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Abstract We consider the Berkson model of logistic regression with<s@an and homosce-
dastic error in regressor. The measurement error variaaecée either known or unknown.
We deal with both functional and structural cases. Sufficoemditions for identifiability of
regression coefficients are presented.

Conditions for identifiability of the model are studied. lretcase where the error variance
is known, the regression parameters are identifiable if ibteilolition of the observed regres-
sor is not concentrated at a single point. In the case whererfor variance is not known,
the regression parameters are identifiable if the disiobubf the observed regressor is not
concentrated at three (or less) points.

The key analytic tools are relations between the smoothgidtio distribution function
and its derivatives.

Keywords Logistic regression, binary regression, errors in vagapBerkson model,
regression calibration model

2010 MSC 62J12

1 Introduction

Statistical model.Consider logistic regression with Berkson-type error ia #x-
planatory variable. One trial is distributed as follow§;™ is the observed (or as-
signed) surrogate regressor. The true regresssy,is= X2 + U,,, where the error
U, ~ N(0,72) isindependent ok bs. The responsg,, is a binary random variable
and attains eithdy or 1 with

. X
P(Vam1 | X0, X,) = 22U £ Xn)
1+ exp(Bo + B1.Xn)
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We consider both functional model and structural modelhifunctional one,
X2°Ps are nonrandom variables, and in the structural off§ are i.i.d., and therefore
in the latter model(X°®, X,,,Y,,) are i.i.d. random triples.

The couple$X°™.Y,),n = 1,..., N, are observed. Vectat = (5o, 31)" is a
parameter of interest.

The error variance? can be either known or unknown, and we consider both
cases. The conditions for identifiability of the model (otloé paramete/é') are pre-
sented.

Overview. Berkson models of logistic regression and probit regresegiere set up
in Burr [1]. For probit regression, it is shown that the introductidrBerkson-type
error is equivalent to augmentation of regression paramets a consequence, the
Berkson model of probit regression is identifiableifis known and is notidentifiable
if 72 is not known.

The identifiability of the classical model was studied by Kéohoff [3]. He as-
sumes that both the regressor and measurement error arallyodistributed. Then
univariate logistic regression is identifiable (hefecan be unknown), and multiple
logistic regression is not identifiable. Our results can ba/@d similarly to B] if
we assume that the distribution of the surrogate regrek¥$6t has an unbounded
support.

For classification of errors-in-variables regression ni®dad various estimation
methods, see the monograph by Carroll et3l. [

Identifiability of the statistical model can be used in thegdrof consistency of the
estimator. For known?2, the strong consistency of the maximum likelihood estimato
is obtained by Shklyad]. But if 72 is not known, the maximum likelihood estimator
seems to be unstable (see discussior2jiof [3]).

2 Convolution of logistic function with normal density

Consider the function

exp(z —§)

2\ _
Lo(#:0) = B =gy’

£~ N(0,0%), z€R, 0° >0, 1)

thatis,Lo(z,0) = e*/(1 + ¢”) and

1 Cexp(x—t) _j12/0952
L )= —— /R qt for o? > 0.
0(:6,0) o /,Ool—i—exp(a:—t)e o” >

Denote the derivatives w.rx.

8k
Lk(x,UQ) = WLQ(I,O'Q). (2)

Differentiation of L, (z, o) with respect to the second argument is described in
AppendixA.
The distribution ofy; given X ¢ is

PIYi= 1| X =E[P[¥i= 1| X2 X | X2
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exp(Bo + f1Xi)
14 exp(Bo + S1X;

) ‘Xobs:| —L(ﬂO‘FﬂlXObS 2 2)
®3)

since[By + B1.X; | XPP] ~ N(Bo + B1X0P, Br2).

3 Identifiability when 72 is known

Theorem 1. If in the functional model not allX°"* are equal, then the model is
identifiable.

