arXiv:2401.00749v2 [stat.CO] 31 Jul 2024

Gibbs sampling, exact sampling, and
distribution function evaluation for the

generalized inverse Gaussian distribution

Victor Pena, Universitat Politecnica de Catalunya
Michael Jauch, Florida State University

August 1, 2024

Abstract

The generalized inverse Gaussian, denoted GIG(p,a,b), is a flexible
family of distributions that includes the gamma, inverse gamma, and in-
verse Gaussian distributions as special cases. In addition to its appli-
cations in statistical modeling and its theoretical interest, the GIG often
arises in computational statistics, especially in Markov chain Monte Carlo
(MCMC) algorithms for posterior inference. This article introduces two
mixture representations for the GIG: one that expresses the distribution
as a continuous mixture of inverse Gaussians and another that reveals a
recursive relationship between GIGs with different values of p. The former
representation forms the basis for a data augmentation scheme that leads
to a geometrically ergodic Gibbs sampler for the GIG. This simple Gibbs
sampler, which alternates between gamma and inverse Gaussian condi-
tional distributions, can be incorporated within an encompassing MCMC
algorithm when simulation from a GIG is required. The latter representa-
tion leads to algorithms for exact, rejection-free sampling as well as CDF
evaluation for the GIG with half-integer p. We highlight computational

examples from the literature where these new algorithms could be applied.
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1 Introduction

The generalized inverse Gaussian, which we denote GIG(p,a,b), is a three-
parameter, absolutely continuous distribution supported on Ry. It is a rich
family of distributions that encompasses the gamma distribution (if b = 0), the
inverse gamma distribution (if a = 0), and the inverse Gaussian distribution (if
p = —1/2). The parameters of the GIG(p, a,b) are p € R, a > 0, and b > 0, and
its probability density function (PDF) is
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fx(x) = 5 } 1(x > 0),
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where K,(-) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind [I]. The moments
of the GIG(p, a, b) involve Bessel functions but are available in closed form (see,
for example, [22]).

The generalized inverse Gaussian was first proposed by Halphen in the 1940s
for analyzing hydrological data [15,[30]. It regained popularity in the mid to late
1970s, when a series of articles studied its properties in detail (see, for example,
5], [8], and [14]). For an account of known properties and characterizations
of the GIG(p, a,b), we refer the reader to the monograph [22] and the review
article [24].

The GIG(p, a, b) often arises in computational statistics, especially in Markov
chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) algorithms for posterior inference. For example, it
emerges as a full conditional distribution for scale parameters in normal models.
Sections [2] and [B] describe or reference a variety of applications where it is neces-
sary to simulate random draws from the GIG(p, a,b) or evaluate its cumulative
distribution function (CDF).

The generalized inverse Gaussian is challenging to simulate from or evaluate
the CDF of. Several articles have been written on generating random draws from
the GIG(p, a,b), including [11], [25], [19], [12], and [32]. Recently, [31] derived
expressions for the CDF of the generalized inverse Gaussian for half-integer p.

This article introduces two novel mixture representations of the generalized
inverse Gaussian. One expresses the GIG(p,a,b) as a continuous mixture of
inverse Gaussians, while the other reveals a relationship between GIGs with
different values of p. The former representation forms the basis for a data aug-
mentation scheme that leads to a geometrically ergodic Gibbs sampler for the
GIG. This simple Gibbs sampler, which alternates between gamma and inverse

Gaussian conditional distributions, can be incorporated within an encompassing



MCMC algorithm when simulation from a GIG is required. The latter repre-
sentation leads to the first algorithm in the literature for exact, rejection-free
sampling from the GIG with half-integer p as well as an algorithm for CDF eval-
uation in that same setting. The algorithms are included in the article and can
be easily implemented in standard programming languages. All proofs appear

in the Supplementary Material.

1.1 Notation

We use the notation InvGauss(u, ) for the inverse Gaussian distribution with
mean parameter p and shape parameter A, Gamma(a, §) for the gamma distri-
bution with shape parameter « and rate parameter 3, Exp(6) for the exponential
distribution with rate parameter 6, Normal(u, 0?) for the normal distribution
with mean p and variance o2, and Unif(0, 1) for the uniform distribution be-
tween zero and one. We denote the PDF of the GIG(p, a,b) evaluated at = by
GIG(z | p,a,b). We use analogous notation for the PDFs of other distributions.

2 Data-augmented Gibbs sampler

In this section, we introduce a representation of the GIG(p, a, b) as a continuous
mixture of inverse Gaussian distributions. The representation is useful for de-
riving a data-augmented Gibbs sampler for which the stationary distribution of
one of the marginals is GIG(p, a, b) (Algorithm [I]). We then reference examples
from the literature where the GIG appears as a full-conditional distribution in
Gibbs sampling algorithms. Example [I] shows how Algorithm [I] can be nested
within an encompassing MCMC algorithm when simulation from a GIG is re-
quired. Finally, we provide theoretical support for the Gibbs sampler described
in Algorithm [0l In particular, Proposition Bl establishes that it is geometrically

ergodic.

