Chapter 2

The class of analytic models

1 Introduction

Let {P3 : B € B C V} be a statistical model, i.e., a family of probability
measures on some space E, parametrized by § which takes values in (a subset of)
a vector space V of finite dimension, dim V' = p, say. Let f(y;5),y € E, denote (a
version of) the densities with respect to some measure v on E.

For asymptotic considerations it is often convenient to be able to expand the
densities as

f(y; B) ~ f(y; Bo) exp {Dl(ﬂ = Bo) + -;—D2(ﬂ - Bo)’ + } : (1.1)

where Dy = Dg log f(y; Bo) is the kth differential of the log-likelihood function
evaluated at By. For asymptotic calculations based on the distribution Pg, the
natural procedure would be to base the calculations on a truncated version of this
series. If this is ‘legitimate’ the model is simplified to a curved exponential family.
The problem is what magnitude of error is the result of such a truncation, partly
for the approximation of the density itself when it is used, e.g., in the construc-
tion of the maximum likelihood estimator, and partly for the approximation of
the measure Pg for the purpose of investigating properties of estimators and test
statistics.

It is the purpose here to define a class of models, the analytic models, which is
large enough to cover a wide range of statistical models, and which at the same
time is sufficiently well-behaved to allow expansions like the one above. It will
be shown, as a goal in itself, that a model which is analytic satisfies most of the
commonly used conditions of asymptotic likelihood based inference — except that
it may be discrete as well as continuous. To some extent this is the content of the
lemmas in Section 3, but in particular this claim will be justified in Chapter 5.

One way of defining the class of analytic models is to take as the starting point
the requirement that the infinite series in the exponent in (1.1) is absolutely con-
vergent, not for all # in the parameter space, but for all 3 in some neighbourhood
of By. This neighbourhood may not depend on the observation y. In combination
with a uniform moment condition on the Dj’s this condition guarantees that the
model can be embedded locally into an infinite-dimensional exponential family,
and it turns out that many of the properties from curved exponential families are
preserved. That the embedding is only defined locally is a major difference com-
pared to theories of infinite-dimensional exponential families as defined by various
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26 SECTION 2.1 Introduction

authors, since it is a much weaker requirement than the convergence of the expan-
sion throughout the sample space. This is demonstrated by a number of examples
of analytic models in the next chapter.

The requirement of the absolute convergence of the Taylor series expansion of
the log-likelihood function around a fixed point is formulated below as the re-
quirement that the log-likelihood function is analytic at that point. One of the
regularity conditions of asymptotic results which is most difficult to verify is often
an integrability condition on the remainder of a Taylor series expansion of the
log-likelihood or a related function, usually formulated as an integrability condi-
tion on the supremum of a certain derivative within a neighbourhood of the fixed
parameter point. This supremum stems from the ‘intermediate point’ evaluation
of the remainder of the Taylor series expansion in question. Thus, if g(z) is some
real (or complex) function, the remainder

|
Rk =g(2) - g(20) - ) yg(k)(%)(z - z)*
k=1

is usually bounded by {(K + 1)!}7g®*1(2*)| |2 — 20| ¥*+! when g is K + 1 times
continuously differentiable. In statistics, when g is random, the moments of this
bound will generally be in question and they are often hard to estimate. Now, if
g is analytic, i.e., its infinite Taylor series expansion is absolutely convergent and
represents the function in a neighbourhood of the chosen point, then the remainder
above may be written as

(o)

1
Rg=)_ yg(k)(zo)(z - z)",

K+1

which only involves derivatives at the point 29. Despite the fact that this sum is
infinite it is often much easier to handle than the supremum of a certain derivative
over some neighbourhood. Therefore it may be easier to verify regularity conditions
if it can be assumed that the functions involved are analytic.

For statistical models, however, it is not sufficient to assume that the likelihood
function is analytic; for most results moment conditions on the derivatives are also
required. Hence the definition of analytic models involves a moment condition
on the log-likelihood differentials as well as the condition that the likelihoods are
analytic, as the two major requirements.

A quite different approach towards the definition of this class of models starts
from the orders of magnitude of the cumulants of the log-likelihood differentials,
usually in terms of powers of n=1/2 where n is the sample size. Anyone who has
been, deriving higher order asymptotic expansions in relation to likelihood based
inference will have noticed that the second order terms, i.e., the terms of order
n~1/2 involve the third cumulant of the score statistic D;, the covariance between
D, and D,, and the mean of D3, while the third order terms, i.e., the terms of order
n~!, involve the fourth cumulant of D;, the covariance between D; and D3, the
third (mixed) cumulant of Dy, Dy and Dj, and so on. The rule is that an increase
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by one of either the order of the cumulant or of the order of one of the differentials
involved, is accompanied by a decrease of the order of magnitude by the factor
n~1/2 not in the magnitude of the cumulant itself, but in the order of magnitude
of the term in which it appears. On further exploration, cf. Section 4, this fact may
be used to define not only the class of analytic models, but also the ‘asymptotic
rate’ n~1/2, The idea is to postulate bounds on the infinite number of cumulants
of log-likelihood differentials, in which powers of the quantity corresponding to
n~1/2 appear as factors. The existence of such bounds is the essential requirement
for the model to be analytic, and the factor itself is the quantity defined as the
‘index’ of the model in Section 5. In several ways the index takes over the role of
n~1/2 for general sequences of models, and in Chapter 4 it is shown that several
asymptotic results can be derived from the condition that the index tends to zero
for a sequence of analytic models.

In Section 2 below we define the class of analytic models by the first approach,
i.e., by the requirement that the log-likelihood function is analytic combined with
a moment condition. The equivalence with the other definition, in terms of bounds
on the cumulants of the log-likelihood differentials, is proved in Section 4. Some
basic auxiliary results for analytic models are derived in Section 3. As mentioned
above the index of an analytic model is defined in Section 5 where its behaviour in
connection with independent observations is also investigated. Some possibilities
of obtaining analytic models from other analytic models are explored in Section 6.
These include analytic reparametrizations, and reductions by sufficiency and an-
cillarity.

While the material until Section 6 is being used in later chapters, the last two
sections give some independent results for potential use in asymptotic theory, but
not developed further here. Thus Sections 7 and 8 can be read independently
of each other, or omitted at first reading. In Section 7 we justify the type of
approximation of the model by a curved exponential family as discussed in the
beginning of this section. The relation to the asymptotic sufficiency of a finite
number of the log-likelihood differentials should be noticed here. In Section 8 we
explore the alternative approach to the truncation of the Taylor series expansion
of the exponent in (1.1), namely to keep the infinite series and work within the
infinite-dimensional exponential family. This approach is not carried far here, but
some elementary properties of the infinite-dimensional family are derived.

2 Definition of an analytic model

Let { Pg: 8 € B CV } be a family of probability measures dominated by some
measure v on a measurable space F, where B is a subset of the finite dimensional
real vector space V with dimV = p and equipped with an inner product norm
denoted ||||. We let f(y;B) denote the density of Ps with respect to v at y € E.
Since these densities are not generally uniquely determined by the measures and,
furthermore, smoothness properties as well as some statistical concepts depend on
the choice of densities, we shall think of these as part of the model. Hence we refer
to the model as { (E,v), f(-;8) : 6 € BCV }oroftenas { f(y;8): € BCV }or
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even f(y; ) in somewhat more imprecise notations when the rest is understood. In
examples, when the distributions of the model are stated, we shall usually assume
that the obvious choice of densities has been made.

When log f(y; ) exists and is k times differentiable with respect to 3 at some
point [y we let the k-linear symmetric form

Dy (Bo) = D log f(y;60) : V¥ — R (2.1)
denote the kth differential of log f with respect to 3, i.e.,

k
D)) = rlog f(yiB+hv),  heER, (22)

evaluated at h = 0, is the kth derivative in the direction v, where we have used
the abbreviation v* = (v,...,v) € V¥,

Recall that two measures P and @, say, are said to be equivalent, or mutually
absolutely continuous, if for any measurable set A, P(A) = 0if and only if Q(A) =
0.

Definition 2.1. A statistical model { (E,v), f(-,8): 8 € B C V } is said to be
analytic at a point By € int(B) if there exists a neighbourhood U (8p) C B and a
measurable set Eq C E such that the following conditions hold:
(i) The measures { Pg : 3 € U(Bo) } are mutually absolutely continuous.
(ii) The set E, satisfies Pg,(E1) = 1, and f(y;B80) > 0 for all y € E;.
(iii) For all y € Ey the function f — f(y; ) is measurable with respect to the
Borel o-algebra on V and analytic as a function of 8 in U(fp).
(iv) There exist a constant p(8o) > 0 and a function M(-;80) : E — R such that
M(Y,Bo) has finite exponential moments with respect to Pg, and

|Di(Bo)(vF)| < k! M(y; Bo)p(Bo)* ||]|¥ (2.3)

for allv e V,k € N and y € E;.

Definition 2.2. A statistical model is said to be analytic in By C B if By is a
subset of B C V and the model is analytic at every point By € By.

REMARK 2.3. Some comments to Definition 2.1:

(1) It should be noted that although the name ‘analytic’ for brevity is used for
these models one should not think of the definition as a requirement that
the densities are analytic plus some regularity conditions. There is a strong
moment condition (iv) on the derivatives of the log-likelihood function also,
whereas the conditions (i) and (ii) are more like regularity conditions.

(2) Notice that the measurability condition on the density function and the
requirement that it is positive, together imply the measurability of the
derivatives of the log-density. In fact, the measurability is also implicit in
the assumption of integrability, cf. the moment condition (iv). In the sequel
we shall usually omit comments on measurability considerations.
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(3) The concept of analyticity of the model at 8y does not depend on the choice
of norm on V. A change of norm is simply compensated by a corresponding
change of M(y;Bo) and p(fo)-

(4) The definition depends on the model also through the choice of versions
of densities. This may not be ideal, but, as indicated above, as long as
likelihood inference and other inferential procedures are depending on this
choice such a dependence seems unavoidable if statistical properties are to
be shown to follow from the definition. Also, in this way, it is guaranteed
that we are working with densities chosen in a sensible manner. When (i)
is satisfied it is, of course, always possible to take v = Pg, and f(y;80) =1
in which case (ii) is automatically satisfied.

(5) To clarify the meaning of the condition (iv) consider the log likelihood
function, g(h) = log f(y; Bo + hv),h € R, in a particular direction v € V
from Bo. As a function of h € R it is analytic at zero, because of (iii), with
derivatives

9P (h) = Di(Bo)(v*),  kEN

satisfying inequalities of the form |g(¥)(h)| < k! MC* where M depends
on y € E; and C on v, C being proportional to ||v||. Since the radius of
convergence is at least C~1 we see, e.g., by taking ||v|| = 1, that (iv) implies
the radius of convergence at (3 of log f(y; 3) to be bounded below by some
positive constant that does not depend on y € E;, but, possibly, on the
model and on (y. As a second implication of (iv), notice that the factor
M(Y;8o), having exponential moments, ensures the same property for all
derivatives of the log-likelihood derivatives, even in some uniform manner.
In particular all moments of these derivatives exist for an analytic model.

3 Basic lemmas for analytic models

In this section we shall establish some properties of analytic models. Thus, it
will frequently be assumed that we have to do with an analytic model, i.e., that the
conditions of Definition 2.1 hold. To avoid repetitious statements of trivial kinds
we shall then refer to the functions p(fo), M (y; Bo) and the set U(Bp) as any given
such for which the conditions hold, even though these objects are not uniquely
determined by the model. For similar reasons we shall avoid the statement for
all y € E; by assuming without mentioning that the model is restricted to the
set F,, or equivalently simply by convention. Also, unless otherwise stated, the
norm ||-|| refers to a given inner product norm on V, as in Definition 2.1, but often
results are extended to cover the case when a semi-norm fulfils condition (iv) in
Definition 2.1. We shall frequently use abbreviations like M(y) and p for M(y;f)
and p(f), respectively, evaluated at the obvious point, usually B, but for ease of
reference such notations will be mentioned in connection with their application.

The results in this section are all of somewhat technical nature and mainly
intended for use in later proofs, although they also illustrate the mathematical
nature of the models considered.
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Lemma 3.1. Assume that the model { f(y;8) : B € B C V'} is analytic
at fo and that ||-|| is a semi-norm on V satisfying the condition (iv) of Defini-

tion 2.1. Then there is some positive constant a < p(80)~! and an s > 0 such that
Egexp{sM(Y;fo)} is bounded uniformly in (3 in the set

Ua(Bo) =U(Bo)N{BE€B:||B—Poll <a}. (3.1)

Proof. We use the abbreviated notations M(y) = M(y;50),p = p(Bo) and
Dy = Di(Bo). Notice that M(y) is non-negative. For § € U,(Bo) and s > 0 we
have

Epexp{sM(Y)} = / exp{sM(3)} (f(v: )/ f(v; o)) dPsq(y)
= /exp {sM(y) +y %Dk(w")} dPg,(y),
k=1

where w = 3 — 3y, because f(y; /) and hence log f(y; 8) is analytic in 8 in U,(8o)
for sufficiently small a. To see this, notice that f(y;80) > 0 and that the ra-
dius of convergence for the Taylor series expansion of log f(y;3) is at least-p~!
independently of y. Thus,

Epexp(sM(V)} < [exp{sM(s) + Y M(u)*lull"} dPau(y)
k=1

< Ep, exp{M(y)[s + a/(1 - ap)]},

which is finite for sufficiently small a and s. i

In the sequel we shall be using the norm of a symmetric k-linear form B on V
which should be recalled to be given by

1Bl| = sup{|B(v")| : ||ol| < 1}, (32)

cf. (1.1.19), a definition which is extended to cover semi-norms also.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that the conditions (i)-(iii) of Definition 2.1 hold. Then,
for any K € N, condition (iv) is equivalent to the condition that both of (1) and
(2) below hold:

(1) (D1(Bo),---,Dk(fBo)) has exponential moments with respect to Pg,.

(2) The condition (iv) in Definition 2.1 holds for k > K + 1.

Proof. As above, the abbreviations M (y), p and Dy implies evaluation at 8 = fo.
Assume first that (iv) in Definition 2.1 holds. Then (2) above is trivial and for
any k € N, (iv) immediately shows that Di(v*) has exponential moments for any
fixed v € V. Hence the vector (Dy,...,Dk), being of finite dimension, also has
.exponential moments.
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Next, assume that (1) and (2) above hold for some fixed K, with a function M
that we denote Mg, and pg in place of p. Let

M(y) = sup { M (y), ki!le(v")l/ (P"Mloll*) :k=1,...,K,v € V\{0} }

1
< max { Mic(w), IDAl/P T k=1, K } ,

where p = pk, if this is different from zero, otherwise we may take p = 1, say.
Now, by construction, the inequality in (iv) in Definition 2.1 is fulfilled for all
k € N and all v € V. Furthermore M(y) has finite exponential moments because
it is bounded by a maximum of a finite number of variables with finite exponential
moments. |

Lemma 3.3. Assume that the model { f(y;3) : 8 € B C V' } is analytic at
Bo and that ||| is a semi-norm satisfying condition (iv) in Definition 2.1. Let
(Ak : k € N) be a sequence of linear mappings from Sym,;(V;R) to R or C, i.e.,
mappings from the spaces of Dy’s. Assume that for some ¢ > 0,a < p(3)~! and
m > 0 the Ax’s are bounded by

c m
14kl < 4o k™, (3.3)
where the norm is induced by the norm in (3.2) by the definition

|Ak|| = sup{|Ax(B)| : B € Sym,(V;R),||B|| <1}, (3.4)

cf. (1.1.21). Then the infinite sum

S = iAk (Dk(Bo)) (3.5)
k=1

is absolutely convergent almost surely (v) and, given a and m, for sufficiently small
c it has uniformly bounded exponential moments with respect to Ps for 8 in some
neighbourhood of By. The same conclusion holds for sufficiently small a when m
and c are given.

