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Abstract

Let {Z, : n > 1} be a sequence of i.i.d. random probability measures. Inde-
pendently, for each n > 1, let (X,1,..., Xu,) be a random vector of positive random
variables that add up to one. This paper studies the large deviation principles for the
randomly weighted sum Y ; X,,;Z;. In the case of finite Dirichlet weighted sum of
Dirac measures, we obtain an explicit form for the rate function. It provides a new
measurement of divergence between probabilities. As applications, we obtain the large
deviation principles for a class of randomly weighted means including the Dirichlet
mean and the corresponding posterior mean. We also identify the minima of relative

entropy with mean constraint in both forward and reverse directions.
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1 Introduction

Let (2, F, P) be a probability space, S be a compact subset of real line R, and S be the
Borel o-algebra. Let C(S) and B(S) denote the spaces of continuous functions and bounded

*Research supported by the Natural Science and Engineering Research Council of Canada


http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.12493v1

measurable functions on S, respectively. Let M;(S) denote the space of probability measures
on (S,8) equipped with the weak topology.
For any n > 1, set

Ny ={(x1,...,2,) : ZO,Zxk: 1}.
k=1

Let {Z; : i > 1} be iid. M;(S)-valued random probability measures with common
distribution II, and, independently, W := {(W,1, Wi, ..., W,,) : n > 1} be a triangular
array of positive random variables. Set

W
Xni:n7m7 z:1,,n
Zk:l Wi
and
Wo(ILW) =Y~ X, Z;. (1.1)

i=1

The random distributions Z; usually carry the information of location distributions and
the coefficients X,,; are the corresponding weights or proportions. The collection of random
measures W, (II, W) is a subclass in the family of randomly weighted averages. The latter
has drawn a great deal of interests from researchers due to a wide range of applications
including Bayesian nonparametrics, genetics, and the path behaviour of diffusion processes.
See the survey papers [12],[14], and the references therein for a comprehensive coverage on
the historical and recent development of the subjects.

The main concern of this paper is the large deviations of W, (II; W) as n tends to infinity.
To motivate the study, consider the following subclass of models.

For each € > 0, let W be the triangular array where for each n > 1 W', ..., W are
i.i.d. exponential with parameter /n. Independently, let &, &, ... be i.i.d. with common
distribution vy in M;(S), J, be the Dirac measure concentrated at z, and Z; = dg,.

Then, as # tends to infinity, W, (I, W) converges in distribution to the empirical distri-
bution of &1,...,&,

Loy = % > 6.
=1

Now letting n go to infinity, we obtain the limit vy.
On the other hand, let Uy, Us,... be i.i.d. with Beta(1,#) distribution. The Dirichlet

process ([7]) with base distribution vy and concentration parameter # is the random measure



VG,I/() = Z ‘/26&,7 (12>
i=1

where ‘/1 = Ula‘/i = (1 - Ul) s (1 - Ul‘_l)Ui,’i Z 2.
It is known ([10]) that W, (II, W) converges in distribution to the Dirichlet process Vj ,,
as n tends to infinity. Taking the limit of # going to infinity, we obtain the same limit 1.

Instead of taking limits of 6§ and n separately, we can consider the special case 6 = n.
Denote W, (II, W) in this case by

Wawe = 3 Xnil,. (1.3)
=1

One can show that W, ,, also converges in distribution to 1 as n tends to infinity. The

following diagram is a summery of these relations.

Wn(H, W) nee > V97V0
[4 0
J 0=n—o00 l (14)
;Cn,,,o noo >

It is natural to investigate and to compare the asymptotic behaviours of the three different
estimation of 1. The large deviations of £,, ,, from 14 when n tends to infinity is given by
Sanov’s theorem (cf. [I8]) with the following good rate function ([5])

H (pulvo) = sup{{u, f) —log{w. ) : f € C(S)}, (1.5)

where (u, f) = [ f(@)pu(dz). The function H(u|rp) is the relative entropy of p with respect
to 1.

When 6 converges to infinity, the large deviations of V, ,,, from vy ([3],[13]) has a good rate
function given by the reversed relative entropy H (vo|p) when the support of u is contained
in the support of vy.

Our new result of large deviations for W, ,, corresponds to the diagonal limit in (L.4]).
The good rate function will be identified as the minimum of the sum of relative entropies

with respect to u and vg. Like the relative entropy, it provides an alternate measurement of



divergence between probability measures. Comparisons among the three good rate functions
reveal refined differences of the three sequences of random measures.

