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W e explore the construction of nonsub fctive prior distributions
In Bayesian statistics via a posterior predictive relative entropy re—
gret criterion.W e carry out a m inin ax analysis based on a derived
asym ptotic predictive loss function and show that this approach to
prior construction has a num ber of attractive features. T he approach
here di ers from previous work that uses either prior or posterior
relative entropy regret in that we consider predictive perform ance in
relation to altemative nondegenerate prior distribbutions. T he theory
is ilustrated w ith an analysis of som e speci c exam ples.

1. Introduction. There is an extensive literature on the developm ent of
ob Ective prior distributionsbased on informm ation loss criteria. Bemardo [B]
obtains reference priorsby m axin izing the Shannon m utual nform ation be-
tween the param eter and the sam pl. These priors are m axin in solutions
under relative entropy loss; see, for exam ple, [3, 8] for further analysis, dis-
cussion and references. In regular param etric fam ilies the reference prior for
the full param eter is Je reys’ prior. It is argued In [5], however, that when
nuisance param eters are present, then the appropriate reference prior should
depend on which param eter(s) are deem ed to be of prin ary interest. This
dependence on param eters of Interest is m irrored In the approach to prior
developm ent viam inin ization of coverage probability bias; see, for exam ple,
L1, 23, 25] for further aspects of this approach.

In the present paper we explore the construction of nonsub Ective prior
distribbutions via predictive perform ance. It is possible to use Bemardo’s ap—
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proach to obtain reference priors for prediction. However, as shown in [B],
this program tums out to be equivalent to obtaining the reference prior for
the full param eter, w hich produces Je reys’ prior in regular problm s. Fur-
ther analysis along these lines is carried out in [L7].D atta et al. [12] explore
prior construction using predictive probability m atching, which is shown
to produce sensble prior distrdbutions in a num ber of standard exam ples.
In the present article we follow Bemardo ] and Barron [B] by taking an
Inform ation-theoretic approach and using an entropy-based risk finction.
However, here we focus on the posterior predictive relative entropy regret,
as opposed to the prior predictive relative entropy regret used by these au-
thors. O ur starting point is the predictive nform ation criterion introduced
by A ichison [1], which was also discussed by A kaike R] as a criterion for
the selection of cb fctive priors. W e depart from these and other authors
by taking a m ore Bayesian viewpoint, in that we are less concemed here
w ith perform ance In repeated sam pling but rather w ith perform ance in re—
lation to altemative prior speci cations. The m ain ain of the paper is to
search for uniform , or in partial, m inim ax priors under an associated predic—
tive loss function. T hese priors are also m axin in, or last favorable, which
can be Interpreted here as giving rise to m nimum Infom ation predictive
distributions.

T he organization ofthe paper isas follow s.W e start in Section 2 by de n—
Ing the posterior predictive regret, which m easures the regret when using a
posterior predictive distribbution under a particular prior in relation to the
posterior predictive distribution underan altemative properprior.W ede ne
a related predictive loss function and argue that this is a suiable criterion
for the com parison of altemative prior speci cations. W e discuss inform ally
the results In Section 6 on Im partial, m nin ax and m axin In priors under a
large sam ple version ofthis Joss finction .W e also give a de nition ofthe pre—
dictive inform ation in a prior distribution . T hroughout wem ake connections
w ith standard quantities that arise in inform ation theory. In Section 3 we
relate posterior predictive regret and loss to prior predictive regret and loss
and In Section 4 we cbtain the asym ptotic behavior of the posterior predic—
tive regret, which is cbtained via an analysis of the higher-order asym ptotic
behavior of the prior predictive regret. T he higher-order analysis carried out
iIn Section 5, which is of Independent interest, leads to expressions for the
asym ptotic form s of the posterior predictive regret, predictive inform ation
and predictive loss. In Section 6 we Investigate In partial m inim ax priors
under our asym ptotic predictive loss function. It tums out that these priors
also m Inin ize the asym ptotic inform ation in the predictive distrdbution. In
the case of a singlke real param eter, Je reys’ prior tums out to bem nin ax.
However, in din ensions greater than one, the m inim ax solution need not be
Je reys’ prior. T he theory is illustrated with an analysis of som e gpoeci c
exam ples, and som e concliding rem arks are given in Section 7.
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T here are a num ber of appealing aspects of the proposed B ayesian predic—
tive approach to prior determ ination. F irst, since the focus is on prediction,
there isno need to specify a set of param eters deam ed to be of interest. Sec—
ond, di culties associated w ith in proper priors are avoided In the form ula—
tion of posterior predictive, as opposed to prior predictive, criteria. T hird,
the m Inim ax priors identi ed in Section 6 arise as lim its of proper priors.
Fourth, thesem inin ax priors are also m axin in, or least favorable for predic—
tion, which can be interpreted here asm inin izing the predictive inform ation
contained in a prior. F nally, and in portantly, the sam e asym ptotic predic—
tive loss criterion em erges regardless ofw hether one is considering prediction
of a single fiture ocbservation or a lJarge num ber of future cbservations.

2. Posterior predictive regret and in partial priors. Consider a para—
m etricm odelw ith density p( J ) with respecttoa - niemeasure ,where

= (l;i%::; P) is an unknown param eter in an open set RP,p 1.Let
P )= p&xj)d () bethemarginaldensity of X under the prior distri-
bution on ,whereboth andp may be inproper.Let Dbe the class
of pror distrbbutions satisfyingp K )< 1 as. () orall 2 .Thatis,

2 ifandonly ifP (X :p K )< 1l g)=1Prall 2

W e supposethat X representsdata tobedbserved and Y represents future
cbservations to be predicted. D enote by p (yk) the posterior predictive
density of Y given X = x underthe prior 2 .Let be the class of
allproperpriordistribbutionson .For 2 and 2 ,de netheposterior
predictive regret

YA

p (VXK)
@a) dy ¢ (7 )= bg —— p &;jy)d &K)d ):
P X)
W e note that dy x ( ; ) is the conditional relative entropy, or expected

Kulback{Lebler divergence, D © ¥ X )kp (¥ X)), between the predictive
densities under and . See, for exam ple, the book by Cover and T hom as
[L0] for de nitions and properties of the various Inform ation-theoretic quan—
tities that ardise In thiswork. It llow s from standard resuls in inform ation
theory that the quantity dy ¢ ( ; ) alwaysexists possbly +1 ) and isnon-—
negative. It is zero when =  and is therefore the expected regret under
the loss function logp (yk) associated w ith using the predictive density
P ¥) when X and Y arise from p (x) andp (y¥k), respectively.

W hen = f g,thedistrbbution degenerate at 2 ,wewillsinply write
dyx (7 )=d&x (; ), where

Z 2 ,
22) Gy (5= by BYEL) peiuid wd @)
P YX)

is the expected regret under the loss function logp (yvk) associated w ith
using the predictive density p (yk) when X and Y arise from pxj ) and
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PV XK; ), respectively. The regret @ 2) is the conditional relative entropy
D @ X; )kp (¥ X)).The readily derived relationship
Z Z

@3) dryx (7)d ()=dx (;)+ dyx (;)d ()

In plies that (22) is a proper scoring rule, as pointed out by A itchison [1];
that is, the left-hand side of (2.3) attains its m inImum wvalue over 2
when = .W e note that the nal ntegral In @.3) is the Shannon con-
ditionalmutual nform ation I (Y ; X ) between Y and oconditional on X
(under the prior ).Conditionalm utual nform ation hasbeen used by Sun
and Berger R1] for deriving reference priors conditional on a param eter to
which a sub fctive prior has been assigned, and by C larke and Yuan P] for
deriving possibly data-dependent \partial nform ation" reference priors that
are conditional on a statistic.