Proof. Suppose that for two values of parametdfd = (5{", ") and 5@ =
(ﬁéz)aﬁiz)), 5(1) # 5(2), the distributions of observations are equal. Then for all

1=1,2,...,N,
Pgm(Yi:l) Pg@)( = 1),
Lo(Bg” + 817 X7%, (B1Y)"7) = Lo (857 + B X7™, (517) 7).

However, by Lemma 4.1 fron¥] the equation

2 2
( 4 ﬂ(l)x, ( %1)) 7,2) _ ( 2 4 5(2)17’ (59)) 7,2)
has no more than one solutienHence, allX¢* are equal. O

By definition the degenerate distribution is the distribatconcentrated at a sin-
gle point. For the next theorem, see the proof of Theoremrb[4]i

Theorem 2([4]). If in the structural model the distribution of ¢ is not degenerate,
then the parametes is identifiable.

4 Identifiability when 72 is unknown

For fixedo?, the functionLq(z, 02) is a bijectionR — (0, 1). Hence, for fixedr?
ando3, the relation

Lo(y,07) = Lo(x,03) (4)
sets the bijectiof®R — R; see FigJl.

Lemma 3. For fixedo? > 0 ando3 > 0, the sign of the second derivative of the
implicit function(4) is

d2y o 2 2) .
sign a2 )= 51gn(02 — o7 ) sign(x).
Proof. Differentiating @), we get

L4 (y, Uf) dy =Ly (:17, cr%) dz;
dy Ly(z,03)
dx B Ll(yva%) .
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Yy e

Fig. 1. The plot to equatioo(y, o) = Lo(z,03) for o1 < o3

Then
@ o LQ(‘TaU%)Ll(y’U%) - Ll(fCaU%)LﬂyaU%)g—z
dz? Li(y,0%)?
— LQ(Ia G%)Ll(ya G%)Q B Ll(Ia 0%)2L2(ya 0'%)
Ll(y’U%P
— (LQ(I,U%) _ LQ(yaa'%) ) . Ll(ZC,O'g)Q
L1($,0§)2 Ll(yvof)z Ll(yvof) '
Thus,

d’y Ly(x,03)  La(y,0%)
(Y ; _ Ys ' 5
sin((52) = s 200 - ) ©
Denote byu(z,0?) the solution to the equatiohy (i, 0?) = 2. Note that as
Lo(x,0?) is the cdf of a symmetric distributiosign(Lo(x,0?) — 0.5) = sign(z).
Thereforesign(u(z,0?)) = sign(z — 0.5). Find the derivative

o Coer)

for fixed z. By the implicit function theorem,

dp(z,v) __ La(p(z,v),v) .
dv 201 (p(z,v),v)’
also,
2( Lo(z,v) ) _ Ls(z,v)Ly(z,v) — 2La(x,v)?
Ox \ L1(x,v)? Ly(z,v)3 ’
2( Lo(z,v) ) _ Ly(z,v) L1 (z,v) — 2La(z,v) L3(z,v)
Ov \ L1 (x,v)? 2L (z,v)3 ’
Then

d LQ(‘LL(Z, 1)), 1)) - L2 L3L1 — 2L§ L4L1 — 2L2L3
dv \ L (u(z,v),v)2) 2L, L3 203
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 LyL? - 3L3LoLy +2L3

2L1 ’
whereL;, are evaluated at the poifit(z, v), v). By Lemmalo,
d LQ(M(Zv’U)v’U) )> . .
sign ——= = sign(u(z,v)) = sign(z — 0.5).
on (5 (Zeie ) ) = senlutenn) = sisnGc ~05)
The functionv — % is monotone (it is increasing far > 0.5 and
decreasing for < 0.5). Forz andy satisfying @),

T = ,u(z, og) and y = ,u(z, Uf)
with 2 = Lo(y,0?) = Lo(x, 03); note thasign(z — 0.5) = sign(z). Then
; Ly(x,03) La(y,07) o 2 2\ o
&gn(Ll(I’ 22 Tao77) " sign(o3 — o7) sign(z),

and with 6), we can obtain the desired equality

d2y
sign<d—x'2) = sign(ag — o7) sign(z). O
Lemma 4. The equation
( (1) 4 ﬂ(l) x, 2) _ ( (2) 4 ﬂ(2) z, 2) (6)
has no more than three solutions, unless either
FY =F® and o? = o3 @)
or 1 2 1 2
W =P =0 and Ly(8",0?) = Lo(8,02). (8)

In exceptional case§) and (8), equation(6) is an identity.