Proof. From (iv) in Definition 2.1 it follows that ||Dk(Bo)|| is finite for all £k € N
and hence that

o
151 catk™ M(y)p!
k=1

= caM(y) Y (ap)* 'k™,
k=1
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where the argument (o has been omitted from M and p. The sum in the last
expression is convergent and since the sum is also non-decreasing in a the assertions
concerning exponential moments follow from Lemma 3.1. §

The inclusion of the factor £™ in (3.3) facilitates application, but it is easy to
see that the result is equally strong without this factor.

The result in Lemma 3.3 is used first of all to demonstrate the existence of the
infinite-dimensional exponential family investigated in Section 8.

The main point of the following lemma is that, in analogy with analytic func-

tions, a model that is analytic at some point is also analytic in a neighbourhood
of this point.

Lemma 3.4. Assume that the model { f(y;3) : B € B C V' } is analytic at
Bo and that ||-|| is a semi-norm satisfying condition (iv) in Definition 2.1. Let
Ua(Bo) denote the set defined in (3.1). Then for any a < p(By)~! the following
two assertions hold:
(1) f(y;8) > 0 for all B € Uy(Bo) and y € E;.
(2) There exists a constant p > 0 and a function M : E; — R that has expo-
nential moments with respect to Pg,, such that

|D(B)(v%)] < k! M(y)5* 2 ||v||* (3.6)

for all B € Uy(fo),v € V and y € E,. For some sufficiently small a > 0 the
following two assertions hold:

(3) The random variable M(Y) in (3.6) has uniformly bounded exponential
moments with respect to all Pg,3 € Uy(Bo).

(4) The model is analytic in Uqs(fBo) and the set Ey, the (semi)-norm used in
(iv), the constant p, and the function M(y) in Definition 2.1 may be chosen
independently of B € Uy(fo).

Proof. From the conditions in Definition 2.1 we know that f(y;8) > 0 and
that f(y;0) is analytic for any y € E;. Hence, for any fixed y € Ey, log f(y;3)
is analytic in the subset of U(Bp) on which f(y;3) > 0. Condition (iv) in Defini-
tion 2.1 implies that within any of the sets U,(Bo) with ap(fBo) < 1, the function
log f(y; ) has an absolutely convergent power series expansion around 3o, imply-
ing that f(y; Q) is positive on this set. To prove (2), consider a fixed 8 € Ua(f)-
Let w = B — Bo and use the usual convention that an omitted argument implies
evaluation at 3y. Then

Y = 15— Dok wivk
| Di(B)(v")] I;(j_k)!Dg( ;w! =F)|

IN

(o o] .
7! -1 k i—k
- M I=Hvl|®l|w]|?
3 G W el ol

<M M@ ol Y (7) @)
j=k



CHAPTER 2 The class of analytic models 33
= k! M(y)p* o] *(1 - ap) =+

which proves (3.6) if we take 5 = p/(1 — ap) and M(y) = M(y)/(1 — ap)?.

Since the bound (3.6) holds for 3y, in particular, it follows directly from Lemma
3.1 that M (Y) has uniformly bounded exponential moments with respect to all 8
in U,(Bo) for sufficiently small a > 0. Thus, (3) and hence (4) is proved. 1

Lemma 3.5. Assume that the model { f(y;8) : B € B C V } is analytic at S.
Then any integral of the form

[(Pu@0r) -+ (Drn (B)ok)) 03 8) o) (3.7

is analytic at Bp and its derivatives at By can be found by successive differentiation
under the integral sign.

Proof. Let G(y;B) denote the integrand and D*G(y) its kth differential with
respect to B at Bp. As usual we frequently omit the argument 3y from any function.
We know that for sufficiently small @ > 0 the integrand is analytic in the set Uy ()
defined in (3.1) for any fixed y, and therefore it equals the sum of its Taylor series
expansion at fy. For each fixed y the differentials satisfy inequalities of the form

ID*G(y) (v*) | < e(w)kla(y)*|lw]®, k€N (3.8)

for some a(y) and ¢(y), and any w € V. We shall prove that the integrals of the
differentials satisfy similar inequalities except that a and ¢, may not, of course,
depend on y. Then it will follow from the theorem of majorized convergence that
integration and summation can be interchanged and hence that the integral has
an absolutely convergent power series expansion around (p with terms bounded
by a geometric series. Hence the integral is analytic and the sum of the integrals
of the individual terms is its Taylor series expansion around [y, proving that the
derivatives of the integral are identical to the integrals of the derivatives.

Each of the components Dy; (ﬂ)(vfj ) in G(y;3) has a Taylor series expansion
with terms satisfying (3.8) with ¢(y) = M(y), and a(y) = p which is independent
of y. Hence, the product of these m components has a Taylor series expansion in
which the kth term is bounded by

eM(y)™a" (18 ~ foll*, (3.9)

for some constants ¢ and a that do not depend on y but, possibly, on kq,...,kn,
and on vq,...,0,. In fact, any a > p will do here with a proper choice of ¢. An
expansion of f(y;3)/f(y;Bo) as in the proof of Lemma 3.1 yields

f(y:8)/ £(y; Bo) < exp {ZM(y)p"’lllﬂ - ﬂoll"} ; (3.10)

k=1
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where the individual terms in the sum are bounds for the corresponding terms in
the Taylor series expansion of the exponent. Therefore, if we multiply together
the bounds from (3.9) and (3.10), and expand in powers of || — Bo||, then the
individual terms of the expansion will also be upper bounds for the corresponding
terms of the expansion of the entire integrand. By use of (1.2.22) and (1.2.27) we

get the following expression for the K'th term of the product of the bounds in (3.9)
and (3.10),

K k
18 — Boll* {cM(y)maK + Y eMmaf+ =SR] ({0 M@)}™ fas!) }

k=1 - j=1

K
= |18 - Boll™ {CM(ZI)'”GK + D eM(y)maK kY " M(y) B k=B Ha,-!}
k=1 o

K k
= 118 - Aol {cM(y)maK red ety Dt (1)) } , (3.11)

n

where )" denotes the sum over T(k), i.e., over all sequences (ai,...,ax) € N&
with ) ja; = k. If s > 0 is chosen such that Eexp{sM(y)} = C(s) < 0o, then

E{M(y)"} < n!C(s)s™"
for all » € N and therefore the integral of (3.11) is bounded by
18— fall* {emtC(s)s7ma"
= K-k ~(n+m) (ntm)! o (k-1
+c Z a C(s)s P
k=1 1 :

n—1
< I8 ﬂoHK{cm!C(S)S'maK

+c f: afkC(s)s™™(k + m)™ Ek: s~ pkm (’;) }

k=1 n=1

k

n=

K 1 k
< |18~ Boll® {cm! Cls)s™mal + ey af=FC(s)s™™ (k +m)™ (; + p) }

k=1

which by.simple considerations shows that the integral of the Taylor series expan-
sion is bounded by a geometric series. Hence the lemma follows from the argument
given above.

Note: It would not have been difficult to show directly that the differential of
G in a neighbourhood of §; is bounded by an integrable function, and therefore
integration and differentiation can be interchanged. Also, it is easy to see that



CHAPTER 2 The class of analytic models 35

the derivative will be a linear combination of terms of the same form, showing
that repeated differentiation of the integral is permissible by differentiation of the
integrand. However, to show that the function is analytic an argument like the one
above is required, or a direct evaluation of the integral of the derivatives, which is
more difficult. §

Lemma 3.5 implies that the equation

/ £(; 8) dv(y) = / exp{log f(y; B)} du(y) = 1 (3.12)

may be differentiated repeatedly under the integral sign. Thus, the lemma implies
the validity of the usual relations between moments of the log-likelihood deriva-
tives. These moments are defined as the multilinear forms

Lk, ook, (B) € Lin(VErttkm R)

(b B} (057, 0 ) = B { (DI (B)(0F)) -+ (Dra (B) (o)) }
(3.13)

for v1,...,v, € V. Then the first three of the relations between these, evaluated
at any § where the model is analytic, are

H1 = 0,
B2 + p1nn =0,
p3 + 3sym{p12} + 1111 = 0 € Ling(V;R) (3.14)

where sym{---} denotes the symmetrized version of the multilinear function in
question, obtained by averaging over all permutations of the arguments.

It follows from Skovgaard (1986a), see also Lemma 6.6, that the same results
hold if moments are replaced by cumulants throughout. These cumulants of the
log-likelihood derivatives are defined as the multilinear forms

Xky -k (B) = cump (Dy, (B), - .., Dy (8)) : VF x - - x VE» R,

{Xky -k (8)} (vf‘,...,vfn"') = cumg {Dkl(ﬁ)(v{“),...,ka(ﬂ)(vfn"')}
(3.15)

where it should be noticed that the variables Dy, (8) (v;c" ) are one-dimensional,
and that the multilinear form X, ...k, (8) is symmetric under permutations within
each of the components Vi, but not in general for other permutations. The same
is true for the moments defined in (3.13). The conclusion of the previous lemma is
that the relations, of which the first three are given in (3.14), hold for the moments
and for the cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives.
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In particular, the Fisher information, I(3), which by definition equals the sym-
metric positive semi-definite bilinear form x11(f3) satisfies the equality

I(B) = x11(B) = —x2(B) (3.16)

if the family is analytic at 3.

There are a few conditions to check before the result in Skovgaard (1986a) can be
applied, but these follow from Lemma 3.5. It is a trivial consequence of Lemma 3.5
that all the cumulants in (3.15) are analytic at (o, because they are polynomial
functions of the moments in (3.13).

Corollary 3.6. Assume that the model { f(y;8): 8 € B C V } is analytic at 3y
and that p(fBo) = 0 in Definition 2.1. Then Py is constant as a function of 8 in a
neighbourhood of (3.

Proof. From (iv) in Definition 2.1 it is seen that D2(B) = 0 for all y € E;.
By Lemma 3.5, this implies that I(8) = —x2(8o) = 0. Thus D1(Bo) is seen
from (3.14) and (3.16) to be degenerate at zero, just as Di(8) for any k£ > 2.
Therefore the Taylor series expansion of log f(y; 3) around fy is constantly zero.
Since log f(y; #) is analytic in some neighbourhood of 3y independently of y € E;,
cf. (4) of Lemma 3.4, it follows that f(z;8) and hence Pg is constant in this
neighbourhood. i

The following lemma gives one of the few available global properties of analytic
models and shows that the class of analytic models does not comprise models for
which the support of the distribution depends on the parameter.

Lemma 3.7. If a model parametrized by § € B C V is analytic in an open,
connected set By € B, then any two measures Pg, and Pp,, 1,82 € By, are
mutually absolutely continuous.

Proof. Let 3; € By be an arbitrary fixed point and consider the subset, S say,
of By on which the measures are dominated by Pg,. By the assumption that the
model is analytic in By it follows that each measure in By dominates all measures
in a neighbourhood. Since dominance is a transitive relation it follows that the set
S is open. Now, consider a sequence of ’s in S, that converges to a point §p in
By. Because the model is analytic at o, the measure at this point is dominated
by all measures in a neighbourhood and hence eventually by one of the measures
in the sequence considered. Thus, § is also closed in By and since it is not empty
it equals the entire set By. 1
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4 Equivalent definitions

The main result in this section is Theorem 4.2 below that gives three conditions
that each may replace condition (iv) in Definition 2.1. The implication of the
theorem is that the bound in (iv) may be proved on the basis of certain inequalities
for the cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives rather than from bounds on the
random variables themselves. The key to this result is the lemma given below
which, in turn, relies heavily on the result in Lemma 1.5.3.

Lemma 4.1. Assume that the model { f(y;8) : 8 € B C V } satisfies the
condition (ii) of Definition 2.1 and that f(y; ) is infinitely often differentiable at
Bo for all y € F,. Assume also that two constants ¢ > 0 and T > 0 exist such that
the cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives at By, defined in (3.15), satisfy the
condition

Xk ... (o) (V™) | < (m — 1)Lk TF™=2 o ¥ (4.)
——
for all v € V, k € N, and m > 2, where ||:|| is some inner product semi-norm

on V. Then there exists a function H(:;(0) of E into R such that on a set of
Bo-probability 1,

{Dx(Bo) ~ xx(Bo)}(v*)| < ck! H (y; Bo)p(Bo)**[|]|* (4.2)

for all v € V, where p = (2e,/p)7, p = dim V', and moreover

Eg, (exp{6H(Y;50)}) < 7(p)exp {2p(e8)* /(1 — bp/c)} (4.3)

for all § < ¢/p, where v(p) is some constant depending on the model only through
the dimension p.

Proof. Asin previous proofs we omit the argument 3y from the various functions.
Notice first that if 7 = 0 then all Dy are degenerate, except possibly D; which
has a normal distribution because all cumulants after the first two vanish, and the
result is easy. Thus, we assume that 7 > 0. We also exclude the trivial case ¢ = 0

from the proof. Let p = (2e4/p)7 and define for each fixed v € V, k€ Nand h > 0
the event

Ax(h;v) = {y € E :|(Dx — xi)(v*)| < cklhp*~||o]|* } (4.4)

and let

Ak (h) = Nuev Ak(h;v),
A(h) = N2, Ax(h),
H(y)=inf{h:y € A(h)} € [0, ]. (4.5)

The mth cumulant of Dy — x satisfies (4.1) for all m € N while the first cumulant
is zero. Hence, the Taylor series expansion of the cumulant generating function in



38 SECTION 2.4 FEquivalent definitions

terms of the cumulants is bounded by a geometric series in powers of k! 7¥||v||¥,
and consequently the cumulants identify the distribution and for any positive t <
(k! 7*||v]|¥) ™" we have

Eexp {t|{Dx - Xk}(”k)|}

< Eexp {t{Dx — xx}(v*)} + Eexp {~t{Dx — xx}(v*)}
s 2
—exp Y -?n?t'"(m — 1)t kImrkm=2||p|km

m=2

X L2
c -
+exp Y — (=) (m — K" TEm R o

m=2

et 2
<2exp Y. %t"‘(m — 1) RImrkm=2 ||

m=2

2
< 2exp {%—t2k!272k'2||v||2k/ (1 - tk! Tk|]v||k)} .

The event Ax(h) involves the simultaneous occurrence of the events Ak (h; v) for all
v. To obtain a bound for the probability of this event we use the result in Lemma
1.5.3. Assume for the moment that |-|| is a norm, i.e., the inner product is positive
definite. Let (v1,...,v,) be a basis on V that is orthonormal with respect to this
inner product. Consider the finite set of vectors

k
Vi = ajv,-J:ozjE{—-l,l};ije{l,...,p}}.
1

i=

For the number of elements |Vi| in Vi we have the estimate (1.5.8)
1
Vil < ;;2”(’9 +p)f

and the result in Lemma 1.5.3 tells us that for all v € V with ||v|| < 1,

I(Dk = xx)(0")] < (ev/p)* sup { |(Dk — xx) (w*) | :w € Vi }.

Therefore, for fixed v € V' with ||v|| > 0, consider the estimate obtained by use of
Chebychev’s inequality in the form of (1.4.36) with t = §p (ck! Tk]|v||k)—l, where
§ < c/p,
L= P (s (b))}
< exp {~tek! hp*1|o][*/(ev/p)"}

2
X 2exp {-62—t2k!21'2k"2||v||2k/ (1- tk!‘rk“v]]k)}
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< 2exp {-—62kh + %62(26\/]))2/(1 - 6p/c)} . (4.6)
Thus, it follows that
P{H(y) > h} <1-P(A(h))

<35 (1= P A (/v o))

k=1v€EV;
< Y [Vil2exp {—82*h + 2p(8e)? /(1 - 6p/c)}
k=1
< ;,1'!2”“ exp {2p(ée)’ /(1 - 8p/c)} i(k +p)Pexp {—82*h}.  (4.7)

k=1

As the final step we obtain
E(exp{6H(Y)}) = / P{H(Y) > 6 log 2} dz
0
1 © & K
< E;'?w exp {2p(6e)? /(1 - 8p/c)} {1 + / > (k+p)Pz? dz}
) 1 k=1

= -;—!2”“ exp {2p(8e)* /(1 - 8p/c)} {1 + Z(k +p)?P/ (2F - 1)} ,

k=1

from which the inequality (4.3) follows because the sum is convergent for any p.
Notice that it is permissible to interchange integration and summation, leading to
the last equality above, because the functions involved are positive. Evidently, the
inequality implies that the function H(Y') is finite with probability one.