De nition (2.1) oftheposterior predictive regret ism otivated by standard
argum ents for adopting the logarithm ic score logg (Y ) asan operationalutil-
ity function when using g as a predictive density for the random quantity
Y ; see, for exam ple, the discussion in Chapter 2 of [6]. T he criterion (22)
was used by A ichison [l] for the purpose of com paring the predictive per—
form ance ofestin ative and posterior predictive distributions, which was fol-
lowed up by Kom aki [16], who considered the associated asym ptotic theory
for curved exponential fam ilies. H artigan [14] obtained related higherorder
asym ptotic expressions which he used to com pare estin ative predictive dis—
tributions based on (piascorrected) m axinum likellhhood and Bayes esti-
m ators. Akaike PR] discussed the use of 22) for the selection of ob pctive
priors. A sin ilar approach was also proposed by G eisser in his discussion of
Bemardo [B].Recently, Liang and Barron [19] have derived exact m inin ax
priors under the criterion (22) for location and scale fam ilies.

The criterion (2.1) extends the dom ain of de nition of (22) from degen—
erate priors £ g to allproperpriors 2 .W earguethat .1) isa suiabl
B ayesian perform ance characteristic for assessing the predictive perform ance
ofa nonsub Ective prior distribution when arises from altemative proper
pror distrbutions . There are two ways of thinking about this. First, we
m ight be interested in the predictive perform ance of a proposed nonsub £c—
tive prior distribution under its repeated use, as opposed to its perform ance
under repeated sam pling, asm easured by (22).From thispoint ofview,we
could consider the prior selection problem as an idealized gam e between the
Statistician and N ature, in which each player selects a prior distribution.
An alemative viewpoint is to consider (2.1) as m easuring the predictive
perform ance of In relation to a sub fctive prior distrdbution  that is as
yet unspeci ed. Thus, m ight re ect the prior beliefs, yet to be elicited,
of an expert. In this case the prior selection problem could be viewed as a
gam e between the Statistician and an Expert. It is possble, of course, that
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the Statistician and E xpert are the sam e person, whose prior beliefs have
yet to be properly form ulated.

A kaike R] considered priors that give constant posterior predictive regret
(2 2), referring to such priors as uniform or \in partial" priors. Such priors
will only exist in special cases, however. A chieving constant regret over all
possblepriors 2 in (2.1) isclkarly neverpossbl since, forany xed 2

, the precision of the predictive distrdbution under w illtend to Increase

as becom es m ore nform ative, n which case ¢, x ( ; ) will eventually
Increase. A ltematively, sihce  is unknown, one m ight w ish to consider the
minin axity of overall 2 .However, them axinum regret willtend to
occur at degenerate .W e would therefore be led back to the frequentist
risk criterion (2 2),which isnot the ob Fct of prim ary interest in the present
paper.

For these reasons, we w ill study the loss function

24) Lyx (7 i%)=0yx (i) dx(;®);

provided that this exists (see lJater), which is the posterior predictive regret
associated w ith using the prior com pared to usinga xed base prior B 2

.Since we w ill be investigating default priors for prediction, it is necessary
that our procedure or choosing the basemeasure B is such that p© k)
does not depend on the particular param eterization of the m odel that is
adopted. W e are therefore inevitably led to a choice of base m easure that
is Invariant under arbirary reparam eterization. In the case of a regular
param etric fam ily, an cbvious candidate for B is Je reys’ invariant prior
w ith density proportional to L ( )3, where I( ) is Fisher's infom ation
In the sampl X . Since we will only be considering reqular likelihoods in
the rest of this paper, we take B = Y in the sequel and sinply write
Lyx (7 79)=Lyyx (i ).

A ssum e that the base Je reys’ prior J satis es dy;x (;79)<1 prall

2 and lkt pY (yk) be the conditional density of Y given X under Y.
Then the (posterior) predictive loss fiinction de ned by

Lyx (7 )=gdox (i) dx (i)
@.5) Ty K) .
= log w pxiyj)d ®)d ()
p X
is well de ned, although pROSS:Ib]y +1 .Now kt yx be the class of

proper priors forwhich dyy (; 7)d ()< 1 .Thenfor 2 and 2
y ¥ » Wwe can de ne the expected predictive loss
Z

LYj}((;)zzLY:X(;)d()Z

2.6) = dyx(;)d () dyx (;DHd ()
=dyj?((;) dfjx(;J);



6 T.J.SWEETING,G.S.DATTA AND M .GHOSH

asin 24).Sinhce 2 y x »the nalline iswellde ned (ossbl +1 ).
Next wede ne, or 2 ,

Z 7
p YX)
@.n ()= (; )= g ———— ®;y)d x)d ¥):
Y X % x I Sy P& (Vg
Since the negative conditional relative entropy  dy ¢ ( 7 Iy= D ]

X )kp’ (Y ¥ )) is a natural inom ation-theoretic m easure of the uncertainty
In the predictive distrbbution p (Y X ), wewillreferto y x ( ) asthe pre—
dictive information In  .Here ¥ (yk) acts as a nom alization of the con-
ditional enfropy of p (yk).From relation @3) with = 7, we see that
yx () de(;J)d (), from which it ollows that sup, vy ( )=
sup , vy (£ g).That is, the maxinum predictive infom ation occurs at
(or near) a degenerate prior. T hus, Y X% ( ) isa naturalentropy-based m ea—
sure of the Inform ation in the predictive distrbution p (yX). Note that,
again from (2.3), ij( )< 1 whenever 2 YK -

It now Pllows from (2.3), 2.6) and (2.7) that, or 2 and 2 Y K s
we can write

28) Ay (7 )=Lyyx (7 )+ yx ()

W e will explore priors or which Ly ¢ ( ; ) is approxin ately constant in

2 .NoU'oet’hatjfLY:X ( ; ) isapproxim ately constant, then, from €.8),
dy x ( ; ) is approxim ately constant over all  having the sam e predictive
nform ation y ¢ ( ). This therefore provides a suitable notion of approxi-
m ate uniform iy of the posterior predictive regret 2.1).

In Sections 4 and S5wew illderive large sam ple form s, L ( ; );L ( ; ); ()
and d( ; ), respectively, of suitably nomm alized versions of Ly x (5 )
Lyx (7 )iyx ( )and & ¢ (7 ) and sinply refer to L ( ; ) as the pre-
dictive loss function. In portantly, for am ooth priors this asym ptotic loss
function w ill not depend on the am ount of prediction Y to be carried out.
In Section 6 we w ill investigate uniform and m inim ax priors under predic—
tive loss. A s is often the case In gam e theory, there is a strong relationship
between constant loss, m inim ax and m axin In priors. W e give an inform al
statem ent of Theorem 6.1 .An equalizer prior isa prior forwhich the pre-
dictive loss function L ( ; ) is constant over 2 . Suppose that g is an
equalizer prior and that there exists a sequence  of proper priors In the
class , to be de ned In Section 4, forwhich d(; ¢)! Oask! 1 .
Then Theorem 6.1 states that ¢ ismihimax wih regpect to L ( ; ) and

(g)= Inf, ( ); that is, ¢ contains m Inimnum predictive inform ation
about Y . This latter property is equivalent to (¢ being m axim in, or last
favorable, underL ( ; ).Sihceby construction L ( ;)= 0Prall 2 , 7
is autom atically an equalizer prior. H ow ever, there m ay not exist a sequence

« of properpriorswith d(y; Y) ! 0, n which case Je reys’ priorm ay not
bem inin ax. Som e exam ples w illbe given in Section 6.
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A lthough the focus of this paper is on the general asym ptotic form of
the predictive loss, we brie y note the im plications of adopting either the
posterior predictive regret (22) or the predictive loss (2.5) In the special
case where the fam ily p( j ) of densities is Invariant under a suitable group
G of transform ations of the sam pl space. See, for exam ple, Chapter 6 in
4] for a general discussion of invariant decision problem s. Let G be the
Induced group of transform ations on . Then the predictive loss (2.5) is
invariant under G and the invariant decisions are mvariant priors satisfying

G())/ ()X =dg( )jorallg2 G. If the group G is transitive, then
the predictive loss is constant for every invariant prior. Furthem ore, if we
consider the broader decision problem n which we replace p ( k) by the
arbirary decision function (x)= g,whereqg; ( ) istobeused asa predictive
density or Y when X = x, then it can be shown that p® (yk), the posterior
predictive density under the right Haarm easure on , is the best Invariant
predictive density under the posterior predictive regret (22).Sice Y isan
Invariant prior, i further llow s that the right Haar m easure is the best
Invariant prior under the predictive loss function 2.5). Since subm ission
of the nal version of the present paper, a carefill analysis using (22) for
location and scale fam ilies has appeared In [19].