Proof. The proof has the following idea: if a twice differentiablattiony(x) satis-
fies @), then the plot of the function either is a straight linedff = %) or intersects
any straight line at no more than three points.

Consider four cases

Case 107 = o3. Since the functioriq(z, 0?) is strictly increasing ir, Eq. ()
is equivalent to

R R

Equation 6) has only one solution if\") £ 3\?); itis an identity if 3V = #® and
it has no solutions iﬁ’gl) = [39 butﬂél) #+ [382).
Case 2,32 = 0andp{") # 0. For any fixeds?, the functionz — Lo (z,02) is
a bijectionR — (0, 1). Denote the inverse functiqnZ, 02): Lo(z,0?) = Z if and
only if z = u(Z, 0?). Equation 6) has a unique solution
n(Lo(B5”, 03). 03) — By

1)
1
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Case 34, () (1) = 0. Neither side of §) depends on:.. Equation §) becomes
Lo( él),al) Lo( (()2),0—2) Equation 6) either holds for all: or does not hold for
anyz.

Case 402 # o2 andB!® + 0. Make a linear variable substitution: denate=
B((f) + ﬁg%. Then Eqg. 6) becomes

(R4 25 o). ) = len) ®

Define the functiom (z2) from the equation
LQ (Zl(Zg), 0'%) = Lo(ZQ, 0'%)

The functiornz; (22) : R — R is implicitly defined by Eq.4): there the equality holds
if and only if y = z; (z). Hence, the function; (z2) satisfies Lemm&. Equation 9)
is equivalent to

(1)
71 (2’2) ((Jl) gl . (2’2 — ﬁéz)) = 0. (10)

By Lemmas3,

d2
= sign(%) = sign (o3 — o) sign(22).
&)

Then the derivative of the left-hand size G

(o) = B0 By 5 (11)
dop \ 0 T gy T

1

is strictly monotone on both intervals-oo, 0] and[0, +oo), and hencel(l) attains
0 no more than at two points. Then the left-hand sidel6f bias no more than three
intervals of monotonicity, and Eq1Q) has no more than three solutions. Equatién (
has the same number of solutions. O

Theorem 5. If in the functional model there are four differeit°b®, then the param-
eters/3 and 3272 are identifiable.

Proof. Suppose that there are two sets of paramét&ts, (r(1))2) and(32, (r(2)2)
that for a given sample of the surrogate, the regregsrs, n = 1,..., N} provide
the same distribution &f,,, n=1,..., N. Thenforalln =1,..., N,

P§(1)7(T(1))2 (Yn = 1) = Pg(2)7(7_(2))2 (Yn = 1)7
Lo(85 + 817257, (B7)° (7)) = Lo(857 + 573 (B17)7 (7)),
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The equation

oA+ 8%, ()" (<)) = Lo(3f” + 87, (5)" ()

has at least four solutions. Then by Lem#either

FO =3 and (1) ()" = (37)7 ()"

or
B0 =5 =0 and Lo(A, (5")’ (7)) = Lo(52, (52) ().
In the latter alternative, 2
(B0) () = (32)* () =0 and 4" = g
sinceLq(bg,0) = 1+e+bo is a strictly increasing function ib. O

Theorem 6. If in the structural model thg distribution of is not concentrated at
three(or les9 points, then the parametefsand 3772 are identifiable.

