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QUASI-INDEPENDENCE MODELS WITH RATIONAL MAXIMUM
LIKELIHOOD ESTIMATOR

JANE IVY COONS AND SETH SULLIVANT

ABSTRACT. We classify the two-way quasi-independence models (independence models
with structural zeros) that have rational maximum likelihood estimators, or MLEs. We
give a necessary and sufficient condition on the bipartite graph associated to the model
for the MLE to be rational. In this case, we give an explicit formula for the MLE in
terms of combinatorial features of this graph. We also use the Horn uniformization to
show that for general log-linear models M with rational MLE, any model obtained by
restricting to a face of the cone of sufficient statistics of M also has rational MLE.

1. INTRODUCTION

Huh [I2] classified the varieties with rational maximum likelihood estimator using
Kapranov’s Horn uniformization [14]. In spite of the classification, it can be difficult
to tell a priori whether a given model has rational MLE, or not. Duarte, Marigliano, and
Sturmfels [§] have since applied Huh'’s ideas to varieties that are the closure of discrete
statistical models. In the present paper, we study this problem for a family of discrete sta-
tistical models called quasi-independence models, also commonly known as independence
models with structural zeros. Because quasi-independence models have a simple structure
whose description is determined by a bipartite graph, this is a natural test case for trying
to apply Huh’s theory. Our complete classification of quasi-independence models with
rational MLE is the main result of the present paper (Theorems and [5.4]).

Let X and Y be two discrete random variables with m and n states, respectively.
Quasi-independence models describe the situation in which some combinations of states
of X and Y cannot occur together, but X and Y are otherwise independent of one
another. This condition is known as quasi-independence in the statistics literature [4].
Quasi-independence models are basic models that arise in data analysis with log-linear
models. For example, quasi-independence models arise in the biomedical field as rater
agreement models [Il, [I5] and in engineering to model system failures at nuclear plants
[6]. There is a great deal of literature regarding hypothesis testing under the assumption of
quasi-independence, see, for example, [5, 10, [17]. Results about existence and uniqueness
of the maximum likelihood estimate in quasi-independence models as well as explicit
computations in some cases can be found in [4, Chapter 5].

In order to define quasi-independence models, let S C [m]| x [n] be a set of indices,
where [m] = {1,2,...,m}. These correspond to a matrix with structural zeros whose
observed entries are given by the indices in .S. We often use S to refer to both the set of
indices and the matrix representation of this set and abbreviate the ordered pairs (i, j) in
S by ij. For all r, we denote by A,_; the open (r — 1)-dimensional probability simplex
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in R",
T
A,y :={z€R"|z; >0 for all i and le =1}.

i=1

Definition 1.1. Let S C [m]x[n]. Index the coordinates of R™*™ by (s1,. .., Sm,t1,...,tn) =

(s,t). Let RY denote the real vector space of dimension #S whose coordinates are indexed
by S. Define the monomial map ¢° : R™*" — R¥ by

Z»(S,t) = Sitj.
The quasi-independence model associated to S is the model,
Ms = ¢S(Rm+n) N A#S—l-

We note that the Zariski closure of Mg is a toric variety since it is parametrized by
monomials. To any quasi-independence model, we can associate a bipartite graph in the
following way:.

Definition 1.2. The bipartite graph associated to S, denoted Gy, is the bipartite graph
with independent sets [m] and [n] with an edge between i and j if and only if (4,7) € S.
The graph Gy is chordal bipartite if every cycle of length greater than or equal to 6 has
a chord. The graph Gg is doubly chordal bipartite if every cycle of length greater than or
equal 6 has at least two chords. We say that S is doubly chordal bipartite if Gg is doubly
chordal bipartite.

Let u € N¥ be a vector of counts of independent, identically distributed (iid) data.
The mazimum likelihood estimate, or MLE, for v in Mg is the distribution p € Mg that
maximizes the probability of observing the data u over all distributions in the model. We
describe the maximum likelihood estimation problem in more detail in Section We
say that Mg has rational MLE if for generic choices of u, the MLE for v in Mg can be
written as a rational function in the entries of u. We can now state the key result of this

paper.

Theorem 1.3. Let S C [m] x [n] and let Mg be the associated quasi-independence model.
Let Gg be the bipartite graph associated to S. Then Mg has rational maximum likelihood
estimate if and only if Gg is doubly chordal bipartite.

Theorem [5.4] is a strengthened version of Theorem in which we give an explicit
formula for the MLE when G is doubly chordal bipartite. The outline of the rest of the
paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce general log-linear models and their MLEs
and discuss some key results on these topics. In Section Bl we discuss the notion of a facial
submodel of a log-linear model and prove that facial submodels of models with rational
MLE also have rational MLE. In Section [, we apply the results of Section Bl to show that
if Gg is not doubly chordal bipartite, then Mg does not have rational MLE. The main
bulk of the paper is in Sections [, f] and [7, where we show that if Gg is doubly chordal
bipartite, then the MLE is rational and we give an explicit formula for it. Section [B] covers
combinatorial features of doubly chordal bipartite graphs and gives the statement of the
main Theorem [5.4l Sections [0l and [7 are concerned with the verification that the formula
for the MLE is correct.
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2. LOoG-LINEAR MODELS AND THEIR MAXIMUM LIKELIHOOD ESTIMATES

In this section, we collect some results from the literature on log-linear models and
maximum likelihood estimation in these models. These results will be important tools in
the proof of Theorem [5.41

Let A € Z%" with entries a;;. Denote by 1 the vector of all ones in Z". We assume
throughout that 1 € rowspan(A).

Definition 2.1. The log-linear model associated to A is the set of probability distribu-
tions,
My :={pe A, |logp € rowspan(A)}.

Algebraic and combinatorial tools are well-suited for the study of log-linear models
since these models have monomial parametrizations. Define the map ¢* : R — R" by

Oty . ta Ht“”

Then we have that M, = ¢*4(R%) N A,_;. Background on log-linear models can be
found in [I8, Chapter 6.2]. Denote by C[p| := C[py,...,p,] the polynomial ring in r
indeterminates. Let I, C C[p] denote the vanishing ideal of ¢(R9) over the algebraically
closed field C. Since ¢* is a monomial map, I, is a toric ideal. For this reason, M, is
also known as a toric model. Some key properties of I, are summarized in the following
proposition.

Proposition 2.2 ([18], Proposition 6.2.4). The toric ideal 14 is a binomial ideal and
Iy=(p"—p’|u,veN" and Au= Av).
If 1 € rowspan(A), then 14 is homogeneous.

Note that the quasi-independence model associated to a set S C [m] x [n] is a log-
linear model with respect to matrix A(S) constructed in the following way. We have
A(S) € Zm+)>*#S The ij column of A(S), denoted a*, has kth entry:

Lifk=i
al =1, ifk=m+j
0, otherwise.

In this way, Mg = M s). Note that 1 € rowspan(A(S)) for all S, since it can be written
as the sum of the first m rows of A(S).

Given independent, identically distributed (iid) data uw € N", we wish to infer the
distribution p € M, that is “most likely” to have generated it. This is the central
problem of maximum likelihood estimation.

Definition 2.3. Let M be a discrete statistical model in R” and let v € N” be an iid
vector of counts. The likelthood function is

L(p | u) = Hp
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The maximum likelihood estimate, or MLE, for u is the distribution in M that maxi-

mizes the likelihood function; that is, it is the distribution
p = argmax L(p | u).
peEM

Note that for a fixed p € M, L(p | u) is exactly the probability of observing u from
the distribution p. Hence, the MLE for w is the distribution p € M that maximizes
the probability of observing w. The map u + p is a function of the data known as
the maximum likelihood estimator. We are particularly interested in the case when the
coordinate functions of the maximum likelihood estimator are rational functions of the
data. In this case, we say that M has rational MLE.