The random probability measure W, ,, also appears in the Dirichlet posterior. More
specifically, let 11,1m2,..., be ii.d. given the Dirichlet process Vp,,. Then the posterior

distribution of Vy,, given ny,...,n, is

Uy + (1=U) Y X6,

where U is Beta(6, n) distributed, (X1, ..., X,,) has Dirichlet(1, ..., 1) distribution, and all
random variables appearing on the right hand side are independent given 7y, ...,n,. Clearly
the term > | X,,;0,, is the same as W, ,, if m1, ..., 7, are i.i.d. with common distribution
vy. If 0 is fixed, then the large deviation principle for W, ,, is associated with the annealed
large deviation principle for the Dirichlet posterior.

The development of the paper is as follows. We starts with the large deviation principles
for W,,(II; W) in Section 2. Our focus will then shift in Section 3 to the study of the large
deviations of W, ,,, and its connections to Sanov’s theorem and the large deviations of Vy .
Several applications will be discussed in Section 4 including large deviations for Dirichlet
and Dirichlet posterior means. We also obtain some minimization properties of the relative
entropy. The logarithm log in this article is the natural logarithm, with base e. All terms

and definitions regarding large deviations are found in the reference [4].

2 Large Deviations for W, (II; W)

In this section, we discuss the large deviations for W, (II; W) defined in (ILT]) with S = [0, 1].

We also assume in the sequel that

. 2 o
JL%E{;XM} = 0. (2.1)

Let {f; € C(S) :i=1,2,...} be a countable dense subset of C'(S). The metric on M;(S5)

is given by

p(Unu):Z |< ,uélfz>|/\1

Let vy denote the mean measure of Z;. Then for any f in C(S)

E{(Wn(H;W),f)] = (w, f), Var[m/ (I; W), } ZX2 Var( Zl,f)).



It follows from (2.I]) that for any € > 0
1i_>m P{pW,(II; W), 1) >} =0.
Thus W, (IT; W) converges in probability to vy in M;(S). For any § > 0 and any p in
M1(5>, let
B(p,6) = {v € Mi(S) : p(v, p) < 0}, B(u,0) = {v € M(S): p(v,p) <6},

and
S, ={t € S:tisa continuity point of ;}.

For any m > 1, and any 0 = ¢y < t; < ... <t, <1in S, set

where

Then the following holds.

Theorem 2.1 For each n > 1, let 11,, denote the law of W, (II, W). Assume that for any u
in Mi(S), m>1, and any 0 < t; <...<t, <1inS,, there exists Iy, ;. (1) such that

1
lim lim inf — log IT,{ By, ..+, (11,0)}

0—0 n—oo N

1 _
= lim lim sup — log I1,{ By, . +,, (11, 0) } (2.2)
n

=0 nooco

= _Itl ----- tm (/”L) °

Proof: Since the space M;(S) is compact, the sequence {II,, : n > 1} is exponentially tight.
It follows from Theorem (P) in [16] that every subsequence of {II,, : n > 1} has a further



subsequence that satisfies a large deviation principle with a good rate function. To prove
the theorem it suffices to prove that all these good rate functions are the same as I(-). This

is clearly true if we can show that

hmhmmf logH {B(p,9)}

6—0 n—oo
1
= lim lim sup — loan{B(,u,é)}
=0 pooo
= —I(p).
For any p in M;(S) there exist fi,---, f. in C'(S) and € > 0 such that
{ve M(S): (v, fi) = (. fi)l <e:j=1,---,r} C B(u0).

Let
c=sup{|fi(z)|:x €S, j=1,---,r},
and choose the continuity points 0 < t; < --- <t,, <1in S, such that

sup{[fi(z) = i) vy € [l tili= 1, om+ 15 =1, 1} <efd

where ¢ty = 0,%,,41 = 1. Let 0 < 01 < . Then for any v in By, .. 1, (1, 61) and any f;, we
have

(v, f5) = Fi)] = [f5(2) = fi(tm) + f5(tm)](v(dz) — p(dz))

[tm,1]
o3[ = )+ A0t — ()

< §+051<8,

which implies that

Biy o (11, 00) € {pp € Mi(S) = (v, f) = (s fi)| < e:§ = 1,---,r} C B(p, 0),

Noting that the continuity points t1,...,t,, does not depend on ¢y, it follows from (2:2))
that

—1I(p)

IN
I
&

1
= lim li:rninf—loan{Bt1 ,,,,, o (1, 01)}

01—=0 n—oo N

< hmlnf logH {B(u,0)}.

n—oo



It now follows by letting 6 go to zero that

hmmfhmmf logH {B(p,0)} > —I(u). (2.3)

6—0 n—00

On the other hand, for any g in M;(S), do > 0, m > 1, and any continuity points
0<ty <--- <ty <1lof p, the set By, . (1,02) is open in M;(S). One can choose § small
enough so that

B(p,6) C B(11,0) C By, (11,82) C By, 4, (11, 02).

