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Asymptotic Approximation of
Marginal Likelihood Integrals

Shaowei Lin

Abstract

The accurate asymptotic evaluation of marginal likelihood integrals is
a fundamental problem in Bayesian statistics. Following the approach in-
troduced by Watanabe, we translate this into a problem of computational
algebraic geometry, namely, to determine the real log canonical threshold
of a polynomial ideal, and we present effective methods for solving this
problem. Our results are based on resolution of singularities, and they ap-
ply to all statistical models for discrete data that admit a parametrization
by real analytic functions.

1 Introduction

The evaluation of marginal likelihood integrals is essential in model selection
and has important applications in areas such as machine learning and compu-
tational biology. Exact evaluation of such integrals is a difficult problem [4, [16]
and classical approximation formulas usually apply only for smooth models. Re-
cent work by Watanabe and his collaborators [Il 22] 211 23] 24] extended these
formulas to a broad class of models with singularities. His work also uncovered
interesting connections with resolution of singularities in algebraic geometry.

The aim of this paper is to systematically study the algebraic geometry be-
hind Watanabe’s formulas, and to develop symbolic algebra tools which allow
the user to accurately evaluate the asymptotics of integrals in Bayesian statis-
tics. The algebraic problem we address here is that of computing the real log
canonical threshold of an ideal in a polynomial ring.

In this paper, we study a statistical model P on a finite discrete space [k] =
{1,2,...,k} parametrized by a real analytic map p : Q@ — Aj_; where Q is a
compact subset of R? and Aj_; is the probability simplex {z € R¥ : z; > 0,
S x; = 1}. We assume that Q is semianalytic, i.e. Q = {z € R? : g1(x) > 0,

.., gi(x) > 0} is defined by real analytic inequalities. Let ¢ € Ag_1 be a point
in the model with non-zero entries. Consider a sample of size n drawn from the
distribution ¢, and let U = (U;) denote the vector of relative frequencies for this
sample. Let ¢ : Q — R be nearly analytic, i.e. ¢ is a product ¢, ps of functions
where ¢, is real analytic and ¢, is positive and smooth. Consider a Bayesian
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prior defined by |p|. We want to estimate the marginal likelihood integral
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The first few terms of the asymptotics of the expectation E[log Z(U;n)] as
n grows large has been derived by Watanabe. To state his result, we first recall
that the Kullback-Leibler distance K (w) between ¢ and p(w) is

p(w)] dw. (1)
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This function satisfies K (w) > 0 with equality if and only if p(w) = q.

Theorem 1.1 ([22] §6]). The expectation Ellog Z(U;n)] is asymptotically

k
Ellog Z(U;n)] =~ TLZ%‘ logq; — ANogn + (0 — 1) loglogn 4+ O(1) (2)

i=1

where the positive rational number \ is the smallest pole of the zeta function
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and 0 is its multiplicity.

Here, A is known as the learning coefficient of the statistical model. Because
formula (2]) generalizes the Bayesian information criterion [8 22], the numbers
A and 6 are important in model selection. Indeed, the BIC corresponds to the
case (A, 0) = (£,1) for smooth models. In algebraic geometry, A is also known as
the real log canonical threshold [17] of K, a term that is motivated by the more
familiar complex log canonical threshold (see Remark [T]). These thresholds
may be defined for ideals as well. Given an ideal I = (f1,..., f.) generated by
functions f; which are real analytic on a compact subset  C R? and given a
smooth amplitude function ¢ : R — R, we consider the zeta function
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If o is nearly analytic, ((z) has an analytic continuation to the whole complex
plane. Its poles are positive rational numbers with a smallest element A\ which
we call the real log canonical threshold of I with respect to ¢ over €. Let 6 be
the multiplicity of A as a pole of ((z) and define RLCTq(I;¢) to be the pair
(A, 0). This pair does not depend on the choice of generators f1,..., f, for I.
The next result expresses the learning coefficient and its multiplicity directly
in terms of the functions p1, ..., pr parametrizing the model. Geometrically, it
says that the learning coeflicient is the real log canonical threshold of the fiber



p~1(q) C Q. The theorem is computationally very useful especially when the p;
are polynomials or rational functions, and certain special cases have been applied
by Sumio Watanabe and his collaborators [23],24]. Our proof in Section [ comes
from a discussion with him. Now, recall that ¢ = ¢,¢s is nearly analytic.

Theorem 1.2. Let )\ be the learning coefficient of the statistical model P and
0 its multiplicity. Let I be the ideal {(p1(w) — q1, ..., pr(w) — qx). Then,

(2),0) = min RLCTq, (I; ¢a)

where each Q is a sufficiently small neighborhood of x in ).

In order to prove fundamental properties of real log canonical thresholds,
we recall Hironaka’s theorem on the resolution of singularities [12] in Section 2
We also need to understand asymptotic expansions of Laplace integrals which
is discussed in Section[3l As an application, we investigate what happens when
we substitute the multinomial distribution of the relative frequencies U with its
multivariate Gaussian approximation. Let the resulting random variable be U
and consider the normalized marginal likelihood integral
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Define the function L : Ap_1xQ — R,
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and let du be the Lebesgue probability measure on Ag_1. If « is a pole of
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let d; o be the coefficient of (z — )~ in the Laurent expansion of ((z), and let
I'® denote the i-th derivative of the gamma function T'.
Theorem 1.3. The expectation E[Zy(U;n)] is asymptotically
d—1 - _
E[Zy(U;n)] = Z Z Cian 2z *(logn)' (5)
a =0

where the o range over positive rational numbers which are poles of ((z) and

I G ) Gt (et VLI 8 NCd )
i@ g g (j —i)!

(oY

j+1,a-

Moreover, the first term of the asymptotic expansion is cn~=>(logn)?~1 where A
is the learning coefficient and 6 its multiplicity.



Our next aim is to develop computer algebra tools for finding real log canon-
ical thresholds of ideals. In general, there are global and local considerations
in computing real log canonical thresholds. Firstly, it is known that one can
reduce a global computation over a set 2 C R? to local ones. In particular, the
real log canonical threshold of an ideal I over €2 is the minimum of thresholds
of I over small neighborhoods of points in €. Identifying where these minimum
thresholds occur is by itself a difficult problem which we discuss in Section

In the local picture, these thresholds can be computed using local resolutions
of singularities. This process is explained in Section 2l We will see in particu-
lar that the threshold at a point on the boundary 02 depends on the analytic
inequalities g; > 0 defining . Section [] summarizes fundamental properties of
real log canonical thresholds which are useful computationally. In Section [l we
derive local thresholds in nondegenerate cases using an important tool from toric
geometry involving Newton polyhedra. This tool was invented by Varchenko [20]
and applied to statistical models by Watanabe and Yamazaki [24]. Their meth-
ods were defined for functions, but we extend them so that they work for ideals.
A formula for the real log canonical threshold of a monomial ideal with respect
to a monomial amplitude function is given in Theorem [B.7

Currently, there are no programs for computing real log canonical thresh-
olds. There are applications which compute resolutions of singularities, but our
statistical problems are too big for them. We hope our work is a step in bridging
the gap. A SINGULAR library which implements our tools is available at

http://math.berkeley.edu/~shaowei/rlct.html.

In Section [G] we demonstrate our methods with a discrete mixture model which
comes from a study involving 132 schizophrenic patients.

While we usually restrict our computations to polynomials or rational func-
tions, proofs of their properties carry over easily to real analytic functions. To
introduce some notation, given x € R, let A,(R?) be the ring of real-valued
functions f : R? — R that are analytic at . We sometimes shorten the notation
to A, when it is clear we are working with RY. When 2 = 0, it is convenient of
think of Aj as a subring of the formal power series ring R[w1, . .., wq]] = R[[w]].
It consists of power series which are convergent in some neighborhood of the
origin. For all z, A, ~ Ay by translation. Given a subset Q C R%, let Ag be
the ring of real functions analytic at each point x € 2. Locally, each function
can be represented as a power series centered at x. Given f € Aq, define the
analytic variety Vo(f) = {w € Q: f(w) = 0} while for an ideal I C Aq, we set
Va(I) = NrerVa(f). Lastly, given a finite set S C R, let #minS denote the
number of times the minimum is attained in S.