Proposition 1. The PDF of the GIG(p, a,b) for p # —1/2 can be written as a

continuous mizture of inverse Gaussian distributions:

fx(e) = / " (@ |9 fr () dy,

where fx(x) is the PDF of the GIG(p, a,b), fy(y) is a PDF with support on R,

and fx|y(x | y) is an inverse Gaussian PDF. The parameters of the distributions



depend on whether p < —1/2 orp > —1/2. If p < —1/2, then

fxiy (@ | y) = InvGauss(z | \/b/(a + 2y),b)
fr(y) = zio y~ P exp {— b(a + 2y)}
B2 VID(—p— 1/2) K, (Vab)
ab/2 VT ’

If p > —1/2, then

Ixy (@ | y) = InvGauss(z | v/ (b+ 2y)/a,b+ 2y)

p—1/2
Iy(y) = Zil 57—% eXP{— a(b+ 23/)}

bP/2 /2T (p 4+ 1/2) K, (v ab)
Z) = .
ar/? /7
By Proposition [, we can define a joint PDF fxy(z,y) = fxy(z)fy(y)
whose marginal fx(z) is GIG(z | p,a,b). We have established that X | Y =y

is inverse Gaussian. The Proposition below states that Y | X = x is gamma-
distributed.

Proposition 2. Let fx|y(z) and fy(y) be as defined in Proposition 1. If p <
—1/2, then Y | X = & ~ Gamma(—(p + 1/2),z). If p > —1/2, then Y | X =
x ~ Gamma(p + 1/2,1/x).

We can construct a data-augmented Gibbs sampler by sampling iteratively
from the conditional distributions X |Y =y and Y | X = z (see Algorithm [I]).
Only the draws from X | Y = y are relevant if we are interested in sampling
from the GIG(p, a,b). The case p = —1/2 is not included in Propositions [l and
2 but the GIG(—1/2,a,b) is simply InvGauss(/b/a, b) [22].

There are efficient algorithms to generate random draws from the inverse
Gaussian and gamma distributions. To generate inverse Gaussian draws, one
can use the algorithm described in [28], whereas for the gamma distribution,

one can use standard algorithms such as those proposed in [2].



Algorithm 1 Data-augmented composition Gibbs sampler for GIG(p, a, b)

Require: p e R,a > 0,b > 0, ngm, € {1,2, ...}
x + vector(length = ngin,)
if p < —1/2 then
y— —(p+1/2)\/b/a
for 7 in 1 to ngy, do
z[i] ~ InvGauss(y/b/(a + 2y),b)
y ~ Gamma(—(p+ 1/2),x)
end for
else if p = —1/2 then
for 7 in 1 to ngy, do
x[i] ~ InvGauss(~/b/a, a)
end for
else
y < (p+1/2)\/b/a
for i in 1 to ngy, do
z[i] ~ InvGauss(y/(b + 2y)/a, b+ 2y)
y ~ Gammal(p + 1/2,1/x)
end for
end if

return x

The GIG(p, a, b) often arises as a full conditional distribution in Gibbs sam-
pling algorithms. There are countless examples from the literature on global-
local shrinkage priors [3, 33, [7, [16], graphical models [23] 29], stochastic volatility
models [6], Bayesian nonparametrics [13], smoothing splines [27], and other ar-
eas. The Gibbs sampler described in Algorithm [l can be embedded within an
encompassing MCMC algorithm when simulation from a GIG(p, a, b) is required.

The following example offers a simple stylized illustration.

Example 1. Suppose that we observe independent and identically distributed
data y; | p,0? ~ Normal (u,ag), i € {1,2,...,n}, with p and o* unknown.
We assign independent priors to p and o with u ~ Normal (90, 7'02) and 0% ~
GIG (po, ao, bo) - Letting y = (y1, - . - ,yn)—r

from the posterior distribution of (,u, 02) by iterating between the full conditional

and § = L3 | ys, we can simulate



distributions

p| 0%,y ~ Normal (971,7'3)
o? | Yy ~ GIG (pnuanubn)u

where

and

n
n
Pn=P0— 5 @n=0a0, bn=0bo+ Z(?Ji - p)*.

We can leverage the results of this section to derive a Gibbs sampler that
does mot require simulating directly from the GIG(p,a,b). If p, < —1/2, we
can introduce an auziliary variable w and iterate through the full conditional

distributions

p| 0%,y ~ Normal (Hn, 7’3)

o? | p,w,y ~ InvGauss (\/bn/(an + 2w), bn)

w| p,0%,y ~ Gamma (—(p, + 1/2),0%) .
If pn, > —1/2, the full conditional distributions are

w| 0%,y ~ Normal (971,7'2)

o? | p,w,y ~ InvGauss (\/ (bn, + 2w)/an, by + 2w)

w| p,0”,y ~ Gamma (p, +1/2,1/5%) .