Letting 0 go to zero we obtain that

hmsuphmsup logH {B(u,6)} < limsup — logH {By,.. .. (1, 09)}

6—0 n—00 n—00

Letting s go to zero followed by taking the infimum of —1I;, _; (u) over the continuity
points of . we obtain

hmsuphmsup logH {B(p,6)} < —I(). (2.4)

§—0 n—oo

Putting together (Z.3]) and (2:4]) we obtain the result.
O

Remark 2.1 The space S may be generalized to a compact set in a Polish space. But the

compactness is crucial in general.

Remark 2.2 The limit I, 4, (i) appearing in (2.2) is just a non-negative number. There
s mo other conditions imposed. This makes the verification a bit easier.

Theorem 2.1 works well for random probabilities that have explicit forms when projected
to finite partitions of S. We demonstrate this through two examples.

Example 2.1 Let &,...,&,, ... be ©.i.d. with common law vy, Wy = -+ = W,,, = 1, and
Z; =06 Then Xy = -+ = X, = %, IT is the law of &, and W, (I, W) is the usual
empirical distribution

n ] = Z 551

Assume that vy is positive on all open intervals. For any m > 2 and any
O=ti<ti < -+ <tpm1 <1,

let
Pm = l/()([tm_l, 1]), Di = VQ([ti_l,ti)),i = ]_, oo, — 1.



We have
4

(WL WO 0) WL WD) £ 20T )

where £ denotes equality in distribution, and (Y{",...,Y ") is multinomial with parameters
n,D1,- - Pm- Lhen the condition (2.2)) holds for
R gi
[tl ----- tm (/"L) - Z ql ln -
i=1 !

where

dm = :u([tm—la 1])a q;i = :u([ti—la tl)az = 1a o, = 1.
Example 2.2 Let v(t) denote the gamma subordinator on [0, +00) and set
W,=~()—~(—-1),i=1,2,....

Let {Jix : k > 1} denote all the jump sizes of v(t) over the interval [i — 1,i]. Then it follows
from the Gamma-Dirichlet algebra (Theorem 1.1 in [6]) that the Dirichlet process, defined in

(L2, with base distribution vy on [0, 1] and concentration parameter n has the form

12 o — Z Z Jzk(sflk

i=1 k=1

where {&x i =1,...,n;k =1,...} are i.i.d. with common distribution vy. Reorganizing the

terms and applying the Gamma-Dirichlet algebra again we obtain

Vow = S, 1Wl Zl Wi Z 7 e (2.5)

1
= X 1 Wiz,
ST 2
where Zi,...,2, are i.1.d. Dirchlet processes with base distribution vy and concentration
parameter one. Thus the Dirichlet process V,, ,, corresponds to W, (11, W) where Wy, W, ...
are i.i.d. exponential with parameter one and each Z; is a copy of Vi,,. Assume that the

support of vy is [0,1]. Then the condition [2.2) holds ([3]) for

where p;’s and q;’s are defined as in Example[2.1. Note that the order between p;’s and q;’s
15 switched here.



3 Large Deviations for W, ,,

In this section we establish the large deviations for W, ,, defined in (L3). The key in the
proof is to verify the condition (2:2)) in Theorem 2.1l Noting that the weights of W, ,,, are the
same as the weights of the Dirichlet process V,,, in (2.5). But the location distributions are
different. This innocent-looking difference leads to very different large deviation behaviours
as shown below.

For any m > 1 and any partition Ay, ..., A,, of S, define the map

m: Mi(S) = Dy v — (V(AL), ..., v(Am)).
Let p; = 1p(4;),i=1,...,m, and
=#{1<k<n:&e A}, i=1,....m

Then 7(W,,,) has Dirichlet(n, ..., n,,) distribution, and 7(L, ,,) has multinomial dis-
tribution with parameters n, pq, ..., p,. Without loss of generality, we assume n; > 1,p; > 0
fori=1,...,m. For u,v in M;(S), set

(1) =(q1, - qn), ™(V) = (01,...,0n).