2 Resolution of Singularities

In this section, we introduce Hironaka’s theorem on resolutions of singularities.
We derive real log canonical thresholds of monomial functions, and demonstrate
how such resolutions allow us to find the thresholds of non-monomial functions.
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We show that the threshold of a function over a compact set is the minimum
of local thresholds, and present an example where the threshold at a boundary
point depend on the boundary inequalities. We end this section with a conjec-
ture about the location of singularities with the smallest threshold.

Before we explore real log canonical thresholds of ideals, let us study those
of functions. Given a compact subset  of R?, a real analytic function f € Aq
and a smooth function ¢ : R* — R, consider the zeta function

/ @) ()] de. (6)

If ¢(2) has a smallest pole, we denote the pole and its multiplicity by rlctq(f; )
and multo(f; ). If ((2) has no poles, set rlcto(f;¢) = multa(f;¢) = co. Let
RLCTq(f; ¢) be the pair (rlctg(f; ©), multo(f; <p)), and order these pairs such
that ()\1,91) > ()\2, 92) if Ay > A9, or A1 = Ao and 01 < 65. Lastly, let RLCTq f
denote RLCTq(f;1) where 1 is the constant unit function. We start with a

simple class of functions, namely monomials wi™ ---wj* = w", for which it is
easy to compute the real log canonical threshold.
Proposition 2.1. Let K = (k1,...,kq) and 7 = (11,...,74) be vectors of non-

negative integers. IfQ is the positive orthant RS, and ¢ : R? — R is a compactly
supported smooth function with ¢(0) > 0, then

K., T . K., T TJ+1
rletq(w";wT¢) = 1I§Ilj1£d{ py 1, multo(w™;w’ @) = #1r<njlgd{ P

}-

Proof. See [2, Lemma 7.3]. The idea is to express ¢(w) as Ts(w)+Rs(w) where T
is the s-th degree Taylor polynomial and Ry the difference. We then integrate the
main term |f| ™% T explicitly and show that the integral of the remaining term
|f|7*Rs does not have larger poles. This process gives the analytic continuation
of ¢(2) to the whole complex plane, so we have the Laurent expansion

ZZ o+ P() 7)

a>0i=1
where the poles « are positive rational numbers and P(z) is a polynomial. O

For non-monomial f(w), Hironaka’s celebrated theorem [12] on the resolution
of singularities tells us that we can always reduce to the monomial case.

Theorem 2.2 (Resolution of Singularities). Let f be a non-constant real ana-
lytic function in some neighborhood @ C RY of the origin with f(0) = 0. Then,
there exists a triple (M, W, p) where

a. W C Q is a neighborhood of the origin,
b. M is a d-dimensional real analytic manifold,

c. p: M — W is a real analytic map



satisfying the following properties.
i. p is proper, i.e. the inverse image of any compact set is compact.
ii. p is a real analytic isomorphism between M \ Var(f o p) and W\ Vi (f).

iti. For any y € Vam(f o p), there exists a local chart M, with coordinates
w=(u1, 2, ... pda) such that y is the origin and

Kd __ K

fop(p) =alp)py* ps® - pg* = a(p)p
where K1, K, . .., K4 are non-negative integers and a is a real analytic func-
tion with a(p) # 0 for all p. Furthermore, the Jacobian determinant equals

10" ()] = h(p)pi p? - - - pg = h(p)p”

where T1, T, . .., Tq are non-negative integers and h is a real analytic func-
tion with h(w) # 0 for all p.

We say that (M, W, p) is a resolution of singularities or a desingularization
of f at the origin. In fact, we can desingularize a list of functions simultaneously.

Corollary 2.3 (Simultaneous Resolutions). Let fi,..., fi be non-constant real
analytic functions in some neighborhood Q C R of the origin with all f;(0) = 0.
Then, there exists a triple (M, W, p) that desingularizes each f; at the origin.

Proof. The idea is to desingularize the product fi(w)--- fi(w) and to show that
such a resolution of singularities is also a resolution for each f;. See [22, Thm
11] and [9, Lemma 2.3] for details. O

For the rest of this section, let Q = {w € R% g1(w) > 0,...,g(w) > 0} be
compact and semianalytic. We also assume that f, o € Aq.

Lemma 2.4. For each x € (1, there is a neighborhood ), of x in ) such that
for all smooth functions ¢ on Q, with ¢(x) > 0,

RLCTq, (f;¢¢) = RLCTq, (f;¢).

Proof. Let z € Q. If f(x) # 0, then by the continuity of f, there exists a small
neighborhood €, where 0 < ¢; < |f(w)| < ¢g for some constants ¢, ce. Hence,
for all smooth functions ¢, the zeta functions

/ 1£(@)| 7le()é(w)] dw  and / 1F(@)| (@) dw
Q.

x

do not have any poles, so the lemma follows in this case.

Suppose f(z) = 0. By Corollary 2.3] we have a simultaneous local resolution
of singularities (M, W, p) for the functions f, ¢, g1,..., g vanishing at x. For
each point y in the fiber p~1(x), we have a local chart satisfying property (iii) of
Theorem 221 Since p is proper, the fiber p~!(z) is compact so there is a finite
subcover {M,}. We claim that the image p(| J M,) contains a neighborhood W,



of z in R%. Indeed, otherwise, there exists a bounded sequence {z1,29,...} of
points in W\ p(lJ M,) whose limit is x. We pick a sequence {y1, ¥z, ...} such
that p(y;) = x;. Since the x; are bounded, the y; lie in a compact set so there
is a convergent subsequence with limit y,. The y; are not in the open set | J M,
so nor is y.. But p(y.) = lim p(y;) = x so y. € p~!(x) C M,, a contradiction.
Now, define Q, = W, NQ and let {M,} be the collection of all sets M, =
M,Np~1(Q,) which have positive measure. Picking a partition of unity {o, (1)}
subordinate to {M,} such that o, is positive at y for each y, we write the zeta

function ¢(z) = fﬂz | f(w)]7*|e(w)p(w)| dw as

Z/M |fop()] " I o p(w)llé 0 p(p)llp (1)|oy (1) dp.

For each y, the boundary conditions g;op(p) > 0 become monomial inequalities,
so M, is the union of orthant neighborhoods of y. The integral over M, is then
the sum of integrals of the form

Cy(2) = /R p” T () dp

d
>0

where k and 7 are non-negative integer vectors while ¢ is a compactly supported
smooth function with ¥(0) > 0. Note that x and 7 do not depend on ¢ nor on
the choice of orthant at y. By Proposition [2.1] the smallest pole of ¢,(z) is

N . T; + . . ;i +1
Ay = min { py b Oy = min { py }-
Now, RLCTq, (f; ¢¢) = miny,{(\y, 8y)}. Since this formula is independent of ¢,
we set ¢ = 1 and the lemma follows. o

Proposition 2.5. Let ¢ : 0 — R be positive and smooth. Then, for sufficiently
small neighborhoods Q, the set {RLCTq, (f;¢) : x € Q} has a minimum and

RLCTq(f; p¢) = min RLCTq, (f;)-
TE

Proof. Lemmal[2.4 associates a small neighborhood to each point in the compact
set Q, so there exists a subcover {Q, : x € S} where S is finite. Let {0, (w)} be
a partition of unity subordinate to this subcover. Then,

/Q PO o@)ow)]dw = 3 /Q O le)oe) onw) do

From this finite sum, we have
RLCTq(f; p¢) = min RLCTq, (f; ¢¢0os) = min RLCTq, (f; ¢).
Now, if y € 2\ S, let Q, be a neighborhood of y prescribed by Lemma 2.4 and

consider the cover {2, : x € S}U{Q,} of Q. After choosing a partition of unity
subordinate to this cover and repeating the above argument, we get

RLCTq(f;¢¢) < RLCTq,(fi¢) forally e Q.



Combining the two previously displayed equations proves the proposition. [

Abusing notation, we now let RLCTgq_ (f; ) represent the real log canonical
threshold for a sufficiently small neighborhood €2, of x in Q. If z is an interior
point of Q, we denote the threshold at by RLCT,(f; ¢). More generally, we say
that Q is full at « if = lies in the closure of the interior of 2. Note that if 2 is not
full at z, then the integral (@) over small §2,, is zero so RLCTq_ (f;¢) = (00, 00).