The log-likelihood function ¢(p | u) is the natural logarithm of L(p | u). Note that since
the natural log is a concave function, ¢(p | u) and L(p | u) have the same maximizers. We
define the mazimum likelihood degree of M to be the number of critical points of £(p | u)
for generic u. Huh and Sturmfels [I3] show that the maximum likelihood degree is well-
defined. In particular, M has maximum likelihood degree 1 if and only if it has rational
maximum likelihood estimator [I2]. The following result of Huh gives a characterization
of the form of this maximum likelihood estimator, when it exists.

Theorem 2.4 ([12]). A discrete statistical model M has mazimum likelihood degree 1
if and only if there exists h = (hy,...,h,) € (C*)", a positive integer d, and a matriz
B € Z%" with entries b;; whose column sums are zero such that the map
VPt s (CY)
with coordinate function
d

\Ilk(ul, .. .,Uq«) - th (Zbljuj)bZk
j=1

i=1

maps dominantly onto M. In this case, the function ¥ is the mazimum likelihood esti-
mator for M.

In this context, the pair (B, h) is called the Horn pair that defines ¥, and W is called
the Horn map. For more details about the Horn map and its connection to the theory of
A-discriminants, we refer the reader to [8] and [12].

Example 2.5. Consider the quasi-independence model associated to

S ={(1,1),(1,2),(1,3),(2,1),(2,2),(2,3),(3,1),(3,2) }.

This is the log-linear model whose defining matrix is

111000 0 0]
00011100
4_l000000 11
10010010
01001001
0010010 0]

We index the columns of A by the ordered pairs in S in the given order. Note that we
have Mg = M 4(s). Let u € N* be a vector of counts of iid data for the model M.
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According to Theorem [[.3, Mg has rational MLE. Theorem [5.4] shows that the associ-
ated Horn pair is

1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0]
o 0 0 1 1 1 0 0
o 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
1 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
s_|0 1t 0o 0o 1 0 0 1
O 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0
~1 -1 -1 -1 =1 =1 0 0
1 -1 0 -1 -1 0 -1 -1
-1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 —1]

with h = (=1,—-1,1,—1,—1,1,1,1). The columns of B and h are also indexed by the
elements of S. We can use this Horn pair to write the MLE as a rational function of
the data. Denote by u,, the sum of all entries of u, and abbreviate each ordered pair
(i,7) € S by ij. Then for example, the (1,3) coordinate of the MLE is

P13 = hag(uar + wro + u1z)' (uas + ugs) (Uny + urz + ws + ugy + uge + Uzg)_luﬁr

_ (w11 + w12 + w3) (w13 + uss)
Uy (ur1 + Ure + urg + Ugy + Ugg + Ugz)

Similarly, the (2,3) coordinate is

(U1 + U2 + ua3) (U3 + usg)
Uy (U171 + Utz + Urs + Ugy + Uz + Ugz)

D23 =

The following theorem, known as Birch’s Theorem, says that the maximum likelihood
estimate for u in a log-linear model M g4, if it exists, is the unique distribution p in M4
with the same sufficient statistics as the normalized data. A proof of this result can be
found in [18, Chapter 7].

Theorem 2.6 (Birch’s Theorem). Let A € Z"*" such that 1 € rowspan(A). Let u € RZ,
and let uy = uy +---+u,. Then the mazimum likelihood estimate in the log-linear model
My given data u is the unique solution, if it exists, to the equations Au = uy Ap subject
top € May.

Example (Example 2.5 continued). Consider the last row ag of the matrix A. One
sufficient statistic of M4 is ag - ©w = w13 + ug3. We must check that ag - ©u = uiiae - D.
Indeed, we compute that
g p = (t11 4 w12 + uz) (U3 + us3) (u21 + ugg + ugz) (U3 + ua3)
Upy (Ur1 + g + Ui + Ugy 4 Ugp + Uog)  Ugq (Urn + Urg F Uiz + Ugy + U + Usg)
(u11 + wig + iz + Uz + Uz + Usgz)
u++(u11 + U12 + Uu13 + U21 + U922 + u23)

= (u13 + ua3)

U13 + Us3
b

Ut+
as needed.
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3. FAcIAL SUBMODELS OF LOG-LINEAR MODELS

In order to prove that a quasi-independence model with rational MLE must have a
doubly chordal bipartite associated graph Gg, we first prove a result that applies to
general log-linear models with rational MLE. Let A € Z"*" be the matrix defining the
monomial map for the log-linear model M 4. Let I4 denote the vanishing ideal of the
Zariski closure of M 4. We assume throughout that 1 € rowspan(A). Let P4 = conv(A),
where conv(A) denotes the convex hull of the columns ay, ..., a, of A.

We assume throughout that P4 has n facets, Fi,..., F,, and that the ij entry of A,
denoted a;; is equal to the lattice distance between the jth column of A and facet F;. This
is not a restriction, since one can always reparametrize a log-linear model in this way [10],
Theorem 27]. Indeed, given a polytope @), a matrix A that satisfies the above condition
is a slack matriz of @), and the convex hull of the columns of A is affinely isomorphic to
Q [,

Let A be a matrix whose columns are a subset of A. Without loss of generality, assume
that the columns of A are ay, ..., a,.

Definition 3.1. The submatrix A is called a facial submatriz of A if Py is a face of Py.
The corresponding statistical model M is called a facial submodel of M ni

Let e; denote the ith standard basis vector in R". Then e; - a; = 0 if a; lies on F; and
e;-a; > 1 otherwise. So under our assumptions on A, this definition of a facial submatrix
of A aligns with the one given in [9] and [16]. We prove the following result concerning
the maximum likelihood estimator for M+ when A is a facial submatrix of A. This result
was used implicitly in the proof of Theorem 4.4 of [9].

Theorem 3.2. Let A € Z™" and let A € Z"™° consist of the first s columns of A.
Suppose that A is a facial submatriz of A. Let My have rational mazimum likelihood
estimator W given by the Horn pair (B,h) where B € Z%*" and h € (C*)". Let B denote
the submatriz consisting of the first s columns of B and let h = (hy,..., hs). Then M+
has rational mazimum likelihood estimator ¥ given by the Horn pair (B, h).

In order to prove Theorem [B.2] we check the conditions of Birch’s theorem. We do this
using the following Lemmas.

Lemma 3.3. Let W be as in Theorem[Z2 Then for generic u € RY,, ¥(u) is defined.
In this case, W(T) is in the Zariski closure of M.

Proof. Let u € RY, be given by u; =, if i < s and u; = 0 if ¢ > s. We claim that when
WU (u) is defined, Wy () = ¥y (u) for k < s. Indeed, each factor of Wy(u) is of the form

(D bijuy)™
j=1

foreach i =1,...,d. If the ith factor of ¥y is not identically equal to one, then b;, # 0. So
the ith factor has the nonzero summand b;,u; and is generically nonzero when evaluated

INote that the term “facial submodel” is a slight abuse of terminology because M is not a submodel
of M 4. This is because the log-linear model M 4 does not include distributions on the boundary of the
probability simplex. Technically, M~ is a submodel of the closure of M 4.
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at a point u of the given form. In particular, this implies that Wy(u) is defined for a
generic u of the given form since having u; = 0 for j > s does not make any factor of ¥,
identically equal to zero. Setting each b;; = 0 when j > s gives that Uy (u) = Uy (u) when
k<s.

The elements of I; are those elements of I that belong to the polynomial ring k[pi, . . ., ps].
Let f € I'5. Since f € 14 as well, f(V(u)) = f(¥(u)) =0, as needed. O

Next we check that the sufficient statistics A%/, are equal to those of (7).
Lemma 3.4. Let € be a row of A. Then

—— =¢-U(2).

Ut

Proof. Let ¢ be the row of A corresponding to €. Define a sequence u® € RY, by

@ _ Ju; ifj<s
Y= D if > s
) .] )

where lim; egi) = 0 for each 5. We choose each eg-i) > 0 generically so that W(u®) is
defined for all i. 0

Since w is generic, we have that lim; .., u Jf
u® =¢-7. So

=u, # 0. Similarly, we have that lim; ,., c-

_c-u)  €-m
1—00 uy U4
Since W(u™) is the maximum likelihood estimate in M 4 for each u(¥, by Birch’s theo-
rem we have that

cu® ,
% = ¢ U(u)
oy
= ZC]\IIJ(U(Z)) —+ Z CJ\I]J(U(Z))
=1

j=s+1

By the arguments in the proof of Lemma B.3] when k < s, no factor of W, (u®) involves
only summands uy) for j > 5. So lim;_o Wy (u®) = Uy (7).