Define

m 0;
H(m(v)|m(p)) = Z o; log E, V)| (o)) Z 0; log
i=1 !
where 0log( = 010g8 =0.
Lemma 3.1 For any p,v in My(S), we have
tim im i - log P{ (FOVa) 7)) = ()70 )| < 3}
= lim lim sup — log P{‘( (Wn,,,o),w(ﬁn,,,o)> - (w(,u),w(v))‘ <d} (3.1)

050 poyoo M

- {H(w(v)h(u)) +H (w(v)lw(rm))}

where
‘(w(WWO), w(ﬁnﬁ,,o)) — ( )‘ = i HWn vo G| + | Lo (Ai) — 04

=1

|

Proof: We only give the proof of equality



lim lim inf = log P{ ‘ (w(WWO), n(gm)) _ (mu), W(v))

=0 n—oo N

_ [H(vr(v)wu)) n H(w(v)h(m)»] |

-

The proof for P {

(Vo) L)) = (500, W@))’ <o issimitr

For any 6 > 0,1 <1 <m, and r; > 1,22217"1-:71, let

P () T
F(rl,...,rl,é)_m/-/gxi dl’l...dl'l_l

Ds;

where
!

Dy, ={(x1,....m) € A2 Yoy — qi| < 5}

1=1

We can extend the domain of F' to zero integers by defining

F(ni,...,nm;0) = F(ng,,...,nk;0)

where {ng, : j = 1,...,r} consists of all non-zero elements of {n; : i =1,...,m}.

For any p in M;(S), we have

P (70 80 ) = (507000 )| <0}

— Z A(ny,...,npm;0)

ey |%_Oi|<5

where

n e n:
A(nlw"anm;é):(nl‘ )F(nbanmﬂa)szl
=1

.-/)’Lm

(3.3)

Noting that A(ny,...,n,;J) depends on positive n;’s only. We thus assume, without

loss of generality, that n; > 1 for ¢ = 1,...,m. The arguments for general cases are similar

except the replacement of (ny,...,n,,) with its subset consisting of non-zero elements.

By Stirling’s formula for the gamma function, there exist positive constants ¢; < ¢y such

that for alln > 1 and n; > 1,%"" , n; =n

S\ ng . i, I'(n) S\ ng i,
— < < — _
H<n) n = T(ni)T(ng) —H<n) n

10



Noting that for any integer n > 1

Vorntie ™ < pl < en“+%e_",
it follows that there exist constants ¢;3 < ¢4 such that

m —n; m —n;
n; n n n; n
ST s ell(2) "
1 n ny...NMy ny...Myy . n ny...Nyy
1= =

=1
Putting these together it follows that

%il(%)_%ig(nyﬁnm)r@ﬁt@%@m)S%ii(ﬁﬁ_%i

for some positive constants c; < cg.

For any x = (21,...,2m), ¥y = (Y1, -+, Ym) In A\, define the function

V(x,y) = H(y|x) + H(y|m(v)).

Then we have for y = (%, e "’")

’'n

cs // exp{—n(¥(x,y) +n"! logH ) pday, - dxy,
i=1

D6,m

< A(ny, ...y, nm; d)

< ¢ // exp{—n(¥(x,y) +n 'log Hl“z‘}dl"l, o d Ty
i=1

Dé,m

where

Djn = {(x1, . Tm) € D2 Y _ |2 — qif < 6}
i=1

We now divide the upper estimations into three cases.

Case 1. ¢; > 0 for all . For any € > 0 one can choose n large and § small such that

U(x,y)+n! longi —U(r(p), m(v)) —n* loqui <e.
i=1

i=1

It follows that

A(ny, ... Ny 0)

< ¢5[20]™ exp { . n(xy(ﬁ(u), 7(v)) + n~! logl_m[ g — 5) } (3.5)

i=1

11



Since the total number of terms in (3.3)) is at most (n+ 1)™ and ¢ is arbitrary, we obtain

that
<0 }

oi<1ogﬁ + log &) (3.6)
- q pi

i i

1
lim lim sup — log P {

050 psoo T

(Vo) 7L = (700,700

< —

l

:—hwwwm»+Mﬂwﬂwﬂ-

Next we turn to the situation where ¢; = 0 for some i. Without loss of generality, we
assume that there exists an 1 < [ < m such that ¢; > 0 for 1 <i <[ and ¢; =0 for ¢ > [.