Retuming to the de nition of the predictive loss function (2.4) relative
to an arbitrary basem easure B, we see that this is related to the expected
predictive loss (2.6) by the equation

Lyg (5 i5)=Lyx (i) ILyyx (;°):

T herefore, usihg B will give rise to an equivalent predictive loss fiinction
ifand only ifLy x ( ; ®) is constant in . In this case we say that ® is
neutralrelative to Y.

3. Relationshi to prior predictive regret. In this section we relate the
posterior predictive regret (2 2) and loss function (2.5) to the priorpredictive
regret and loss function .W ew illuse these relationships in Section 4 to obtain
the asym ptotic posterior predictive regret d( ; ) and lossL ( ; ).

For 2 ,we de ne the prior predictive regret by

G1) dx (;)=D P 3 )kp ® )= Ig 2&

p&j)d &);

which isthe relative entropy D (e X j )kp X )) between p (xj ) and the prior
predictive density p (X).Note that may be inproper in this de nition.
In that case, unlike the posterior predictive regret, altemative nom alizing
constants w ill give rise to altemative versions of (3.1), di ering by constants.
T he prior predictive regret (3.1) is the focus ofwork by Bemardo [B], C larke
and Barron [/] and others. Now de ne ¢ to be the class of priors
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in orwhichdy (; )<1 Prall 2 .If Y2 x,then or 2 we
de ne the prior predictive loss by

B2 Ly (; )=k (;) & (;9=

which iswellde ned (possbly +1 ).

T he posterior predictive regret (22) and loss (2.5) are sinply related
to the prior predictive regret (3.1) and loss (32). The Pllow ing result is
essentially the chain rule for relative entropy. However, we form ally state
and prove it since, rst, the distrbution of X m ay be In proper here and,
second, we need to m ake sure that these relationships are well de ned.

Lemma 3.1. Supposethat 2 xy.Then 2 x,dyx (; )<1 fPr
all 2 and

(33) dyyx (7 )=y (i) &(i):
Iffurther 72 yxy,thenLyy (; )<1 frall 2 and

34) Ly (7 )=Ixxy (7 ) Ix (7 ):

Proof. Since 2 ,themarghaldensitiesp &K )andp K;Y)arcas.
() niteforall 2 .TherfPre,
Z Z

p &y)= pEiyJ)d ()=p &) pxk; )do ( K)=p ®K)p GK);

since, by de nition, p&xj)d ( )=p ®)dp ( k). It now Pollows straight—
forwardly from the de nitions (22) and (3.1) that

35) dxy (7 )= x (7 )+ &k ()

Sihce 2 xuy, i ©lows from (3.5) that both dyj>< (;)<1 and 2
x and, hence, relation (3.3) hods.Since 2 y and Y2 «, i ®lows
from (32) that Ly ¢ ( ; ) is nite forall .Finally, sihce 72 ,we have
p’ &;v) = p’ ®)p’ (yk) and relation (3.4) ollow s straightforwardly from the
de nitions (25) and 32). R
Finally, ket « be the class of priors n satisfying dx ( ;
Iyd ()< 1 . Tt Pllow sfrom equation 8.3) of Lemm a 3.1 that T2 g
and 2 xy implythat dyy ( ;9)d ()< 1; 2y and
z 7 z
dyx (5 9)d ()= deky (;d () S (;7)d ():

Therefore, if 2 yxy and 2 X;Y,thenthee><pectedposter:ior]ossLyj< ( ;)
at (2.6) iswellde ned.
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4. A sym ptotic behavior of the predictive loss. T hroughout the rem ain—
der of this article we specialize to the case X = K q1;:::;X ) and ¥ =

sity £ (xj ) wih respect to a measure .In the present section we nvesti-
gate the asym ptoticbehaviorasn ! 1 ofthe predictive loss function (2.5).
In particular, we will show that, under suitable regularity conditions, the
asym ptotic form of 2.5) (after suiable nom alization) is the sam e regard—
less of the am ount m of prediction to be perform ed. T his leads to a general
de nijon for broad classes of priors and ofthe (asym ptotic) predictive
IossL ( ; ), hfomation ( ) and regretd( ; ).

For an asym ptotic analysis of the posterior predictive regret (22) and loss
function 2.5), from (32), 33) and (B4), we see that it su ces to study
the asym ptotic behavior ofthe priorpredictive regret dy ( ; ).Supposethat

2 hasa density w ith respect to Lebesguem easure. For notational conve-
nience, in what Pllow swe w ill the sam e symbol to denote thisdensity.
Let1( )=n'lgp® j)=n'" 1 logfX;j)bethenom alized loglkeli-
hood finction and ket i( )= E £ 12( )g= n ! I( ) beFisher’s inform ation
per cbservation.A standard result for the prior predictive regret (3.1) when

isa density (see, eg., [7]) is that, under suitable regularity conditions,

N =2
@1) 6 (1)=Pog 2 4 g 2O g
2 2 e ()
asn! 1 . Herethe appearing in the rsttem on the right-hand side of
(4.1) is the usual transcendental num ber and should not be confiised w ith

the prior ( ). Taking Je reys’ priortobe Y ( )= i( )¥?, i ©Olow s from
(32) and (4.1) that the prior predictive loss satis es

Lx (; )= Ilog +o@):

3 )3
()

tnow ollows from (3.4) that, orany sequencem = m , 1ILYj?( (; )=
o(l); that is, to rst order the posterior predictive loss is identically zero
for every an ooth prior . It is therefore necessary to develop further the
asym ptotic expansion in (4.1). Let " denote the m axinum lkelhood esti-
m atorbased on thedata X and assum e that the observed inform ation m atrix
J= nl®(") ispositive de nite overthe set S orwhichP (S)= 1+ o 1),
uniform Iy In com pact subsets of

Let 1 bethechssofpriors 2 forwhich 2 x foralln and kt
C 1 betheclhssofpriorsin 1 thatpossessdensities having continuous
second-order derivatives throughout .T hen, under suitable additional reg—
ularity conditionson £ and 2 C to bediscussed In Section 5, them arginal
density of X is

p &)= @ )PP pxi) (O)fl+ on t)g;
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where s3 = (1+ by )? is a Bayesian Bartktt correction, with by = 0 @ *);
e, for exam ple, P2]. T herefore, we can w rite

pxj) p n i) A P
=g — +lbg =——— f1 1 =
—— S P9 o2 g ) jSe3) nfl() ()g2
¢ 1 7 1
bg — +-bg —— +0 —
S0 T2 103 T %
SihceE hfl(") 1( )gl=pg ( )=2+ ol '), where 2 ( )= fl+ Iy ( ) is
a frequentist B artlett correction, with br ( )= O m?!), it ollows from (3.1)
that
o =2
@2) & (7 1=Pog = v pg 2O,
2 e ()
w here
ha(; )= pfE @)+ ke ()g+E by ——
1 T 1
= g —. o —
2 T()J n

Under suitabl regularity conditions, the lading term In (4.3) tums out
tobe O (0 '), shce both the Bayesian and frequentist B artlett corrections
areO (! ), as are all the expectations on the right-hand side of 43).W e
w il therefore suppose that h, is of the form

D(;)

4 .4) hy(; )= on + ()

where D ( ; ) is continuous in and the ram ainder tetm i ( ; ) satis es
one of the ©llow Ing three successively stronger conditions:

Rl.n, ( ; )=o(nl)unjﬁ)nn]yjnoompactsof;
R2. 1, ( ; )=O(nz)unjﬁ)nn]yjnoompactsof;
R3.m,(; )=E ( ; 2+ omn 2)unjﬁ)nn]yjnoompactsof ,whereE ( ; )

is continuous In

T he above three form s of rem ainder require sucocessively stronger assum p—
tions about both the lkelhood p( j ) and the prior ( ). Suitable sets of
reqularity conditions for the validity of (4.4) w illbe discussed in Section 5.
In particular, 2 C isa su cient condition on the prior for the w eakest form
R1 ofrem ainder.The form ofD ( ; ) for 2 C willbe derived In Section 5.