Finally, we claim that for k& > s, lim;_,o Uz (u®) = 0. Without loss of generality, we
may assume that Py is a facet of P4. Indeed, if it were not, we could simply iterate these
arguments over a saturated chain of faces between P; and P4 in the face lattice of Pj.
Let o = (a1, ..., a,) be the row of A corresponding to the facet Pz of P4. Then a; =0
if j <sand a; > 1if j > s. Since U(u®) is the maximum likelihood estimate in M 4 for
u® by Birch’s theorem we have that

o W) = (s o+ apul?)
Uy
- %(asﬂeiil +o ot ape?).

i)
Uy
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Since uy # 0, we also have that

1

i—00 i—00 us:)
1 .. ; ;
N Zlggo(asﬂeill +o A ape)
=0.

Furthermore, for all i and k, ¥y (u®) > 0. So lim;_s ¥x(u?) > 0. Since each a; > 0
for i > s, this implies that lim;_. ¥;(u?) = 0 for all k > s.
So we have that

c-u oc-u®
2. = lm 5
U4 1—00 u+

= lim c- U(u®)

21— 00
=c- U@+ Y o lim ¥;(u®))
Jj=s+1
=c: ﬁ(ﬂ%
as needed. O

Proof of Theorem[3.3. First, note that W is still a rational function of degree zero since
deleting columns of B does not affect the remaining column sums. So (B, h) is a Horn
pair.

By Lemma B3] we have that U(u) € M. Since 1 € rowspan(A4), it follows from
Lemma B4 that >°;_, ¥..(u) = 1. Defining a sequence {u?}2°, as in the proof of Lemma
B4, we have that Wy (7) = lim;_. ¥i(u®). So Wi(w) > 0 since each Wy(u®) > 0.
Furthermore, for generic choices of @, we cannot have V(%) = 0. Indeed, for k < s,
the ith factor of @k(ﬂ) has nonzero summand b;,u;. So none of these factors is zero for
generic choices of u of the given form. Therefore ¥(u) € M5 = M7NA,_;.

By Lemma [3.4]

A-u —_
U T
Uy
So by Birch’s theorem, ¥ is the maximum likelihood estimator for M. O

Note that ¥ is a dominant map. Indeed, for generic p € M, ¥(p) is defined. Since p
is a probability distribution, p, = 1. By Birch’s Theorem, p is the MLE for data vector
p- So ¥(p) =p.

We close this section by noting that we believe that a natural generalization of Theorem
is also true.

Conjecture 3.5. Let A € " and A € 7™ a facial submatriz of A. Then the mazimum
likelihood degree of M 4 is greater than or equal to the mazimum likelihood degree of M.



QUASI-INDEPENDENCE MODELS WITH RATIONAL MLE 9

FI1GURE 1. The double-square graph associated to the matrix in Example [.1]
1 2 3

4. QUASI-INDEPENDENCE MODELS WITH NON-RATIONAL MLE

In this section, we show that when S is not doubly chordal bipartite, the ML-degree
of My is strictly greater than one. We can apply Theorem to quasi-independence
models whose associated bipartite graphs are not doubly chordal bipartite using cycles
and the following “double square” structure.

Example 4.1. The minimal example of a chordal bipartite graph that is not doubly
chordal bipartite is the double-square graph. The matrix of the double-square graph has
the form

* x 0

* x x|,

0 ~ %

or any permutation of the rows and columns of this matrix. The resulting graph, pictured
in Figure [Il is two squares joined along an edge. This is a 6-cycle with exactly one chord
and as such, is not doubly chordal bipartite.

Remark 4.2. A bipartite graph is doubly chordal bipartite if and only if it is chordal
bipartite and does not have the double-square graph as an induced subgraph.

We now compute the maximum likelihood degree of models associated to the double
square and to cycles of length greater than or equal to 6.

Proposition 4.3. The mazimum likelihood degree of the quasi-independence model whose
associated graph is the double square is 2.

Proof. Without loss of generality, let
S = {11,12,21,22,23, 32,33},
so that Gg is a double-square graph. Then the vanishing ideal of Mg is the ideal I(Mg) C
Clpij | ij € S] given by
I(Ms) = (p11p22 — P12P21, P22P33 — P23Ps2)-
Define the hyperplane arrangement
H:={peC’|pyy Hpij = 0},
ijes
where p, , denotes the sum of all the coordinates of p. Then Proposition 7 of [2] implies
that the ML-degree of Mg is the number of solutions to the system

[(Ms) + (A(S)u + uy A(S)p)
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that lie outside of H for generic u. Since A(S) encodes the row and column marginals of
u, the MLE for u can be written in matrix form as

Uil + U2 — 0
Uy — 0 U+ o+ Uy —f
0 ugy — 3 ugs + 3

for some o and 5. So computing the MLE is equivalent to solving for a and /3 in the
system

(u11 + Oé)(UgQ + o+ 5) — (’ulg — a)(u21 — Oé) =0
(g2 + o+ B)(uss + ) — (u23 — B)(us2 — ) = 0.

Expanding gives two equations of the form

(1) af+ca+cf+c3=0
aﬁ+d1a+d25+d3:0,

where each ¢;, d; are polynomials in the entries of u.

Solving for @ = — (o8 + ¢3) /(8 + ¢1) in the first equation of (1) and substituting into
the second gives a degree 2 function of 3, which can have at most two solutions. Indeed,
for generic choices of u, this equation has exactly two solutions, neither of which lie on
H. For example, take u1; = U9 = ug; = Uose = 1 and ug3 = uzs = uszz = 2. By performing
this substitution in ([Il) with these values for u, we obtain the degree 2 equation

— 3 p
(2) 6+4+5+4+25 2=0.
After clearing denominators, we obtain that 32 + 1338 — 8 = 0. This polynomial has two
distinct roots neither of which lie on H, and (2)) is defined at both of these roots. These
are generic conditions on the data; so since there exists a u for which (II) has exactly two
solutions, the ML-degree of Mg is 2. O

Proposition 4.4. Let Sy, C [k] x [k] be a collection of indices such that G, is a cycle of
length 2k. Then the ML-degree of Mg, is k if k is odd and (k — 1) if k is even.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Sy = {(i,4) | i € [k]} U{(i,i + 1) |
i€[k—1]} U{(k,1)}. Since Gg, consists of a single cycle, the ideal (Mg, ) is principal.
Indeed, it is given by

k k

(3) I(Ms,) = (H Pii — Hpi,i+1>7

i=1 i=1
where we set py 41 = pr1. Let H be the hyperplane arrangement,
H={p|pes [[ pi =0}
ijes
By Proposition 7 of [2], ML-degree of Mg, is the number of solutions to
(4) I(Ms,) + (A(Sk)u — uy A(Sk)p)-
that lie outside of H.
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The sufficient statistics of u are of the form w;; + ;41 and w;—;; + w;; where we set
Up1 = Ug,1. S0 computing solutions to Equation () is equivalent to solving for o € C in
the equation

k k
(5) Hu”+0z Hu“+1—a 0.
i=1 =1

The MLE is then of the form p;; = (u;; + «)/ust and p; i1 = (w41 — @)/usq. The
degree of this polynomial is k when k is odd and k£ — 1 when k is even.

Furthermore, we claim that for generic u, none of these solutions lie in H. Indeed,
without loss of generality, suppose that p is a solution to () with p;; = 0. Then we have
that & = —uy 1. So the first term of (B]) is 0. But then there exists an ¢ such that

Ujjp1 — O = Ui i1 + Uy = 0,

which is a non-generic condition on u. Similarly, since v is generic, we may assume that
uyy # 0. Butif p, = 0, then since each p;; = (u;;+a)/ury and p; i1 = (U1 —) /Uy,
this implies that u,, = 0, which is a contradiction. So for generic values of u, the roots
of (B give rise to exactly k, resp. k — 1, solutions to () that lie outside of H. So the
ML-degree of Mg, is k if k is odd and k — 1 if k is even. O

Theorem 4.5. Let S be such that Gg is not doubly chordal bipartite. Then Mg does not
have rational MLE.