Proof. Suppose that there are two sets of paramét&ts, (+(1)2) and(32, (r(2)2)
for which the same bivariate distribution @K ¢>*, Y, ) is obtained. The random vari-
ableP[Y; = 1 | X?b%] satisfies Eq.3) almost surely for each set of parameters.
Hence, the equality

LO( +B§1 Xobs (ﬁ£1))2(7'(1))2) — Lo ( +B§2 )(obs7 (ﬁ£2))2(7'(2))2)

holds almost surely. The rest of the proof is the same as io/Emneb. O

A Differentiation of Ly (x,o?)

Consider the sum of two independent random variaples\ + &, where\ has the
logistic distribution

exp(z)
P(A< - R
A<x) T+ exp(@)’ r € R,

and¢ ~ N(0,02). We allowo? = 0, and ther¢ = 0 almost surely.

The functionLg(z, 0?) defined in () is the cdf of¢, and the functiorn’; (z, o2)
defined in @) is the pdf of¢.

The partial derivatives ok (z,v) are

0 0 1
%Lk(x,v) = Liy1(z,v), %Lk(x,v) = §Lk+2(x,v);

see the proofin4, Section 2]. The functions (z, v) are infinitely differentiable and
bounded ofR x [0, +c0).
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Since the distribution of is symmetric,
Ly (—x,aQ) = (=1)*1L, (x,aQ), k>1,
thatis,L; (x,0?) andLs(x, 0?) are even functions im, andLy(x, 02?) andLy(x, 0?)

are odd functions im.

B The key inequality

The next lemma is similar to Lemma 2.1 ii][Hence, the proof is brief; sed][for
details.

Lemma 7. Let¢ andn be two independent random variables, whére: N (0, 1).
Denote¢ = £ + n and letp.(z) be the pdf of. Then

d3
5 (Inpc(=)) = paln | ¢=2],

whereus[n | (=z] is the third conditional central moment,

psln | ¢=2] = E[(n — Eln | ¢=2])" | ¢=2].

Proof. We have

1 L 5
2) =Epe(z—1n) = ——Ee 270",
pe(z) =Epe(z —n) = —=
Then
p (Z) = L E[(n — z)e_%(Z—ﬁ)ZL
ST Var
i(lnp () = p(2) _ E[(n — z)e" 27 _ Ene 3=’ -
dz ‘ pC(Z) Eefé(zfn)2 Eef%(zfn)z )
d_z(lnp (Z)) _ Enze‘%“‘”f Ee—3(z—m7 _ (Ene—%(z—nf)g »
dz? ‘ (Ee—z(z=m?)2 )
d3 ,

@Onpc(@) =(E e 3 (=m%)”
. (E[772(77 N Z)eié(zﬂnz] (E e*%(zfn)z)

+ Ene 2’ E[(n— Z)e—%(z—nf} EomiGn)?

—2E[n(n — 2)e 2T Ene2C Eem )

—2En?e 2T Eem 2T E( — 2)em 3]

+2(E ne*%(zfn)z)z El(n - z)e*%(zfn)z])

2
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= (E e_%(z—n)2) -3 (E 7736—%(z—n)2 (E e—%(z—n)2)2
_3 En?e*%(zfn)2 Ene*%(zfn)2 Ee z(:—m7 ¢ Q(Ene*%(zfn)z)?’)_

(13)
If n has a pdf, the conditional pdf afgiven(=z is equal to
_ pylye 0
pn\C:z(y) - Eeié(zin)z 5
otherwise, we can use the conditional density @f.r.t. marginal density
dedfye_.(y) e 27
dedf,(y)  Ee—z(x—m?’
Anyway, the conditional moments gfgiven{=z are equal to
Enkefé(zfn)z
k _ _
E[n | C_Z} - Ee,%(zfny : (14)
From (13) and (4) it follows that
a3 3 5 3
5 (npc(2) =E[n* | (=2] = 3E[n* | (=2] E[n | (=] + 2(E[y | (=2])
= ps[n | (==2]. O

Corollary 8. Let¢ andn be independent random variables such that N (u, 0?).
Denote¢ = £ + 1, and denote the pdf @fby p¢(z). Then

d3
5 (mpe(2)) = 5 maln | ¢=2].