T hroughout the rem ainderofthe paperwe assum ethat 7 2 C and de ne,
forall 2C,

45) L(;)=D(;) D(;):
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Wenotethat L ( ; ) iswellde ned when is In proper since the arbitrary
nom alizing constant In  does not appear in D ( ; ).W e will study the
asym ptotic behavior of the posterior predictive Ioss 25) asn ! 1 foran
arbirary numberm , 1 ofpredictionsY;.Letc,=2nn+ my,)=m,.The
next theoram gives conditions under w hich

(4.6) GLyx (7 )P LCs )

uniform Iy In com pacts of under each of the form sR1{R 3 of rem ainder.

Theorem 4.1.

(@) Supposethat R1holds.Then (4.6) hodswhenever Im inf,, 1 m ,=n >

(o) Suppose that R2 holds. Then (4.6) hods wheneverm, ! 1 .
(c) Suppose that R3 holds. Then (4.6) holds for every sequence (m ,) of
positive integers.

Proof. First note that 32), 42), 44) and “.S5) give, on taking
T()= 31053,
i )32 L(;i)

-7 i)= n (7 )i
@.7 Lx (; )= Iog ) on m(i)

wherer, ( ; )=1(; ) m(; J).A 1o note that, shoe 2 1 ,Lemma
31 applies foralln.

(@) From (34), 4.7) andR1l,wehave Ly 4 (; )=g'L(; )+om™’)
and (4.6) Plows sihcen ‘g, = 2@ 'n+ 1) and Im sup,, ; m 'n< 1 .

o) From (3.4), 4.7) andR2,wehaveLY§< (; )=%1L(; Y+ o@m?)
and (4.6) Plows sincen g, = 2@m > +n 1) ! 0.

(©) From (34), (47) and R3, we have Lyy (; )= g fL(; )+
d'E(; )g+ on?), where d, = f2@n + my)g'nm + m,) and
E(;)=E(;) E(;7).@6) Plowssinced® =0(n ')andn ?c, =
2(m ' + n ') isbounded.

Theoram 4.1 tellsusthat, although the predictive loss function 2.5) cov—
ers an In nite variety of possbilities for the am ount of data to be observed
and predictions to be m ade, it is approxin ately equivalent to the single
loss function (45), provided that a su cient am ount of data X is to be
cbserved. A lthough this is not surprising given the form of (4.7) and the
relation (3.4), it considerably sim pli es the task of assessing the predictive
risk arising from using altemative priors. W e will refer to L ( ; ) as the
(asym ptotic) predictive loss finction.A special case of interest arises when
m, = n, which corresponds to prediction of a replicate data set ofthe sam 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 Ibrahin [18] refer to the
posterior predictive density of Y in this case as the \predictive density ofa
replicate experin ent," which they study In relation to m odel choice.

Now ket 1 betheclassofpriors 2 forwhich 2 y foralln.AL
though the expected predictive ossLy ¢ ( ; ) iswellde ned (possbly +1 )
wher%{ 2 1 and 2 1, In general, the expected asym ptotic predictive
Ioss L(; )d () may not exist, and when i does, additional conditions
w ill be needed for it to be the lin it of the expected Ioss gLy ¢ ( ; ). In
order to retain generality, we w ill extend the dom ain of de nition of the
asym ptotic predictive loss (4.5) so that it isde ned forall 2 1 and

2 1 .Thus, or 2 1 ; 2 1 and a given sequence (m,) of positive
Integers, we de ne the (@asym ptotic) predictive loss to be

4.8) L(; )=Jir}§uanLY;x(; )i

which always exists (possbly +1 ).Thus, L ( ; ) represents the asym ptot—
ically worst-case predictive loss when the prior is used in relation to the
altemative properprior .Sincethedegenerateprior = f gisin ; , 4.8)
also providesa de nition of L ( ; ) forall 2 1 ; 2 ,which agreesw ith
4.5) whenever 2 C 1 and one of the conditions R1{R 3 holds.
Now de nethe (asym ptotic) predictive inform ation contained in 2 7 \
1 to be
“4.9) ()= L(; )=1lmind yx ()

n! 1

and lt 1 \ 1 betheclhassof forwhich ( )< 1 .Fially, for
2 1 and 2 ,de ne

(4.10) d(; )=L(; )+ ()

w hich isthe asym ptotic form ofequation (2.8).Thenext lemm a in pliesthat
the predictive loss function (4.8) isa -proper scoring rule and thatd( ; )
is the regret associated with L ( ; ).

Lemma 4.1. Forall 2 ,

nf L(; )=L(; )= ():
2 1
Proof. Let 2 .By construction,d( ; )= 0,soweonly need to show
thatd( ; ) Ofrall 2 ; .Shce 2 1 and 2 ;1 \ 1 ,wehave
2 xyand 2 xy \ x, foralln and,hence, thequantitiesLy  ( ; )
and Ly ¢ ( ; )arebothwellde ned.Butly 4 ( ; ) Ly (; )andmul

tiplying both sides of this lnequality by ¢, and taking the lim sup,, ; on
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both sides of the resulting nequality givesL ( ; ) L ( ; ).The resul fol-
low s from the de nition ofd( ; ).

When 2C,L( ; ) isindependentofthe sequencem, .In general, how -
ever, both L ( ; ) and ( ) may depend on the particular sequence (),
although we have suppressed this dependence In the notation . N evertheless,
the m inIm ax results of Section 6 w illbe Independent of m ,,).

5. D erivation of the asym ptotic predictive loss function. In this section
we obtain the form ofthe function D ( ; ) arising In theO (n 1) term in the
asym ptotic expansion ofthe prior predictive regret dy ( ; ).Thisthen leads
to an expression for the asym ptotic predictive loss function L ( ; ) for all

2 C via relation (4.5).The com putations involved in the determm nation of
D ( ; ),which are sin ilar In nature to com putations in [4], are technically
quite dem anding. F inally, we deduce expressions for the asym ptotic poste-
rior predictive regret (4.10) and predictive Inform ation (4.9) under certain
conditions.

Theorem 5. below isthe centralresult ofthis section.W rite D y= @=@ 3;
j= 1;::5p.Let = ()=lbg ()andwrie,=D, .Weusethesumma—
tion convention throughout.

Theorem 5.1. A ssum e that one of the conditions R1{R 3 holds. Then

6.1) D(; )=A(; )+M ();
where
(52) A(;)=1° s+2D5(° ;)

and M ( ) is independent of

W e willprove Theorem 5.1 via four lemm as, each of which evaluates the
leading term in one of the tem s on the right-hand side of equation 4 .3).
W e discuss suitable sets of reqularity conditions follow ing the proof.

For 1 Jrkrrrie: p, dene D jkr = @—@—k@@r Pk@ =
D iy 10 )g_~iCr= ayiC= ©x)iC 1= @) x=Dx i% = % ()
and

kixi1 pst = kjk1 gt ( )= E D 31 logf X i; )Dypst logf X i; )g:
Also de ne
k= 7 ( st 5 )i = 3k]rsuljrfu,
ks = 3kijr s174°; ky = 15Kjrskypy 1711
and

leDrSirs; Q2=k2; Q3_3D &ljrljrs) Q4=k4:
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Lemma 5.1.

E(bB)'lk+lk+lk+lk
n = — = —
2p 11272 3% 36°

Proof. Comparhgw ih theBayesian B artlett correction factorasgiven
In equation (2.6) of [L3], we cbtain

53) bB=i Hl+iH2+lH3+iH4 +omt);
2pn 12 3 36
w here
Hi= " (et N5 H= 3ayeuc c™;
Hs= 3aijr"scijcrs; H 4= 1585rsauvw ISV .

Noting that E H,)= k, + o(l);a= 1;:::;4; the lemm a ©llow s from (5.3).