Corollary 2.6 (See also [22, §4.5]). Given a compact semianalytic set @ C R?,
a nearly analytic function ¢ : Q — R, and f € Aq satisfying f(x) =0 for some
x € Q, the zeta function @) can be continued analytically to C. It has a Laurent
expansion (7) whose poles are positive rational numbers with a smallest element.

Proof. The proofs of Lemma 2.4] and Proposition outline a way to compute
the Laurent expansion of the zeta function ({@). O

Example 2.7. We now show that the threshold at a boundary point depends
on the boundary inequalities. Consider the following two small neighborhoods
of the origin in some larger compact set.

O ={(r,y) eER*:0<x<y<e}
Q ={(z,y) eR?:0<y<z<e}

To compute the real log canonical threshold of the function 2y? over these sets,
we have the corresponding zeta functions below.

€ Y 5 573z+2
— =222 dr d —
“(z) / / Ty drdy = e T )

5 T 9 €—3z+2
—2y=2% gy dp =
/0 /0 Ty oayar (—22 + 1)(—32 + 2)

This shows that RLCTgq, (zy?) = 2/3 while RLCTgq, (zy?) = 1/2. O

G2(2)

Because the real log canonical threshold over a set © C R? is the minimum
of thresholds at points « € 2, we want to know where this minimum is achieved.
Let us study this problem topologically. Consider a locally finite collection S of
pairwise disjoint submanifolds S C €2 such that Q) = UgesS and each S is locally
closed, i.e. the intersection of an open and a closed subset. Let S be the closure
of S. We say S is a stratification of Q if SNT # () implies S C T for all S, T € S.
A stratification S of € is a refinement of another stratification 7 if SNT # ()
implies SC T forall Se Sand T € T.

Let the amplitude ¢ : 2 — R be nearly analytic. Define S 1,...,S), to
be the connected components of the set {x € Q : RLCTq,(f;¢) = A\} and let
S be the collection {Sy;}. Now, define the order ord, f of f at a point z € 2
to be the smallest degree of a monomial appearing in a series expansion of f

at . This number is independent of the choice of local coordinates wq, ..., wy
because it is the largest k such that f € mk where m, = {g € A4, : g(x) = 0}
is the vanishing ideal of z. Define T} ;,...,T; s to be the connected components



of the set {x € Q: ord,f =1} and let T be the collection {7 ;}. We conjecture
the following relationship between S and 7. It implies that the minimum real
log canonical threshold over a set must occur at a point of highest order.

Conjecture 2.8. The collections S and T are stratifications of 2. Furthermore,
if the amplitude ¢ is a positive smooth function, then S refines T .

3 Asymptotic Expansion

The goal of this section is to derive the asymptotic expansion in Theorem
First, we show that under the Gaussian assumption, E[Zy(U;n)] is equal to the
Laplace integral ([8). We then employ standard techniques to relate the asymp-
totics of the integral to poles of the zeta function ().

Proposition 3.1. If U is the multivariate Gaussian approximation of the multi-
nomially distributed U, the expectation E[Zo(U;n)] is given by

-n)] = (k_lln; 7nL(uw wdow.
i) = e / /A B ()| dud ®)

Proof. The random variable nU of counts for a sample of size n drawn from the
distribution q follows the multinomial distribution with mean nq and covariance
nY where X = diag(q) — qq*, diag(q) is the diagonal matrix with entries ¢ and ¢*
is the transpose of g. The central limit theorem states that /n(U — q) converges
in law to the multivariate Gaussian distribution V' ~ A(0,X). The probability
density function [19] of V is

(k_l)' e_% fl 1/‘11
\/(27T)k_1Q1Q2"'Qk

Now, we rewrite Zy(u;n) as the Laplace integral

k
/ [T i)™ lo(w)] dw
Q. _ k ) U
- T = [ e B ()] dw.
i—1 U, ‘ Q

Combine the above two formulas, set v = y/n(u — ¢q) and the result follows. [

Laplace integrals such as (8) occur frequently in physics, statistics and other
applications. At first, the relationship between their asymptotic expansions and
the zeta function (] seems strange. The key is to write these integrals as

Z(n):/ @ p(w )|dw_/oooe"tv(t)dt

/yf |dw—/oootzv(t)dt



where v(t) is the state density function [22] or Gelfand-Leray function [2]
d
o) =2 ()] do.
0<| f(w)l<t

Formally, Z(n) is the Laplace transform of v(¢) while {(z) is its Mellin transform.
Note that contrary to its name, v(t) is generally not a function but a Schwartz
distribution. Next, we study the series expansions

Z(n) =~ ZZCZO‘H (logn)’ (9)

a =0

v(t) = Zsza (logt)* (10)
a =0
d

()~ Y dialz—a) (11)

where (@) and (0 are asymptotic expansions while (1)) is the principal part of
the Laurent series expansion. Formulas relating their coeflicients are then de-
duced from the Laplace and Mellin transforms of t*(logt)’. Detailed expositions
on this subject have been written by Arnol’d-Gusein-Zade—Varchenko [2] §6-7],
Watanabe [22] §4] and Greenblatt [10].

Theorem [ 3 follows immediately from Proposition[3.Iland the next theorem,
except for its last statement which we prove in Proposition [4.8

Theorem 3.2. Let Q C R? be a compact semianalytic subset and ¢ : @ — R be
nearly analytic. If f € Aq with f(x) =0 for some x € Q, the Laplace integral

Z(n) = / I p(0)]| doo

has the asymptotic expansion

chmn (logn)". (12)

a =0

The « in this expansion range over positive rational numbers which are poles of

() = /Q F@)| ()] d (13)

where Qs = {w € Q1 |f(w)| < 8} for any 6 > 0. The coefficients c; o satisfy

z+1 d—1 1’\] z) Oé
Ci,ax - djtl,a (14)

Jj=i

where dj1 1,4 is the coefficient of (z —a)~UTY in the Laurent expansion of ((z).

10



Proof. First, set 6 = 1. We split the integral Z(n) into two parts:
Zoy= [ el [ e de.
[f(w)|<1 [f(w)|=1

The second integral is bounded above by Ce™" for some positive constant C, so
asymptotically it goes to zero more quickly than any n~¢. For the first integral,
we write ((z) as the Mellin transform of the state density function v(¢).

1
() = /If(w)<l\f(oJ)! ()] do = / 1 u(t) dr.

By Corollary [2.6] ((z) has a Laurent expansion (7). Moreover, since | f(w)| < 1,
¢(n) = 0 as n — —oo so the polynomial part P(z) is identically zero. Applying
the inverse Mellin transform to ((z), we get a series expansion ([I0) of the state
density function v(t). Applying the Laplace transform to v(t) in turn gives the
asymptotic expansion (@) of Z(n). The formulas

/OOO e "t logt)' dt ~ zz: (;) (=176 (a) n=" (log n)?

Jj=0

1
/ t72t* Ylogt)' dt = —i! (z — o) "D
0

from [2l Thm 7.4] and [22] Ex 4.7] give us the relations

—1 .
Cia=(-1)"> (Z)F(j_i) (@) bja—1, dj1,0 = —3j'bja—1.

J=1

Equation ([[d) follows immediately. Finally, for all other values of §, we write

[ 1@l oo = [ @] @i+ [ (7] lew)lde,

Q Qs [f(w)[=8

The last integral does not have any poles, so the principal parts of the Laurent
expansions of the first two integrals are the same for all §. O

4 Real Log Canonical Thresholds

In this section, we prove fundamental properties of real log canonical thresholds
(RLCTs) which allow us to perform algebraic computations. The learning co-
efficient of a statistical model is shown to be the RLCT of the ideal generated
by its defining equations. We also complete the proof of Theorem

In this section, let 2 C R¢ be a compact semianalytic subset and let ¢ :  —
R be nearly analytic. Given functions f1,..., f. € Aq, let RLCTq(f1,..., fr; @)
be the smallest pole and multiplicity of the zeta function ([B)). Recall that these
pairs are ordered by the rule (A1,61) > (A2,62) if Ay > Ag, or Ay = Xy and
01 < 5. For x € Q, we define RLCTq_ (f1,.-., fr; ) to be the threshold for a
sufficiently small neighborhood €2, of x in €.

11



Remark 4.1. The (complex) log canonical threshold may be defined in a similar
fashion. It is the smallest pole of the zeta function

((z) = /Q (|f1(cu)|2 +oe |fr(w)|2) T dw.