Proof. Suppose that G g is not doubly chordal bipartite. Then it has an induced subgraph
H that is either a double square or a cycle of length greater than or equal to 6. Without
loss of generality, let the edge set E(H) be a subset of [k] x [k]. Let A = A(S) and let A
be the submatrix of A consisting of the columns indexed by elements of E(H).

Let the coordinates of P4 and Pz be indexed by (z1,...,Zm, Y1, ..., Yn). We claim that
A is a facial submatrix of A. Indeed, A consists of exactly the vertices of P, that satisfy

=0for k <i<mandy; =0for k < j <n. Since Py is a 0/1 polytope, the
inequalities x; > 0 and y; > 0 are valid. So this constitutes a face of Pj.

Therefore, by Propositions and 4], A has a facial submatrix A such that M- has
ML-degree strictly greater than 1. So by Theorem [B.2] the ML-degree of M4 = Mg is
also strictly greater than 1, as needed. 0

5. THE CLIQUE FORMULA FOR THE MLE

In this section we state the main result of the paper, which gives the specific form of the
rational maximum likelihood estimates for quasi-independence models when they exist.
These are described in terms of the complete bipartite subgraphs of the associated graph
Ggs. A complete bipartite subgraph of Gg corresponds to an entirely nonzero submatrix
of S. This motivates our use of the word “clique” in the following definition.

Definition 5.1. A set of indices C' = {i1, ..., } X {J1,...,Js} is a clique in S if (in, jg) €
Sforalll <a<rand1l <pg <s. A clique C is maximal if it is not contained in any
other clique in S.

We now describe some important sets of cliques in S.
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Notation 5.2. For every pair of indices (i,7) € S, we let Max(ij) be the set of all
maximal cliques in S that contain (,j). We let Int(ij) be the set of all containment-
maximal pairwise intersections of elements of Max(zj). Similarly, we let Max(S) denote
the set of all maximal cliques in S and Int(.S) denote the set of all maximal intersections
of maximal cliques in S.

Example 5.3. Let m = 8 and n = 9. Consider the set of indices
S ={11,12,21,22,23,28,31, 32,33, 34,41, 45,51, 56, 57, 65, 76, 86, 87,89},

where we replace (i,7) with ij for the sake of brevity. The corresponding matrix with
structural zeros is

0

> O X O O OO
OO X OO OO
OO OO OO

[N oNeNoNalp O )
OO OO O X OO
OO X O XX O OO
OO OO OO O

O O O X X St X
OO OO DX Xt

* Kk *

We will use this as a running example. The bipartite graph Gg associated to S is pictured
in Figure 2l In this figure, we use white circles to denote vertices corresponding to rows
in S and black squares to denote vertices corresponding to columns in S. Note that Gg
is doubly chordal bipartite since its only cycle of length 6 has two chords.

In this case, the set of maximal cliques in S is

Max(S) ={{11,21,31,41,51}, {11,12,21,22, 31,32}, {21,22, 23, 31,32, 33}, {21, 22, 23, 28},
{31,32,33,34}, {41, 45}, {51, 56, 57}, {45, 65}, {56, 76, 86}, {56, 57,86, 87}, {86,87,89} }.
The set of maximal intersections of maximal cliques in S is
Int(S) ={{11,21,31},{21,22,31,32},{21,22,23}, {31, 32,33}, {41}, {51}, {45},
{56,57}, {56,861}, {86,87}}.
Note, for example, that {31, 32} is the intersection of the two maximal cliques {11, 12,21, 22,31, 32}

and {31,32,33,34}. However it is not in Int(S) because it is properly contained in the
intersection of maximal cliques,

{11,12, 21,22, 31,32} N {21, 22,23, 31, 32, 33} = {21, 22, 31, 32}.

Let w = (u4; | (i,7) € S) be a matrix of counts. For any C' C S, we let C* denote the
sum of all the entries of u whose indices are in C'. That is,
C+ = Z Ugj-
(i,9)eC
Similarly, we denote the row and column marginals w;, = > J(i)es Yij and uy; =
> ir(ij)es Wij- The sum of all entries of wis upy =37

ij)es Wij-
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FIGURE 2. The bipartite graph associated the matrix S in Example (53]

Theorem 5.4. Let S C [m] X [n] be a set of indices with associated bipartite graph Gg
and quasi-independence model Mg. Then Mg has rational maximum likelihood estimate
if and only if Gg is doubly chordal bipartite. In particular, if u = (w;; | (1,7) € S) is a
matrix of counts, the maximum likelihood estimate for u has ijth entry
Uiy Uy j H C+
R Celnt(if)
Pij =
Uy H D+

DeMax(i7)
where the sets Max(ij) and Int(ij) are as in Notation [5.2.

Over the course of the next two sections, we prove various lemmas that ultimately allow
us to prove Theorem [5.4]

Example 5.5. Consider the set of indices S from Example 5.3 Let u be a matrix of
counts. Consider the maximum likelihood estimate for the (2, 1) entry, ps;. The maximal
cliques that contain 21 are {11,21,31,41,51}, {11, 12,21, 22, 31,32}, {21,22,23,28} and
{21, 22,23, 31,32,33}. The maximal intersections of maximal cliques that contain 21 are
{11,21, 31}, {21, 22,23} and {21, 22, 31, 32}. Since S is doubly chordal bipartite, we apply
Theorem [5.4] to obtain that the numerator of po; is

(U1 +uga+uoz+uag) (11 +ua1 +usy +uar +usy ) (U1 +uor +usy ) (Uag +use+uss) (Uag +use+usy+uss).
The denominator of po; is
Upp (Ur1+u21 +ugr Huar +us ) (W11 +Hui2+ugr +Husa+usi +use) (Uor +uoat+uss+uss) (Uo1 +usot+uss+us: +use+uss).

We note that when a maximal clique is a single row or column, as is the case with
{21,22,23,28} and {11,21,31,41,51}, we have cancellation between the numerator and
denominator.

In order to prove Theorem [5.4] we show that p;; satisfies the conditions of Birch’s
theorem. First, we investigate the intersections of a fixed column of the matrix with
structural zeros with maximal cliques and their intersections. We prove useful lemmas
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about the form that these maximal cliques have that allow us to show that the conditions
of Birch’s Theorem are satisfied. In particular, we use them to prove Corollary [.I, which
states that the column marginal of the formula in Theorem [5.4] given by the fixed column
is equal to that of the normalized data.

6. INTERSECTIONS OF CLIQUES WITH A FIXED COLUMN

In this section we prove some results that will set the stage for the proof of Theorem
6.4 that appears in Section [l To prove that our formulas satisfy Birch’s theorem, we
need to understand what happens to sums of these formulas over certain sets of indices.

Let S C [m] x [n] and let jo € [n]. Without loss of generality, we assume that
(1,40)s---,(r,Jo) € S, and that the last (4, jo) & S for all i > r. Let

N] = {(17j0)7 I (Tv.j(])}'
We consider jj to be the index of a column in the matrix representation of S, and 1,...,r

to be the indices of its nonzero rows. Now let Ty | - - - | T}, be the coarsest partition of [n]
with the property that whenever j, k € T},

{ielr]|G,g)eSy={icl]|(k) S}

In the matrix representation of S, each T, corresponds to a set of columns whose first r
rows are identical. The fact that we take Ty | --- | T to be the coarsest such partition
ensures that the supports of the columns in distinct parts of the partition are distinct.

Define the partition By | --- | By of SN ([r] x [n]) by By = {(4,7) | 7 € T¢}. Note that
one of the B, may be empty, in which case we exclude it from the partition. We call these
By the blocks of S corresponding to column j,. We fix jo and By, ..., By for the entirety
of this section, and we assume without loss of generality that j, € Tp.