Lemma 9. Assume that the distribution of a random variablesatisfies the follow-
ing conditions:

1) X has a continuously differentiable density (z).

2) X is unimodalin the following sense: there exists a mafle R such that for
all z € R, we have the equalitgign(p’y (z)) = sign(M — x).

3) Whenever; < M < a9 andpx (z1) = px(x2), thenpx (z1) > —px(x2).
4) E|X]? < .

Thenus(X) := E(X —EX)3 > 0.
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px(z)
max(px )

Tll(Z) M ’I‘g'(Z) i

Fig. 2. To proof of LemmeD, part 1). Samplex () and definition ofr1(z) andzz(z)

Proof. 1) EX > M. Denote byz;(z) and z2(z) the solutions to the equation
px (z) = z (see Fig2):
x1 (2 )<M<:172(z) if 0 < z < max(px);
x21(2) = M = 25(2) if 2z = max(px);
px (71(2)) = px (xg(z)) =z If 0 <z <max(px).

Represent the expectation as a double integral and chaagedér of integration:

EX=]\/[—|—/OO (x — M)px(z)dx

— M+ h // (x — M) dadz

{(z,2) [0<z<px (2)}

max(px) x2(2)
:M—I—/ / (x — M)dzx |dz
0 z1(2)

B max(px ) (1'2(2’) — M)2 — (M — I (Z))2
Y /0 5 dz. (15)

For allz5 > M, by the implicit function theorem,
d Px (2)
_— =2V > 1
d:CQ 1 (PX(£C2)) pi)(('rl(pX(xZ)))
because x (x1(px(x2))) = px(z2) implies py (z1(px(x2))) > —p(x2) > 0.
Note thatz; (px (M)) = M. By the Lagrange theorem,

z1(px (w2)) = M + (22 — M) - dixgxl(PX(f%))

ws=M+(z2—M)o
for somed € (0,1);
21 (px(22)) > M — (z2 — M) foray > M;
z1(2) > M — (z2(2) — M) for0 < z < max(px);
x2(2) =M > M —z1(2) > 0
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—t1 M—-EX 0 EX—-M t1 t
The plots of px(EX +t) and px (EX —t)

Case (16)

—t1 0 31 t

Case (17)

0 L
The sign of f(t)

Fig. 3. To proof of Lemmad, part 2)

(z2(2) — M)* (M —21(2))*
> ;
2 2
the last integrand inl() is positive, and thenl) impliesE X > M.
2) Consider the function

f)=px(EX +1t) —px(EX —1),

which is odd and strictly decreasing on the intefvalE X — M), E X — M]. There-
fore, f(t) attains O only once on this interval, that is, at the pointe®(Big.3).

If ¢t > EX — M (more generallyjt| > EX — M) andf(t) = 0, thenf’(t) =
Px(EX +t) + p'x(EX —t) > 0 by condition 3) of Lemma. Therefore,f(t)
can attaird only once on(E X — M, +o0), and if it attains) (say, at a point; >
EX — M > 0), itis increasing in the neighborhoodf

Hence, there may be two cases of sign changingof (Fig. 3). Either

Jt, > 0VzeR : sign(f(t)) = sign(t)sign(|t| — t1), (16)
or
VaeR : sign(f(t)) = —sign(¢). (17)
3) We have
_E[X-EX]= /OO (z — EX)px () dz

/ th EX+t)dt

EX—l—t)dt—i—/oo(—t)pX(EX —t)dt
0
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- / T, (18)

0

wheref(t) is defined in the second part of the proof.