Note that the f? have been replaced by |f;|? and the exponent —z/2 is changed
to —z. Crudely, this factor of 2 comes from the fact that C¢ is a real vector space
of dimension 2d. The complex threshold is often different from the RLCT [17].
From the algebraic geometry point of view, more is known about complex log
canonical thresholds than about real log canonical thresholds. Many results in
this paper were motivated by their complex analogs [3] T3], 14} [T5].

Now, we give several equivalent definitions of RLCTq(f1, ..., fr; ¢) which
are helpful in proofs of the fundamental properties.

Proposition 4.2. Given real analytic functions fi,..., fr € Aq, the pairs (A, 0)
defined in the statements below are all equal.

a. The logarithmic Laplace integral
log Z(n) = log/ exp (—nz fl(w)2) lp(w)| dw
Q i=1

s asymptotically —% logn + (6 — 1) loglogn + O(1).

b. The zeta function

)= [ (L) otent

has a smallest pole A of multiplicity 6.
c. The pair (A, 0) is the minimum

Ixnelg RLCTq, (f1,---, fr;¢).

In fact, it is enough to vary x over Vo({f1,---, fr))-

Proof. Ttem (b) is the original definition of the RLCT. The equivalence of (a)
and (b) follows from Theorem [3.2] and that of (b) and (c¢) from Proposition 2.5
The last statement of (c) follows from the fact that the RLCT is oo for points
x & Va((f1,.--, fr)). See also [22, Thm 7.1]. O

If the function whose RLCT we are finding is complicated, we may replace
it with a simpler function that bounds it. Given f,g € Agq, we say that f and
g are comparable in Q if ¢ f < g < cof in Q for some ¢y, ¢ > 0.

Proposition 4.3 ([22, §7]). Given f,g € Aq, suppose 0 < cf < g in Q for
some ¢ > 0. Then, RLCTq(f;¢) < RLCTq(g; ¢).

12



Corollary 4.4. If f, g are comparable in Q, then RLCTq(f;¢) = RLCTq(g;¢).

RLCTq(f2 + -+ f%¢) = (\,0) implies RLCTq(f1,..., fr;p) = (2A,0).
From this, it seems that we should restrict ourselves to RLCTs of single and not
multiple functions. However, as the next proposition shows, multiple functions
are important because they allow us to work with ideals for which different gen-
erating sets can be chosen. This gives us freedom to switch between single and
multiple functions in powerful ways. For instance, special cases of this proposi-
tion such as Lemmas 3 and 4 of [I] have been used to simplify computations.

Proposition 4.5. If two sets {f1,..., fr} and {91, ..., gs} of functions generate
the same ideal I C Aq, then

RLCTo(f1;- .., fri¢) = RLCTa(g1, -, gs; #)-
Define this pair to be RLCTq(I; ¢).

Proof. Each g; can be written as a combination hq fi +- - -+ h,. f, of the f; where
the h; are real analytic over 2. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

< (B4 AR+ + ).

Because (2 is compact, the h; are bounded. Thus, summing over all the g;, there
is some constant ¢ > 0 such that,

S T
> g £
j=1 i=1

By Proposition 43l RLCTq(g1, .- ., 9-;¢) < RLCTq(f1,-.-, fr; ) and by sym-
metry, the reverse is also true, so we are done. See also [17, §2.6]. O

For the next result, let f1,..., fr € Ax and ¢1,...,9s € Ay where X C R™
and Y C R™ are compact semianalytic subsets. This occurs, for instance, when
the f; and g; are polynomials with disjoint sets of indeterminates {1,...,Zm}
and {y1,...,Yn}. Let ¢, : X — R and ¢, : Y — R be nearly analytic. Define
(Az,0z) = RLCTx(f1,..., fr;pz) and (Ay,0y) = RLCTy (g1, ..., 9s; ¥y)-

By composing with projections X xY — X and X xY — Y, we may regard
the f; and g; as functions analytic over X xY. Let I, and I, be ideals in Axxy
generated by the f; and g; respectively. Recall that the sum I, + I, is generated
by all the f; and g; while the product II, is generated by f;g; for all 4, 5.

Proposition 4.6. The RLCTs for the sum and product of ideals I, and I, are

RLCTXXY(IJU + Iy; (pm(py) = (/\ac + /\ya 0 + 6‘7; - 1)7
RLCT xxy (I ly; ozpy) = (Ay, 0y) if Az > Ay,
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Proof. Define f(z) = f2+ -+ f> and g(y) = g? + - -- + g2, and let Z,(n) and
Zy(n) be the corresponding Laplace integrals. By Proposition 2]

log Z,(n) = —%)\m logn + (6, — 1)loglogn + O(1)

log Zy(n) = —3X\,logn+ (6, —1)loglogn + O(1)

asymptotically. If (A,0) = RLCT xxy (I + I; ¢zy), then
—2Alogn + (6 — 1) loglogn + O(1)
=10g [y, .y e IO g, lpy| dx dy

= log (fX e_nf(w)kpwl dx) ( fY e_ng(y)ls"y| dy)
=log Z,(n) + log Z,(n)
=—2(X\a + Ay)logn + (6, + 6, — 2)loglogn + O(1)

and the first result follows. For the second result, note that
f@)gly) = figi + fios+-- + fla2.

Let ¢, (z) and (y(2) be the zeta functions corresponding to f(z) and g(y). By
Proposition @2 (A, 6,) and (A, 6,) are the smallest poles of (;(z) and {,(2)
while RLCT x v (Iz1y; ¢z¢y) is the smallest pole of

—z/2
((2) =[xy (F@9() " lealleyl ddy
= (Jx f@) " loaldz) ( [y 9y) 7 Ployldy) = Cal2)Gy(2).
The second result then follows from the relationship between the poles. o

Our last property tells us the behavior of RLCTs under a change of variables.
Consider an ideal I C Ay where W is a neighborhood of the origin. Let M be
a real analytic manifold and p : M — W a proper real analytic map. Then, the
pullback p*I = {fop: f € I} is an ideal of real analytic functions on M. If p
is an isomorphism between M \ V(p*I) and W\ V(I), we say that p is a change
of variables away from V(I). Let |p’| denote the Jacobian determinant of p. We
call (p*I; (p o p)|p'|) the pullback pair.

Proposition 4.7. Let W be a neighborhood of the origin and I C Aw a finitely
generated ideal. If M is a real analytic manifold, p : M — W is a change of
variables away from V(I) and M = p~1(QNW), then

RLCTq, (I;¢) = Loon  RLCTMm, (p*L; (p o p)lP'])-

Proof. Let f1,..., fr generate I and define f = f2+---+f2. Then, RLCTq,(I; ¢)
is the smallest pole and multiplicity of the zeta function

()= [ f)*lpw)|dw
Qo

14



where g C W is a sufficiently small neighborhood of the origin in Q2. Applying
the change of variables p, we have

¢(2) =/ fop(w)~*2lp o p(p)lp' (k)| dp.
p~1(Q0)

The proof of Lemma [2.4] shows that if Qg is sufficiently small, there are finitely
many points y € p~'(0) and a cover {M,} of M = p~1(£y) such that

(=3 /M £ 0 ()10 0 ()19 (wlory (1) s

where {0y} is a partition of unity subordinate to { M, }. Furthermore, the f;op
generate the pullback p*I and fop= (fi0p)?+---+ (f- o p)?. Therefore,

RLCTm, (f © p; (90 p)lp'loy) = RLCT m, (0715 (0 0 p) ')
and the result follows from the two previously displayed equations. o
We are now ready to prove Theorem which is due mainly to Watanabe.