Lemma 5.2.

b ()1 — 01+ =0, 203+ —0
Cop ~t 1277 377 367

Proof. Comparing wih the frequentist Bartlett correction factor as
given In equation (2.10) of [L3], we cbtain

B ()= —— Q1+ =0, —03+ =04 +om?)
= — — - — on ~);
2pn ~ 1277 377 36°°
from which the result ollow s.
Lemma 5.3.
A 1.
nE Ilog —E )) L Eijr ri

where bf = "%y + 297 F ke

Proof. From ROJ], page 209, we see that
(5.4) E ()= "+n'B+ob’);
55) Cov (;)=nti+om'):
By applying B artlett’s identity,

Kike + Kyxe + Kigie + Keggx + Kgee= 0
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(cf. equation (72) of R0]), i can be seen that our expression for b° agrees
w ith that ofM cCullagh.From (5.4), (5.5) and the Taylor expansion of (A)
around , we obtain

Ef ()g= ()+n'H ,+1int &+o@0t);

from which the Jemm a ollow s.

Lemma 54.

575
E log ——
P a0

. 1
Sjr s sk st
! i kjrsb + 1 kjrs;k + Ekjrstl
1 ooy
Slevi P .ts W W,
Elj 1 f(kjj;lv I33dyy ) + Kyis1 Kige + Kipw 17 K56 + Kyiekw 1 9

Proof. By the Taylor expansion ofaj. = 1 (") around ,we get
(5.6) a5r=kje ( )+ e+ ol );
w here

= Ly Kyt ks (5 S
©.7) i ’ ” = (/\s s) 1 s sy Nt t
+ Qs kyrs) ( )+ Ekjrst( ) ( ):

From (5.6) and (5.7), we ocbtain
C=1i() E +o@m M);

where E = (ey).Noting that J=nC, I( )= ni( ), i( ) positive de nie
and E is a matri with elments of order O (0 ™2 ), from the above ex—
pression for C and standard resuls on the eigenvalues and determm inant of
a m atrix, it follow s by the Taylor expansion that

. 1 )

G8) g ﬂ, = twfil()Eg =tefil ()E il ()E g+ o F2):
I()3 2

U sing an expansion for "s S as in R0], Chapter 7, we obtain

s

(5.9)
Substituting (6.9) mto (6.7) and using (54) and (6.5), it ©llow s that

= DL L Qe kg + R Tl g+ o )

(5.10) E 5)=n " Kb+ Kyrepi™ + Tkypeel™) + o0 1)
and
E (ejreku) =n' f(kjr;ku ijriku)
+ KieeKkumw T Keuw Kz + Kieekiaw )37 g+ o 1)
(G11)
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W hile all four tem s on the right-hand side of (5.7) are required in eval-
uating (5.10), only the st two tem s on the right-hand side of (5.7) are
required in evaluating (5.11).The lemm a follow s on taking expectations on
both sides of (5.8) and using (5.10) and (5.11) on the right-hand side.

Proof of Theorem 5.1. First, putting Lemm as 5.1 and 52 together
gives
npfE )+ b ()g! 3£Q1+ k) Q3 ks)+ Q2+ 204)g:
Along wih Lemmas 53 and 54, this gives equation (5.1) wih

A(; )=2(r s+ 2 o)+ 2Ky + k) T0D° o
Now notethatD k= D E (k3)=  (Kiset+ kiyr) so that
A(; )=1(r s+ 2 ) 2Dy G5)I%0° ¢
Finally, D, (i) = D, @")ixi®= D, (E") and so
A(; )=1(; s+ 2 )+ 2D(°) =17 ;. g+ 2D (E° ;)5

as required.

W e brie y discuss suitable reqularity conditions on the likelihhood and
prior for the validity of the three formm s of rem ainder R1{R 3, although we
w illnot dwellon altemative setsofsu cient conditions in the present paper.
T here are broadly two sets of conditions required, those for the validiy of
the Laplace approxin ation ofp (x) and those for the validity ofthe approx—
in ation of each ofthe tetm s In 4.3). Consider rst the form of ram ainder
R 2, ignoring for the m om ent the uniform iy requirem ent. A suitable set of
conditions for this form of rem ainder is given in Section 3 of [L5], which con—
stitutes the de nition of a \Laplaceregular" fam ily. B roadly, one requires
1( ) to be six-tin es continuously di erentiable and ( ) to be fourtines
continuously di erentiable, plus additional conditions controlling the error
term and nonlocal behavior of the Integrand. Since additionally we require
uniform iy in com pact subsets of In R2, we need to replace the neigh—
borhood B ( ) In these conditions by an arbitrary com pact subset of
In addition to these conditions, for the approxin ation of the term s in (4 3)
we require the expectations of the m ixed fourth-order partial derivatives of
logf X ; ) tobecontinuousand also conditions guaranteeing the expansions
for the expectation of " needed in the proofsofLemm as5.3 and 5 4, as given
in R0], Chapter 7. From an exam nation of the relevant proofs, it is seen
that a slight strengthening of the above conditions w ill be required for the
stronger form R 3 of rem ainder. For exam pl, 1( ) and ( ) seven-tim es and

ve-tin es continuously di erentiable, respectively, w ill give rise to a higher—
order version of Laplaceregularity. F inally, the weaker form ofrem ainderR 1
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would apply when 1( ) and ( ) are only ourtin es and tw ice continuously
di erentiable, respectively, again w ith additional reqularity conditions con—
trolling, for exam ple, the nonlocal behavior of the integrand in the Laplace
approxin ation and giving unifom iy ofallthe o ') rem ainder tem s.
Retuming to the predictive loss function, i follows from Theorem 5.1
that, or 2 C, the asym ptotic predictive loss function #.5) is given by

G12) L(;)=A(;) A(;9);

where A ( ; 7)= £° , s+ 2D (¥ ;) and = g 7= 1 logjj It is inter-
esting to note that (5.12) is of the sam e form as the right-hand side of the

rst expression In Theorem 4 of [14], which relates to the com parison of
estin ative predictive distrdbutions based on Bayes estin ators. In the case
of a single prediction m = 1), the connection can be understood from T he-
oram 7 of [14], which establishes that, to the asym ptotic order considered
here, the Kulback{Lebler di erence between the posterior and the asso—
ciated estim ative predictive distributions is Independent of the prior. T he
derivation of Theoram 5. given here is m ore direct, as it does not involve
Bayes estin ators. M oreover, our resul applies for an arbitrary am ount of

prediction.
Note that L ( ; ) only depends on the sam pling m odel through F isher’'s
Inform ation. The quantity M ( ), however, involres com ponents of skew ness

and curvature ofthem odel. W e do not considerM ( ) further in this paper,
although its form , which m ay be deduced from the results of Lemmas 5.1
54,m ay be of independent Interest. It m ay be veri ed directly that L ( ; ) is
Invariant under param eter transform ation, as expected In view of (4.6) and
the mvariance of Ly ¢ ( ; ).Furthem ore, since all the term s in @ 2) are
invariant, it ©llowsthatM () M ( )+ A ( ;7) must also be an nvariant
quantity. In the case p= 1, we obtain the relatively sin ple expression

613) M()=% In+t3 %
where 1;; isthe skewnessand 2= ,, %2 1 isE fron’s curvature, w ith
g ()= f()g% T TR P () () gy

where I is the jth derivative of 1.

Example 5.1. Nomalmodel wih unknown mean.As a sinpl rst
exam ple, supposethat X3 N ( ;1).Herei( )= land 111 ( )= 2()=0
sothat L(; )= (9% +2®®and M ()= 0 from 6.13). By construction,
L( ; Y)= 0, but note that the in proper priors €/ expfc( 0)g;c2 R,
also deliver constant loss, with L ( ; )= & > 0.W e will see In Section 6
that Je reys’ prior ism inin ax In this exam ple. Sinhce here M ()= 0 and

J()/ 1, this result also Pllows from the exact analysis of the criterion
1) in [09].
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Now kt Dbe the class of priors having com pact support n  and lt

= \C.I olows from (46) that,if 2C and 2 ,then L(; ) is
equaltotheeﬁpectedpredjctiye]oss L(; ) ()d .Shee 2C,wealo
have ()= L(; ) ()d ,whichis niesncel ( ; ) iscontinuousand,
hence, bounded on com pact subsets of .The next resul gives expressions
for the predictive regret d( ; ) and predictive nform ation ( ) when 2 C
and 2 .Theexpression or ( ) here is sin ilar to that given in T heorem
5 of [14] for the Bayes risk of biasadjisted estin ators.