Denote by rows”(B,) the set of all i € [r] such that (i,7) € B, for some column
index 7. Note that this is a subset of the first 1,...,7 rows of S, and that in the matrix
representation of S, the columns whose indices are in B, may not have the same zero
patterns in rows r + 1,...m. Similarly, for each j € [n], define rows’(j) to be the set of
all i € [r] such that (i,7) € S; that is, the elements of rows”(j) are the row indices of
the nonzero entries of column j in the first r rows of S. Note that the dependence on j
in this notation stems from the fact that the column jy is used to obtained the partition
Bo || B

Example 6.1. Consider the running example S from Example 5.3, and let jo = 1 be the
first column of S. In this case, r = 5 since only the first 5 rows entries of column j, are
nonzero. Then the blocks associated to jo consist of the following columns.

Ty = {jo} = {1} Ty = {2}

T, = {3} Ty = {4}
T, = {5} Ts = {6, 7}
T6 = {8} T7 = {9}

We note that although columns 6 and 7 are not the same over the whole matrix, their
first five rows are the same. Since these are the nonzero rows of column jy, columns 6
and 7 belong to the same block.



QUASI-INDEPENDENCE MODELS WITH RATIONAL MLE 15

The B; associated to each of these sets of column indices are

By = {11,21,31,41,51} B, ={12,22,32}
By ={23,33} B; = {34}

By = {45} Bs = {56, 57}

Bg = {28} B; =10

For instance, rows’ (B;) = {1,2,3} and rows’(B;s) = {5}.

The following proposition characterizes what configurations of the rows of the B, ’s are
allowable in order to avoid a cycle with exactly one chord. We call the condition outlined
in Proposition the double-squarefree, or DS-free condition.

Proposition 6.2 (DS-free condition). Let S be doubly chordal bipartite. Let o, 8 € [h].
If rows’ (B,) Nrows’(Bg) is nonempty, then rows’(B,) C rows’™(Bg) or rows”®(Bg) C
rows’®(By,).

Proof. For the sake of contradiction, suppose without loss of generality that rows’ (B;) N
rows’®(By) is nonempty but neither is contained in the other. Then let ig,i; € rows’”(B)
and 71,1y € Tows’(By) so that ig € rows’®(By) and iy & rows’(B;). We have ig, i1, iy €
rows’®(jo) by definition. Let j; € T} and j, € To. Then the {ig,i1,i2} X {Jo,j1, 72}
submatrix of S is the matrix of a double-square, which contradicts that S is doubly
chordal bipartite. O]

Proposition 6.2l implies that the sets rows?(B,,) over all a have a tree structure ordered
by containment. In fact, we will see that this gives a tree structure on the maximal cliques
in S that intersect N;,. (Recall that N;, = {(i,j0) € S} = [r] x {Jo})-

Example 6.3. The matrix S from Example [5.3is doubly chordal bipartite, and as such,
satisfies the DS-free condition. If we append a tenth column, (0, %, %, %, 0, 0,0, 0)T to obtain
a matrix S, this introduces a new block Bg which just contains column 10. This matrix
violates the DS-free condition since rows(B;) = {1,2,3} and rows™(Bg) = {2,3,4}.
Their intersection is nonempty, but neither is contained in another. Indeed, the {1,2,4} x
{1,2,10} submatrix of S” is the matrix of a double-square.

For each pair of indices ij such that (4, j) € S, let x;; be the polynomial obtained from
pi; by simultaneously clearing the denominators of all py. That is, to obtain z;;, we

multiply p;; by w4 HDeMaX(S) D7 so that
Tij = Ui Uy j H C+ H D+.
Celnt(ij) DeMax(S)\Max(ij)
Our main goal in this section is to derive a formula for the sum,
i€rows’o (Bg)

This is the content of Lemma This formula allows us to verify that the j; column
marginal of p matches that of the normalized data. In order to simplify this sum, we must
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first understand how maximal cliques and their intersections intersect N;,. For each B,
with « € [h] and rows’(B,) # (), we let D,, be the clique,

D, ={(i,7) | i € rows”(B,) and rows’(B,) C rows”(5)}.

In other words, D, is the largest clique that contains B, and intersects N;,. We call D,
the clique induced by B,.

Example 6.4. Consider our running example S with jo = 1 and blocks By, ..., B; as
described in Example [6.11 Then N, = N; = {11,21,31,41,51}. The cliques induced by
By, ..., By are

Do = {11,21,31,41,51},
Dy = {11,12,21,22, 31,32},
Dy = {21,22,23,31, 32,33},
Ds = {31,32, 33,34},

Dy = {41,45),

D5 = {51,56,57}, and

Dg = {21,22,23,28).

There is no D7 since the block B; is empty. Note that these are exactly the maximal
cliques in S that intersect N;. The next proposition proves that this is the case for all
DS-free matrices with structural zeros.

We note that when D, is the clique induced by B, all of the nonzero rows of D, lie in
[r] by definition of an induced clique. We continue to use the notation rows’(D,,) since
the formation of the set B, depends on the specified column jy. For any clique C, let

cols(C) = {j | (4,5) € C for some j}.

Proposition 6.5. For all a € [h], D, is a mazimal clique. Furthermore, any mazimal
clique that has nonempty intersection with Nj, is induced by some B,,.

Proof. We will show that D, is maximal by showing that we cannot add any rows or
columns to it. We cannot add any columns to D, by definition. We cannot add any of

rows 1,...,7 to D, since all nonzero rows of B, are already contained in D,. We cannot
add any of rows r + 1,...,m to D, since jy is a column of D, whose entries in rows
r+1,...,m are zero. Note that if we can add one element (i, j) to D,, then by definition

of a clique, we must either be able to add all of {i} x cols(D,) or rows’(D,) x {;} to the
clique. Since we cannot add any rows or columns to D, it is a maximal clique.

Now let D be a maximal clique that intersects NNj,. For the sake of contradiction,
suppose that D # D, for each « € [h].

Let j; be a column in D such that rows?(j;) is minimal among all columns of D. We
must have that (i,7,) € B, for some i € [r] and « € [h]. Since D # D, it must be the
case that column j; has a nonzero row i, € [r] that is not in D. Since D is maximal, there
must exist another column j, in D that has a zero in row ¢;. Therefore, we have that
rows’(j;) ¢ rows’(js). Furthermore, rows’(j;) ¢ rows’®(j;) by the minimality of ji.
But since D is nonempty, the intersection of rows’(j;) and rows’(j,) must be nonempty.
This contradicts Proposition [6.2], as needed. O
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D3 Ds Dy Ds

FIGURE 3. The poset P(jy) for Example

Proposition [6.0shows that the maximal cliques that intersect N, are exactly the cliques
that are induced by some B,. The DS-free condition gives a poset structure on the set of
these maximal cliques Dy, ..., Dy that intersect N;, nontrivially.

Definition 6.6. Let P(jy) denote the poset with ground set {Dy, ... Dy} and D, < Dy
if and only if rows’(D,,) C rows’(Djg).

Recall that for a poset P and two elements of its ground set, p,q € P, we say that ¢
covers p if p < g and for any r € P, if p < r < ¢, then r = p or r = ¢. We denote such
a cover relation by p < ¢q. The Hasse diagram of a poset is a directed acyclic graph on P
with an edge from p to ¢ whenever p < ¢. In the case of P(jy), the Hasse diagram of this
poset is a tree since the DS-free condition implies that any D,, is covered by at most one
maximal clique.

Example 6.7. In our running example S with j, = 1 and blocks By, . .. Bg and associated
cliques Dy, ..., Dg, the Hasse diagram of the poset P(jo) is pictured in Figure Bl

The next proposition shows that the cover relations in this poset, denoted D, < Dg
correspond to maximal intersections of maximal cliques that intersect N;, nontrivially.
Denote by cols(D,) the nonzero columns of the clique D,. We note that if D, < Dg,
then cols(Dg) C cols(D,). In particular, this means that if C' = D, N Dg, then C' =
rows’ (D,,) x cols(Dg).

Proposition 6.8. Let C' = D,NDg. Then C is mazimal among all pairwise intersections
of mazimal cliques if and only if D, < Dg or Dg < D, in P(jo).