Proof of Theorem[L.2 Let Q(w) = Zle (pi(w) — ¢;)?. The learning coefficient
is the RLCT of the Kullback-Leibler distance K (w), so it is enough to show that
RLCTq, K = RLCTq, Q for each z € V(K) = V(Q). By Corollary 4.4, we only
need to show that K and @ are comparable in a sufficiently small neighborhood
of z. Now, the Taylor expansion —logt = (1—t)+ £(1—t)*+--- implies there
are constants c1, co > 0 such that for all ¢ near 1,

ci(t—1)2 < —logt+t—1<co(t —1)% (15)

Choosing a sufficiently small W, such that p;(w)/g; is near 1, we have

pi(w) _ 1)2

pi(w) 1)2 < —log pi(w) n pilw) 1< (B

C1 (
q; qi qi qi

for all w € W,. Multiplying by ¢;, summing from ¢ = 1 to k£ and observing that
the p; and the ¢; add up to 1, we get

k ) i ‘ )
ani(pi(t-U)_l) gK(w)§CQZqi(M_1> .
=1 i=1

(
qi qi

Again, using the fact that the ¢; are non-zero, we have

k k
N iw) —a)’ < Ew) € —2—3" (mi(w) - 41)°

max; ¢; min; q;
lql i qu i=1

which completes the proof. o
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Proposition 4.8. The first term of the asymptotics () is cn™>(logn)?~' where
A is the learning coefficient and 0 its multiplicity.

Proof. From the proof of the first half of Theorem [[.3]in Section Bl we see that
(@, i) = RLCTa,_, xo (L(u,w); p(w))
We want to show that (a, i) = (A + £52,6). First, recall that

U; G|
0 2

Di i—1 2(11

k
L(u,w) = Z u; log
i=1

so L(u,w) > 0 with equality if and only if u = p(w) = ¢. Near V(L), the proof
of Theorem [[2shows that Y, u; log(u;/p;) is comparable to Y, (u; —p;)?. Also,
> (u; — ¢;)?/2¢; is comparable to >~ (u; — ¢;)?. Thus, L(u,w) is comparable to
> (u; —pi)*+ >, (ui — ¢;)* and by Proposition 4.4} they have the same RLCT.
Now, the u; — p;(w) and u; — ¢; generate the same ideal as the p;(w) — ¢; and
u; — ¢;, hence their RLCTs are again equal.

Theorem [ 2 tells us (A, 0) = RLCTq((pi(w) — ¢i); ¢). By Proposition 6] it
suffices to show that RLCTa,_, (u; —q;) = (£5%,1). Indeed, because V({u; —q;))
consists of only one point = (u;) = (g;) in the interior of Ap_1, so

RLCTAk71<ui - QZ> = RLCTI <UZ - QZ> = RLCTO <I1, SN ,Ik,1>.

To complete the proof, we apply Proposition to the fact that for each inde-
terminate x;, we have RLCTy(z;) = (1,1). O

5 Newton Polyhedra and Nondegeneracy

Given an analytic function f € Ag(R%), we pick local coordinates {wy, ..., wq}
in a neighborhood of the origin. This allows us to represent f as a power series
Yo Caw® where w = (w1,...,wq) and each a = (aq,...,0q) € N<. Define its
Newton polyhedron T'(f) C R? to be the convex hull

I'(f)=conv{a+a :cy #0,a € R%O}.
A subset v C T'(f) is a face if there exists 8 € R? such that
y={ael(f):{a,B) <{(,B) for all ' € T(f)}.

where ( , ) is the standard dot product. Dually, the normal cone at v is the set of
all B € R? satisfying the above condition. Each f3 lies in the non-negative orthant
R< , because otherwise, the linear function (-, 3) does not have a minimum over
the unbounded set I'(f). As a result, the union of all the normal cones gives a
partition F(f) of the non-negative orthant called the normal fan. Now, given a
face v of T'(f), define the face polynomial

fy= Z Caw®.

acy
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Recall that f, is singular at a point x € R? if ord, f > 2, i.e.

_ 9% _9fh
Owy Owy

f(x) () = () = 0.

We say that f is nondegenerate if f, is non-singular at all points in the torus
(R*) for all compact faces v of I'(f), otherwise we say f is degenerate. Now, we
define the distance [ of T'(f) to be the smallest ¢t > 0 such that (¢,t,...,t) € T'(f).
The multiplicity 6 of | is the codimension of the face of T'(f) at this intersection
of the diagonal with I'(f). However, if [ = 0, we set § = occ.

We now extend the above notions to ideals. For any ideal I C Ay, define
I'(I)=conv{a+a : > caw® €l,cq #0,& € R%O}.
Related to this geometric construction is the monomial ideal
mon(l) = (W : Y, caw® € I,cq #0).

Note that I and mon(7) have the same Newton polyhedron, and if I is generated
by fi,..., fr, then mon(I) is generated by monomials w® appearing in the f;.
One consequence is that I'(fZ + -+ - + f?) is the scaled polyhedron 2I'(I). More
importantly, the threshold of I is bounded by that of mon(T).

Proposition 5.1. Let I C Ay be a finitely generated ideal and ¢ : R? — R be
nearly analytic at the origin. Then,

RLCTy(I; ) < RLCTo(mon(l); p).

Proof. Given f =) cow®, let S be the set of exponents « such that w® is a
monomial in f not divisible by any other monomial in f. Then, there is a positive
constant ¢ such that [f| < ¢}’ gw® in a sufficiently small neighborhood of
the origin [11, Cor 2.1]. Now, by the AM-QM inequality, f? < ¢y o qw?® for
some ¢’ > 0. Therefore, if f1,..., f, generate I, then fZ + ...+ f2 is bounded
by a constant multiple of the sum of squares of monomials generating mon(I).
The result now follows from Propostion 43l O

Given a face vy of T'(I), define the face ideal
Ly = (fy: Fel)

If f1,..., f- generates I, it is in general not true that fi.,..., f,, generates I,
unless the f; form a Grobner basis with respect to the weight order >4 for some
B in the normal cone at . See [18] or [5], §15] for a treatment of Grébner theory.
Lastly, we say that I is sos-nondegenerate if there is a generating set whose sum
of squares is nondegenerate. It is important to note that the nondegeneracy of a
function f need not imply the sos-nondegeneracy of the ideal (f), e.g. f = z+y.
The next result makes it easier to check if an ideal is sos-nondegenerate.

Proposition 5.2. An ideal I is sos-nondegenerate if and only if for all compact
faces v C T(I), the variety V(I,) does not intersect the torus (R*)<.
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Proof. Given some f = fZ+---+ f2, note that f, = f12,y +---+ f2 and

Y
0 9] ofr
so f is nondegenerate if and only if V({fi-, ..., frr)) N (R*)% = 0. Now, suppose
V(I,) N (R*)? = @ for all v. Let f1,..., f- be a universal Grébner basis for I,
$0 Iy = (fiys..., fry) for all 4. Then, f = fZ+---+ f? is nondegenerate, and
the same is true of I. On the other hand, if f1,..., f, are generators whose sum
of squares is nondegenerate, then V((fi,. .., fry)) N (R*)? = @ for all 7. But
(finsevvs frn) C Iy 50 V(L) € V((fin, - - -, frey)). Hence, V(I,) N (R*)¢ = ) for
all v, finishing the proof. O

The statement and proof of this next corollary is due to Piotr Zwiernik.
Corollary 5.3. Monomial ideals are sos-nondegenerate.

Proof. Let f = f2+---+ f? where fi,..., f- are monomials generating I. For
each face v of I'(I), fy is also a sum of squares of monomials, so f, does not
have any zeros in (R*)¢ and the result follows. O

We recall some basic facts about toric varieties. We say a polyhedral cone
o is generated by vectors vi,...,v; € R if 0 = {3, hivi = A >0}, If o s
generated by lattice vectors v; € Z¢, then o is rational. If the origin is a face of
o, then o is pointed. A ray is a pointed one-dimensional cone. Every rational
ray has a lattice generator of minimal length called the minimal generator.
Similarly, every pointed rational polyhedral cone o is generated by the minimal
generators of its edges. If these minimal generators generate all lattice points
o NZ® over Z, then ¢ is smooth. A cone is simplicial if its minimal generators
are linearly independent over R. A collection F of pointed rational polyhedral
cones in R? is a fan if the faces of every cone in F are in F and the intersection
of any two cones in F are again in F. The support of F is the union of its
cones as subsets of R?. If the support of F is the non-negative orthant, then
F is locally complete. If every cone of F is smooth (resp. simplicial), then F
is smooth (resp. simplicial). A fan F is a refinement of another fan F» if the
cones of F; come from partitioning the cones of F5. See [7] for more details.

Given a smooth simplicial locally complete fan F, we have a smooth toric
variety P(F) covered by open affines U, ~ R%, one for each maximal cone o of
F. Furthermore, we have a blow-up pz : P(F) — R? defined as follows: for each
maximal cone o of F minimally generated by vy,...,vq with v; = (v;1,...,vi4),
we have monomial maps p, : U, — R?% on the open affines.