Case 2. 0; > 0 for some ¢ > [. In this case the term "T_l log "xﬁ in

U(x,y)+n " log [ ]
i=1

converges to infinity as ¢ tends to zero. Thus

lim lim sup ~ log p{‘ (ﬂwm),w(cn,m)) - (W),W(U))‘ <5} < —o0.

=20 nosco N

The result ([3.2)) follows from the fact that

H(rm(v)[x(p)) + H(m(v)|m(v0)) = oo,

Case 3. 0; = 0 for i > [. It follows from direct calculation that

oo{ (v e e )

=1

m l l
= ( H x?i_l) exp{ — n(ZyZ(log% +1og%) +n_llogHa:i)}
i=1 v ! i=1

i=l+1

xexp{ —n( Z yi<10gyi+log2))}
i=l+1 Pi

1 !
< exp{ —n(Zyi(log% +log%) +n_1logH9§,~)}

i=1 i=1

xexp{ —n( Z yi<10gyi+log2))}
i=l+1 pi

on the domain Dy,,. The exponential term

! l
exp{ —n(Zyl(log% +log%) —|—n_1longi)}
7 7 =1

i=1

12



can be estimated by an argument similar that used in deriving (B.3]).

For the second exponential term we have

o 1 = Yi
e o5 (ben s 152)

n
n—00 i1

. . - Yi
< —lim inf Yi ( log y; + log —) }
=037 4 %<0 { i:lz-i-l Di
=0.

Thus (B.6) also holds in this case. It remains to check the lower bound in Cases 1 and

In Case 1, the function ¥(x,y) +n'log [, x; is continuous at (q,0). Thus for any

€ > 0 one can choose 4 small so that for

|(x,y) = (q,0)] <0

one has . .
[U(x,y) = U(q,0) +n "(log [[ = —log [ [ &)l < ¢
i1 i=1
By (B.4]) we have
A(ng, ... ny;0)
> cs // exp{—n[¥(x,y) +n"* logﬁ zi|}day, - day,
Do i=1

> cse ™™ exp{—n[¥(q,0) + n~' [ a:]} /-/dzl cd Ty,
=1

Dé,m

which implies

0—0 n—oo N

lim lim inf = log p{ ‘ (w(Wm,,o), w(cnm)) - (ﬂu), W(U))

< (5} (3.7)
> — | Hexto)l() + Hx(0) ()|
In Case 3, let T={1<i<m:q; =0}o; =0 for i €T) and define

o Yi o Yi
Uy(x,y) = Y yilog o Uy(x,y) = > yilog e

igT i€T ¢

13



The function ¥, (x,y) + n~'log [Ligr @i is clearly continuous at (qg,0). On the other
hand, set

1 ) ) .
Com={x=(2,....,2m) € A : §(qi+ E) <z < quE’ for all 4}.
Then the following holds on Cs,,.

) T )
Uy (x,y) +n" logH:Bi < —mé log = + u log —

i€T "
where |T'| is the cardinality of T'.
Since Cs,, is a subset of Dy, it follows from (3.4]) and an argument similar to Case 1
that (B.7) holds in Case 3.
Putting together (3.6) and (3.7) we obtain (3.2)) and the lemma.

O
For any p in M;(S), and any 0 < t; <--- <t,, < 1in S,, define
Tttt (1) = ([0, 21)), s ([t Err)) - ([t 1))
Lemma 3.2 For any v, i in M,(S), we have
H{(v|p) + H(vlv) = sup {H (7 (0) 0t (1)) (3.8)

H(v|p) = sup {H (m,

0<t1<-<tm<l € S,

Since the supremum of sums is less than or equal to the sum of supremums, it follows that

H(v|p)+ H(vlvg) > sup {H (Tt (O) [Tyt (1))
0<t;<--<tm<l Il §,NS,
+H (7,4, (0)| 7yt (0)

To prove the other direction, we first recall the variational form (LH) of the relative
entropy

H(v|p) = sup {{v,g) —log{u,e’)}.
g9€C(S)
For any € > 0, there are g, h in C(S) such that

H(v[p) < (v, g) —log(p,e?) + ¢

14



and
H(U|V0) < <U> h> - 10g<,u> 6h> t+e.