Now consider the modifications required for the general case of a semi-norm |||
generated by a pseudo inner product (-,-). Let (vq,...,v,) be a basis on V' which
is orthogonal with respect to this pseudo inner product and has either ||v;|]| = 1 or
|lvj]| = 0 for all j. For each n € N consider the inner product that is obtained from
(+,) by defining (v1,...,v,) to be orthonormal, except that any base vector v; with
llv;|l = 0 is replaced by nwv;, which consequently is defined to have unit length with
respect to this new n-norm, denoted ||-||,. Notice that, as n tends to infinity, the
n-norm decreases monotonically towards the original semi-norm. Now define the
events in (4.4) and (4.5) as before, except with the norm ||:||, in (4.4). Denote
the events defined in this way by Ak n(h;v), Ak,n(h) and A,(h), respectively. The
event A (h/(ey/p)*;v) contains Ai (h/(e\/p)*;v) for which we still have the last
estimate in (4.6), which trivially is valid for any 6 > 0 if ||v|| = 0. Therefore the
estimate in (4.6) applies to A, (h/(ey/p)*;v) also, and Lemma 1.5.3 provides the
same bound for 1 — P{A ,(h)} as is obtained by summing only over v € Vj in
(4.7). For n € N, the events A (k) form a decreasing sequence of events, the
probability of which are bounded below by the same number. Hence, this bound
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applies also to the intersection which is the event Ag(h). Thus, the bound in (4.7)
still applies and the argument is completed as before. §

We are now in position to prove the main theorem in relation to the definition
of analytic families. It implies that instead of obtaining uniform bounds for the
random log-likelihood derivatives as in condition (iv) in Definition 2.1, it is suf-
ficient to obtain uniform bounds for their cumulants. This may not always be
easier in concrete examples, but for theoretical considerations in relation, e.g., to
convolutions of experiments, it turns out to be useful.

Theorem 4.2. Assume that the conditions (ii) and (iii) of Definition 2.1 hold for
the model { f(y;8): 3 € BCV}, and let {-,-) be a given pseudo inner product
on V with corresponding semi-norm ||-||. Then (iv) in Definition 2.1 is equivalent
to each of the conditions (v), (vi) and (vii) below. We include the condition (iv)
in the list to facilitate comparisons.

(iv) There exist a constant p(fy) > 0 and a function M(-;3) : E — R such that
M(Y,Bo) has finite exponential moments with respect to Pg, and

| Di(Bo)(v*)| < k! M (y; Bo)p(Bo)* " [|ol|* (4.8)

forallve V,k € N and y € E;.
(v) ‘Mized cumulant condition’: There exist two constants A(Bo) > 0 and
¢(Bo) > 0 such that

|Xk1-~km (,30) (vf‘, cee, vfn'")‘

< e(Bo)2(m — D! | TT kstllosl® | A(Bo)lr+-+Em=2 (4.9)
j=1
forallm > 2,k; e N,v; € V5 =1,...,m.

(vi) ‘Directional mized cumulant condition’: There exist two constants A(B) >
0 and ¢(fBo) > 0 such that

| Xky--km (Bo) (vF2+Fm) |

< e(Bo)*(m— 1)1 | [] kst ] llwll* ¥ +Em A(Bo) 1+ +5m=2 (4.10)
j=1

forallve V,m > 2,k; eN;j=1,...,m.
(vii) ‘Pure cumulant condition’: There exist two constants T(8o) > 0 and ¢(Bo) >
0 such that

Ixk ... x(Bo) (v’"”)l < e(Bo)?(m — 1) EI™||o||¥™T(Bo )2 (4.11)
——’

m

forallve V,m e N,k € N,km > 2.
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Moreover, if (iv) holds and
C(s) = Eexp{sM(Y;0)} < o0

then (v) and (vi) hold with ¢(fo) = 2C(s)/s and A(Bo) = max{p(Bo),2C(s)/s},
and if (vi) holds then (vii) holds with the same value of ¢(f) as in (vi) and

7(Bo) = 2X(Bo)-

Proof. Throughout the proof the value g is fixed and if the argument or sub-
script B is omitted the value Sy is understood. We shall prove the theorem by
showing that (iv) implies (v), (vi) implies (vii), and (vii) implies (iv). That (v)
implies (vi) is trivial.

Assume first that (iv) holds and let vy,..., v, be arbitrary fixed vectors in V.
Notice that if s > 0 is chosen such that Eexp{sM (Y )} = C(s) < oo, then

%st {M(Y)'}

=m!s ™C(s) (4.12)

E{MY)"}<m!s™ i

=0

for any m € N. Now, consider the mixed cumulant of the m real random variables
X; = D, (”?)

for kj e Nyu; € V35 =1,...,m > 2. In terms of the moments of these random
variables, the mixed cumulant may be written

cum(Xy,..., Xm) = D _(=1)4(A - 1)!p(S1) - #(Sa), (4.13)
S

where the sum is over all partitions § = (51,...,54),A=1,...,m,of {1,...,m}
into A non-empty subsets, and

w(Sa) =ES [] X; (4.14)
J€ESa
fora=1,...,A, cf. (1.4.16). From (iv) and (4.12) we obtain the estimate

{ o ()

jesa

A
a=1

A
IT »(S2)
a=1

m A
< pFi=Y (H {kj!llvjllk’}) I1 {'S‘z“s—l&lc(s)}

j=1 a=1
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i=1

m A
=ptY (H {kﬂllvjll""}) sTC(s)* [T 1Sk, (415)
a=1

where |S,| is the number of elements in S,. On combination of (4.13) and (4.15)
we obtain

cum(Xq,...,Xm)

m A
< p(Thi)=m (H (k! |lojlI% }) ™ ZC(s)A(A - 1) H |Sal!. (4.16)
j=1 S a=1

It is fairly straightforward to see that

A

> (A-1)
S

||l < (m — 1)12™ (4.17)
1

a=

and since C(s) > 1, the right side in (4.16) is bounded by
plEk)=m (H {kjtllojll®™ }) (C(s)/s)™(m = 1)!2™
j=1 '
which shows that the condition (v), and hence also (vi), holds with ¢ = 2C(s)/s
and A = max{p,2C(s)/s}.

Assume now that (vi) holds. We need to show (vii) for m = 1, k¥ € N, only.
Suppose for the moment that we can rely on the relation

] D* f(y; B) du(y) = 0 (4.18)

at 8 = Bo for any k € N. Then x1(80) = 0, and for k > 2 it follows from (1.2.26)
that for any v € V,

0= [ (0¥ expliog f(159))) (+5) dv(1)

k m T m
_—./Z Z %{Haj!} {HDa,-(”a’)}f(y;ﬁo)dV(y)

m=1 €S (k) i=1 j=1

where the derivative is evaluated at 8y and Sy, (k) is the set of sequences defined
in (1.2.24). Because the same identity holds for cumulants of the Dj’s as for the
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moments, cf. Skovgaard (1986a) and Lemma 6.6, we get

|xx(v*)] =

E Z {Ha]} 1xa,l...c,,m(vk) .

m=2 aGS,,.(k)

Thus, from (vi) and (1.2.27) we obtain

<Y Y B {Mest} ™ m -1t ([ ast) Aol

m=2 aeSm(k)

k
1/k-1
= 2B 22 (ol =
cEVARE 0| Em(m—l)

m=2
= kAR |o|FET (2F - k- 1)

from which it follows that (vii) holds for m = 1 with 7 = 2X and ¢ unchanged.

The only missing point is to show the validity of (4.18) for any k£ € N. We
shall prove that in some neighbourhood of By the derivatives of exp{log f(y; 8)}
are bounded by integrable functions. Any such derivative is of the form of a
polynomial in the D’s multiplied by f(y; 3). As an intermediate step we shall
provide bounds for the Dy’s. Let yo € E be an arbitrary point, except that we
might need to avoid a null-set, and notice that, by assumption, f(yo;0) is analytic
in some neighbourhood of 3. Since f(yo;/80) > 0, the function log f(yo;8) is also
analytic in some neighbourhood of By and therefore there exists an R > 0 such
that

|{D*log f(yo; Bo) } (v*)] < k! B¥|o]|*
for all k € N and v € V. According to Lemma 4.1 we then have, for (almost) all
y €L,

[{D*log f(y; 80)} (v*)| < [{D*log f(y; o) — xx} (v")|
+ |{D*1og f(yo; Bo) — xx} (v)| + | {D*log f(30;80)} (v*)]
< ck! ||v]|*p* " [H(y) + H(yo)] + k! ||v]|* R (4.19)

where p = (2e4/p)A and it should be noticed that H(Y) from Lemma 4.1 has
exponential moments. It follows that the radius of convergence of the Taylor
series expansion of log f(y; 8) around fy is at least (p+ R)~1. Thus the expansion
“of log f(y; B) is valid and absolutely convergent in some neighbourhood of B, that
does not depend on y and therefore the same is true for the derivatives of this
function. Hence, from (4.19), in some fixed neighbourhood of Gy with |8 — Bo|| < n
for any n < (p+ R)71,

|{D* log f(y; B)} (+%)] < E (k) ” lollfn? {co™ [H(y) + H(wo)] + B*)
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= k! ||v]|* {cp** [H(y) + H(30)] /(1 — np)*** + R*/(1 = nR)**'}  (4.20)

for any k£ € N, and

exp | log f(y; B) — log f(y; Bo)l
<exp )y ;cl-,k! n* {p* ! [H(y) + H(y)] + R*}
k=1
= exp {en[H(y) + H(yo)] /(1 — np) + nR/(1 - nR)}

< exp{6[H(y) + H(yo) + 1]} (4.21)

for any fixed § if 7 is chosen accordingly. On combination of (4.20) and (4.21) we
see that any derivative of exp {log f(y; 3)} is bounded in a neighbourhood of G,
by a function of the form

q{H(y)} exp{6H(y)} f(y; o)

for some polynomial ¢. Since H(Y) has exponential moments it follows that any
such function is integrable with respect to v. Hence, it is permissible to interchange
repeated differentiation at By and integration of f(y; ), and the proof that (vi)
implies (vii) with ¢ unchanged and 7 = 2X is completed.

Assume now that (vii) holds. Then, in particular, for any k > 2 and v € V,

|Xk(vk)| < 2k k2 ]]v||'°

while x1(v) is finite for any v € V because cumulants of higher order, i.a., the
variance, exist. Since V is of finite dimension it follows that ||x1]| < oo, i.e., there
exists a constant o > 0, say, such that

Ix1(v)] < aff]|

for all v € V. By use of Lemma 4.1 we then obtain

| Dk(v®)| < {Dk = x5 }(0F)| + |xk (v")]
< ck! pF T H(y) ||[o]|F + k! (PP T gsny + oY) lo||F

for all k € N, where p = (2e4/p)r. Since H(Y) is known from Lemma 4.1 to have
finite exponential moments it is easy to see that (iv) is satisfied if M(y) is chosen
appropriately and p possibly modified compared to above if 7 = 0. 1
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5 The index of a model

The classical first order asymptotic theory of likelihood based inference is based
on a local approximation of the model with a normal linear model. More precisely,
a typical proof of asymptotic normality of a local maximum likelihood estimator,
or of the asymptotic chi-squared distribution of the likelihood ratio test statistic,
requires a normal approximation to the score statistic, D1(8p), and a proof of the
asymptotic equivalence between the maximum likelihood estimator and an affine
function of the score statistic. The latter approximation requires that higher or-
der derivatives of the log-likelihood function are bounded in certain ways. Higher
order expansions of the Edgeworth type on which, e.g., the Bartlett adjustment of
the likelihood ratio statistic is based, require the derivatives of the log-likelihood,
suitably scaled, to decay at a certain rate and, moreover, that also their standard-
ized cumulants decrease in powers of this rate, typically 4/n~1 for the case of n
independent replications. In more general settings the rate may be different, e.g.,
in stochastic processes.

In this section we shall introduce a quantity, referred to as the index of a model
at a given parameter value, which will play the role of /n~! for asymptotic like-
lihood based theory. When there is any risk of confusion with other quantities
referred to as the index it will be called the index of linear normality, because it
may be thought of as a measure of the deviation from a normal linear model in an
absolute sense. Thus, it provides a bound for this deviation contrary to curvature
measures that provide bounds for or approximations to second order terms only,
see, e.g., Beale (1960), Efron (1975), and Bates and Watts (1980). As a conse-
quence it is possible to prove, e.g., that the standardized distribution of a local
maximum likelihood estimator converges to a normal distribution for any sequence
of models for which the index tends to zero. This and other related results con-
cerning asymptotic properties will be treated separately. We adopt the notation
from sections 2 and 3, in particular, the Dy’s from (2.1), the Fisher information
I(B) from (3.16), and the cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives from (3.15),
i.e., the x’s. In this section we shall frequently be working with the (semi)-norm on
V defined in terms of the Fisher information instead of a pre-given (semi)-norm.
Thus, consider the (pseudo) inner product

(v1,v2) 18y = I(B)(v1,v2), v, 02 €V, (5.1)

and the corresponding (semi)-norm

ol 2oy = (v, v)1(8), (5.2)

cf. (1.1.14) and (1.1.15). Thus, lengths in V are measured in terms of units defined
via the Fisher information, the effect of which is the same as a kind of standardiza-
tion. E.g., the variance matrix of the score statistic, D;(f), is the identity matrix
when the Fisher information is used to define the orthonormal bases on V and V*.

Definition 5.1. For any model { f(y;8) : § € B C V' } that is analytic at a
point By € int(B) we define the index, A(Bo), of the model at (3o, or more precisely
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the index of linear normality, as

A(Bo) = inf { A2 0:[xusrkn (Bo) (07, k7 )|
< (m—1)! ﬁ (k3tllosllsigy ) g Aot =2,
j=1

kl,...,kmEN;vl,...,vaV;m22}. (5.3)

The quantity may take the value +oo.

Notice the similarity with the condition (v) in Theorem 4.2. The difference is
that we use the Fisher information (semi)-norm instead of a pre-defined norm,
and consequently the factor ¢? in (v) is not needed because the inequality (5.3)
is automatically satisfied for > k; = 2. It follows from Theorem 4.2 that the
index is finite whenever the Fisher information is positive definite because of the
equivalence of any two norms on a finite dimensional vector space.

As mentioned above the use of the Fisher information norm has the effect of a
standardization. However, the effect is not the same as would have been obtained
if we had instead considered the standardized cumulants of the Dy’s in (5.3). This
latter approach would have implied a standardization in terms of the variances,
(xkk(Bo)), of the Dy’s, which only for the score statistic, D1(8o), corresponds to
our approach.

In asymptotic theory we shall typically consider a sequence of models for which
the index at a given parameter point tends to zero. To see why this limiting value
is of importance assume that the index of a model equals zero at a point 5. Then
the only non-vanishing cumulants at By are x11(fo) = —x2(Bo). Thus, only the
first differential of the log-likelihood at Sy is stochastic while the third and higher
order differentials vanish. This implies that we have the expansion

log f(y; B) = log f(v; Bo) + D1(Bo)(B — Bo) + %X2(ﬂo)(ﬁ - Bo)? (5.4)

which is known from Lemma 3.4 to be valid in a neighbourhood of 3, that does not
depend on y. Moreover, the By-distribution of the score function, D1(fo), is exactly
normal with mean zero because all of its cumulants vanish, except the second.
Thus, the model agrees in a neighbourhood of fp with a Gaussian shift experiment,
cf. LeCam (1986, Section 9.3). In terms of the minimal sufficient statistic, D1(fo),
the model is a linear normal model on a finite dimensional vector space. Any such
model is of the form (5.4) and hence characterized by the property that the index
is zero. Therefore, if the index tends to zero for a sequence of models a certain,
quite strong, form of convergence to a linear normal model, or more precisely to a
Gaussian shift experiment, is guaranteed.