(/’l/17"-7/1/d) — (wl,...,wd)

V11 ,,V21 Vd1

W1 = Ry He ot g

vi2 V22 Vd2

W2:‘ul ‘u2 :u’d

Vid ,,V2d Vdd

Wd = [y " K™t Hy
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Let v = v, be the matrix (v;;) where each minimal generator v; forms a row of
v. We represent the above monomial map by w = p’. If v;4 represents the i-th
row sum of v, the Jacobian determinant of this map is

(det v);ff”fl .. ~uZd+71.

We are now ready to connect these concepts. The next two theorems are due
to Varchenko, see [20] and [2], §8.3]. His notion of degeneracy is weaker than ours
because it does not include the condition f, = 0, but his proof [2, Lemma 8.9]
actually supports the stronger notion. The set up is as follows: suppose f is
analytic in a neighborhood W of the origin. Let F be any smooth simplicial
refinement of the normal fan F(f) and pr be the blow-up associated to F. Set
M = p7'(W). Let I be the distance of I'(f) and 6 its multiplicity.

Theorem 5.4. If [ is nondegenerate, then (M, W, pr) desingularizes f at 0.

Theorem 5.5. Suppose (M, W, px) desingularizes f at 0. If f has a mazimum
or minimum at 0, then RLCTy f = (1/1,6).

We extend Theorem[B.5to compute RLCTo(f;w™) for monomials w™. Given
a polyhedron T'(f) € R? and a vector 7 = (71, ...,74) of non-negative integers,
let the 7-distance I be the smallest ¢ > 0 such that ¢(r +1,...,74+ 1) € T'(f)
and let the multiplicity €, be the codimension of the face at this intersection.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose (M, W, px) desingularizes f at 0. If f has a mazimum
or minimum at 0, then RLCTo(f;w™) = (1/1,,0,).

Proof. We follow roughly the proofin [2], §8] of Theorem[5.5 Let o be a maximal
cone of F. Because F refines F(f), o is a subset of some maximal cone o’ of
F(f). Let a € R? be the vertex of I'(f) dual to o’. Let v be the matrix whose
rows are minimal generators of o and p the monomial map p — u”. Then,

fw)Zwhdw = flp() Zpp)" o' ()| du

—vaz , VT 1 vap—1

= (detv)g(u) "p= " u"Tuyt T g

for some function g(u). Because f has a maximum or minimum at 0, this ensures
that g(u) # 0 on the affine chart U,. Thus, for the cone o,

(X 1 .
Aoy 05) = (min S, #min S), S = {L—H 1<i < d}
<via a>
where 7+1 = (1141, ...,74+1). We now give an interpretation for the elements

of S. Fixing i, let P be the affine hyperplane normal to v; passing through a.
Then, (v;,)/(v;, 7 + 1) is the distance of P from the origin along the ray
{t(t+1):¢>0}. Since RLCTy(f;w") = ming,(As, 6,), the result follows. O

We now come to the main theorem of this section. As a special case, we have
a formula for the RLCT of a monomial ideal with respect to a monomial ampli-
tude function. The analogous formula for compler log canonical thresholds of
monomial ideals was discovered and proved by Howald [13].
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Theorem 5.7. If I C Ay is a finitely generated ideal, then
RLCTo(L;w™) < (1/1+,6;)

where L, is the T-distance of T'(I) and 0, its multiplicity. Equality occurs when
I is monomaial or, more generally, sos-nondegenerate.

Proof. If I is sos-nondegenerate, the equality follows from Theorem For all
other ideals, the inequality follows from Proposition 5.1l and Corollary 5.3l O

Remark 5.8. Define the principal part fr of f to be ) cow® where the sum
is over all « lying in some compact face v of I'(f). The above theorems imply
that if f is nondegenerate, then RLCTy f = RLCTy fr. However, the latter is
not true in general. For instance, if f = (x + y)? + y?, then fr = (z + y)? but
RLCTy f = (3/4,1) and RLCTy fr = (1/2,1).

Our first corollary shows that the BIC is a special case of Theorem [Tl

Corollary 5.9. If f € Ao(R?) has a local minimum at the origin with f(0) = 0
and its Hessian (0% f /Ow;0w;) is full rank, then RLCTq f = (d/2,1).

Proof. Because its Hessian is full rank, there is a linear change of variables such
that f = w? + -+ + w? + O(w?). Thus, f is nondegenerate and the Newton
polyhedron I'(f) has distance I = 2/d with § = 1. O

Corollary 5.10. Let I be generated by fi,...,fs and suppose the Jacobian
matriz (0fi/0w;) has rank v at 0. Then, RLCTo I < ($(r +d),1).

Proof. Because the rank of (9f;/0w;) is r, there is a linear change of variables

such that the only linear monomials appearing in I are wy,...,w,. It follows
that T'(I) lies in the halfspace a1 + -+ + . + %(arﬂ + -+ ag) > 1 and its
distance is at least 1/(r + 42) = 2/(r + d). O

6 Applications to Statistical Models

In this section, we use our tools to compute learning coefficients of a statistical
model coming from a survey of 132 schizophrenic patients [6]. Let us make a few
remarks about our approach. Firstly, combining Theorem and Proposition
2k, the learning coefficient (X, ) of the statistical model P is given by

(2A,0) = min RLCTy~ (p(w) —¢) = min RLCTy (p(w + w*) — p(w™*)).
) wrep~t(q)

Our strategy is to compute RLCT (p(w + w*) — p(w*)) as w* varies over all of
Q before restricting our considerations to the fiber p=1(q).

Secondly, in our computations, we will often be choosing different generators
for our ideal and making suitable changes of variables. In choosing generators,
we want functions with few terms and small total degree. Another useful trick is
to multiply or divide the generators by functions f(w) satisfying f(0) # 0. Such
functions are units in the ring A of real analytic functions so this multiplication
or division will not change the ideal generated. Our next lemma comes in handy.
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Lemma 6.1. Let Q C {(x1,...,24) € R?} be semianalytic. Let I be a monomial
ideal and @ a monomial function in 1, ..., x,. If there exists a vector & € R4~"
such that Q1 xQa C Q for sufficiently small € where

O :{(xl,...,xr)e [O,E]T}
Qo ={(zry1,...,zq) =t{E+E) forallt € [0,e],&" € [—¢,e]?T},

then RLCTq, (I;¢) = RLCTo(I;¢).

Proof. Because I and |p| remain unchanged by the flipping of signs of 1, ..., z;,
the threshold of (I; ¢) does not depend on the choice of orthant, so RLCTgq, (I; )
= RLCTy(I; ¢). The lemma now follows from Proposition [i6] and the fact that
the threshold of the zero ideal over the cone neighborhood €5 is (0o, o). (]

In this example, we study a naive Bayesian network with two ternary random
variables and two hidden states. It was used by Evans, Gilula and Guttman [6] to
investigate connections between the recovery time (in years Y') of schizophrenic
patients and the frequency of visits by their relatives. We present their data in
the following 3x3 contingency table, to give an idea of the statistics involved.

2<Y <10 10<Y <20 20<Y Totals

Visited regularly 43 16 3 62
Visited rarely 6 11 10 27
Visited never 9 18 16 43

Totals 58 45 29 132

The model is parametrized by the map

p: Q:A1XA2XA2XA2XA2 — Ag
(t,a1,a2,b1,b2,c1,¢2,d1,d2) —  (pij)
Pij = t&ibj + (1 — t)cidj, i,5,k € {1, 2, 3}

where a3 = 1—a1—az, a = (a1, az2,a3) € Ay and similarly for b,c and d. The
marginal likelihood integral of the above data set under this model was com-
puted exactly by Sturmfels, Xu and the author [16]. We now present the asymp-
totics of the marginal likelihood integral, as described by the learning coefficient.
First, let us consider the 3x3 matrix P = (p;;). Because of its parametriza-
tion, the rank of P is at most 2. Let S; denote the set of rank 7 matrices. Let
S91 C SS9 be the set of matrices where there are permutations of the rows and of
the columns such that py; = 0 and p12, pa1, p2o are all non-zero. Let Sao C Ss
be the set where up to permutations, p1; = p22 = 0 and pi2, p21 are non-zero.