Since S, N S, is dense in S, there exist 0 <1, < --- <t,, <1in S, NS, such that

i s { maxllg(o) = 90| 2.5 € foioytal } =0,

i s Lanax{[h(0) = B0+ € e tul} p =0

where 2,0 = 0,%,(n11) = 1. Set

and
An(n—i—l) = [trma 1]7 Anz = [tn(i—l)7 tnz>7Z = 17 sy N
Then there exists ¢, (g, h) such that
lim ¢,(g,h) =0
n—oo
n+1 n+1

H(v|p) < Z aniV(Ap;) — log Z e p(Ani) + €+ cn(g, h)
=1 =1

S H(ﬂ-tnl ~~~~~ tnn (U> |7Ttn1 ~~~~~ tnn (M)) _'_ € _'_ CTL(Q? h)

and
n+1 n+1
H(v|n) < Z Briv(Ani) — log Z vy (Ani) + €+ calg, h)
i=1 i=1

S H(ﬂ-tnl ----- tnn (/U)‘ﬂ-tnl ----- tnn (VO)) _'_ € _'_ CTL(Q? h)
Putting all these together we obtain (B.8]).
O

Theorem 3.3 Assume that the topological support of vy is S. Then the family of the laws
of {Whwe : 0 > 1} satisfies a large deviation principle on My(S) with good rate function

J(uw) = inf_{H(vlu)+ H(ulwo)} (3.9)
veM(S)
Proof: For any v, in M;(S), and any 0 <t; < --- <t, <1in S, NS, let
Am+1 = [tm, 1], Az = [ti—la tl),l = 1, oo,

Then it follows from (B.I]) that

15



1
lim lim inf — log P {

0—0 n—oo N

(ﬂ-th---,tm (Wn,uo)a Tty et (ﬁnwo))

=0 pooo

1
i o {| (0¥ )
n

__ [H (wm ()70 i (u)) +H (ﬂn,---ﬁm@)'”th--’tm(””)}‘

Since M;(S) x M1(S) is compact, it follows, by Lemma [3.2] and an arguments similar to
that used in the proof of Theorem 2.I], that the family of the laws of (W, ., Ln.,) satisfies
a large deviation principle with rate function H(v|u) + H(v|vp).

Noting that W, ,, is the continuous image of (W, ,,, L£n..,) through projection, we obtain
the result by the contraction principle.

O

Remark 3.1 The Dirichlet posterior given n,...,n, is a Beta mizture of the Dirichlet
process and the conditional distribution of {Wh., : n > 1} given & = n;i = 1,...,n.
Since the coefficient the Dirichlet process part converges to zero as n tends to infinity, the
large deviation behaviour of the Dirichlet posterior is the same as the large deviation for
the conditional distribution of {W,., : n > 1}. Integrating the posterior with respect to
independent product of a probability measure vy leads to an annealed Dirichlet posterior.
The large deviation principle in [8] with rate function H(vo|p) can be viewed as a quenched
large deviation result. In comparison our result in Theorem|[3.3 can be viewed as an annealed
large deviation principle for the annealed Dirichlet posterior. The annealed rate function is
smaller than the quenched rate function.

Recall that the large deviation rate functions for the empirical distributions and the

Dirichlet processes are H(u|vy) and H (v|p), respectively. Since

H(plvo) = H(p|p) + H(plvo), H(volp) = H(wlp) + H(vo|wo),

it follows that J(u,vp) is less than both H (u|vy) and H (vo|p).

Let
Dy = {pe€ M(S): H(plvo) < H(volp)}
Dy = {pe€ M(S): H(plvo) > H(volp)}
Dy = {pe M(S): H(plv) = H(vo|p)}-
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Consider the value of rate function at pu as the energy required to move from vy to pu.
Then it requires less energy to move into region D; for the empirical distributions than
the Dirichlet processes. The deviation into D, is easier for the Dirichlet processes than the
empirical distributions. There will be no difference between the two for region D3. The
energy required for a deviation of {W,,,, : n > 1} from 1, is always the lowest among the
three.

For any p, v in M;(S), the relative entropy H (u|v) originated in information theory as the
Kullback-Leibler divergence. It describes the information gain when p is used in comparison
with v. It is non-negative, convex, and equals to zero only when p = v. But it is not a
metric since it is asymmetric, and does not obey the triangle inequality. The asymmetry
can be rectified by considering the symmetric divergence H(u|v)+ H(v|n). But the triangle

inequality still does not hold. However, one does have the following Pinsker’s inequality:

Pro(p,v) < 2min{H (p|v), H (v]p)}

where py, (11, V) denote the total variation distance between p and v.