Proof. Suppose without loss of generality that D, < Dg in P(jy). For the sake of con-
tradiction, suppose that D, N Dg ¢ Int(S). Then there exists another maximal clique
that contains D, N Dg. By Proposition and the fact that D, N Dg intersects INVj,
nontrivially, we can write this maximal clique as D, for some vy € [h].

Note that we have rows’(C') = rows(D,) and cols(C') = cols(Dg). Therefore C' =
rows’®(D,,) x cols(Dg). So rows’(D,) € rows(D.,) and cols(Dg) C cols(D,). In partic-
ular, this second inclusion implies that rows’”(D,) C rows’(Dg). Indeed, suppose that
¢ < ris a row of D, that is not a row of Dg. Then there exists a column j of Ds for
which (4,7) ¢ S. But since j is also a column of D.,, this contradicts that D, is a clique.
So we have the proper containments

rows” (D) C rows”(D,) C rows”(Dg),
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which contradicts that D, < Dg in P(jo). So D, N D must be maximal.

Now let C' = D, N Dg € Int(S). For the sake of contradiction, suppose that D, does
not cover Dy or vice versa. Since C' is nonempty, without loss of generality we must
have rows’”®(D,,) C rows’(Dg) by the DS-free condition. So there exists a D., such that
D, < D, < Dg in P(jo). Therefore we have that

rows’ (D) C rows’(D,) C rows”(Dg).

Let (i,j) € C. Then i is a row of D,, so it is a row of D,. Furthermore, since j is a
column of Dg, rows’(Dg) C rows’(j). So rows™(D.,) C rows’(j) and j is a column of
D.,. Therefore, C' C D, N Dg. This containment is proper since rows’ (D,,) C rows’(D.).
So we have contradicted that C' is maximal. O

We can now state the key lemma regarding the sum of the z;;s over {i : (i,70) € Do}
for any « € [h].
Lemma 6.9. Let S be DS-free and let D, be a maximal clique that intersects Nj,. Then
(6)
> owp=ua( I o) I o) II EY)

i€rowsi0 (Dy) CeInt(S) DeMax(S) EeMax(S)
- CNNjo#D ~ DNN;o #0 NjoNDaNE=0
rows’0 (D) Crows?0 (C) rows’0 (D)Crows?0 (Dq )

In order to prove this, we will sum the entries x;;, over all i € rows’(Dg) for each .
We will do this inductively from the bottom of P(jy). The key idea of this induction is
as follows.

Remark 6.10. If D,,,, ..., D,, are covered by Dg in P(jy), then the rows of N;, N Dg are
partitioned by each N;,ND,, along with the set of rows that are in Dg and not in any D,, .
The fact that this is a partition follows from the DS-free condition. Therefore, summing
the z;j, that belong to each clique covered by Dg and adding in the x;;,s for rows 4 that
are not in any clique covered by Djs will give us the sum of z;;, over all i € rows’ (D).

The next proposition focuses on the factors of the right-hand side of Equation (@) that
correspond to elements of Int(S). It will be used to show that when we perform the
induction and move upwards by one cover relation from D, to Dg in the poset P(jo),
all but one of these factors stays the same. The only one that no longer appears in the
product corresponds to the maximal intersection D, N Dg.

Proposition 6.11. Let D, < Dg in P(jo). Let C € Int(S) intersect Nj, nontrivially so
that rows’(D,,) C rows’(C'). Then either C = D, N Dg or rows’(Dg) C rows’ (C).

Proof. Without loss of generality, let C' = D; N Dy. Proposition tells us that C' must
be of this form. By the same proposition, we may assume without loss of generality that
Dy < Dy, so rows”®(C) = rows’ (D). Suppose that rows”®(Dg) ¢ rows”®(D,). Since
rows’ (D, ) C rows’ (D) and rows’(D,) C rows’®(Dg), we must have that rows’ (D) N
rows’(Dpg) is nonempty. So by the DS-free condition, rows’” (D) C rows’(Dg). So we
have the chain of inclusions,

rows’(D,) C rows’(Dy) C rows” (Djg).
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But since Dg covers D, in P(jo), and every element of P(jy) is covered by at most one
element, this implies that o« =1 and 8 = 2, so C = D, N Dg, as needed. ([

The following proposition focuses on the factors of the right-hand side of Equation ()
that correspond to elements of Max(S). It gives a correspondence between the factors of
this product for D, and all but one of the factors of this product for Dg when we have
the cover relation D, < Dg in P(jp).

Proposition 6.12. For any D,, Dg € P(jo), define the following sets:

R, = {D € Max(S) | DN N;, # 0,rows’(D) C rows’(D,)} U {E € Max(S) | N;, N D, N E = 0}
Rz ={D € Max(9) | DN N, # 0, rows” (D) C rows”(Dg)} U {E € Max(S) | Nj, N Dg N E = 0}.
If Do < Dj in P(jo), then Ro = Rs.

Proof. First let D € R,. If rows’(D) C rows”(D,) and D N N;, # 0, then since
rows’ (D, ) C rows?™(Dg), we have that rows” (D) C rows”(Dg). So D € Rg.

Otherwise, we have N; N D, N D = (). There are now two cases.

Case 1: If Ny, D =0, then N;, N DsN D = as well. So D € R.

Case 2: Suppose that N;y N D # 0 and D, N D = 0. If Dz N D is empty as well, then
D € Rg.

Otherwise, suppose Dg N D # (. Then we must have that rows’ (D) C rows’(Dg)
by the fact that rows?(Dgs) ¢ rows™ (D) and the DS-free condition. So D € Rg in this
case as well. Note that it is never the case that N;y N D # () and D, N D # () but
N, N DN D, = since jp is a column of D,. So we have shown that R, C FB-

Now let D € Rs. We have two cases again.

Case 1: First, consider the case in which rows’ (D) C rows?”(Dg) and D N N, # 0. If
rows’®(D) C rows’(D,,), then D € R,, as needed. Otherwise, by the DS-free condition,
there are two cases.

Case 1a: If rows’(D,) C rows’®(D), then we have the chain of containments,

rows’ (D, ) C rows’ (D) C rows’(Dp),

which contradicts that D, < Dg in P(jp). So this case cannot actually occur.

Case 1b: If rows” (D, ) Nrows’ (D) = (), then we have that N;,ND,ND = (). Therefore,
D € R, as needed.

Case 2: The final case is when N;, N Dg N D = (. In this case, since rows”(D,) C
rows’®(Dg), we have that N;, N D, N D = () as well. So D € R,. So we have shown that
Fﬁ C R,, as needed. O

Remark 6.13. Note that Proposition [6.12] implies that whenever D, and Dy are covered
by the same element of P(jy), we have that R, = Rz. This shows that the left-hand

side of Equation (@) for D, and Dgs consist of the same terms that come from cliques in
Max(S).

Let Dq,, ..., Dy, < Dg. As we discussed in Remark [6.10] in order to sum the values
of x;j, over N;, N Dy, we must understand the sum over z;;, for those rows ¢ such that
i € rows”(Dpg) but i € rows’(D,,) for all k. The following proposition concerns the sum
of the z;j, over these values of 1.
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Proposition 6.14. Let D,,,,...,D,, < Dg. Let ry,...,r, be the rows of Dg that are not
in any D,, fork=1,...,0. Then
(7)

Sewu( I o) T o) T E) (D)

Celnt(S) DeMax(S) EecMax(S)
CNN;y #0 DNN;, #0 Nj,NDgNE=0
rowsJ0 (Dg)Crows’0 (C) rows’0 (D)Crows’0 (Dg)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we will let D,, ..., Dy < Dy, and let rows 1,..., a be the
rows of D; that are not rows of any D, for « =2,...,¢. Let i € [a]. Recall that

— + +
Lijog = Ui+ U4, H C H D™,

Céelnt(ijo) DeMax(S)\Max(ijo)

We first consider the maximum cliques D with (7, j0) & D. If Nj, N Dy N D = (), then D
is a term of x;;, foralli =1,...,a. So DT is a factor of both the left-hand and right-hand
sides of Equation ().