Theorem 6.2. The learning coefficient (X, 0) of the model is given by

(5/2,1) if P €5y,

(7/2, 1) lfP € Sy \ (521 U 522),
(4, 1) lfP (S 521 \522,
(9/2,1)  if P € So.

()‘a 9) =
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The theorem follows from the next proposition whose proof shows the subtle
interplay between the RLCT and the boundary conditions. Let us define subsets
Q,={w*€Q:t*€{0,1}}, Y, = {w* € Q:t* ¢ {0,1}} and

Qo = {w* €y :a*=c* b =d}

Qort = {wW €Qmo:#{i:af=0}=k,#{i: b =0} =1}

Qa1 = {w* €Qp: (b* £d*,a* =c*) or (a* # c*,b* =d*)}
Qnio = {weQui:(a*=c*,Fial=0)or (b*=d*,3ib =0)}
Q2 = {w* €Qp:a* #£ 50" #£d¥}

Qm2ea = {UJ € Qo Ell]a = *—OC* O,b;#()}

Qmave = {w* € Qma: HZJb—c —Od*;éO,a;-‘;éO}

Qle = Qm2ad U QmZbc

Q7n22 = QmZud N Q7n2bc-

Proposition 6.3. Given w* € Q, let I be the ideal (p(w +w*) — p(w*)). Then,

if w* € Qy,

if w* € Qmooo,

if w* € Qoo U Qimoor U 2mo20 U Qimoo2,
if w* € Qo1

if w* € Qmo12 U Qmo21,
if w* € Qmoze,

'Lf w* € le \ leOv

’Lf w* e leo,

if W € Qo \ Ao,

if w* € Qa1 \ Qmaz,
lf w* e ngg.

RLCTo I =

AN AN AN AN N N N N N N
@OO\]\]@JOO\]\I@CDO’Y
G O GG N T O NG Sy
— e e e e e

Proof. The ideal I is generated by g;; = fi;j(w +w*) — fij(w*) where
fij = taib; + (1 —t)eid;, 0,5,k €{0,1,2}

and ag = by = cg = dp = 1. One can check that I is also generated by g19, 920,
got, goz, and gi; — (d;j + d¥)gio — (a; + a;)go;,4,J € {1,2} which expand to give

cr(ty —t) +ar (¢ +t) + tuf
2( - t) +a2(t8 +t) +tu§
1(t* — 1) + by (t§ +t) + tog
do(t —t) + ba(tf + t) + tvs
Clel — alt(’;vi‘ + dltfu’{
aids — altg’l); + dgt’{uf
asd; — agtavi‘ + dlt’{u§
CLQdQ — agtgvg + thTUS
where t§ =t*, ¢t =1 —t*,uf = af — ¢}, v = b —d}. Note that > (a;+a}) =1
and Y af =1s0) a;, = O and snmlarly for b,c,d. Also, > uf => af —cf =0.
The same is true for v*. We now do a case-by-case analysis.
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Case 1: w* € Q,,.
This implies ¢§ # 0 and ¢7 # 0. Since the indeterminates b1, b2, ¢1, c2 appear
only in the first four polynomials, this suggests the change of variables

ci= (¢ —tuj —a;(ty+1))/(t] — 1),
bi= (b —tv —di(t] — 1))/ (t5 + 1),

L,

) 2
1=1,2
with new indeterminates ¢, a1, ag, by, bh, ¢}, ch, d1, da. In view of Proposition 7]
the Jacobian determinant of this substitution is a constant.

Case 1.1: w* € Q1.
This implies ©u* # 0,v* = 0 or u* = 0,v* # 0. Without loss of generality, we
assume v* = 0,u] > 0 and substitute

d; = (d; + artyv))/(tjuf +a1), i=1,2.

The resulting pullback ideal is (b}, b5, ¢}, ch, dy, db). If w* lies in the interior of
Q, we use either Newton polyhedra or Proposition [4.6] to show that the RLCT
of this monomial ideal is (6,1). If w* lies on the boundary of 2, the situation
is more complicated. Because we are considering a subset of a neighborhood of
w*, the corresponding Laplace integral from Proposition 4.2k is smaller so the
threshold is at least (6,1). To compute it exactly, we need blowups to separate
the coordinate hyperplanes and the hypersurfaces defining the boundary.
Because —u] = uj + u3, we cannot have u3 = u3 = 0. Suppose u5 # 0 and
uj # 0. We consider a blowup where one of the charts is given by the monomial
map t = s,a; = sa}, ¢y =rs,cy =rscy, b, =rsb,d, = rsd. Here, the pullback
pair is ((rs);7%s%). Now, we study the inequalities which are active at w*. For
instance, if b} = 0, then w* lies on the boundary defined by 0 < b; + bj. After
the various changes of variables, the inequalities are as shown below, where

by = —bf — by and similarly for ¢4,d5 and a4. Note that the inequality for
a} = 0 is omitted because aj = 0 implies uj = —c] < 0. Similar conditions on
the v}, v hold for the other inequalities.

b =0 0< (b — d(t — /(5 + 5a))/ (8 +5)
df =0: 0<rsd!/(tiu; + sa})

ci=0: 0<s(—uj+a(ty+s)+7r)/(t —s)

cd=0: 0<s(—ul+ab(ty+s)+rcy)/(t; —s) uy >0
5 =0: 0<s(—ul+a4(ty+s)—r—rdy)/{t}—s) uy >0
ay=0: 0<sd, usy <0
ay=0: 0< sa} u3y <0

In applying Lemma [6.1], the choice of coordinates is important. For instance, if
b5 = b = 0, we choose coordinates b4 and b4 and set by = —by — b%. The same
is done for the d/. The pullback pair is unchanged by these choices. Now, with
coordinates (r, s) and (b7, ,b;,,d" ,dj,,c5, a5, a3), we apply the lemma with the

vector € = (2,2, u},u},1,1,1), so the threshold is RLCTy(rs; r’s®) = (6,1).
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Now, if only one of uj,uj is zero, suppose u3 = 0,u} # 0 without loss of
generality. If a3 = ¢ # 0, then the arguments of the previous paragraph show
that the RLCT is again (6,1). If a§ = ¢ = 0, we blow up the origin in R” and
consider the chart where as = s, ¢} = sc}/,b; = sb},d; = sd/. The pullback pair

s ((sbY, sby, scy, scl, sdy, sdy); s%). The active inequalities for a3 = ¢ = 0 are

a=0: 0<s(ch—ts+t)/(t5 —1)

a5 =0: 0<s.
Near the origin in (s, by, by, ¢y, ¢y, d},dy) € R7, these inequalities imply s = 0
so the new region M defined by the active inequalities is not full at the origin.
Thus, we can ignore the origin in computing the RLCT. All other points on the
exceptional divisor of this blowup lie on some other chart of the blowup where
the pullback pair is (s;s%), so the RLCT is at least (7,1). In the chart where
ey = 8,01 = scf,a2 = sah, b, = sb;’,dg = sd, we have the active inequalities

below. Note that c3 # 0 because uj = —uj < 0.

bj =0: 0<s(bf —di(t] — )/ (tTu] — (saz + a3))/(t5 +1)
di =0: 0 <sdf/(t{u] — (sa; + a3))

a=0: 0< (s —tui+ (sah+a3)(t§+1)/(t5 — 1)
d=0: 0<s(l—ay(ts+1)/(t5—1)

asy=0: 0< sadb

a3 =0: 0<as

Again, choosing suitable coordinates in the b and d, we use Lemma with
the vector & = (2,2, u},u},1,1,1, —1) in coordinates (b;’l,b;g,d;’l ,di,, ah,a3,¢,t)
to show that the RLCT is (7,1).

Case 1.2: w* € Q9.
This implies u* # 0,v* # 0. Without loss of generality, suppose that uj # 0.
If w* € Qm21, we further assume that a] = d; = 0,u] # 0,v; # 0. Substituting

d; = (di+ aitivf) /(a1 + tuy), i=1,2
az = (a5 + aruz)/uf,

the pullback ideal is (a5, b}, b5, ¢}, ¢4, d}, db) so the RLCT is at least (7,1). Note
that a; = (ahw] +ajuf)/uf for i = 1,2,3 where wf = 0,1, -1 respectively If w*
is not in §2,,21, we consider the blowup chart ab = s,b; = sb;', ¢ =scf,d; = sdj.