Note that the casel{) is impossible because otherwise the last integrandgj (
would be negative and thus the integral could not be equal to 0

4) Similarly to (L8),

E(X -EX)*= /Ooot?’f(t)dt.
Subtract? times Eq. (8), wheret; comes from {6):
E(X —EX)? = /Ooot(t2 — 1) f(t) dt.
The integrandis positive far> 0,¢ # t;, and hence3[X] = E(X—-EX)3 > 0. O
Lemma 10. For all z € R ando? > 0,

sign(L4 (x, 02)L1 (x, 02)2 —3L3 (x, 02)L2 (x, 02)L1 (x, 02) + 2L, (:v, 02)3)
= sign(x).
Lemmallis needed to prove Lemnid. The notationF’(y) andyy is common

for LemmaslOandl1l.
For fixedz > 0 ando?, consider the function

e? (y —2)*
F(y) = 1n<(ey n 1)2) B YR (29)
Its derivative ”
e y—x
Flly)=1-2 —
) e +1 o2

is strictly decreasing, and

lim F'(y) = +oo, lim F'(y) = —oo.

Yy—r—00 Yy—r+oo
Hence,F’(y) attains0 at a unique point. Denote this point py, and then
sign(F'(y)) = — sign(y — yo)- (20)

Lemma 11. For the functionF(y) defined in(19), for y, satisfying(20), and for
y3 and y4 such thatF’(ys) + F'(ys) = 0 andys < w4, we have the following
inequalities:

1) y3 <yo <ysandF'(y3) = —F"'(ys4) > 0.
2) ys +ys > 0.
3) F"(y3) < F"(ya) < 0.

4) F(ys) > F(ya).
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Proof. 1) The inequalityys < yo < y4 is a consequence o2(), and @0) implies
F'(ys) > 0.
2)ys +ys > 0. Forally € R,

2z

Fly) + F'(-y) = —5 > 0.

SinceF’ (ys) + F'(—ys) > 0 andF’(ys) + F'(ys) = 0, we haveF’(—ys) > F'(y4),
and then—y3 < y4 because the derivatiie (y) is decreasing.
3) F”(y3) < F"(y4) < 0. The second derivative

—2eY 1

PO =ryE

is an even function strictly increasing @h +o0c) and attaining only negative values.
The inequalitieg; < y4 andys + y4 > 0 can be rewritten alys| < y4, and then
F'(y3) = F”(|?J3|) < F"(ys) <O0.
4) F(z3) > F(z4). Consider the inverse function
(F)7'(t), teR.

Its derivative is

N —1 1
&((F) (t)) Fr((F)~1(t)) <0
Then
d Nty - FE)THE) t :
dt(F((F) (t))) - F//((F/)—l(t)) - F//((F/)—l(t))’
d N —1 _ nN=1, _ t —1
E(F((F) (t)) F((F) ( t))) F”((F')_l(t)) + F”(( /) 1( t))
Apply already proven paff) of Lemmall. If t > 0,then(F’)~!(¢) < (F')~'(—t)
(becauséF’)~(t) is a decreasing function) add ((F') =1 (¢t))+F'((F")~(~t)) =
t —t = 0. Then by parB)
F'(F)' (1) < F'((F)'(=t) <0, t>0.
Hence, q
T(E(E) W) = F((F) ' (~0)) >0, t>0
Note that . .
F((F) (0) = F((F') (=0)) =0
By the Lagrange theorem, for> 0,
F((F) ™ @) =F((F) " (-0) =t (F((F) 7 0)-F((F) " (-0)) >0,
(21)

where the derivative is taken at some pdint (0, ).
Substituting: = F’(y3) > 0 (then—t = F’(y4)), we obtainF'(ys) — F(y4) > 0.
O
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Proof of Lemma 10. Case 1z > 0 ando? > 0. Recall that for fixedr?, L1(x, o?)
is the pdf ofy + £, wheren and¢ are independent variable¥(n < y) = —<'_and

ev+1
& ~ N(0,0?%) (see Appendixd). By Corollary8,

d3 1
but
a3 L4L? —3LsLoLq +2L3
g (L (o)) = ===, @3)
1

whereL;, are evaluated at the poift, o2). SinceL;(x,0?) > 0, we have to prove
thatus[n | n+&=x] > 0. Therefore, we apply Lemnta
The pdf of the conditional distribution ef givenn + £ = z is equal to

( ) 1 e _ (yfa;)2
_ — . e 20
Prin+e=2\Y o (7,2;:;)2 (14 ev)?