If the model is analytic in the entire parameter space B C V, then A(Bp) = 0
at some fixed point By € B is seen to imply that A(8) = 0 for all B € B because
the Taylor series expansion (5.4) is of finite length and hence of infinite radius of
convergence.
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Less drastic demands than A(fp) = 0 may also imply simplifications of the
model. To see this assume that instead of the inequality (5.3) we have

IXkl---k,,.(,BO) (”{cl"' "”1’:&"‘)\

<(m — 1) { IT (K3t osla,) } AN(Bo)™ AL (Bo) i+ Hm=m (5.5)

i=1

for two constants An(8o) and Ar(Bo), still considering only m > 2. The two
possibilities An(80) = 0 and A(Bp) = 0 are of special interest. First notice that
the expansion

log /(3 ) = 1og £ (4 fo) + Dr(Ba)(8 = o) + 3 Da(Bo)(B ~ B} ++++  (5.6)

is known to be valid (and absolutely convergent) in some neighbourhood of S,
that does not depend on y. Now, if Any(8p) = 0 all cumulants of order three
and higher vanish and consequently the f-distribution of (D1(8o), D2(Bs),--.) is
exactly normal. Thus, the model agrees locally with a non-linear normal model
which reduces to a linear normal model if and only Ar(fBo) = 0, also. Usually, in
the case An(Bo) = 0, the statistic (D1(8o), D2(8o),--.) will be concentrated on a
finite dimensional linear subspace and then (5.6) takes the form

log f(y; B) = log f(y; Bo) + 9(B)(X), (5.7)

where X € W, g(B8) € W*, and W is a finite dimensional real vector space. In
terms of the sufficient statistic X this model is a non-linear normal regression model
with known variance. However, (5.6) allows also for the possibility of infinite-
dimensional observations.

In the second case, AL(Bp) = 0, all differentials Dx(f) are degenerate, except
the first differential Dq(f) which is then sufficient. Then (5.6) reduces to the form

log f(y; B) = log f(y; Bo) + D1(Bo)(B — Bo) + h(B), (5.8)

for some analytic function h : U(Bp) — R, defined on some neighbourhood of fy.
This is the form of an exponential family with canonical parameter § and canonical
sufficient statistic D;(Bp). We shall refer to such a model as a linear exponential
family as opposed to a curved exponential family for which the canonical parameter
might be a non-linear function of 5.

It appears that in (5.5), An(fo) is a measure of deviance from a normal model
while A (Bo) is a measure of deviance from a linear exponential family, or equiva-
lently a measure of insufficiency of the score statistic. However, the two quantities,
An(Bo) and AL(Bo), are not well defined from (5.5) unless one of them is zero. One
might be decreased on behalf of the other, still fulfilling the inequality (5.5).
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Another justification for the consideration of the index of a model is provided by
the case of independent replications. Assume that a model for Y € E is analytic
at Bo € B C V and let Xk, ...k, (Bo) denote the cumulants and A(Bo) the index at
Bo. Let Yi,...,Y, be independent random variables from this model. Then the
differentials of the log-density at By for the model for (Yi,...,Y,) will be given by

DO (o) = 3 Dies(Bo) (5.9
=1

for k € N, where Dy ;(fo) denotes the kth differential corresponding to Y;. Also,
in obvious notation,

X k. (Bo) = nXky -k (Bo) (5.10)

for all ky,...,km € N and m € N. In particular, I(™(8y) = nI(B,) denotes the
Fisher information based on the n observations.

Theorem 5.2. Consider n independent replications from a model { f(y;3) : B €
B C V } which is analytic at By € int(B). The model based on the n replications is
analytic at By and the index, )\(n)(ﬂo), at fy from this model satisfies the relation

A (Bo) = A(Bo)/v/n- (5.11)

Proof. It is trivial to check that the conditions (i)-(iii) of Definition 2.1 hold
for the model of (Y3,...,Ys) if we take ET as the set of probability one and the
product of the densities as the density with respect to the n-fold product of the
underlying measure v with itself. The relation (5.10) immediately shows that if
any of the cumulant conditions (v), (vi) or (vii) holds for the model for a single
observation then it also holds for the model for n observations, thus proving that
the latter model is also analytic at §y. A simple substitution of (5.10) and the
relation between the Fisher informations into (5.3) shows that the indices satisfy
the relation (5.11) whether they are both finite or infinite. I

An obvious extension is to consider independent but not necessarily identically
distributed observations from analytic models. Let Y; € F,,...,Y, € E, be
independent random variables, the model for each of which being parametrized
by 8 € B C V and analytic at 9. Denote the cumulants of the log-likelihood
derivatives from the entire experiment by

Xi?..km (Bo) = Z fisc?...km (Bo), (5.12)

i=1

expressed here in terms of the corresponding cumulants from the individual models.
Let I(™)(3,) denote the Fisher information for the entire experiment and let I;(,)
be the Fisher informations for the individual models such that

I™(Bo) = Y Li(Bo). (5.13)

=1
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Theorem 5.3. LetY = (Y1,...,Y,) be such that Y;,...,Y, are independent
and that the model for each of the Y;’s is analytic at 8y. Then the model forY is
analytic at o and, with notation from above, the index A™)(83,) of the model for
Y at By satisfies

)\(")(,80) < an, =sup{an(v):veV}, (5.14)
where an(v) > 0 is given by

an(v)" = sup { (o) (Li(Bo)(v*)1/ Y Li(Bo)(v*) :i=1,...,n } (5.15)

i=1

in terms of the indices and the Fisher informations from the models for the Y;’s.

Proof. The conditions (i)-(iii) of Definition 2.1 are easily verified for the model
for Y with the obvious choices of density and underlying measure on the product
space. As the set E; in the definition we take the product of the corresponding
sets for the models for each of the Y;’s. Since any of the cumulants in (5.12) for the
model for Y is the sum of the corresponding cumulants from the individual models
it is trivial to see from any of the cumulant conditions (v)-(vii) in Theorem 4.2
that it holds for the model for Y because it holds for the models for the Y;’s. To
obtain the inequality for the index consider the following computation in which we
notationally suppress any dependence on o,

IXk1-~km (vf‘, e ,'vfn"')l

n
Z”klmkm(”l yeresUpm)
i=1

< (m= 1) ([T kst) oAb+ +hn=2od)/2 . Lol o 2. (5.16)

=1

For each factor of the form ,\i\/Ii(v§) we have the upper bound

MVE() € an(o)VID(02) < any T ().

If we use this estimate for }_ k; — 2 of the factors in the last sum in (5.16) and
leave /{I;(v})I;(v3)} in the sum we obtain

|Xk1...km('vf1 yeens vfn'”)l

< (m = 1)t (T] kst) akrt--+on =20 (o)) =D/ (o)) )02

X (ﬁ{f(")(”ﬁ)}k"”) i{fi(vf)fi(vg)}m,
j=3 i=1
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where the product should be read as 1 if m = 2. This computation shows that
(5.3) holds with A = a,, because of the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality

'Zbici < (Z b?)l/z (203)

applied to b; = \/I;(v?) and ¢; = /I;(v3). 11

Theorem 5.2 is, of course, a special case of Theorem 5.3. The bound (5.14) for
the index in Theorem 5.3 may not be optimal but turns out to be good enough in
many situations, provided that the indices for the models for the Y;’s are all finite.
The reason is that if the bound a,, does not tend to zero for a sequence of models,
then the contribution from one of the n random variables will be non-negligible,
asymptotically speaking. In that case expansions of the usual type will hardly be
valid. There are, of course, cases where, e.g., a first order expansion may still be
valid if it is the behaviour of higher order cumulants that prevents the bound in
(5.14) from converging to zero.

As argued above it is of interest what happens as the index tends to zero for
a sequence of models. In this connection we shall be needing bounds for the
log-likelihood derivatives similar to those in (iv) in Definition 2.1 and (4.1) in
Lemma 4.1, but in a slightly different form and, as (4.1), expressible in terms of
the index. These bounds are given in the following corollary.

Corollary 5.4. Assume that the model { f(y;3) : 8 € B C V' } is analytic at
Bo and that the constants A > 0 and ¢ > 0 satisfy the directional mixed cumulant
condition (vi) in Theorem 4.2, where ||-|| denotes a given semi-norm. Then for all
y€ E,k €N, and v € V we have

1/2

| Dk(Bo)(v™)] < Kl0ll* {e®p** Lo 1y + cp™ T H (33 B0) } 5 (5.17)

where p = 2(ey/p)A, Iy is the indicator function of the set in question, and
the function H(+;Bo) of E into R is finite with probability one and satisfies the
exponential moment inequality (4.3). In particular, when the Fisher information
semi-norm is used, (5.17) holds with ¢ = 1 and X equal to the index A(fo).

Proof. We split Di(fo) into a deterministic and a random part,

Di(Bo) = xx(Bo) + {Dk(Bo) — xx(Bo)}-

The random part is known from Lemma 4.1 to be bounded by the second term
in (5.17) and for k > 2 the first term is the bound for xx(B80)(v*) proved in
Theorem 4.2, in fact with p = 2). Finally we know from Lemma 3.5 that x1(8o) =
0.1

It is natural for an analytic model to define the index A(Bo; v) in direction v € V
from By, for v # 0, as the index at [y for the submodel with parameter space

{Bo+hv:h€eR}.



CHAPTER 2 The class of analytic models 51

Then the inequality (5.3) holds for all v = v; = «-- = v, if A(Bo) is replaced by
A(Bo; v). While this concept is obviously of relevance to properties of the submodel,
it is not very useful for the full model. The reason is that although the inequality
(5.17) then holds with p(f) replaced by p(Bo; v) = 2(e4/P)A(Bo; v), the function H
will also depend on the direction and we have no uniform control on the magnitude
of H, as we have from (4.3) in Lemma 4.1.

We already know from Lemma 3.4 that if a model is analytic at a point then
it is also analytic in a neighbourhood of the point. It is a trivial matter to show
that if the index is finite at such a point then it is finite in a neighbourhood and,
in fact, bounded in such a neighbourhood, but this property turns out to be too
weak for our purposes. As seen in Corollary 5.7 below, the bound for the index in
a neighbourhood of a point can be given purely in terms of the index at the point.
The following lemma provides the tools for the derivation of that result.

Lemma 5.5. Let the model { f(y;B8) : 8 € B C V } be analytic at 8y and assume
that the constants ¢ > 0 and A > 0 satisfy the mixed cumulant condition (v) in
Theorem 4.2 for some semi-norm ||-||. Then for any (8 in the set U,(fo), cf. (3.1),
with a = (2\)~!, the bound

X (B)(0F" k)|

< P (m—1) (H k! llvfll’“j) ATR 2 (12 X6 = Boll) ™" (1 — 20| — fol))™™
j=1
(5.18)

holds for all kj; € N, v; € V, j =1,...,m > 2. In particular, (5.18) holds with
¢ = 1 and X equal to the index of the model at By when the Fisher information
semi-norm is used.

Proof. To expand xg,...k,, () around By we need an expression for any deriva-
tive of Xk, ...k, (8) at Bo. From Skovgaard (1986a), see also Lemma 6.6, it follows
that these derivatives are obtained by replacing xg,...x,, by the corresponding mo-
ment fig, ...k, from (3.13), for which we have the expression (3.7), differentiating
this repeatedly under the integral sign, and then substitute x’s for u’s throughout
the resulting expression. To obtain the derivatives of (3.7) we write f(y;3) as
exp{log f(y; )} and use Leibnitz’ rule (1.2.16) generalized to a product of several
functions combined with the rule (1.2.26) for higher order differentials of the com-
posite function exp{log f(y;3)}. We use 7 to denote the number of differentiations
of this function, and obtain

I{D’xkl...km (Bo)(w¥ ..., vEm) }(w®)

SRR AN o911 i1

a1+-tam+r=s r=1b€S,(v) Jj=1
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k k m
X X(kl+al)”'(km+am)b1"‘br(,vll WL v W w'y)l

S SRR 1C51 C D oD Wi 2{1 U SEERRg!

atrtamty=s =1b€S,(v)
e T

x § T 1Cks + ai)tllogl®] p & TLeat p llwlja=ei++=2
j=1 =1

= st (T oy Hlwlr Y {H[(kj ¥ aj>!/aj!1}
a1+-t+am+y=s j=1
DIPIpL

r=1 bGSr(’Y)
(s r) m
s—2 m+r 1
= st 26452 T oy} 2( 25 TTHCk + 0t /a3,
(a,b) J=1

(5.19)
where 5,.(7) is the set of sequences defined in (1.2.24) and the last sum is over all
sequences (a1,...,ay) € Ng* and (by,...,b,;) € N" with Y- a;+ > b; = s. Obvious
modifications of the expressions are required for the terms with 4 = 0 but the last
expression may be seen to be valid without such reservations. This expression may

now be used to obtain a bound for the Taylor series expansion for xg, ..., (8). For
w = 3 — P sufficiently small we get

|Xk,...k,,,(ﬂ)(vk1,...,’uk’")l
< Z ol I{Dstl m(ﬂo)(vl yeesy Upt

< 2AThi- 2{H||v & }E(m+r—1)u
Z Z Z Z (k1 +a1) (klz;ll)!(/\llwll)zaj+zbj

br=1

= *(m - 1)! {H (k;! Ilvjll"")} AhE ; (m +rr i 1)
{H > (5 19) Gl u)°f} (i)

la;=0

= ¢*(m —1)! {H (k;! llvjllk’)} Ak 2 <m+: ) 1) (%)r

X (1= MJwl) =5
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_ Loy asset (L= MR\™ L
= etm =t {T] kst } a2 (Gl ) ™ 0 = gy

which equals the right hand side of (5.18). These computations are valid whenever
Alw|| < %, provided that 8 is within the set U(f) on which log f(y;3) is known
to be analytic. §

Lemma 5.6. Let the model { f(y;8):8 € B C V' } be analytic at 3y with finite
index A(fBo). Then for any 8 in the set U,(fo) from (3.1) defined in terms of the
Fisher information semi-norm, with a = %A(ﬂo)‘l, and any v € V, we have

[1(B)(v*) = I(Bo)(v*)|
< I(80)(*) { (1 = A(Bo)1B = Bollrise)) ™" (1 = 2X(Bo)IB ~ Bollzgs0)) ™" ~ 1}.
(5.20)

Proof. The quantity I(8) = x11(0) is, of course, one particular of the cumulants
considered in Lemma 5.5, and the proof of (5.20) is obtained by mimicking the
proof of that lemma, except that ¢ = 1, that the index A(f) replaces A, that the
Fisher information semi-norm is used, and that we subtract the zero-order term
I(Bo)(v?) from the Taylor series expansion used to obtain the bound. From (5.19)
it is seen that the bound for this term, corresponding to s = 0, equals the term
itself. Therefore the bound (5.20) is obtained from the bound (5.18) applied to
this particular cumulant, simply by subtraction of I(8,)(v?). 1

Corollary 5.7. Assume that the model { f(y;8) : € B C V' } is analytic at
Bo with finite index A(fp). Then it is analytic with finite index at any [ in the
set Uq(fo) from (3.1) defined in terms of the Fisher information semi-norm, with
a = ag/A(Bo), where ag is a universal constant, and for any such § we have the
inequality

A(B) < A(Bo) b (M(Bo)IIB = Boll1(s0)) » (521)

where h : [0,a0) — Ry is a continuous function satisfying h(0) = 1. In fact,
possible choices of ag and h are

a0 = % - i\/l T 42 (5.22)
and
hz) =222 - 22732 (5.23)

where z = {(1 — z)(1 - 2z)}~!.