The function J(u,v) defined as in (3.9) provides a new measurement of divergence be-
tween p and v, which we call the J-divergence. It is non-negative, symmetric, convex, and
equals to zero only when = v. The finiteness of J(u,r) does not require the absolute

continuity between p and v. This can be seen from the following example:
o(dz) = dz, p(dz) = %[dm + 5y (da)], v(da) = %[daz 4 Sy (da)
It follows from direct calculation that
H(vlp) =log2 = H(vlv), J(u,v)<2log2.

Clearly H(ulv) = H(v|p) = oo. Thus J(u,v) can be strictly less than the minimum of
H(p|v) and H(v|p). This helps in quantifying the relative information between probabilities
that have no absolute continuity relation.

The J-divergence does not obey the triangle inequality either. But it satisfies an inequal-

ity similar to Pinsker’s inequality.
Theorem 3.4 For any p,v in My(S),
(i, v) < 4J (n,v). (3.10)

Proof: One can prove the result using Pinsker’s inequality. We choose a direct proof below.
Fix p, v in M;(S). For any v in M;(S), and any measurable subset A of 5, set
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p=v(4), ¢=pu(A), v(A) =r,
m(v) = (p,1—=p), 7(p) = (¢;1 —q), 7(v) = (r,1 —7),
and
L(p) = H(m(v)|m (1)) + H(m(v)|m(v)).

If ¢ =7, then |u(A)—v(A)] =0. If g =0,0 < r < 1 (the case 0 < ¢ < 1,7 = 0 is similar),

then L(p) achieves minimum at p = 0, and

L(0) = —log(1 — 1) > r = |u(A) — v(A)] > |u(A) — v(A)".

Next we assume that 0 < ¢, < 1.
Solving the equation L'(p) = 0 we obtain

qr
(1=g)(1-r)

p= S
L+ /oo

Since L"(p) > 0, it follows that p is the minima for L(-), and
L(p) = =2log[/(1 = ¢)(1 —7) + Var].

Without loss of generality we assume ¢ > r and set 6 = ¢ — r. It is easily checked by

direct calculation that the function

=0 =1+ va = V=P =0 = 1)+ Vi? £ 3r

reaches its maximum +/1 — 62 at r = %. Thus

L(p) = —log[l — &% = &°.

Putting all these together we obtain

J(p,v) > inf{H(w(v)|7(p)) + H(m(v)|r(v)) : v € M(S)}
> sup{|u(A) —v(A)]P : AC S} = W
and thus (B10)
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4 Applications

For any f in C(S), consider the random weighted averages (L, 0, f), Vavos ) and Wi, f)-

Let & have distribution 1. It follows from direct calculation that

E[<£n,uo’ f>] = E[<Vn,uo’ f>] = EKWn,Voa f>] = <V0a f>a
Vatl(Loun, £)] = ~Varlf(€)]

Vit (Vi £)] = Var F(©)] + o

Var[(Wave, [)] =

—Varlf(€))

Thus all three sequences converge to (vp, f) in probability as n tends to infinity. The
sequence {(V,.,, f) : > 1} has a bigger variance among the three.

For f(x) = z, (Lowes f)y Ve, f), and W, f) are, respectively, the sample mean,
the well studied random Dirichlet mean ([I2]), and the finite Dirichlet weighted mean. The
objective of this section is to compare the large deviation behaviours of the three means
when n tends to infinity.

Since the map
O M(S) = R, = (. f)

is continuous, the next result follows by a direct application of Theorem [3.3] the large

deviations for the Dirichlet process, and the contraction principle.

Theorem 4.1 Both the family of laws of {(Vuu,, f) : n > 1} and the family of laws of
{Wino, f) : n > 1} satisfiy large deviation principles with respective good rate functions

hs(wiw) = it (H0 s (0. f) = u}

and
o s(uin) = inf {JGnv) o, ) = u).

HEM: (S
Let vy denote the law of My, = Vi, @), Li(,v) = 1; ¢(-,v) for f(x) =x,i=1,2. Then
we have
Li(uyvg) = Ix(u; 1), (4.1)

Proof: It suffices to prove (LI]). Let {& : ¢ > 1} be i.i.d copies of M;,, with common
distribution v;. It follows from (Z3]) that

MnJ/O = <VTL,I/07 x>
1 n
= <" s Wi
2 k=1 Wi ; ¢

= <Wn,1/1> f)
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Since both Iy f(u; 1) and I f(u;1v4) are good rate functions, the result follows from the
uniqueness of good rate function.