The pdfp,,+e—.(y) is continuously differentiable. The conditional distrilaun has

(y—=)?

afinitekth moment becausge ™ 202 is bounded for any € N. Hence, conditions
1) and 4) of Lemma® are satisfied.
Evaluate

e¥ Yy—x _(n==)?
Inpyjpte—e(y) =1n @ 1) oo ln(Ee 252 ) =F(y)+C,

where the functiorF'(y) is defined in {9), andC = — In(E exp(— (”2_:2)2)) depends
only onz ando? and does not depend gn
We check condition 2) of Lemm

Puntimn(y) = " WTC,

d
d_ypn\n+a=z(y) = F'(y)ef®+C; (24)

sign<f—ypn|n+g_x (y)> = sign(F'(y)) = —sign(y — yo),

and condition 2) holds witi! = y,, wherey, is defined just above2().
Now check condition of 3) of Lemm@ The proofis illustrated by Figl. Assume
thatp,yt¢—e (Y1) = Pyjyre=a(y2) @andys < yo < y2. ThenF'(y1) = F(yz).
Denote
-1
o= (F') (=F'(y1)).

ThenF'(y1) + F'(ya) = F'(y1) — F'(y1) = 0, and by @0), asy: < yo, we have

F'(y1) >0, F'(ya) < 0,94 > yo > y1. By Lemmall F(y1) > F(ya).
Hence,F'(y2) = F(y1) > F(y4). Because the functiof'(y) is decreasing on

(yo, +00) (see RO)), we haveys < y4. Since the functiont”(y) is decreasing,
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F(y)

Y1 Yo Y2 Y4 Y

Fig. 4. To proof of Lemmal0. Checking condition 3) of Lemm@

F'(y2) > F'(ya) = —F'(y1), which impliesF’(y;) + F'(y2) > 0. By (24) we
havep%‘n.;_g:m (y1) +p;7\77+5:1 (y2) > 0.

All the conditions of Lemm@® are satisfied. By Lemm@ us[n | n + £ = ] > 0,
and by 2)—(23),

Ly (a:,aQ)Ll (17,02)2 —3L3 (I,O'Q)LQ (a:,aQ)Ll (17,02) + 2L, (I,O'Q) >0 (25)

forall > 0 ando? > 0.

Case 2.z < 0 ando? > 0. The distribution ofy + ¢ is symmetric. Hence,
Li(z,0%) and L3(z, 0?) are even functions im, and Ly (z, 0%) and Ly(z, 0?) are
odd functions inz. Then

L4(:17, 02)L1 (:17, 02)2 —3L3 (:17, 02)L2 (:17, 02)L1 (:17, 02) + 2L2(:c, 02)3

is an odd function inz. It is equal to O forz = 0, and it is negative for < 0 by
Case 1; se€26).

Case 302 = 0. The functionLZ; (z, 0) is the pdf of the logistic distribution, and
Li41(z,0) is its kth derivative:

e (1 —e%)
L N)= —— L 0) =~ ~ 7.
1(17? ) (1+em)2’ 2(:67 ) (1—}—81)3’
ex x X
L3(z,0) = m(l — 4e” + e*);
T(] — T
Ly(x,0) = il G )(1—1061-‘1-621).

(14 e%)5
Then

e3;E 1 —e%
W (=2¢%);

sign(L4L3 — 3L3LoLy + 2L3) = sign(x),

L4L3 —3L3LoLy +2L3 =

whereL;, are evaluated at the poifit, 0).
LemmalOis proven. O
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