Proof. Let z = A(Bo)||8 — Boll1(s0) < 3- For any v € V with [|v]|;g,) > 0 simple
manipulations of (5.20) yield

1/2

0l 2¢80) N1oll28) = {T(Bo)(v*)/1(B)(v*)}
<{2-(1-2)7*(1-22)7"}
= (2 - 22)_1/2,

-1/2



54 SECTION 2.5 The indez of a model

if 22 < 2, where z is defined below (5.23). Notice that this inequality for z is
guaranteed by the choice of ag in (5.22). Now consider the inequalities defining
the index in (5.3) at the point 3 in Us(Bp). From Lemma 5.6 we know that if
lv;ll z(g) = O for any of the v;’s then also [|v;]|;(5) = 0 and the inequality (5.3)
will be satisfied for any choice of A\(3). Hence we exclude such v;’s in the sequel.
Also notice that if &y + ---+ k,, > 3 and m > 2 then

m< Y ki <3(Yki-2).

Hence, with z and z as above, it follows from Lemma 5.5 that

X (B )|
< (m = DHTT (kMlosllFey) } MBo) 5721 = )75 (1 - 22) ™™
x {TT (o3l zan /Nosllzcen) ™ }
< (m = DT (ktIos5p) ) M) 2 {222 = 2222} =77

as was to be proved. The case ) k; = 2 in (5.3) is satisfied by definition of the
Fisher information semi-norm. Thus we have proved that the mixed cumulant
condition (v) in Theorem 4.2 holds. It is easy to see that the conditions (i)-(iii)
are satisfied at § in U,(Bo) and hence that the model is analytic throughout this
neighbourhood. The computation above shows that the index is finite in this set
and satisfies the inequality (5.21). Il

The importance of Corollary 5.7 is not so much the explicit expressions for ap and
hin (5.21), as their existence. In particular, the result implies the continuity of the
index at any point By where it is finite. Given € > 0, it follows immediately from
the corollary that A(8) < A(B)+ € in some neighbourhood of 8y, proving the upper
semi-continuity of the index. The lower semi-continuity follows directly from the
definition of the index in (5.3) because it is a supremum of continuous functions.
To formulate the definition of the index precisely as a supremum, attention should
be restricted to vectors v; with ||v;|[g,) > 0. In fact, the lower semi-continuity
also follows from Corollary 5.7 used “the other way around”, i.e., to give a bound
for A(Bo) in terms of A(3), re-expressed in terms of the I(fp)-norm by use of
Lemma 5.6. A reasonable conjecture is that the index is analytic at any point
where it is finite.

Incidentally, Lemma 5.6 also leads to the following result.

Corollary 5.8. Assume that the model { f(y;3) : B € B C V' } is analytic in
an open connected subset By C B. Suppose that there is a point By € By at
which the index is finite and that ||v||(g,) = 0 for some fixed vector v € V. Then
llvllz(s) = 0 for all B € By.

Proof. Let
A={B€Bo:|v|ys =0}
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The set A is non-empty because it contains 3p. From Lemma 3.5 we know that
the mapping 8 — I(f) is continuous, and hence the same is true for the mapping
v+ ||v||g. Thus, A is closed relative to By because it is the intersection of By with
a closed set. From (5.20) it follows directly that A is open. Since By is connected
and open we conclude that A = By. 1

The importance of Corollary 5.8 is that it shows that for any analytic model
with finite index it is always possible to find a linear reparametrization of the
model such that the Fisher information becomes positive definite, without changing
the model viewed as a family of probability measures. To see this notice that if
I(Bo)(v?) = 0 for some v # 0 then the model is constant along any line of the
form 8 = B, + hv € By where h € R, because I(8)(v?) = 0 for all B € By, and
hence Corollary 5.4 shows that all derivatives of log f(y; 3) vanish in the direction
v. Thus a new parametrization of the model may be obtained by projecting the
parameter space onto a subspace of dimension one less than V, along the direction
v. This process may be repeated until the Fisher information is strictly positive
for all vectors v # 0.

The following lemma shows that, conversely, the index is finite if the model is
constant in any direction in which the Fisher information is zero.

Lemma 5.9. Assume that the model { f(y;8) : B € B C V } is analytic at the
point By € int(B). Then the index, A\(fy), of the model at B is finite if and only if|
for any v # 0, v € V, the condition ||v||;3,) = 0 implies that the model is constant
on a line segment of the form

{Br="Po+hv:he(ab)} (5.24)

witha < 0 and b > 0.

Proof. Consider the linear subspace
N={veV:|vllrp) =0}

and let L be a complementary linear space, i.e., a subspace of V' such that any
vector v € V can be uniquely represented as a sum

v=ouN+ UL

where vy € N and vy, € L. Then, if the model is constant on a line segment of
the form (5.24) for any v € N, it follows that

Di(Bo)(v*) = Di(Bo)(v])

for all Kk € N and v € V, and consequently that

Xy (BO)(OL 5 Vg ) = Xy ok (B0) ((vl),’?,- x ,(vm)'}j")
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for all ky,...,k, € N and vy,...,v, € V. Let ||| be any given norm on V and
consider the mixed cumulant condition (4.9) in terms of this norm. Because the
Fisher information norm ||v||7g,) is positive definite on the subspace L there exists
a constant a > 0 such that

1ol 280y = oLl r0) = allvil|

for all v € V. Hence a suitable modification of the constants ¢ and A in the
mixed cumulant condition shows that this condition also holds with the Fisher
information semi-norm in place of ||:|| and it is concluded that the index at Gy is
finite. The converse statement is contained in Corollary 5.8. 1

6 Invariance properties

The title of this section refers to operations on analytic models that lead to other
analytic models — not to invariance of the models in any stronger sense. Such oper-
ations include analytic reparametrization, reductions by sufficiency and ancillarity,
and products of analytic models in the sense of independent observations as we
saw in the previous section.

Consider a model { f(y;8) : B € B C V } assumed to be analytic at 8y € int(B).
Let us first investigate the problem of reparametrizations. As in the previous
sections V denotes a finite-dimensional real vector space. Suppose that we have a
mapping, conveniently, although somewhat incorrectly, denoted S,

B:A— B, (6.1)

where A is a subset of a finite-dimensional real vector space W. Assume also that
there is a point ag € int(A) with 8(ap) = Bo and consider the model

{fyie):ae ACWY,  f(ye)= f(y;8(a)), (6.2)

parametrized by a € A. This setup includes smoothly parametrized sub-models
as well as one-to-one reparametrizations. Recall the notation for the log-likelihood
differentials, (Di), and their cumulants, (Xx, .-k, ), from (2.1) and (3.15). The
corresponding quantities defined in terms of the parameter o will be equipped
with a tilde, e.g., N 3

Dy(a) = D*log f(y; a). (6.3)
The log-likelihood differentials in the reparametrized (sub)-model may be ex-
pressed in terms of the Dy’s from the original parametrization as

Di(a)(w)

k -—
=2 2 %{Hba‘!} " Dun(B(@)) { D B(e)(w?),. .., Do» B(a)(wb™)}

m=1beS, (k)
(6.4)
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with w € W and k € N, which is obtained by differentiation of the logarithm of

both sides of (6.2) by use of (1.2.26). The set S,,(k) is defined in (1.2.24). The
relation is noticed to be linear in the original Dy’s.

Theorem 6.1. The model { f(y;@) : @ € A C W} defined in (6.2) above is
analytic at the point ap € int(A) if the mapping 3 : A — B is analytic at ag and
the model { f(y;8) : B € B C V' } is analytic at By = B(ag). Moreover, if the
semi-norm ||-|| and the quantities ¢ > 0, Ay > 0 and A\ > 0 satisfy the cumulant
condition

xkl...km(ﬂo)(vfl,...,vfn"')l

< *(m—-1)! { IT (kstliesl*) }A’;—‘*’Af"""‘ (6.5)

for all k; € N, v; € V and m > 2, and if for some a > 0 and R > 0 the inequality
1 D*B(e0)(w®)| < ak! R*Y|jw]|* (6.6)

holds for some semi-norm ||-|| on W and all k € N and w € W, then
Kk ook (00 (wh ... ,wfn'")’

S(ac)2(m—1)!{H (k5! o) }(aAN>m-2(aAL+R)“f-m. (6.7)

Finally, if for some R > 0 the inequality

D% B(e0)(w*)ll o) < kR DB(e0)(w)l| o) (6.8)

holds for all k € N and w € W, and the index of the model parametrized by (3 is
A(Bo), then the index at ag of the model (6.2) satisfies the inequality

Mao) < A(Bo) + R. (6.9)

Proof. Assume that (6.5) holds and that the model parametrized by 3 is analytic
at Bo. Consider the conditions (i)—(iv) in Definition 2.1. Choose a neighbourhood
U(ag) such that the mapping a — B(a) is analytic in U(ao) and B(a) € U(Bo)
for all @ € U(ayp), where U(f3p) is the neighbourhood from Definition 2.1. Then
it follows immediately from (i) that the measures {P, = Pg(a)} are mutually
absolutely continuous on U(ap) and that f(y;e) is strictly positive for all y in the
set F; from Definition 2.1. That the condition (iii) is satisfied for the new model
(6.2) for all y € E; follows from the fact that a composition of analytic functions
yields an analytic functions. It would be fairly easy to show directly that also (iv)
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holds for the new model but we shall continue to establish (6.7) which, by use of
Theorem 4.2, shows that (iv) holds and hence that the model (6.2) is analytic at
Qp.

We use the identity (6.4) to obtain bounds for the cumulants of the log-likelihood
differentials in the new model through the following computation involving the
sequences by = (bs1,...,bsn) in S, (k,) from (1.2.24) for which we use the identity
(1.2.27). Thus, notationally discarding the arguments ap and [, we get

|)~(k1...km(’wlf1 yeooy wﬁ;" )I
k1 km m k. N, )
s° -
<2 > o > (TG IIe!
n1=1 bl esnl(kl) nm=1 b esnm(km) s=1 s .7=1
X Xnqnm {(Db“,@(wb“), vy (Dbl"l ﬂ(wbl"l ) R ,(Db"‘"'" ,B(wb""‘m )}

ni1=1 blesnl(kl) nm=1 bmesnm(km)

m T,
x ct(m— DR I {ns! 11 (ab,j!Rb’j—lllw||b’i)}

s=1 j=1

= (ac)*(m - 1)! {H (ks! ]| ™) }(a/\N)""2
m ks
HZ( )(a/\L)n 1 pks—n
=1n=1

= (ac)’(m - 1)! {H (ka! ol )} (aan)™2 [[(are + RY*

s=1 s=1

which equals the right hand side of (6.7) and hence proves that the model (6.2) is
analytic at ap.

Assume now that (6.8) holds and that A(fp) is the index at By. To investigate
the index, A(ao), of the new model we need to consider the Fisher information at
ap. This is given by the equality

I(@o)(w?) = varg, { [ Dalog f(; A(a0))] (w)}
= varg, {D1(fo) (DB(0)(w))}
= 1(Bo) (DB(0)(w))” -
Thus,
1l 5(a) = 1PB(@0) (W)l 1¢0) -
Therefore the inequality (6.8) is a recast of (6.6) with a = 1 and with the Fisher
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information semi-norms on V and W. Since (6.5) holds withe = 1and A\ = Ay =
A(Bo) the result (6.9) follows from (6.7). I

We could, of course, have formulated the result given in (6.9) in terms of two
quantities Ay and Az as in (6.7). The result in that case is seen directly from
(6.5) and (6.7) if we let @ = ¢ = 1 and replace the semi-norms with the Fisher
information semi-norm. In the light of the discussion in Section 5, this shows that
the quantity Ay, in some sense bounding the deviation from a normal model, is
not increased by a reparametrization, whereas Ay, may well be affected, e.g., if a
linear model is reparametrized by a non-linear mapping. The quantities Ax and
AL are, however, only certain kinds of bounds and should not be taken as absolute
measures, although the fact remains true that an analytic reparametrization of a
normal model, i.e., a model with Ay = 0 in (6.5), remains normal.

The result of the theorem, that an analytically parametrized sub-model of an
analytic model is itself analytic, is a useful tool for proving that a model is ana-
lytic. For example, in Chapter 3 we shall use this result to establish the (rather
trivial) result that a curved exponential family is analytic whenever the canonical
parameter is an analytic function of the parameter of the model.

As a special case it follows from (6.9) that if the parametrization #: A — B is
linear, the index of the model parametrized by a is bounded by the index of the
original model parametrized by 3. In particular, a one-to-one linear reparametriza-
tion does not change the index of an analytic model.

Next, let us turn to changes in the space of observations. We shall consider
changes of the underlying measure, by marginalization, and by conditioning. For
any such operation there will always be a choice of versions of densities in the
derived model, and it is usually possible, in non-discrete models, to choose versions
such that the conditions in Definition 2.1 for analyticity of the model break down.
However, with sensible choices of densities several operations of the kind mentioned
above lead to analytic model when the original model is analytic.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that the model {(E,v), f(-;8);8 € B C V} is analytic at
Bo € int(B) and let U be a measure dominating Py for all 8 in the neighbourhood
U(Bo) from Definition 2.1. Then there exist densities f(y;3) of Ps with respect to
v for B € U(Bo) and a measurable function h : E — Ry such that

f(y;B) = f(y; B)A(y) (6.10)

for all B € U(fo) and all y € E‘l, where Ey is a set with P,@O(El) = 1. The model
{(E‘,l/),f(-;ﬁ);ﬂ € B C V} is then analytic at fy.

Proof. It follows from the Lebesgue decomposition theorem and the assumptions
that it is possible to choose a set E; such that the measures ¥ and 7 are mutually
absolutely continuous on this set and such that Pg,(E;) = 1. As the function h
we then take the Radon-Nikodym derivative h(y) = (dv/dP)(y). The set of points
on which h(y) = 0 is a null-set which therefore can be discarded from E,, thus
proving (6.10). For y € E; the density f(y, ) is now positive whenever f(y;03)
is positive. Thus, the conditions (i)-(iii) of Definition 2.1 are satisfied for f(y; 8).
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Also, the log-likelihood derivatives are unchanged as well as their distributions.
Therefore (iv) also holds, and the lemma is proved. i

It follows from the lemma that the choice of underlying measure is completely
immaterial for the theory outlined so far, and, in fact, also for that in the se-
quel, since the log-likelihood derivatives and their distributional properties are
unaffected by this choice. A convenient choice, at least for the development of
theoretical results, will often be to take v = Pg, and f(y;80) = 1 for all y, in
which case condition (ii) in Definition 2.1 is automatically satisfied. Also, this
choice simplifies considerations related to marginal and conditional distributions
as will be seen later in this section.

Now, let

t:E—E (6.11)

be a measurable mapping from the measure space (E,v) to another space E
equipped with the measure #. The next lemma takes care of the case when ¢
is sufficient.

Lemma 6.3. If the model {(E,v), f(:;8); 3 € B C V} is analytic at B9 € int(B)
and the mapping t in (6.11) is sufficient, then the model {(E,ﬁ),f(-;ﬂ);ﬂ € B C
V'} is analytic at By if the densities f(t; B) of t(Y'), of the distributions induced by
the distributions (Pg) of Y, are chosen appropriately. Furthermore, there exists a
v-measurable function h : E — Ry such that

f(y; B) = h(y)f(y; B) (6.12)

for all y in a set of Pg,-probability one.