The active inequalities are as follows. The symbol v— denotes v} < 0.

b =0 0 [sb — tof — (s +artgud) (£ — 0)/ (5t + a))/(6 +1) v—
cd=0: 0<[scf — ur — (swf 4+ arul)(t§ +t)/ui]/(tf —t) u+
ar=0: 0< (sw} +a1u )/ ui u—
dfr=0: 0<(sd] +atyvl)/(tiul + a1) v+

The crux to understanding the inequalities is this: if aj = d} = 0,u] # 0,0 # 0,
the coefficient of a; appears with different signs in the inequalities for af = 0
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and d; = 0. This makes it difficult to choose a suitable vector £ for Lemma 6.1
Similarly, if b = ¢j = 0,07 # 0,u} # 0, the coeflicient of ujt+tfa; appears with
different signs. Fortunately, since w* ¢ €21, we do not have such obstructions
and it is an easy exercise to find the vector . Thus, the RLCT is (7, 1).

I w* € Q21 \Qimaz, we blowup a1 = s, ah = saf, b, = sbl/,¢; = s, d; = sdj.
The active inequalities for a] = d} = 0 imply that the new region M is not full
at the origin of this chart. Thus, we shift our focus to the other charts of the
blowup where the pullback pair is (s;s7), so the RLCT is at least (8,1). In
the chart where af = s,a1 = sa},b; = sbf/,¢; = sc/,d; = sd}, we do not have
obstructions coming from any b} = ¢j = 0,v] # 0,u} # 0 so it is again easy to
find the vector ¢ for Lemmal[G.Il The threhold is exactly (8,1).

If w* € Qn22, consider the following two charts out of the nine charts in the

blowup of the origin in RY.

Chart 1: a; = s,t = st',al, = sal, b, = sb, c; = sc//,d; = sd
Chart 2: t=s,a1 = sa},ah = say, b, = sbl!,c; = scf/,d; = sd

The inequalities for aj = d} = 0,u; # 0,v] # 0 and b] = cj = 0,v; # 0,uj #0
imply that the new region M is not full at points outside of the other seven
charts, so we may ignore these two charts in computing the RLCT. Indeed, for
Chart 1, the active inequalities

af=0: 0<s(ajws +uf)/uf u—

di =0: 0<s(df +t5v))/(Hu] +5) v+

tell us that af or d4 must be non-zero for M to be full. In Chart 2, suppose M
is full at some point x where af =b] =0y = = =df =dj =0. Then,

af=0: 0<s(afw +dajul)/uj u—

df =0: 0<s(d +aitivf)/(tiul +sa)) v+
imply that o} = 0 at 2. However, if this is the case, the inequalities

bi =0: 0<slbf —of = (df +aitgo) (17 — )/ (tTu] + sa1)]/ (65 +s)  v—
i =0: 0<slef —uj — (agw] +ayuf)(t5 + s)/uil/ (8 = s) u+

forces b/ or ¢ to be non-zero for some ¢, a contradiction. Thus, we shift our focus
to the other seven charts where the pullback pair is (s;s®) and the RLCT is at
least (9,1). In the chart for a = s,a1 = sa},t = st’, b, = sb}, ¢, = sc/,d; = sdf,

note that we cannot have both a5 = 0 and a3 = 0 because we assumed aj = 0.
It is now easy to find the vector £ for Lemma [6.1] so the threshold is (9,1).

Case 1.3: w* € Q-
This implies v} = v} = 0 for all <. The pullback ideal can be written as

< /17b/256/156/2> + <a1,a2><d1,d2>

whose RLCT over an interior point of  is (6,2) by Proposition 6l This occurs
in Q,,000 where none of the inequalities are active. Now, suppose the only active
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inequalities come from aj = ¢ = 0. We blow up the origin in {(a1,¢}) € R?}. In
the chart given by a; = af, ¢j = acf, the new region M is not full at the origin,
so we only need to study the chart where ¢} = ¢/, a1 = ¢{a). The pullback pair
becomes ((c{)+ (b}, bh, ch)+{az)(d1,d2); c}), and a simple application of Lemma
[6.1] and Proposition .6 shows that the threshold is (6, 1).

In this fashion, we study the different scenarios and summarise the pullback
pairs and thresholds in the table below.

Inequalities Pullback pair RLCT
- (< 2701702>+<a17a2><d17d2>; 1) ( )
aj =0 (<b/17 by, cf,ch) + (ag)(dr,d2); ) (6,1)
aj = 0,07 =0 (b, by, ¢, c5) + {az)(d2); biey) (7,2)
ai‘ =1 (<b/17b/2701562>7 Cll/cl2/> (67 1)
a;=1,07=0 (<blllvb/27€1702>7 blllclllcl2/) (77 1)
aj =107 =1 (<blllvbl2lv I1/7 >7 b”bgclllcg) (87 1)

For example, the case aj = c§ = 1 corresponds to a] = a3 = ¢ = c¢5 = 0. Here,
we blow up the origins in {(a1,c}) € R?} and {(az, c4) € R?}. As before, we can
ignore the other charts and just consider the one where a1 = c¢{a), ]} = ¢/, a2 =
cyab, ch = ci. The pullback pair is ({c]) + (c§) + (b}, b’> cicy). If b 0 for all
i, the RLCT is (6,1) by Lemma [6.1] and Proposition 6l

Case 2: w* € Q.
Without loss of generality, assume t* = 0 and substitute

¢i = (¢, —tlai+u;))/(1—1)
di = (dj —t(bi +v]))/(1 - 1)

The pullback ideal is the sum of (¢}, ¢}, d}, d,) and
(t)(a1 + ui, ag + u3) (b1 + v, b2 + v3).

Since ¢ = —c} — ¢, and similarly for the d;, a;, b;, u} and v}, it is useful to write
this ideal more symmetrically as the sum of (¢}, ch, c4), (d}, d5, d5) and

(t)(a1 + ui,az +us, a3 + u3)(by + v7,ba + v3, b3 + v3).
Meanwhile, the inequalities are

aj =0: 0<a;

cd=0: 0<(c,—tla;+ul))/1—-t) uf>0
bi=0: 0<b;

d; =0: 0<(d —t(b;+v}))/(1—t) vj>0.

We now relabel the indices of the a; and ¢}, without changing the b; and d’ , SO
that the active inequalities are among those from aj = 0,a3 = 0,¢;, =0,¢;, = 0.
The b; and d;- are thereafter also relabeled so that the inequalities come from
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by = 0,05 = 0,d;, = 0,d;, = 0. We claim that the new region M contains, for

small e, the orthant neighborhood
{(ala a2, b17 b27 Ciyy Cig, d]1 ) dj27 _t) € [07 8]9}'
Indeed, the only problematic inequalities are

A=0: 0< (g —t(—a1 —az+uf))/(1—-t) u}=
d3=0: 0<(dy—t—by—by+v)/(1—1t) vj=

However, these inequalities cannot occur because for instance, u5 =0 and ¢ =0
implies a5 = 0, a contradiction since the a; were relabeled to avoid this. Finally,
the threshold of (t) is (1, 1) while that of (a1 +uf, as +ul) and (by + v}, ba +v3)
are at least (2,1) each. By Proposition [£.6] the RLCT of their product is (1, 1)
and that of the pullback ideal is (5, 1). O

Proof of Theorem[6.2 Given a matrix P = (p;;), the learning coefficient (), 0)
of the model at P is the minimum of RLCTs at points w* € 2 where p(w*) = P.
Since p(Q,,) = 51, it follows from Proposition 63 that (A, 0) = (5,1) for P € Sy.
The images p(Qmo) and p(Q,1) are contained in S;, so we do not have to
consider them. Meanwhile, among the rank 2 matrices, it is easy to check that
P(Qm21) C So2. Now, if p(w*) = P € Sag, then p11 = t*ajb + (1 — t*)cidf =0
implies that a] = 0 or b7 = 0 because the parameters are positive. Without loss
of generality, assume aj = 0. Because p13 # 0, we have ¢j # 0 which leads us
to di = 0 and b7 # 0. The condition pa2 = 0 then shows that b5 = c; = 0,a3 #
0,d5 # 0. Therefore, w* € Q22 and p(Qy,22) = Saz. This argument also proves
that p(Qm21) = Sa1, and the theorem follows. O
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