Lemma 5.5. Suppose 2C and 2 .Then

(5.14) a( ; )= irs( r ) (s s) d
and

Z
(5.15) ()= irs( r ) (s s) d

where = log

Proof. From (52), integration by parts gives
Z Z Z

G.16) A(; ) ()d= 1,5 d 2 1,4 d+2 (;);

w here

. )
(; )= i° - ]s((s,)d(s)
s=1 -
and _%( ‘) and S( (9) are the nite Iower and upper lin its of integra—
tion or S or xed (9, the vector of com ponents of om itting S.But

(; )=0,sinceboth and arein C.ThercbPre,
Z Z
5a7) A(; ) (H)d = i® r(s 2 s) d
Evaluating (617) at = 2 C gives
Z Z
(5.18) A(; ) ()d = i d:
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which gives (514). Since ()= d( ;7), 515) ©llows on evaluating the
above expression at = Y.

The expression (5.15) for the predictive nform ation ( ) is seen to be
nvariant under reparam eterization, as expected. It m ight appear at rst
sight that ( ) willattain thevalue zeroat = J, but this isnot neocessarily
the case sihce Y m ay be in proper and there m ay be no sequence of priors
in  converging to Y in the right way: see the next section. F inally, note

that the form ofd( ; ) In Lenma55 mmpliesthat L ( ; ) isa -strictly
proper scoring rule since d( ; ) attains tsm ininum value of zero uniquely
at = 2

6. Im partial, m inim ax and m axin In priors. A s expected, for a given
prior density 2 , , from (4.10) the posterior predictive regret w ill be
large when the predictive nform ation (4.9) in  is large. T herefore i isnot
possble to achieve constant regret over all possble 2 , norm inin axity
since the regret isunbounded. Instead, as discussed In Section 2, we consider
the predictive regret associated w ith usihg ocom pared to usihg Je reys’
prior and study the behavior of the predictive loss function

61) L(;)=d(;) d(;9);

w hich is the asym ptotic form of the nom alized version of equation 2.4).

A dopting standard gam e-theoretic term nology, the prior 2 1 isan
equalizer prior if the predictive Ioss L ( ; ) is constant over 2 .Thisis
equivalent to the predictive loss (6.1) being constant overall 2 .Wewill
therefore refer to an equalizer prior as an Im partialprior.Theprior ¢2 1
iIsminimax ifsup , L( ; g)= W_,where

W = inf supL( ; )
2 1 2

is the uppervaluie ofthe gam e. To cbtain m inin ax soluitions, we w illadopt a
standard gam e theory technigque of searching for equalizer rules and show ing
that they are \extended B ayes" rules; see, forexam ple, Chapter5 of A].This
is also the strategy used by Liang and Barron [19] for deriving m inin ax
priors under the predictive regret (22) for location and scale fam ilies. In the
present context the relevant resul is given as Theorem 6.1 below .

Let * 1 bethe chssofpriors I ; ﬁ)rv\gljd'lthereexjstsa
sequence () ofpriors n satisfying ) L ( x; )= L(; )dx() and
() d(x; )! 0.Sihce L ( ; ) is a proper scoring rul, each  is a Bayes

solution and, hence, ¥ can be regarded as a class of extended B ayes solu—
tions. If 2 * is an equalizer prior, then we can unam biguously de ne its
predictive nform ation as
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for any sequence ¢ 2 satisfying (i) and (i) above. This is true since
L(; )=c¢ say, orall 2 , and so Pr every such sequence we have
L(x; )=cfrallk from (@).Therefore, from (4.10),

©2) ()=d(xi ) ci

which tendsto cask! 1 .
Finally, we de ne the class U 1 ofpriors forwhich

6.3) Im Sap G supLy ¢ (7 )<1

n! 2
for every sequence (m ). C larly, priors In U € have poor nite sam ple pre—
dictive behavior relative to Je reys’ prior.

Lemma 6.1. Supposethat 2 C \U,that R1,R2 or R3 holds and that
m ,) is any sequence satisfying the conditions in Theorem 4.1 @), () or
(©), respectively. T hen

supL ( ; ) supL ( ; ):
2 2
RProof. Let 2 ;"> 0 and choose a com pact set K for which
kcd () ".Then
Lyx (7 ) supLyx (7 )+ "supLyx (7 )
2K 2K ©
so that
L(; )=1ImsupcnLlyx ( ;) supL(; )+ k"
n! 1 2K

from (4.6) shce 2 C,wherek= Iim sup,, ; G, sup Ly x (; )< 1l shce
2 U .The result follow s since " was arbitrary.

W enow establish the follow Ing connection betw een equalizerand m Inin ax
priors.

Theorem 6.1. Supposethat o2 ¥ \C \U isan equalizer prior, that
R1,R2or R3hodswith = g andthat (m,) isany sequence satisfying the
conditions in Theorem 4.1 @), () or (c) respectively. Then ( ism inim ax
and (o)=If, ().

Proof. De ne

W =sup nf L(; )
2 21

to be the lower value ofthe game. Then W W is a standard resul from
gam e theory.Next, sihoe ( is an equalizer prior, we have L ( ; o) = c, say,
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forall 2 .Thereﬁjre,w_=:inlesup2L(;) sup, L( ;o)
sup, L(;9)=cfrom Lanma 6.1 shoe 02C \U.Therebre, W c.
Since from Lemma 41 L( ; ) is a -proper scoring rule, we have
nf, [ L(; ) L(; )= () Pr every 2 . Therefre, W
inf, ( ).Sihce o2 ' ,thereexistsasequence () in withd( x; o) !
0.Therefore, shce () Inf, () W and, from 62), (x)'! cas

k! 1 ,wehavec W .These relationsgive W c W_ and it follow s that
W =c=W .The result now follows from the de nitions of m iInin axity and
(o).

W e see that, under the conditions of Theorem 6.1, them Inin ax prior g
has a natural interpretation of containing m nimn um predictive inform ation
about Y, since the n mum of the predictive inform ation (4.9) is attained
at = .Equivalently, ( ismaxin n sihce it m axin izes the Bayes risk

()of 2 under £.8) and, hence, is a kast favorabk prior under pre—
dictive Joss. Notice also that Theoram 6.1 mpliesthatsup , L ( ; o) = ¢
regardless of the particular sequence (m ,) used.

W e note that for the assertion of Theorem 6.1 to hold we require that ¢
satis es condition (6.3). Therem ay exist a prior ; 2 U°€ which appears to
dom inate them Inim ax prior ( on the basis ofthe asym ptotic predictive loss
function L ( ; ).However, this prior w ill possess poor penultin ate asym p—
totic behavior since Ly  ( ; ) willbe asym ptotically unbounded. Thisw ill
bere ected In thevalueofsup , L ( ; ), which willnecessarily be greater
than sup , L ( ; ).Thisphenomenon willbe illustrated in Examplk6.1.

Corollary 6.1. Assume the conditions of Theorem 6.1 and addition-—

ally that ¢ isproper. Then if ()= ¢, where c is the constant value of
L(; o), then g ismininaxand (g)= inf, ().
R
Proof. Since d( ¢; o) = 0 and L(j;opdo()=c= (o) =

L(g; o), it Pllows on taking = ¢ that g2 *.The resuk now ©I
low s from Theorem 6.1.

Suppose that o2 C \ U is an inproper equalizer prior. O ne way to
show that o2 ‘' isto construct a sequence () of prors in  forwhich
d(x; 0)! O,whered( ; o) isgiven by ﬁaﬁmula (5.14).A snoted jast prior
to Lemma 55, the condition L (x; 9)= L ( ; o0)d k() is autom atically
satis ed when | 2

W e consider rst the case p= 1. In this case it tums out that Je reys’
pror isam inin ax solution, and, hence, the assertion at the end ofExam ple
51.LetH Dbe the class of probability density functionsh on ( 1;1) possess—
Ing second-order continuous derivatives and that satisfy h( 1) = ho¢ 1) =
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h® 1)=nh@)=h%1)=n%1)= 0and
Z
(6.4) f®)’h ) du< 1 ;
1
where g ) = logh (); that is, the F isher inform ation associated wih h is
nite. The class H is nonem pty, sihce the density of the random variable
U=2V 1,whereV isany beta (a;b) density w ith a;b> 3, satis es these
conditions.

