by

a sequence ofcom pact priors,as was done in the previous exam ples.W e

conjecture,however,that�0 can beapproxim ated by a suitablesequenceof

proper priors so that Theorem 6.1 willgive the m inim axity of�0,but we

have been unable to dem onstrate this.This exam ple does show,however,

thatJe�reys’priorisdom inated by �0.

Interestingly,furtheranalysis reveals thatthe prior �1(
)/
Q q

i= 1 
�1
i is

also an equalizerpriorand thatitdom inates�0.In the �-param eterization

thispriorbecom es�1(�)/ f
Q q

i= 1j�iijg
�1 .However,thispriorisseen to be

noninvariantundernonsingulartransform ation ofX and,furtherm ore,does

notsatisfy theboundednesscondition (6.3).

In the case q= 2,in the param eterization � = (�1;�2;�1;�2;�),where �i
isthestandard deviation ofX i;i= 1;2;and � = Corr(X 1;X 2),Je�reys’prior

and �0 becom e,respectively,

�
J(�)/ �

�2
1 �

�2
2 (1� �

2)�2 ;

�0(�)/ �
�1
1 �

�1
2 (1� �

2)�3=2 :

Therefore(seetheparagraph below),�0 isJe�reys’\two-step" prior.In the

context ofour predictive set-up,m arginalization issues correspond to pre-

dicting only certain functionsofthe future data Y = (X n+ 1;:::;X n+ m ).In

general,theassociated m inim ax predictivepriorwilldi�erfrom thatforthe

problem ofpredicting the entire future data Y unless the selected statis-

ticsjustform a su�ciency reduction ofY .Such questionswillbe explored

in future work.Thus,ifwe were only interested in predicting the correla-

tion coe�cient ofa future set ofbivariate data,then we m ight start with

the observed correlation as the data X and use Je�reys’prior in this sin-

gle param eter case,which is �(�)/ (1� �2)�1 .For furtherdiscussion and

referenceson the choice ofpriorin thisexam ple,see [6],page 363.

Finally,wenotethecorrespondingresultforgeneralqin thecase� known.

Again,considering the class ofpriors �a(�)/ j�j�(q+ 2�a)=2 on �,we �nd

thattheoptim alchoiceisa= 1,so�0 isasgiven aboveand in thiscasecoin-

cideswith Je�reys’prior.Thiswasalso shown to bea predictiveprobability

m atching priorin [12]in the case q= 2.

Under the conditions ofTheorem 6.1,it is possible to change the base

m easure from Je�reys’prior to �0,since �0 is neutralwith respect to �J
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underL(�;�).Denoting quantitieswith respectto thebasem easure�0 with

a zero subscript,sinceL(�;�0)= c� 0 and �(�0)= � c,wehave,for� 2 �1 ,

L0(�;�)= L(�;�)� L(�;�0)= L(�;�)� c

and for� 2 �,

�0(�)= �(�)+ c:

Therefore,with respectto thebasem easure�0,thepredictivelossunder�0
becom esL0(�;�0)= 0 and them inim um predictiveinform ation,attained at

� = �0,iszero.

7. Discussion. In this paper we have obtained an asym ptotic predic-

tive loss function that re
ects the �nite sam ple size predictive behavior of

alternative priors when the sam ple size is large for arbitrary am ounts of

prediction.This loss function is related to that in [14]for the com parison

ofestim ative predictive distributionsbased on Bayes estim ators.Itcan be

used to derive nonsubjective priors that are im partial,m inim ax and m ax-

im in,which is equivalent here to m inim izing a m easure ofthe predictive

inform ation contained in a prior.In dim ensionsgreaterthan one,unlikean

analysis based on prior predictive regret,the m axim in prior m ay not be

Je�reys’prior.A num ber ofexam ples have been given to illustrate these

ideas.

Asdiscussed in [23],asm odelcom plexity increases,itbecom esm oredif-

�cultto m ake sensible priorassignm ents,while atthe sam e tim e the e�ect

ofthepriorspeci�cation on the�nalinferenceofinterestbecom esm orepro-

nounced.Itistherefore im portantto have sound m ethodology available for

the construction and im plem entation ofpriorsin the m ultiparam eter case.

W e believe that our prelim inary analysis ofthe posterior predictive regret

(2.1)indicatesthatitshould bea valuabletoolforsuch an enterprise.M ore

extensive analysis is now required,particularly aim ed at developing gen-

eralm ethods of�nding exact and approxim ate solutions for the practical

im plem entation ofthis work and investigating connections with predictive

coverage probability bias.Localpriors (see,e.g.,[23,24]) are expected to

play a role.Itwould also beinteresting to develop asym ptotically im partial

m inim ax posteriorpredictive losspriorsfordependentobservationsand for

various classes ofnonregular problem s.In particular,allthe de�nitions in

Section 2 fornonasym ptoticsettingswillapply and could beused to explore

predictive behaviornum erically.
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