O

The rate function [ (u) involves the minimization of the relative entropy H (vo|u) over the

set of probability measures {u € M;(S) : (i, x) = u}. This is called the reverse information

projection in comparison with the forward information projection of minimizing H (u|vg)

for 1 over a a subset of M;(S). The forward information projection over convex set has

an explicit solution ([I]), and the reverse information projection has a solution over any

log-convex domain([2]). Since the set {p € M;(S) : (u,x) = u} is not log-convex, it is not

clear whether one can identify the minimizer, and thus I;(u), explicitly in general. Our final

result will give an explicit form for I;(u) in the case vy(dz) = dx.

Theorem 4.2 Let vy be the uniform distribution over S. Then

1
Li(u, 1) = / log(a + pBx)vy(d x) (4.2)
0
= F 'u)(u—1)+log(l+ F ' (u)u),
where
a+pB=aé’, a+pu=1.
and

else.

_et 1
er—1 A

l p—
F()\):{ 26A A =0,

Proof: For any p in M;(S), let i = p1 + pe be the Lebesgue decomposition of p with

respect to vy, with u; < vy and pe L 1vy. Set f(z) = 2—’;;, the Radon-Nikodym derivative of

w1 with respect to 1. Then for any u in S we have

I (u; vg) = inf{{vy, —log f(x)) : (p1 + po, ) = u, 1 = o}
= inf{(vo, —log f(z)) : f >0, vy — a.s., (v, f(x)) <1, (v, xf(z)) <u} (4.3
= inf inf {(vp, —log f(z))}

a€l0,1],b€[0,anu] f€L,

where
Fa,b = {f € B(S) : f > Oa Ly —&.S.,(l/(),f(l'» = a, <V0,Zl§'f(!l§')> :b}

If b =0, then f(x) =0 and (v, — log f(z)) = 0.
For any 0 < a < 1,and 0 < b < uAa, let A\i(a,b) and As(a,b) be the solution to the

following equations
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)\1 + )\2 = )\16a)\2, a)\l + b)\g =1.

Since a > b, it follows that
A1 (a, b) >0, A\ (CL, b) + )\Q(CL, b) > 0.

Thus the nonnegative function

1
90(%) = 3005 + Al b

is well-defined. It follows from direct calculation that

<V0aga,b(x)> = a, <V0>$ga,b(x)> =b.

Thus g4 is in I'y . For any f in 'y, we obtain

b f(2) it T
[ d0) = [ uad) + 2t i) o) = 1
and
Lo f@) L f(x) -
[ ottt <os ([ 05mian) o
Hence

(vo, —log f(z)) > (v, —log gap(z)),

and the infimum of (1, —log f(x)) is achieved at g,p. It is not difficult to see that the map

from (a,b) to (A1, \y) is one-to-one, and

da da ob ob
8—)\1<O’ a—)\2<07 a—)\1<07 a—)\2<0

It follows that (vo, —log g.s(x)) is decreasing in both a and b, and the infimum is achieved
for a = 1,b = u. Thus by (£.3) we obtain

Li(u;vp) = —/0 log g1.u(x)1vo(d x)

which implies (£.2) and the theorem by taking o = A\ (1, u), 5 = A2(1, u).
O

Remark 4.1 The function F(-) is the cumulative distribution function of a random variable.
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Remark 4.2 Let vy(dz) = dx, and {§; i > 1} be i.i.d. with common distribution vo. Then

the large deviation rate function for the sample mean

1 n
- 262 - <‘Cn,l/()a x>
n i=1

I3(u, vy) = inf{H (p|wp) : (u, z) = u}.

By the minimum discrimination information theorem (pages 36-39 in [I1]), the infimum in

I3(u) is achieved at measure g satisfying
po(dx) = ce™vy(dx).

The constraints

(vg,ce™) =1, (v, cxe™) =u

imply that
c= d ce” —1=ur
6T _ 1 ) )
and . .
e
p— —_—— = F
Y er—1 r (r)

By direct calculation,

1
I3(u) = H(polw) :/ ce"(logc+rx)dx
0
= logc+ce" —1=r(u—1)+log(l+ ru)
= F'(u)(u—1)+log(l+ F ' (u)u)

which is the same as I1(u,1y). Thus the sample means and the Dirichlet means have the

same large deviation behaviour.

Remark 4.3 It is known ([17]) that the law of the Dirichlet mean M, ,, for n > 2 is

absolutely continuous with respect to vy with the Radon-Nikodym derivative

— 1 Z‘ 1
ila) =" [ a gy BE n(um)y,

But it is not clear how one can use this to obtain the explicit form of I1(u, 1g).
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