Otherwise, we have N; ND;ND # (). In particular, this means that N;, ND # (). Since
rows’ (D) Nrows’ (D) # (), and (i, jo) & D, we must have rows’® (D) C rows’(D;) by the
DS-free condition. Furthermore, for all maximal cliques D with rows’ (D) C rows’ (D),
we have (i, jo) ¢ D. Indeed, D N N;, # 0, so by Proposition 6.5, we have D = D., for
some v with D, < D; in P(jy). So rows’(D,) C rows’(D,) for some o € {2,...,(}.
Since (4, jo) € Da, we have (1, jo) € D., as well.

Therefore, the factors DT corresponding to maximal cliques in each z;j, are the same
for all 7 € [a], and are exactly those with rows’ (D) C rows’(D;) or N;, N D; N D = .

Now let (i, jo) € C where C € Int(S) and C' N N;, # (. By Proposition [6.8, we have
C = D, N Ds where D, < Ds in P(jo). Since C'N Dy is nonempty, we must have that
rows’(D,) C rows’(D;) or rows”(D;) C rows’(D.,), and similarly for Ds. But since
i € [a], (i,j0) &€ D, for any D, < D;. So we must have rows’(D;) C rows’(D.) C
rows’®(Dj). Therefore, rows’(D;) C rows’(C).

Furthermore, we have that (i, jo) € C for all C' € Int(S) with rows’(D;) C rows’(C).
So the factors C'* corresponding to maximal intersections of maximal cliques are exactly
those with rows’(D;) C rows’(C') in each ;.

Therefore, we have that

SR

Celnt(ijo) DeMax(S)\Max(ijo)
(o ) I o) I ) (Cwew)
Celnt(S) DeMax(S) EcMax(S) i=1
CNN;, #0 DNy #0 Nj,ND1NE=0
rows’0 (D1)Crows’0 (C) rows?0 (D)Grows’0 (Dy)
sua( IL o) I o) I ) (),
Celnt(S) DeMax(S) EecMax(S) i=1
CNN;, #0 DNN;y #0 Nj,ND1NE=0

rows’0 (D1 )Crows0 (C) rowsJ0 (D)Crows?0 (Dy)
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as needed. O

Finally, the following proposition gives a way to write DE as a sum over its intersections
with the elements of P(jy) that it covers, along with the rows of Ds that are not rows of
any clique that it covers.

Proposition 6.15. Let D,,,,...,D,, < Dg. Letry,...,r, be the rows of Dg that are not
wn any D, fori=1,..., 0. Then

a l
5) DF =Yt + Y (Do 0 D)
=1 =1

Proof. Without loss of generality, we will let Dy, ..., D, < Dy, and let rows 1,...,a be
the rows of D; that are not rows of any D, for a = 2,...,¢. First note that each u,; that
appears on the right-hand side of Equation (8)) is a term of Dy". Indeed, if (i,7) € DoN D,
for some o = 2, ..., /¢, this is clear.

Otherwise, we have i € [a]. For the sake of contradiction, suppose that there exists a
column j so that (i,7) € D; but (4, 5) € S. But then rows’(D;) Nrows’(5) is non-empty.
So by the DS-free condition, either rows? (D) C rows’(j) or rows’(j) C rows’ (D). If
rows’ (D) C rows?(5), then j is a column of D; by definition, which is a contradiction.
If rows’(j) C rows’(D;), then column j belongs to some block B, with rows”(D,) C
rows’®(D;). But this contradicts that row ¢ is not in any D, for « =2,..., /.

Now it remains to show that all the terms in Dj appear in the right-hand side of
Equation (). Let (i,5) € Dy. If i € [a], then w;; is a term in the right-hand side, as
needed. Otherwise, i € rows’(D,,) for some a € {2,...,¢}. Since cols(D;) C cols(D,)
by definition, we must have j € cols(D,). So (i,j) € D,. Therefore, u;; is a term in
(Do N Dy)*. Finally, since D, N Ds = ) for all v, € {2,...,1} with v # J, no term is
repeated. O

We can now use these propositions to prove Lemma [6.9

Proof of Lemmal6.9. We will induct over the poset P(jo). For the base case, we let D,
be minimal in P(jy). First, by Proposition [6.15 we have that

DI = Z Ui+

i€rows’0 (Dq)

since D, does not cover any element of P(jo).

Let C' € Int(S) with rows”(D,) C rows(C') such that C' N Nj, # 0. Then for any
i € rows”(D,), (i,70) € C. So C € Int(ijo) and C'* is a factor of z;,.

If C € Int(ijy), then N;, NC # 0. It remains to be shown that all factors of z;;,, C*
corresponding to maximal intersections of maximal cliques have rows’” (D,,) C rows’ (C).

Let (4, jo) € Dq. Let Dg and D., be maximal cliques such that C' = DgN D, € Int(ijo).
Then we have rows™(D,) N rows”®(Dg) and rows’(D,) N rows’(D,) nonempty. Since
D, is minimal, this implies that rows’(D,) C rows’(Dg),rows’(D,). So rows”(D,) C
rows’®(C). Therefore the factors of each x;;, with (i, jo) € D,, that correspond to maximal
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intersections of maximal cliques are

I o

Celnt(S)
CON]‘O #0
rows’0 (Do) Crows?0 (C)

as needed. The other factors of each w5, for (i, jo) € D, are of the form

T =

EecMax(S)
(i,jo)¢E

Since all (4, jo) € D, are contained in the same maximal cliques when D,, is minimal in
P(jo), the terms corresponding to maximal cliques in each z;;, are of the form

J’_
I =
EecMax(S)
NjoNDaNE=0

as needed. So we have that

Z Tijo = Z ui+u+j0< H C'+)< H E+>

(i,50)€Da (i,0)€Da Celnt(S) EeMax(S)
CNN;, #0 NjoNDaNE=0
rows?0 (D) Crows?0 (C)
_ + +
(S ) T ) T )
i€rowsi0 (Dq) Celnt(S) EeMax(S)
CNN;, #0 NjoNDaNE=0

rows?0 (Dg ) Crows?0 (C')

=u+jOD;< I1 0+)< I1 E+).

Celnt(S) EecMax(S)
CNN;, #0 NjoNDaNE=0
rows?0 (Dg ) Crows?0 (C)

Since D,, is the only maximal clique whose rows are contained in D,, we have that

Df = 1T D*.

DeMax(S)
DﬁNjO #@
rows’0 (D)Crows?0 (Dg)

So the lemma holds for the base case.
Without loss of generality, let Dy, ..., Dy, << Dy in P(jo). Let rows 1,...,a be the rows
of Dy that are not in any D, with a = 2,...,¢. We have the following chain of equalities.



QUASI-INDEPENDENCE MODELS WITH RATIONAL MLE 23

§ : Tijo = u+]0§ :xwo_'_E : E : Lijo

(@:jo)€ D a=2 (i.jo)€Da
p
=l I )OI 2 TT ) ()
Celnt(S) DeMax(S) EeMax(S) i=1
CNN,jy #0 DNN;, #0 Nj,NDgNE=0
rows’0 (DB)Crowst (©) rowsJ0 (D)Crows’0 (Dg)
+Z D
( 7.70)€Da
a(C T T )T ()
Celnt(S) DeMax(S) EcMax(S) i=1
NN, #0 DNN;, #0 Nj,NDgNE=0
rows’0 (Dg)Crows’o (C) rows’0 (D)Crows’0 (Dg)
12
wen( I e T o) T #)
a=2 Celnt(S) DeMax(S) EecMax(S)
CNN;, #0 DN, #0 NjoNDaNE=0
rows’0 (Dq ) Crows’0 (C) rows’0 (D)Crows’0 (Dy)
=l I 07 (I #)
DeMax(S) EecMax(S)
DNN;, #0 Nj,ND1NE=0(

rows?0 (D)Crows?0 (Dy)

14

(Ser T e)x T )