Corollary 6.2. Suppose that p= 1. Then Je rwys’ prior is m inin ax
and (Y)= inf, ().

Proof. Sice L( ; V)= 0, Je reys’ prior is an equalizer prior. W e
therefore need to show that 72 * \C \U.Recallthat 72 C wasan
assum ption m ade in Section 4.Also, since Ly x ( ; )= 0 oralln from
@5), 72U.

If J isproper, the resultnow follow sin m ediately from Corollary 6.1 since
yx (7)= 0 foralln. Suppose then that 7 is in proper.W ithout loss of
generality, we assum e that i( )= 1, so that Je reys’ prior is uniform . Since

J' is in proper, w thout loss of generality we take tobeeither ( 1 ;1 )or
0;1 ) by a suitable linear transform ation.Now lkt U be a random variable
with density h2 H .

Suppose rst that = ( 1 ;1 ) and ket  be the density of = kU .
Clarly, 2 , xhassupport[ k;kland 2( )= Pu)=%k,where = g
and u= =k.Therefore, from 6.14),

d(x; 7)= k—lZEng«ngZ! 0
ask! 1 from (64)sothat Y2 ' .Theresultnow ®llows from T heorem
6l1.
Next suppossthat = (0;1 )and lt | bethedensiyof =kU+ 1)+ 1.
Then 2 , x has support [;2k+ 1]l and { ()= Pw@)=k, where u=
( 1)=k 1.Therefore, from 6.14),

1
d(y; 9= EEfq°<u>g2 10

ask! 1 from (64), sothat 72 ' and again the result Hllows from
Theorem 6.1.

Example 6.1. Bemoullim odelHere Je reys’ prioristhebeta (1=2;1=2)
distribution, which is thereforem inim ax from Corollary 6 2. T he underlying
Bemoulliprobability m ass function is f xj )= * (1 »¥ix=0;1;0< <
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1.Let 2 be the density of the beta (a;a) distrbution, where a> 0. &t is
straightforw ard to check from (5.12) that

a 1 1 a 3=2
L(; %)= a = 4a - +—— ;
2 2 @ )
from which we see that L( ; 1) = 4, where ;= 372, the beta ;3)

distrbution. Hence, the prior 1 would appear to dom inate Je reys’ prior.
In view of Corollary 62, however, we conclude that condition (63) must
break down forthisprior. Indeed, it can be show n directly that ¢, Ly X ©0; 1)
is an increasing function ofm for xed n and that, when m = 1, we have
&Ly x ©O; 1)=n+ 0 (1).By thecontinuiy ofLy x ( ;1) ©0;1), £ ollow s
that ¢y sup Ly x (5 1) ' 1 asn! 1 forevery sequence m,) and so

12U .Therefore, ;| exhbitspoor nite sam ple predictive behavior relative
to Je reys’ prior for valuesof closeto O orl.

It is of som e interest to com pare this behavior w ith the asym ptotic m In—
In ax analysis under the prior predictive regret 4.1).Under 4.1), Je reys’
prior is asym ptotically m axin In B], but notm Inin ax due to itspoorbound-
ary risk behavior. H ow ever, a sequence of priors converging to Je reys’ prior
can be constructed that is asym ptotically m inin ax R6]. U nder our posterior
predictive regret criterion, Je reys’ prior isboth m axim in and m Inin ax. In
particular, it ©ollow s that it is not possble to m odify the beta (% ;%) distri-
bution at the boundaries to m ake it asym ptotically m iInin ax.

In the exam plesbelow our strategy for identifying a m inin ax priorw illbe
to consider a suitable class of candidate priors in C , com pute the predictive
loss (5.12), identify the subclass of equalizer priors In U and choose the
pror o in this subclass, assum ing it is nonem pty, w ith m inin um oconstant
loss.C learly, o willbem inin ax over this subclass of equalizer priors. If, in
addition, it can be shown that 2 ¥, then the conditions of T heorem 6.1
hold and ( ism Inin ax over .In particular, we w ill see that in din ensions
greater than one, although Je reys’ prior is necessarily in partial, itm ay not
bem nin ax. T his is not surprising, sihce we know that in the special case
of transform ation m odels the right H aar m easure is the best nvariant prior
under posterior predictive loss (see Section 2).E xact m inin ax solutions for
Exam ples 62 and 6.3 under the predictive regret (22) have recently been
obtained by Liang and Barron [19].F inally, allthese exam plesare su ciently
regular for the strongest form R 3 of ram ainder to hold for the priors  that
are obtained. Hence, from Theoram 4.1 (c), all the results w ill apply for an
arbitrary am ount of prediction.

Example 6.2. Nom alm odelw ith unknown m ean and variance. Here
X N(; % and = (; ).Wewilshow that the prior o( )/ ! is
m inin ax. This is Je reys’ lndependence prior, or the right Haar m easure
under the group of a ne transfom ations of the data.
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a

C onsider the class of im proper priors 2( ) / on ,wherea2R.

Transformingto = ( ; ), where = log , these priors become 2( )/
expf (@ 1) g In the -parameterization. Here we nd that i( ) =
diage ? ;2).Shce 2()=Iog 2()= (@ 1) ,i Pllows inmediately
from (52) thatA (; )= (@ 1)?.Furthemore, since #i( )= 2% ,we
have 7()/e = ?()sothatA(; 7)= 1.Itnow Hlows from (5.12)

thatL ( ; @)= %f(a 1)? 1g. T herefore, all priors in this class are equal-
zer priorsand L ( ; ?) attains itsm ninum value in thisclasswhen a= 1,
which correspondsto o( )/ 1,0r o( )/ ' i the -param eterization.
N ote that them Ininum value %< 0, which isthe lossunderJe reys’ prior.

Wenow show that o2 " \C\U.Clarly, ¢2C,whike (20U Polows
because Ly x ( 7 o) is constant for all n since ¢ is Invariant under the
transitive group of transform ations of induced by the group of a ne
transform ations of the observations (see Section 2). It rem ains to show that

02 ¥ .LetU;;U, be independent random variables w ith com m on density
h2 H and ket y bethe pintdensity of = ( ; ),where = kjU;; = kyU,
and k7 ;k, are functions of k tobedetennjnedRLet x=log .Then .=
krl gO(Ur);r= 1;2,whereg= logh.W rite = 11 fgo(u)gzh(u)du< 1 sihce
h2H .Since ()= log ¢ ( ) isconstant, i follow s from (5.14) that

d(y; 0)=E Kk’ fg°U1)d + 3k,° £6°U2)d"1 £k ° ™2 + 1k)° g

since ky.Now take ki = ke*;k; = k.Then d(x; o) =z ! Oask! 1
and, hence, (2 ' .Itnow Pllows from Theorem 6.1 that ( ism ihinax
and that ()= %.

Example 6.3. Nomal linear regression. Here X; N (zf ; ?);
i= 1;::5n, where Z, = (z15:::;2,)F Isan n g matrix of rank g 1
and = ( ; ).Using a sin ilar argum ent to that in Examplk 62, we can
show that again Je reys’ independence prior, or the right Haar m easure,

o( )/ ! disminimax.

Since the variables are not identically distributed in this exam ple, i is
not covered by the asym ptotic theory of Sections 4 and 5. H owever, under
suitable stability assum ptions on the sequence (z;) of regressor variables, at
least thatVv, n‘ ZEZlrl isuniform ¥ bounded away from zero and in nity,
then a version of Theorem 5.1 will apply.