Proof. The relation (6.12) is Neyman’s factorization criterion, except for the
strict positivity of A which is obtained simply by restricting attention to the set of
y’s on which h is positive. The log-likelihood derivatives are seen from (6.12) to
be unchanged in the sense that

D* log f(y; Bo) = D*log f(t(y); Bo)

for all y € E. Since they depend on Y only through #(Y) their distributions are
unchanged by sufficient reductions. I

Incidentally, the proof of Lemma 6.3 included a proof of the minimal sufficiency
of the log-likelihood derivatives (D1(8o), D2(fo),--.), provided that they are suf-
ficient, because it was shown that they are functions of any sufficient statistic.
While these derivatives at a given fixed point are not, in general, sufficient for the
entire model, it is easily seen from Lemma 3.3 that they are sufficient, and hence
minimally sufficient, for the model restricted to a neighbourhood of any fixed point
at which the model is analytic. Notice that the minimal sufficiency does not imply
that the representation is minimal, e.g., some of the Dy(Bo)’s might be degen-
erate. The minimal sufficiency only implies that the statistic contains no excess
randomness.
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Equally simple as a sufficient is the case of conditioning on an ancillary statistic.
Recall that an ancillary statistic is a mapping

a:E—»E’,

say, such that the distribution of a(Y’), induced by the distribution P of Y, does
not depend on §.

Lemma 6.4. Let the model { f(y;3): 8 € B C V' } be analytic at 8y € int(B)
and let a(Y) denote an ancillary statistic. Then there are versions of conditional
densities, f(y | ao;B3) say, of Y given a(Y) = ao € E with respect to some
underlying measure on the level surface

E,w={y€E:a(y)=ao},

such that 3
f(y:8) = f(y | a(y); B)h(y), (6.13)

where h : E — Ry is some measurable function, and such that the model for the
conditional distribution is analytic for any ag in a set of Pg,-probability one.

Proof. The representation (6.13) is easily established, e.g., by taking conditional
Pg,-distributions given a(Y') as the underlying measures, in which case

F(y1a();B) = c{a(y)}f(y; B)/ £(y; Bo)

and h(y) = f(y;Bo)/c{a(y)} would be proper choices, where c(a) is a normalizing
constant that does not depend on § because a(Y') is ancillary. Then h is positive
almost surely for 8 in some neighbourhood of §y and may therefore, if necessary,
be modified to be positive for all y. The possibility of obtaining (6.13) with a
function h that depends only on a(y) is not of relevance here. Based on (6.13) it is
trivial to verify that the conditions (i)—(iii) in Definition 2.1 hold for all ag = a(y)
where y belongs to a set of probability one, and that the log-likelihood derivatives,
Di(Bo), are the same as in the original model for Y and therefore still satisfy the
bound in (iv) in Definition 2.1. It only remains to be shown that M(Y;05o) has
finite exponential moments in the conditional distributions given a(Y). But for
any s > 0,

Eexp{sM(Y;50)} = E{E[exp{sM (Y;050)} | a(Y)]}.

Since the expectation on the left is finite for some s > 0 the same must be true for
the conditional expectations on the right, for almost all a(Y'). B

As a final trivial case we consider a mapping which is a cut with respect to two
components of the parameter, cf. Barndorff-Nielsen (1978). Thus,let V = V; x V;,
be the product space of two finite-dimensional real vector spaces and let

B = (¢,¥) € B= By X By,
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where B; C V; and By C Vo. A cut in the model { f(y;8) : 3 € B C V}is
a measurable mapping ¢ : E — E such that the marginal distributions of #(Y),
induced by {Pg;8 € B}, depends on S only through ¢ € By while the conditional
distribution of Y given ¢(Y') depends only on 9 € Bs.

Assume that the model { f(y;8) : B € B C V } is analytic at 8o = (do,%0). It
is obvious, except for some measure theoretical considerations, that we may write
the density f(y;B) as a product

f(y:8) = fi(t(y); 9) f2(3; ¥), (6.14)

where fi(t;¢),¢ € By, are the marginal densities of ¢(Y) and fa(y; %), % € Ba, are
the conditional densities of Y given ¢(Y). Thus, it is clear that the log-likelihood
derivatives with respect to ¢ in the marginal models, and with respect to 9 in
the conditional models, are the same as in the full model. The derivatives with
respect to ¢ depend on y only through t(y) and consequently their distributions
are unaffected by marginalization from Y to ¢(Y). Therefore the model based
on #(Y') is analytic at the point ¢g, or at 8 if 8 is considered as the parameter.
The conditional distributions of the log-likelihood derivatives with respect to
do, however, differ form their original distributions, but it is seen as in the proof
of Lemma 6.4 that these conditional models are also analytic at .

For the general case of an (arbitrary) function ¢(Y) it will appear from the sequel
that the conditional distribution almost surely is analytic at B if the original model
is analytic at this point. This result is, however, not very useful as long as it is not
coupled with some kind of uniformity in the conditioning variable of the bound (iv)
in Definition 2.1 or of any of the bounds in Theorem 4.2. Whether the marginal
distribution of ¢{(Y) is always analytic is an open question. We can show that
the conditions (i)—(iii) of Definition 2.1 hold; the problem is the condition (iv). It
turns out, however, that there is a fairly simple representation of the log-likelihood
derivatives from the model for ¢(Y') in terms of the conditional cumulants of the
original log-likelihood derivatives given t(Y'). Since this representation may be of
some independent interest in connection with particular cases, the remaining part
of this section will be concerned with its derivation and immediate consequences.

Thus, let

t:E—E

be a measurable mapping from E to another measurable space and consider the
model for ¢(Y) induced from the original model

{(E,v); f(v;B8);8€ BCV}

which is assumed to be analytic at §p € int(B). Let (g denote the distribution
of t(Y) induced by the Pg-distribution on Y, and let Py denote (versions of)

the conditional distributions of ¥ given #(Y) = t € E. The distribution P is
concentrated on the level surface

E.={yeE:t(y)=t}. (6.15)
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As the underlying measure for the model for t(Y) we now choose Qp, and note
that as densities in the model for ¢(Y') we may choose the functions f(-;3) defined
by

(dQp/dQp,) (1) = f(t;8)
= Ep { f(4:8)/ f(y:80) | ((Y) =t }
= /E exp{D1(Bo)(8 — Bo) + —;—D2(ﬂo)(ﬁ — fo)® +---}dPg(y), (6.16)

where the last equation is known to be valid for 3 in some neighbourhood of f.
We shall not discuss the proof of this (quite trivial) result.

Lemma 6.5. With notation and setup from above, the log-likelihood derivatives
Di(fo) = D*log f(t;80), k€N, (6.17)

are given by the equations

- k P -
Di(Bo)(v*) =) 5{ aj!}
i=1

m=1a€Sy, (k)
x cumg, {Da,(Bo)(v"),.. ., Da,, (Bo)(v*™) | #(Y) = t} (6.18)

for v € V, where Sy,(k) is the set of sequences defined in (1.2.24) and the joint
cumulant is the cumulant in the conditional Pg,-distribution given t(Y) = t.

Before proving the lemma let us examine the equation (6.18). Notice its formal
similarity with the expression for a moment in terms of its cumulants. Thus,
if Dj(Bo)(v?) were the jth cumulant of a random variable, such as (v, X), say,
D¥(Bo)(v*) its kth mean, and we forgot about the conditional cumulant on the
right hand side, then the same relation would hold. Furthermore, as one extreme,
suppose that t(y) is constant. Then the left hand side of the equation is zero and
the conditional cumulants equal the unconditional cumulants. In this case the
well-known relations between the cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives are
recovered, cf. the discussion relating to equations (3.14)—(3.16) in Section 3. At
the other extreme, if ¢{(y) = y, the relation (6.18) reduces to the trivial identity
between the Dy’s and the Dy’s, because the conditional distribution of any of the
Dy’s is degenerate. The same identity arises, for the same reason, whenever ¢(Y')
is sufficient.

Thus, it is not surprising that the proof of the identity (6.18) is related to the
relations between the cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives. To prove it we
need a generalization of the result in Skovgaard (1986a) on which the proof of
these relations may be based. In that paper the rule for differentiation of the
log-likelihood derivatives was given, but it turns out that this rule is not confined
to log-likelihood derivatives but applies more generally to statistics depending on
the parameter.
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Before we state this rule of differentiation, let us consider some formal differen-
tiations of moments. Thus, let g : E x B — R and consider

DoBa{o(Y3$)} = Ds [ o(si $)f(wi ) ()
= Ep{Dpg(Y;8)} + Es{g(Y; 8)D1(8)}. (6.19)
In particular, if
9(y;: ) = ﬁlgj(y;ﬂ)

where g; : EX B — R, then Leibnitz’ rule for differentiation of a product, together
with (6.19), shows that

j=1 i=1 J#i

DgEp {H.%‘(Y;ﬂ)} (v) =) Ep {[Dﬁgi(Y;ﬂ)(”)] ng(Y;ﬂ)}

+Ep {Dl(ﬂ)(v) ﬁ 9;(Y; ﬂ)} : (6.20)

j=1

The, somewhat surprising, result is now that the same relation holds if expecta-
tions of products are replaced by joint cumulants of the factors throughout (6.20).
Of course, regularity conditions are needed to assure that differentiation and inte-
gration can be interchanged.

Lemma 6.6. Consider a statistical model {(E,v); f(y;3); 3 € B C V'} for which
there is some neighbourhood U(f) of a point By € int(B), such that f(y;B) is
positive and differentiable as a function of 8 in U(f) for all y € E. let D1(B) =
Dglog f(y;8), and for each j = 1,...,m, let g; : E X B — R be mappings such
that the mapping

y — 9i(y; 8)
is measurable for any 3 € U(f), and the mapping
B 9i(y;8)

is differentiable in 3 € U(fo) for any y € E. Furthermore, assume that there exist
functions Mgy, My,...,M,, from E to R such that each of the inequalities

I Dpgi(u; Bl < Mi(y),  j=1,...,m, (6.21)

and

1Dpf(y; BN / £(y3 Bo) < Mo(y) (6-22)
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hold for all 8 € U(Bo) and y € E, and such that

Eg, {(1 + Mo(Y) [ llg5(Y; 80)| + Mj(Y)]} < o0 (6.23)
i€J
for any subset J of {1,...,m}, including the empty set for which the product
should be read as 1.
Then for any v € V, we have

{Dpcumg (91(Y;8),- - -, 9m (Y3 8))} (v)
= cumg, {D1(8o)(v),91(Y;50),---,9m(Y;B0)}

+ Z cumpg, {gl(Y1 ;30)7 v aDﬁgi(Y;ﬂO)(v)7 cee agm(YvﬂO)} ’ (624)

=1

where the differential of the function on the left is evaluated at § = (.

Proof. We shall give a somewhat superficial proof of this lemma since its full
proof is almost identical to any of the two proofs given in Skovgaard (1986a). The
conditions given here are sufficient to assure that the expectation of the product
of any subset of the g;’s can be differentiated by differentiation under the integral
sign as shown in (6.19) and (6.20). Since the cumulant on the left in (6.24) is a
polynomial in these expectations, we may differentiate this cumulant by differen-
tiation of the polynomial, i.e., by differentiation of moments of the g;’s. Therefore
the conditions in the lemma are sufficient to validate the formal calculations be-
low. Alternatively, we might have used the analogue of the proof in Section 3 in
Skovgaard (1986a) in which the result is shown directly by differentiation of the
moments.
Let h = (h1,...,hn) and consider the moment generating function

s(hip) = [ exp{

of the g;’s. Then, since the cumulants of the g;’s are the derivatives of log ¢(h; 3)
we obtain the following relations in which all derivatives are to be evaluated at
hi=:+-=hyn =0and 8 = fo,

Zhjgj(Y;ﬂ)} f(y; B8) dv(y)
=1

J

{Dpcumﬂ (1(Y;8),... ,gm(Y;IB))} (v)

9 9 _
= {Dﬂ% "'a—h;10g¢(h,ﬂ)} (v)

_ a% % {Dy(B0)(v) + 3 b3 Dpgi(yi Bo)(v)}

x exp {3 higi(vi )} £(ui Bo) du(w) [ #(hi o)
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- aihl"'%a?z log / exp {hoaD1(Bo)(v) + Y h305(y3 B0) } £33 Bo) du(y)

P )
+Eah1 ' 6h. Ohies R

/ {Dpgi(y; Bo)(v)} exp {Zhjgj(% ﬂo)} f(y; Bo) dv(y) / é(h; Bo)
cumg, {D1(Bo)(v),91(Y;5o),---,9m(Y;50)}

=9 0

m

log / exp {[hiDﬁgi(y;ﬂO)(”)] + Zhjgj(y;ﬂo)} f(y; Bo) dv(y),

J#i

from which the result follows. In the third equality we have used the fact that in
the jth term of the first sum on the left hand side, differentiation of the exponential
or of the denominator ¢(h;By) with respect to h; results in zero when evaluated
at h; = 0. The proof is identical to the one in Section 2 in Skovgaard (1986a)
where, unfortunately, the denominator ¢(h;3) was missing in the expression just
preceding the last equality sign above. 1

We may now return to the proof of Lemma 6.5.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. We apply Lemma 6.6 to differentiate cumulants in the
conditional distribution given ¢(Y') = t. From (6.16) we see that the density of the
conditional Pg-distribution given ¢(Y') = ¢ with respect to Pg,-distribution may
be chosen as

(dPF [dPg) (y) = {f(y; 8)/ f(y; Bo)}/ f(#; 8)

Provided that differentiation and integration can be interchanged it follows from
(6.16) that the differential D*(83), say, of the logarithm of the conditional density
is

D*(B) = Dplog{f(y; 8)/f(t;8)} = Dr(B) — Eg{ D1(B8) | t(Y) =1t}.  (6.25)
To apply Lemma 6.6 with each of the functions g;(y; 8) being of the form D(8)(v*)
we need to provide bounds for these functions satisfying the conditions of the

lemma. Instead of doing this we shall show directly that differentiation and inte-
gration can be interchanged for any integral of the form

/ Di, (B)(#*) -+ D (B)(v* ){ f(v; B)/ (3 Bo)} AP} ()

from which it will also follow that the representation given above for the differential
of the log-density of the conditional distribution is valid. The omission of the
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normalizing constant f(t;ﬂ) from the conditional density is of no importance.
From Lemma 3.4 we know that we have bounds for the D;’s of the form

|Dk(B)(9*)| < k! p* 7 M(y)lloll¥,

for all £ € N where M(Y) has finite (unconditional) exponential moments and the
bounds apply to a neighbourhood of By. Furthermore, as in the proof of Lemma 3.1
we see that also the bound

log{f(y; 8)/ f(y;B0)} < M(y)IIB — Boll /(1 = plIB — Boll)

holds in some neighbourhood of By. From the equality
Egexp{sM(Y)} = Eg[Eg{exp (sM(Y)) | #(Y) }]

it is seen that M(Y') has exponential moments in the conditional distribution given
t(Y) = t for almost all ¢ and hence that we have provided the bounds required
to prove that differentiation and integration can be interchanged for any of the
integrals of the type considered including the one with m = 0, i.e., without any of
the factors Dy, (8)(v*).

From (6.25) it follows immediately that the relation (6.18) holds for k¥ = 1, or,
more correctly, that was seen from (6.16) to derive (6.25). Thus, we have

D(B)(v) = Eg{ D1(B) | t(Y) = t}

for all § in a neighbourhood of 3y. Now we may differentiate this equation repeat-
edly with respect to § by use of Lemma 6.6 because the expectation is identical
to the first cumulant. The next equation becomes

Dy(B8)(v*) = Ep{ D2(8)(v*) | #(Y) = t} + vars{ D1(B)(v) | ¢(Y) = t},

and the process continues, formally in precisely the same way as for the uncon-
ditional cumulants for which repeated differentiation leads to the well-known re-
lations between the (unconditional) cumulants of the log-likelihood derivatives.
Since these relations are identical to the ones in (6.18), except that the left hand
side is zero and that the cumulants are unconditional, it follows that (6.18) holds. N

From the representation (6.18) of the derivatives of log f(t; 3) we can now obtain
bounds for these to show that the function f(t; B) is analytic at By for almost all
t. To see this we use the condition (iv) from Definition 2.1. Let M(y; Bo) denote
the function from this condition and choose s > 0 such that

Eg,{exp (sM(Y;00)) | t(Y) =1t} = Ci(s) < 0.
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Then, for any ki,...,kn € N and v € V, condition (iv) in Definition 2.1 shows
that

Ego{ Dii(Bo)(v*) - -+ Dy, (Bo)(v*™) | #(Y) = t}
< (H kj!) pk1+...+k,,.—mE{ M(Y;ﬂo)m I t(Y) — t}||v||k1+"’+km
< (H kj') pk1+-.~+km—mm!S—mCt(s)IIvI|k1+...+km.