Celnt(S) a=2 Celnt(S)
CNNj, #0 rows?0 (Dg ) Crows?0 (C)
rows’0 (D1)Crows’0 (C)
RS VR I G VIR
DeMax(S) EcMax(S)
DNNj, #0 Nj,ND1NE=0

rows?0 (D)Crows?0 (Dy)

(T NS menny)

Celnt(S)
CﬁNjO #@
rows’0 (D1)Crows?0 (C)

_ uﬂb( 11 D+) ( 11 E+) ( I1 c+) (Df)

DeMax(S EecMax(S) Celnt(S)
DNN;, #0) Nj,ND1NE=0 CNN;, #0
rows’0 (D)Crows/0 (D1) rows’0 (D1)Crows0 (C)
=l I o) I =) T o)
DeMax(S) EecMax(S) Celnt(S)
DNNj, #0 Nj,ND1NE=0( CNN;, #0

rows’0 (D)Crows?0 (D1) rows?0 (D1)Crows?0 (C)
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The second equality follows from Proposition The third equality is an application
of the inductive hypothesis. The fourth equality follows from Proposition along with
Remark The fifth equality follows from Proposition The sixth equality follows
from Proposition [6.15. The seventh inequality follows from the fact that D; is the only
clique whose rows are equal to rows’(D;). This completes our proof by induction. O

7. CHECKING THE CONDITIONS OF BIRCH’S THEOREM

In the previous section, we wrote a formula for the sum of z;j, where ¢ ranges over the
rows of some maximal clique D,. Since the block By induces its own maximal clique,
Lemma allows us to write the sum of the z;;,s for 1 < ¢ < r in the following concise
way. This in turn verifies that the proposed maximum likelihood estimate p has the same
sufficient statistics as the normalized data u/u, , which is one of the conditions of Birch’s
theorem.

Corollary 7.1. Let S be DS-free. Then for any column j,

r
E — +

Lijog = U4j H DT.
i=1

DeMax(S)

Proof. The poset P(jo) has a unique maximal element Dy with rows? (Dg) = rows” (jo).
Note that Dy may include more columns than j, since it may have columns whose nonzero
rows are the same as or contain those of jg.

By Proposition [6.8, there are no maximal intersections of maximal cliques C' with
rows’®(Dy) C rows’(C'), since Dy is maximal in P(jy). It follows from Proposition
that a maximal clique D intersects N, if and only if it has rows’® (D) C rows’ (D).

Since Nj, C Dy, we have that N;y N Dy N E = N, N E for any clique £. By Lemma
6.9, we have

Z=( m o) O =)

DeMax(S) EcMax(S)
DNNj, #0 Njo,NDoNE=0
rows’0 (D)Crows?0 (Dg)

:u+j0< H(S)D+)< H E*)

DeMax EeMax(S)
DNy #0 ENN;,=0
_ +
=uy, | D%
DeMax(S)
as needed. O

Now we will address the condition of Birch’s theorem which states that the maximum
likelihood estimate must satisfy the equations defining Mg.

Lemma 7.2. Let S be doubly chordal bipartite. Let u € R® be a generic matriz of counts.
Then the point (pi; | (i,7) € S) specified in Theorem[5.) is in the Zariski closure of Mg.
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In order to prove this lemma, we must first describe the vanishing ideal of Mg. We
denote this ideal Z(Myg). It is a subset of the polynomial ring in #S variables,

Proposition 7.3. Let S be chordal bipartite. Then Z(Mg) is generated by the 2 X 2
minors of the matriz form of S that contain no zeros. That is, Z(Myg) is generated by all
binomials of the form

DPijPke — PitPkj,
such that (i,7), (k,0), (i,0), (k,j) € S.

Proof. This follows from results in [3, Chapter 10.1]. The loops on S correspond to cycles
in Gg. The df 1 loops as defined in [3| Chapter 10.1] are those whose support does not
properly contain the support of any other loop; that is, they correspond to cycles in Gg
with no chords. Since Gy is chordal bipartite, each of these cycles contain exactly four
edges. Therefore the df 1 loops on S all have degree two, and each corresponds to a 2 x 2
minor of S by definition. Theorem 10.1 of [3] states that the df 1 loops form a Markov
basis for Mg. Therefore, by the Fundamental Theorem of Markov Bases [7, Theorem 3.1],
the 2 x 2 minors of S form a generating set for Z(My). O

Example 7.4. Consider the matrix S from Example 5.3l In Figure 2] we see that G(S5)
has exactly one cycle. This cycle corresponds to the only 2 x 2 minor in S that contains
no zeros, which is the {2,3} x {1,2} submatrix. Therefore the (complex) Zariski closure
of Mg is the variety of the ideal generated by the polynomial paipse — p31p2s.

Proposition 7.5. Let S be set of indices such that Gg is doubly chordal bipartite. Let
{i1,i2} x {J1, 72} be a set of indices that corresponds to a 2 x 2 minor of S that contains
no zeros. Let Di j,, Digjos Dirja» Pirj, Ve as defined in Theorem[5.4 Then

(9) ﬁiljlﬁ’iZjZ = ﬁhjzﬁzéjl

Proof. The terms u;, 4, Uiy, u4j, and uy;, each appear once in the numerator on each
side of Equation (@), and u?_, appears in both denominators. Furthermore if (i, j;)
and (ig, j2) are both contained in any clique in S, then (i1, j2) and (ig,j1) are also in
the clique by definition. So any term that is squared in the numerator or denominator
on one side of Equation (@) is also squared on the other side. Therefore it suffices to
show that Max(i1j1) U Max(isjs) = Max(i1ja) U Max(igj;) and Int(i171) U Int(igjs) =
Int(iljg) U IIlt(Zgjl)

First, we will show that Max(i1j;) U Max(igjs) = Max(i1js) U Max(igji). Let D €
Max(i171). If (i2,71) € D, then we are done.

Now suppose that (is,j;) ¢ D. Since D intersects column j;, by Proposition
we know that D has the form D, for some block of columns B, that are identical on
rows’(j1). Let rows’*(D,) denote the set of nonzero rows of D, that are also nonzero
rows of j;. Since (i, j1) € D, we have that iy € rows’'(D,) while i; € rows’(D,).
Since rows’! (j,) N rows’ (D,,) is nonempty, and since rows’'(j,) ¢ rows’ (D,,), we must
have that rows’ (D,) C rows’!(j,) by the DS-free condition. Therefore (i, j;) € Dy by
definition of D,. So D, = D € Max(i1, j2), as needed.

Switching the roles of 4; and i3 or the roles of j; and js yields the desired equality.
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Now let C' € Int(i1,j1). Then C = D, N Dz where Dg < D, in the poset P(j;) by
Proposition If (i2,71) € C, then we are done.

Now suppose that (is,j1) € C. Then we have that iy & rows’’(Dp), whereas i; €
rows’ (D,) and i; € rows’(Dg). So we must have that rows’'(Dg) C rows’ (js) by
the DS-free condition. Since rows’ (D,) N rows’!(j,) is nonempty, we must have that
rows’! (D,) C rows’'(j5). This follows from the DS-free condition and the fact that D,
covers Dg in the poset P(j;). Therefore (i1, j2) € D,, Dg by definition of these cliques.
So C' € Int(iy, j2), as needed.

Again, switching the roles of 7; and 75 or the roles of j; and j, in the above proof yields
the desired equality. ([l

Proof of Lemma[7.3. By Proposition [[.3] the vanishing ideal of Mg consists of all fully-
observed 2 x 2 minors of S. By Proposition [T.5] each of these 2 x 2 minors vanishes when
evaluated on p. O

We can now prove Theorem 5.4l

Proof of Theorem[5.4]. Let Gg be doubly chordal bipartite. Let u € ]Ri be a matrix of
counts. By Corollary [7.1] the column marginals of u, . p are equal to those of u. Switching
the roles of rows and columns in all of the proofs used to obtain this corollary shows that
the row marginals are also equal. Corollary [7.1] also implies that p, . = 1 since the vector
of all ones is in the rowspan of A(S). So by Lemma and the fact each p is positive,
p € Mg. Hence by Birch’s theorem, p is the maximum likelihood estimate for u. The
other direction is exactly the contrapositive of Theorem 0
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