P roceeding as in E xam ple 6 2, we again considerthe class ofpriors 2 (

® on , where a2 R. Transorming to = ( ; ), where = log
these priors become 2( )/ expf @ 1) g.Here we nd that i,( )=
diage ? V,;2) and, exactly as .n Exampk 62, wecbtan A ( ; 2)= %(a
1)>.Here ji, ( )3=2¥n$®?? so J()/ ed = 91() oralln, givihg
A(; 7)=3icF and,hence, L(; *)= 1f@@ 1)* g.Therebre, allpriors
In this class are equalizer priors and L attains s m Ininum value in this

~

)

~
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class when a= 1, which correspondsto o( )/ 1,0or o()/ ! i the
-param eterization. N otice that the drop In predictive loss increases as the
square of the num ber g of regressors In the m odel. N ote also that the ratio
Fn 3t Jiny 1Jis free from  , so that a version of T heorem 4.1 willhold.

Exactly asin Exampk 62, (2 C \ U and i rem alns to show that (2
T .Letp= g+ land Uj; j= 1;:::;p, be ndependent random variablesw ith
common density h2 H . W ith the sam e de nitions as in Exampl 62, kt
r= kiUpir= 1;:150 = koUp, S0 that yr = k" g°Uy);r= 1515505 kp =
k2lg0(Up).Then it ollow s from (5.14) that, w ith the sum m ations over r and
s running from 1 to g,

d(xi 0)= Efe® V° i, ks+% }ngg
= Efk," & Vg’ U9 Us) + 3k,° g’ Up)’g
fkl2 eZkz’c_tr;loe(\/’rl ) + %kz g;
R
using 11 go(u)h (W)du= 0.Now take k; = kek;k2= k.Then, asbefore, d( «;
0)! Oask! 1 and,hence, o2 T .ItPllowsfrom Theorem 6.1 that |
ismimaxand (o)= <.
Interestingly, we note that the priors ( ddenti ed In Exam ples 62 and 6.3
also give rise to m InIn um predictive coverage probability bias; see [12]. T he

next exam pl is m ore challenging and illustrates the di culties associated
wih ndingm inin ax priorsm ore generally.

Example 6.4. M ultivariate nom al.HereX Ng(; ),with compris-
ingallelementsof and .W rie 1 =70, whereT = (ti5) isa lower tri-

angu]armatrjxsatis&jngtn> O.Let = ( 1;::3; q)O; =yl 1 o =
( 175557 q I ij = tntljll j< i qand @ = (j_‘l_;'“; 1,11) i2 i q.
0 0
Then = (9% @75:::; @ 9045 a oneto-one transfom ation of . The
loglikelihood is
" ) #
xd L X Z(Xl )2
()= bg i 3 i 13 (X5 3) ;
=1 =1 j=1
writing 3= 1;i= 1;:::;9.0 ne then ndsthatthe Informm ation m atrix i( )
0
isblock diagonalin  1;::: f @Feeees @°, ; Yand is given by
2 2. 2 1
d]ag(2 1 ;:“;2 q r 2 11737 g 9lal s )I

where ;; is the subm atrix of %);Iespondjng to the rst i com ponents
of X . Using the fact that j u3= 3, j2 ;i= 1;:::;9, we obtain Ji( )=
sa? a | iz

i= 1

Consider the class of priors 2( )/ 33 @23=2 on ,wherra2R .In
the -param eterization, this classbecomes 2( )/ cf:l 2igal .Noting

i
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that the case a= 0 is Je reys’ prior, it is straightforward to show from
BGJd2) thatL ( ; )= %f(a 1)2 1lg. Therefore, all priors In this class are
equalizer priors and L attains s m ininum value within this class when
a= 1l.From invariance considerationsvia a ne transform ations of X , it can
be shown that these priors are also equalizer priors for nite n and, hence,
are all In the class U . These resuls therefore suggest that the right Haar
prior o( )/ 33 9" Y= arising from the a ne group ism inin ax. H owever,
In this exam plk it does not appear to be possble to approxin ate ¢ by
a sequence of com pact priors, as was done In the previous exam ples. W e
con ecture, however, that ¢ can be approxin ated by a suitable sequence of
proper priors so that Theorem 6.1 will give the m inin axity of o, but we
have been unable to dem onstrate this. T his exam ple does show , how ever,
that Je reys’ prior is dom inated by . 0

Interestingly, further analysis reveals that the prior 1 ( )/ 'f= 1 il is
also an equalizer prior and that it dom inates o.In the -param eterization
thispriorbecomes 1( )/ ciiljjijgl.However,tl'lj.spJ::iorjsseemtobe
noninvariant under nonsingular transform ation ofX and, furthem ore, does
not satisfy the boundedness condition (6.3).

In the case g= 2, In the param eterization = ( 1; 2; 1; 2; ), where ;
isthe standard deviation ofX j;i= 1;2;and = CorrX ;X ,),Jde reys’ prior
and o becom e, respectively,

Ty, 2 a0 A
0()/ 11 21 (1 2)3=2:

T herefore (see the paragraph below ), ¢ is Je reys’ \two-step" prior. In the
context of our predictive set-up, m arginalization issues correspond to pre—
dicting only certain functions ofthe futuredata ¥ = K nt17::5X n4m ). IN
general, the associated m Inim ax predictive prior w illdi er from that for the
problem of predicting the entire fiture data Y unless the selected statis-
tics Just form a su ciency reduction of Y . Such questions w illbe explored
In future work. Thus, if we were only interested In predicting the correla—
tion coe cient of a future set of bivariate data, then we m ight start w ith
the observed correlation as the data X and use Je reys’ prior in this sin—
gk param eter case, which is ( )/ (@ 2y 1 For further discussion and
references on the choice of prior In this exam ple, see [6], page 363.

F inally, we note the corresponding result forgeneralqin thecase known.
Again, considering the class of priors 2( )/ 339232 on ,we nd
that the optim alchoice isa= 1, s0 ( isasgiven above and in this case con-
cidesw ith Je reys’ prior.Thiswas also shown to be a predictive probability
m atching prior n [12] in the case g= 2.

Under the conditions of Theorem 6.1, it is possbl to change the base
measure from Je reys’ prior to g, shoe o is neutralwith respect to Y
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underL ( ; ).Denoting quantitiesw ith respect to the basem easure ¢ w ith
a zero subscript, shceL ( ; g)=c Oand (g)= c,wehave for 2 1,

Lo(;)=L(;) L(;0=L(; ) c

and or 2 ,

T herefore, w ith respect to the base m easure g, the predictive Jossunder g
becomesLg( ; 9)= 0 and them ininum predictive inform ation, attained at
= g, is zero.

7. D iscussion. In this paper we have obtained an asym ptotic predic—
tive loss function that re ects the nite sam plk size predictive behavior of
altemative priors when the sam pl size is large for arbitrary am ounts of
prediction. This loss function is related to that n [14] for the com parison
of estin ative predictive distributions based on Bayes estin ators. It can be
usad to derive nonsub Ective priors that are in partial, m nin ax and m ax—
In In, which is equivalent here to m Inin izing a m easure of the predictive
Inform ation contained in a prior. In dim ensions greater than one, unlke an
analysis based on prior predictive regret, the m axin in prior m ay not be
Je reys’ prior. A num ber of exam ples have been given to illustrate these
deas.

A sdiscussed In 23], asm odel com plexiy increases, it becom esm ore dif-

cul to m ake sensble prior assignm ents, whilk at the sam e tin e the e ect
of the prior speci cation on the nalinference of interest becom esm ore pro-—
nounced. It is therefore In portant to have sound m ethodology available for
the construction and in plem entation of priors n the m ultiparam eter case.
W e believe that our prelin Inary analysis of the posterior predictive regret
(2.1) Indicates that it should be a valuabl tool for such an enterprise.M ore
extensive analysis is now required, particularly aimm ed at developing gen-—
eralm ethods of nding exact and approxin ate solutions for the practical
In plem entation of this work and investigating connections w ith predictive
coverage probability bias. Local priors (see, eg. B3, 24]) are expected to
ply a role. Tt would also be interesting to develop asym ptotically in partial
m inin ax posterior predictive loss priors for dependent cbservations and for
various classes of nonregular problm s. In particular, all the de nitions in
Section 2 for nonasym ptotic settings w illapply and could be usad to explore
predictive behavior num erically.

A cknow ledgm ents. W ewould like to thank two referees and an A ssociate
E ditor for their constructive com m ents and suggestions for im proving the
clarity of this paper.
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