By a fairly simple extension of Lemma 1.4.4, based on (1.4.16), it now follows that

Icumﬁo{ Dkl (ﬂo)(vkl )’ B ka (ﬂo)(vkm) I t(Y) =t },
< (m= 1) (TT kst lloff ot +omhat et (6.26)

where v = (1 + Cy(s)) max{p,s~'}. But then, from (6.18) and (1.2.27) it follows
that for any £ € N we have

|De(Bo)(o*)
< mEkl aeé‘:,.(k) B (T ast) (m— 1t (il ™
= K (lil* zkj ~(e )
< (k= 1l (6.27)

which proves that the Taylor series expansion of log f(t; 8) around By is bounded
by a geometric series. We shall not go through a detailed proof that f(t; 3) agrees
with its Taylor series expansion in some neighbourhood of 8y and hence is analytic.
It is a simple consequence of the fact, derived from Lemma 3.4, that the bounds in
(6.27) hold uniformly in such a neighbourhood if p and M are chosen appropriately.

Thus f (y; B) is analytic at B and it is then easy to see that the conditions (i)-
(iii) in Definition 2.1 hold for the model {f(t;3); 3 € B C V}. An investigation
of whether (iv) holds in general requires an investigation of the cumulants of the
Dy’s from (6.18). For apparent reasons we shall not attempt such an investigation.

Incidentally, the considerations above are sufficient to show that the models for
the conditional distributions given ¢#(Y') = t are analytic because the conditional
Pg-density of Y given #(Y) = t may be written

f(w; B)/{f(y; Bo) f(t; 8)} (6.28)

with respect to P . Hence the kth differential of the conditional log-likelihood is

Di(B) — Dy(B)
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which deviates from D(f) only by a non-random analytic function. The verifica-
tion of (i)—(iv) in Definition 2.1 is then straightforward for (Pg,-almost) any fixed
t € E. However, as mentioned earlier, this result is not very useful in itself without
some uniformity in ¢t € F of any of the bounds in Theorem 4.2. To provide such
uniform bounds amounts to the same problem as proving that the model for ¢(Y')
is analytic.

7 Some approximation results

Assume that the model { f(y;8) : 8 € B C V' } is analytic at By € int(B), and
consider for any fixed K € Ny the approximation

1

fx(y38) = f(y; Bo) exp{D1(Bo)(B — Bo) + -+ + 37

D(Bo)(B-Bo)¥} (7.1)

to the density f(y;B) for 8 in some neighbourhood of fBy. In the case K = 0 the
right hand side is to be read as f(y;80). In this section we shall obtain bounds
for the errors of various approximations based on (7.1). In particular we shall see
what happens with the derivatives of the log-likelihood function when f(y; () is
replaced by a normalized version of fx(y;3), and derive a bound for the total vari-
ation between the two measures corresponding to these two densities. This latter
measure is closely related to measures of asymptotic sufficiency, cf. Michel (1978),
and to the deficiency as defined by LeCam, cf. LeCam (1986).

All results in this section will be expressed in terms of the directional mixed
cumulant condition (vi) in Theorem 4.2, i.e., in terms of a pre-given semi-norm
|I|| and constants ¢ > 0 and A > 0. The results are then easily reformulated in
terms of the index A(Bo) at fo by substituting this for A, 1 for ¢, and the Fisher
information semi-norm for ||-||, throughout.

Observe that the integral of fx(y; 3) may not be 1. Therefore we may consider
the normalized version

Fi(w:B) = fx(v:8)/ / f(v; B) du(y). (7.2)

For any fixed K the family of measures f(y; B) constitutes a curved exponential
family of distributions with canonical sufficient statistic (D1(fo),..., Dk (Bo)) and
canonical parameter

(ﬂ - ﬂOV"’}(]:_i(ﬂ _,BO)K> .

Since it may be difficult to work out the normalization constant involved in the
computation of f(y;3) in (7.2) we shall consider an approximate version instead.
Let

Ex(B) = exp {ﬁ)ﬂ{ﬂ(ﬂo)(ﬂ - ﬂo)KH} (7.3)



70 SECTION 2.7 Some approzimation results

and define 3
fr(y; B) = f(y; B)éx(B) (7.4)

which is to be viewed as an approximation to f(y; ). The following lemma pro-
vides a bound for the error of that approximation.

Lemma 7.1. Let the model { f(y;8) : B € B C V' } be analytic at B and
assume that the constants ¢ > 0 and A > 0 satisfy the directional mixed cumulant
condition (vi) in Theorem 4.2. Then, for any K € Ny and § in the set U,(Bo) from
(3.1) with a < 3p~1, we have

'/fx(y;ﬂ) dv(y) - 1
< ep¥a®+(1 - ap) " exp{(ca)?/(1 — ap)}C(6) (ca + (§ — 5)71)
= 0(\K) (7.5)

as A — 0 with a and ¢ bounded, where p = (2e+/p)A, s = ca/(1 —ap) < § < ¢/p
and

C(8) = Eexp{§H(Y)},
H(y) being the function from Lemma 4.1 for which it is known that C(§) is bounded
by a function depending on §, ¢, p, and A, only.

Proof. Let

Rk(B) = log f(y; B) — log fx(y; B) — log €k (B)

oo

=) %Xk(ﬂo)(ﬂ‘ﬂo)k

k=K+2

+ Y R D) - B (B-Bo)  (76)

k=K+1
and notice that for 8 € U,(f) it follows from Lemma 4.1 and Theorem 4.2 that
oo oo
|Rk(B) < D p*7%a 4+ Y cH(y)p* la*
k=K+2 k=K+1

= {ca+ H(y)}ep"a®* /(1 - ap) (7.7)

where p = (2e4/p)) and H(y) is the function from Lemma 4.1. By use of the
inequality |exp z — 1| < |z] exp | 2] we obtain

| [xs)- )| = | [t pe® - 1(us6) )
< / fx (43 B)Ex (B) |1 — exp Ric(8)] dv(y)
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< /|RK([3)| exp {Z % | Dk(Bo)(B — ﬂo)kl} dPpg,(y)

k=1
< Eg, {|Rx(B)| exp ([(ca)® + caH(Y))/(1 - ap)) } .

The result (7.5) now follows by insertion of (7.7) and use of the inequality
E{H(Y)exp(sH(Y)} < Eexp{6H(Y)}/(§ - s) = C(§)/(6 - »)

fors<é. 1

For a sequence of statistical models we will typically be concerned primarily
with 3’s that, in terms of the Fisher information semi-norm, are within a fixed (or
slowly increasing) distance from G, such that the bound in (7.5) will be O(A(5o)¥)
where A(fBp) is the index at fp. This type of asymptotics where the constant a is
fixed and A varies, may be worth having in mind throughout this section. In the
case of n independent replications A(fo) will be proportional to 1/4/n, as shown
in Theorem 5.2.

The point of Lemma 7.1 is to show that £x(8) may be used as an approximate
normalizing constant when it is difficult to obtain the exact constant. The result
shows that in the type of asymptotics mentioned above the exactly normalized
and the approximately normalized densities will deviate by a factor of order 1 +
O{A(Bo)*}, or in the case of n independent replications by 1 4+ O(n~¥/2). This
is the typical order of magnitude obtained in approximation results based on the
truncated densities fK(y;,B).

For the proof of Theorem 7.3 below we need to be able to estimate sums of the
form given in the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Foranya <1, s €Ny and m € Ny, we have

TEIT W U

= 0(a*) (7.8)

as a — 0.

Proof. The convexity of the decreasing function £ — a” shows that
k+3
af < / a® dz
for any & € N. By use of this inequality we obtain
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<(s+m)ma® + / (z +m)™a® % dz
8+1 -
< (s+m)™a® +a°t? / (s+m+14+u)"a"du
0
< (s+m)™a® + a*tt / {[2(s + m + 1)]™ + (2u)"}a" du
0

from which the result follows by integration. §

We are now in position to establish the degree of approximation to the log-

likelihood function and its derivatives, involved in the replacement of f(y;8) by
f(y; B).
Theorem 7.3. Let the model { f(y;8) : B8 € B C V } be analytic at B, and
assume that the constants ¢ > 0 and A > 0 satisfy the directional mixed cumulant
condition (vi) in Theorem 4.2. Then for any m € Ny, K € Ny and § in the set
Ua(Bo) from (3.1) with a < p~1, we have

|ID™ log f(y; B) — D™ log fx (y; B)||

cpXat1-™{ca + H(y)}v(ap, K, m), ifm< K,

<4 epX{m! H(y)(1 - ap)~™"1 + cay(ap, K,m)}, ifm=K+1,
em!p™2(1 — ap)~™ Y + pH(y)}, ifm>K+1

= 0(\K) (7.9)

as A — 0, where

Y(ap, K,m) =
(K +2)" + 27(ap)* {(K +3)"{~log(ap)}™" + m! {~log(ap)} ™},
p = (2e+/p))\, H(y) is the function from Lemma 4.1, and the bound should be

observed to depend on the model only through the quantities involved, i.e., through
¢, a, A, m, K, and the function H.

Proof. Notice first that

log f(y; B) ~ log f(y; B)

= Y LB+ Y D) xeB)}B — Aol
k=K+2 " k=K+1

We differentiate this equation m times, use the bound from Lemma 4.1 for D(8o)—
Xk(Bo) and the bound from Theorem 4.2 for xx(fo), and obtain

| D™ log f(y; B) — D™ log f(y; B)||

k!
< 2 k=2 _k-—m
< E —(k— )!c (2A)*%a
k=max{m,K+2}
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oo

+ ) Uc—f!—m-)!cﬂ(y)p"‘la"‘m

k=max{m,K+1}

)
k+m)! ,_ —m
< 2K 3 (___k'_)pk (K+2-m) 4k
k=max{0,K+2-m} )
)
k+m)! ,_ _
+cH(y)pK E ( o )pk (K+1 m)ak,

k=max{0,K+1-m}

where p = (2e4/p)A and H(y) is the function from Lemma 4.1. When the first
sum in the last expression ranges from zero it equals m!p™~K-2/(1 — ap)m+1,
otherwise Lemma 7.2 is used to obtain a bound for the sum. The second sum
is treated similarly, and after a few trivial majorizations the bounds in (7.9) are
obtained. §

The consequences of Theorem 7.3 is that statistical quantities that depend on the
likelihood function, such as maximum likelihood or Bayes estimators, can usually
be shown to deviate by O(AX) only, when calculated from fK(y; B) instead as from
f(y; B). This does not, however, imply that their distributions, based on f}q(y;ﬂ)
or f(y;B), are not far apart. For the purpose of such distributional approximations
we need other types of bounds, such as the one derived in the following theorem
which in a certain sense generalizes the result of Lemma 7.1.

Theorem 7.4. Consider the approximation fK(y;,B) from (7.4) to a model
{f(y;B) : B € B C V} that is analytic at §y. Suppose that the constants ¢ > 0
and A > 0 satisfy the directional mixed cumulant condition (vi) in Theorem 4.2,
and consider any measurable function g : E — R. Then, for 8 € U,(f3p) we have

] [ swiw ) - [ 6w ﬁ)dV(y),
A A
< / @) £ B) — Fre(w; B)] dv(y)
A

< {/Alg(y)l”"dPg(y)} 2cpKa®+1(1 - ap)™?

x exp {(ca)’ (1 + (ap)¥) (1 - ap)™}
x {Eexp[6 H(Y)]}' ™ {ca+ (6 — s)H{(1 - o)~ }11~=}

={ [1stwir=arsts) | o) (7.10)
as A — 0 with other constants being held fixed, where 0 < a < 1, p = (2e4/p)A,

s={1+(ap)"/(1 - a)}ea/(1 - ap) < & < c/p,

{/ lg(y)ll/adpﬁ(y)}a

and, by convention,
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equals sup{ |g(y)|:y € A} for a = 0.

Proof. The first inequality in (7.10) is trivial and by use of Holder’s inequality
we get

/A )1 £ 8) - F (v; B)] do(w)

< [ awr=arst { [ 11— expl-Br(a0-2 apsm)}
U =7 }

where R (B) is defined in (7.6). For the second integral on the right we use the
bound from (7.7) for Rx(83) to obtain

o l1-o
{ [ 11 = exp{=Ree(9))]0=) exp <Z = De(Ao)(6 - ﬂo)k> dPﬂo(y)}
k=1 "

IN

{ /A IRk (B)| exp |Rx(B)[]"/*

x exp{[(ca)” + caH (y)]/(1 - ap)}dPﬂo(y)}

K K+1 201 _ 2 K K+2
P AL exp{(ca) (1-a)+c*p”a }
1—ap 1—ap

K K+1

{ e mornte (S22 25 ] )

ot
< cpK oK+l o { (ca)? (1 + (ap)K)}
1—ap 1—ap

[ 2o 0-2) + om0 explo () dPao(y)}l_a.

The second inequality in (7.10) now follows by an application of the inequality
H(y)" <rlexp{(6 - s)H(y)}/(6-9)", r21, (7.11)

with 7 = 1/(1 — @). The result in (7.11), which is trivial when 7 € N, may be
proved by use of Stirling’s formula in the general case. i

As a special case, with g(y) = 1 for y € E, Theorem 7.4 provides a bound for the
total variation of the difference between the two measures with densities f(y;0)
and f(y; B). Since the statistic (D1(fo), - - -, Dx(Bo)) is sufficient for the family of
measures with densities fx(y;83), or rather for the exactly normalized measures
fx(y; B) from (7.2), the result may be interpreted as a result of approximate suffi-
ciency. For a sequence of models with indices A,(f8p), say, we see that the statistic
(D1(Bo), - - -, Di(Bo)) is an asymptotic higher-order (local) sufficient statistic with
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error term O(A,(B0)¥) as A.(Bo) — 0, in terms of total variation. This result
relates closely to Michel (1978) where an error of order o(n~(X~2)/2) was obtained
for the case of n independent replications when D; () was replaced by a sequence
of asymptotic maximum likelihood estimators.

Theorem 7.4 has been formulated more generally to cover also unbounded func-
tions g, e.g., polynomial functions in the Dy(f8o)’s that arise frequently as stochastic
expansions of estimators.

It is seen from Theorem 7.4 that for the measure of a set A, for which we take g
as the indicator function of A, we obtain a ‘relative’ error of order O(A¥), relative
to Pg(A)* for any a < 1, but o = 1 is not included.

8 The generated infinite-dimensional exponential family

In this section we shall explore some properties of the exponential family of
distributions generated by the log-likelihood differentials at a certain parameter
value By € int(B) from the model { f(y;3) : 8 € B C V} . Throughout the
section the model is assumed to be analytic at the fixed point B¢. Around Gy we
then have the expansion

f(y;8) = f(y; Bo) exp{D1(Bo)(B — Bo) + %Dz(ﬂo)(ﬂ —Bo) 4} (8.1)

as noted in the introduction to the present chapter. Because the model is as-
sumed to be analytic at B it is known that this expansion is valid and absolutely
convergent in some neighbourhood of B3. The kth term in the exponent may be
considered as a linear function of the statistic Dy(Bp). This leads us to consider
the extended family of densities of the form

f(9; 8) = £(3;80)a(8) exp{61[D1(Bo)] + 62[D2(Bo)] + - -}, (8-2)

where

6 = (61,6,...), 0 € Lin(Sym,(V;R);R), (8.3)

such that 6, maps Dg(fp) linearly into R and a(€) is a normalizing constant.
Convergence and integrability must be assumed for the definition in (8.2) to make
sense. Obviously (8.1) is a special case of (8.2) with 8 = (8 — Bo)*/k! viewed as
a linear mapping on the space of Di(fo). The family of measures with densities
of the form (8.2) has the appearance of an exponential family except that the
sum in the exponent is infinite. Thus, the original model, or rather the model
in a neighbourhood of §p, may be viewed as a curved sub-model of the infinite-
dimensional exponential family (8.2), with

0(9) = (8- fu), 50 - o),...) (8.4
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representing the canonical parameter as a function of the parameter 3. In special
cases the ‘canonical sufficient statistic’ (D1(8o), D2(f50),...) may be concentrated
on a finite-dimensional vector space, in which case (8.2) may be represented as a
finite-dimensional exponential family. Exponential families of infinite dimension
have been considered by, i.a., Soler (1977) and Johansen (1977), but in more
general settings. The type of families considered here are of a special structure
that allow us to show more specific results in certain connections.

The study of these generated exponential families is not carried far here and
there may well be prospects for further developments. For asymptotic analyses in
relation to sequences of statistical models it may not make much difference for the
results whether calculations are done on the infinite-dimensional exponential family
as an entity, or a truncation is applied before further calculations are carried out,
as in Section 7, but once the theory for the infinite-dimensional case is developed
it may turn out to clarify calculations and results.

Notice that it is not in any ways attempted to restrict the original models consid-
ered by some requirement that (8.1) should converge for all 8. This model can be
any analytic model which can then, in a neighbourhood of some fixed point only,
be embedded into a model of the form (8.2) spanned by the original model. This
approach corresponds closely to the patching of local representations of a differ-
entiable manifold, and an analytic model could be viewed as an analytic manifold
with local embeddings into infinite-dimensional exponential families. Since we
are going to study the vicinity of one fixed point only, we shall not develop that
approach.

To define the family (8.2) more precisely consider the space

Dy = k°>2’ Sym,(V;R) (8.5)
=1
in which the sufficient statistic (D1(58o), D2(80), - - -) takes values, and the space
Ouo = k‘§<° Lin(Sym,(V;R);R) (8.6)
=1

of sequences (6y,0,,...) of linear forms on the spaces of the Dy’s. Instead of
defining the exponential family as in (8.2) we modify the expression slightly by
subtracting the mean from each of the Dj’s. Thus, let

Ty = Di(Bo) — xx(Bo) € Sym,(V;R) (8.7)
and define the canonical parameter space
©={0¢€0n:u6)= [exp(6(T}iPa() <) (59

where

6(T) = > 6x(Tx) (8.9)
k=1
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is implied to converge for Pg,-almost all y € E if & € ©. The generated ex-
ponential family is now defined as the family of probability measures on E with
densities

f(y; 8) = exp{6(T) —x(6)}, O€8O, (8.10)

with respect to Pg,, where
k(8) =logpu(6). (8.11)

The probability measure with density f(y; 0) is denoted Py and for the measure
Pg, we use the abbreviation Fp.

Notice that we have limited the canonical parameter space to linear forms of the
form (8.6) on the space of the sufficient statistic, rather than admitting arbitrary
linear forms.

The subtraction of the means from the Dy’s in the definition (8.10) compared to
(8.2) is a technical adjustment that admits us to prove the convergence of 6(T) for
alarger set of 8’s, butif Y 0k (xx(Bo)) is convergent it is seen that this adjustment
is absorbed into the normalizing constant, and the two definitions (8.2) and (8.10)
coincide.

Lemma 8.1. In the exponential family
{(E, R); f(y; 6); 6 € ©} (8.12)

from (8.10), generated by the model { f(y;3) : 8 € B C V' } which is assumed
to be analytic at By, any two measures are mutually absolutely continuous. The
canonical statistic

D = (D1(Bo), D2(Bo); - - -) € Do

is a minimal sufficient statistic for the family, i.e., it is sufficient and is a function
of any sufficient statistic.

Proof. Since any measure in the family has a density with respect to Py that is
positive and finite on a set of Py-probability one, any such measure and Py, and
hence any two measures in the family, are mutually absolutely continuous.

The statistic T, and hence D, is obviously sufficient for the model (8.12). We
shall show that it is minimally sufficient. Since the original model { f(y;8) :
B € B C V} , when restricted to some neighbourhood of f, is a sub-model
of the model considered here, according to Lemma 3.3, it suffices to show that
D is minimally sufficient for this sub-model. This follows, as noted in Section 6,
from Neyman’s factorization criterion, because the log-likelihood derivatives at S,
based on the derived model for any sufficient statistic g(Y'), say, are identical to
the log-likelihood derivatives for the original model. Hence the Dy(fy)’s depend
on Y only through ¢(Y). i

We shall see later, in Lemma 8.5, that the minimal sufficient statistic is, in fact,
also complete. The precise statement of this result requires an accurate specifica-
tion of the o-algebra considered and is furthermore conveniently postponed until
we have examined the parameter space a little closer.
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Suppose that the semi-norm ||| on V is given and that the two constants ¢ > 0
and A > 0 satisfy the mixed cumulant condition (v) in Theorem 4.2. Define the
semi-norm

181x =D I8k A1, 6 €@, (8.13)
k=1
where
@r={60€0s: ) [6lkN\" <00} (8.14)
k=1

and ||0k|| is the semi-norm of 6 induced by the semi-norm on V as shown in
(1.1.21). It is easily verified that ||-||x is a semi-norm on the real vector space ©)
where addition is defined as component-wise addition and scalar-multiplication as
the multiplication of all the components, ), by the scalar. If the semi-norm on V
is, in fact, a norm, then so is that on ®, which is then seen to be a Banach space.

Lemma 8.2. In the setup from above any 6 = (61,0;,...) € ®) satisfies

> 16k(Tw)| < 0 (8.15)
k=1

for Py-almost all y € E, and
= 1
Eg exp {h Z |0k(Tk)|} < 2exp {5(h0|| 8)1,)/(1 = hA|| 0||>\)} (8.16)
k=1

for all h < (X||6]|x)~", where Eq refers to the Po-expectation. Furthermore, for
any 0 € ©®,, we have

|cumpm { 8(T)} < ¢*(m — )IA™2|| 6] (8.17)

for any m > 2, where the cumulant is from the Py-distribution, while E¢{8(T)} =
0.

Proof. For any k£ € N, let
ax = |0kt AFT,

such that ||@]|x = }_ ax. From the mixed cumulant condition (4.9) it follows that
for any £k € N and m > 2, we have

lcum, {8k(Tk)} < (m — 1)1 EI™AF™=2 |16, ||™
< E(m =120,
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while E{6x(T%)} = 0, where the distribution considered is understood to be P,

here as in the sequel. Thus, from Lemma 1.4.11 we have

oo

2
c - m
|log Eexp{h8y(T%)}| < E ;f\m 2(|R] ax)
m=2

< Lclm a1 - e

for any |h| < (axA)~!, and hence

Eexp{h |0x(T%)[} < Eexp{hbi(T%)} + Eexp{-h6i(Tk)}
< 2exp{%(chak)2/(1 — hagA)}

for 0 < h < (axA)~!. Now, for each N € N consider

N
My = Zak
k=1

and use Hélder’s inequality with exponents ax/My for k = 1,..., N to show that

N N
E exp {hz |0k(Tk)|} < TI Eexp{(AMn/ax) 16:(Ti)[})™ /™™
k=1

k=1

N 1 ap /My
< T1 (2exp(enttm? /1 - nat) )
k=1

= 2exp{3(chM)?/(1 ~ hMy D))

< 2exp{5(eh]|0]11)*/(1 ~ h 61 )

for 0 < h < (A]|6]]»)~". It now follows from the theorem of monotone convergence
that the last bound also holds for the expectation of the limit exp{h 3 |0x(T%)|},
thus proving (8.16). Since this expectation is finite for some positive h it follows

that the sum (8.15) is finite almost surely.

For the cumulants of 8(T) we use the mixed cumulant condition (4.9) to show

that

|cum, { 6(T)}|

— i i cum{()kl(Tkl),...,ka(Tk,..)}

k=1 km=1
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< Z . Z c2(m — 1)!)\7“—2 H {kj! /\kj—lllokj ”}
k1=1 m=1 i=1
— &(m - 1)IAm=? {E 184! Ak-l}
k=1

for all m > 2, as claimed in (8.17). That the expectation is zero is evident. Notice
that all considerations in the proof are valid also for the cases A = 0 or ||8||» = 0. §

In the mixed cumulant condition (4.9) there is a choice of semi-norm which
is, to some extent, arbitrary. It is natural to wonder how this choice affects the
result concerning the existence of exponential moments in (8.16). A proportional
change of semi-norm leaves the result in (8.16) unaffected if the constants ¢ and A
in (4.9) are scaled proportionally to compensate the change of semi-norm. More
precisely, if ||v|| is multiplied by a certain constant factor, and ¢ and A are divided
by the same constant, then the resulting effect on || 8|| is a multiplication by this
constant and therefore ¢|| 6||» and A|| 8||, are unaffected. However, more generally,
some choices of semi-norms in (4.9) may provide more effective bounds than others
and will thereby provide more effective results in Lemma 8.2 also.

The following two lemmas show that, just as for the finite-dimensional exponen-
tial families, the cumulant generating function is convex and analytic on an open
set contained in its domain. The proofs of these assertions are quite similar to the
ones from the finite-dimensional case, see, e.g., Barndorff-Nielsen (1978).

Lemma 8.3. The cumulant generating function k, defined in (8.11), is convex
on ©. If 6,, 6, € © are not identical and satisfy

Kk(6) = k(ab + (1 —a)6) = k(6)
for some a with 0 < a < 1, then Py is constant on the line
6h=6+h(62_61), h€R7

which is then contained in © for any 6 € ©.

Proof. Let 6; and & be fixed points in ©® and let 0 < @ < 1. Since 6;(T) and
6,(T) are both (almost surely) convergent series, cf. (8.8), then

{a6 + (1 - a)6:}(T) = aby(T) + (1 - ) 6(T)
is also convergent, and it follows from Holder’s inequality that

pl{ab + (1 - a)b:}
- / exp{a6;(T) + (1 — @) 6,(T)} dPo(y)

l1-o

<{ [eotampanm} { [eiamianm)
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= p(61)°pu(6)' 7,

implying that
k{ab + (1- )6} < ar(6r) + (1 - a)x(6)

with equality if and only if 6;,(T) — 6,(T) = a for some constant a on a set of
Py-probability one. In that case we know that for any @ € ® and h € R, we have

6h(T) = {6 + h(6; - 6))}(T) = 6(T) + ha

which shows that the two probability measures Py and Pg, are identical. Il

To show that the cumulant generating function is analytic we need to extend the
Definition 1.3.1 of analytic functions to cover infinite-dimensional vector spaces.
There are only two changes compared to the finite-dimensional case. The first
change is that the differential at a given point, cf. Definition 1.2.1, is required to
be a continuous, or equivalently a bounded, linear mapping. The second ‘change’
is that the choice of norm on an infinite-dimensional space is of importance for the
concepts of differentiability and analyticity. In our case we choose the norm ||-||x
and show that x is analytic with respect to this norm.

Lemma 8.4. The cumulant generating function k, defined in (8.11), is analytic
on the subset
{6€0,:]6|r<271} (8.18)

of ©®) equipped with the norm ||-||». Also the moment generating function p,
defined in (8.8) is analytic on this set.

Proof. It follows directly from Lemma 8.2 and Lemma 1.4.11 that for any
0 € ®©, with ||6]|x < A~! we have the infinite series expansion

[e e}

K(0)=Y —;nl—!cumm{B(T)}

m=1

where the sum is absolutely convergent. It is easily verified, along the lines of the
proof of Lemma 8.2, that the mapping

(61,...,64)— cum{6,(T),..., 0,(T)}

is a continuous m-linear mapping with respect to the norm ||-||». The inequal-
ity (8.17), already used to verify the series expansion, shows that these m-linear
mappings satisfy inequalities of the form (1.3.1). It now follows, e.g., from Federer
(1969, Section 3.1.24), that the existence of an infinite series expansion of the func-
tion k on the set in question, with terms that are continuous m-linear functions
satisfying inequalities of this form, implies that x is analytic on the set given in
(8.18). Since p(80) = exp{x(8)}, this function is also analytic on the same set. I
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It is a consequence of the results above, in particular of the inequality (8.16),
that the moment generating function g may be differentiated infinitely often at
any point 6 € @y with ||8]]x < A~! by differentiation of

[ewtopan

under the integral sign. The proof of this assertion follows the line of proof from
the finite-dimensional case.

Our next result states that the statistic T, or equivalently D, is a complete
sufficient statistic in the generated exponential family. Recall the definition that
a sufficient statistic ¢(Y’), say, is complete if, for any measurable real function
g{t(Y)} the identity

Epg{t(Y)} =0 (8.19)

for all measures P in the model considered, implies that

g{t(Y)}=0 (8.20)

almost surely, i.e., on a set of P-probability one for all P in the model. In our
case, when considering the statistic {(Y) = T € Do, cf. (8.5), we need to define
the o-algebra on D, with respect to which the function g considered in (8.19) is
required to be measurable. The natural choice might seem to be the o-algebra that
contains all sets of the form (g o ¢)~1(A), where A is a Borel subset of R. Since
all our considerations relating to the sequence T are, however, based on limits
of functions of the finite-dimensional projections (71,...,Tn) we need to restrict
attention to the Borel-o-algebra generated by these finite-dimensional projections.
Thus, let on denote the smallest o-algebra on D, containing any set of the form
{(T1,...,Tn) € A} where A is a Borel subset of RV. Any such set 4 is called a
cylindrical subset of D, and it follows from Definition 2.1 that T(y) is measurable
with respect to this o-algebra. The Borel product o-algebra, or just the Borel o-
algebra, on Do, is now defined as the smallest o-algebra containing on for all
N eN.

Lemma 8.5. Consider the generated exponential family (8.11), possibly re-
stricted to any parameter space ®y C ©, say, which contains a neighbourhood
with respect to the ||-||x-norm of a point 6 € ©, with ||6]» < A~'. For any
function g : Dy, — R which is measurable with respect to the Borel product
o-algebra on Dy, and the Borel o-algebra on R, the relations

Eg|g9(T)| < o0, and Egg(T)=0 (8.21)

for all @ € ©¢ imply that g(T) = 0, Py-almost surely. Thus, T is a complete
sufficient statistic in any such sub-family of the generated exponential family.

Proof. The proof is essentially the same as in the finite-dimensional case, cf.,
e.g., Johansen (1979, Theorem 2.6). Consider a function g satisfying (8.21). Define

gt (y) = max{0,9(T)}, ¢ (y) = max{0,—g(T)}.
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Then (8.21) implies that

/ g% (v) dPo(y) = / 6™ (y) dPa (y)

for all @ € ®( and hence that

/ exp{(6 — &)(T)}g* (y) dPay(y) = ] exp{(6 — 6)(T)}g™ () dPoq (v)

for all @ € ®g, where 6 is the point from the statement of the lemma. Consider
the two measures with densities g*(y) and g~ (y), respectively, with respect to
Pg, and notice that these are defined on the product Borel o-algebra. It follows
that the two moment generating functions for any finite-dimensional projection
(T1,...,Tn) of T induced by these two measures exist and are identical on a set
containing zero as an interior point. Hence the finite-dimensional projections of the
two measures agree and consequently they are identical. Thus g*(y) = ¢~ (y) on a
set of Pg,-probability one. Since Py and Pg, are mutually absolutely continuous,
the completeness of the statistic is proved. The sufficiency is trivial. §