The Gibbs sampler in Algorithm [Ilis geometrically ergodic, which is a prop-
erty that quantifies the rate of convergence of the Gibbs sampler to its stationary
distribution. It also ensures that inferences made with draws from the chain are
well-behaved. In particular, if {X;}? , are draws from the chain and we want
to estimate a function f(X) with finite E[f(X)?*¢] for some € > 0, geometric
ergodicity ensures that >, f(X;)/n is approximately normal [10].

More formally, geometric ergodicity can be defined as follows (our exposition
mirrors that in [21I]). Let the k-step ahead transition kernel of the Markov chain
be

PE((2,), A] = P[(Xisr, Yirs) € A| (X, Vi) = (2,1)],



where A is a PF-measurable set. In our context, A € B(R%), where B(R%) are
the Borel sets on R?. Let m(-) be the probability measure of the stationary
distribution of the chain. Then, geometric ergodicity requires the existence of a
function M(-,-) and a constant ¢ € (0, 1) so that

sup  |P*[(z,y), A] - m(A)] < "M (z,y)
AeB(R3)

for all (x,y) in the support of (X,Y), which in our case is RZ. In other words,
the total variation distance between the k-step ahead kernel and the stationary
distribution decreases exponentially fast in k for all (z,y) € Ri.

We use Theorem 3.5 in [2]] to establish that the Gibbs sampler described in
Algorithm [ is geometrically ergodic. Since the densities involved are all con-
tinuous, the proof amounts to showing that there exist functions f, g : [0,00) —

[1,00) and constants j, k, m,n > 0 with jm < 1 so that
Ef(X) 1Y =yl <jgly) +k,  ElgY)|X =a] <mf(x)+n,
with Cy = {y : g(y) < d} compact for all d > 0.

Proposition 3. The data-augmented composition Gibbs sampler in Algorithm[l

is geometrically ergodic.

Algorithm [ describes a composition Gibbs sampler because X and Y are
always sampled in the same order. Random sequence scan and random scan
Gibbs samplers can be defined in an analogous manner. In random sequence
scan and random scan Gibbs samplers, the order in which X and Y are sampled
is random and can change from iteration to iteration (see, for example, [21] for
further details). The results in [21] imply that the analogous random sequence

scan and random scan Gibbs samplers are also geometrically ergodic.

3 Exact sampling and CDF evaluation for half-
integer p

The main results of this section reveal a relationship between GIGs with different
values of p. Proposition [4]leads to the first algorithm in the literature for exact,
rejection-free simulation from the GIG(p,a,b) for half-integer p. Proposition
leads to a simple algorithm for evaluating the CDF of the GIG(p,a,b) for
half-integer p. The results can be established using Theorem 2.4 of [20].



Proposition 4. If X ~ GIG(p,a,b) and p > 1, then X =4 Y + E for indepen-

dent random variables Y and E with

fy(y) =wGIG(y | p—2,a,b) + (1 —w) GIG(y | p— 1,a,b)
Kp—o(Vab) /K,(Vab) € (0,1)

and E ~ Exp(a/2).

w

The exact sampling algorithm for half-integer p (Algorithm [2) is a direct
consequence of Proposition @l As described, the algorithm generates a single
random number. To draw more than one number, one can wrap Algorithm

within a for loop.

Algorithm 2 rgig.half: Sampling from GIG(p, a, b) for half-integer p
Require: pe {...,-3/2,-1/2,1/2,3/2,...},a > 0,b >0
if p < 0 then
x + 1/rgig.half(—p, b, a)
else if p =1/2 then

y ~ InvGauss(y/a/b, a)
x4+ 1/y
else

w = Ky 3(Vab) /Ky (Vab)
U ~ Unif(0,1)
E ~ Exp(a/2)
if U < w then
x + rgig.half(p — 2,a,b) + E
else
x + rgig.half(p — 1,a,b) + E
end if
end if

return x

The algorithm for evaluating the CDF of the GIG for half-integer p (Algo-
rithm [3) relies on the following recurrence formula, which is a consequence of

Proposition [4

Proposition 5. Let G,(x) be the CDF of the GIG(p, a,b). For half-integer p
such that |p| > 1/2, the following recurrence holds:

Gyla) = wGiy-aa) + (1= w)Gyr(0) — exo { 57 L1, (0),
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and T'(+,-) is the incomplete gamma function [1.

The CDFs G_y/ and Gy/p are both known. The former is the CDF of
InvGauss(+/b/a,b). The latter can be evaluated with the CDF of an inverse
Gaussian because if X ~ GIG(—p,b,a), then 1/X ~ GIG(p, a,b) [22].

Proposition [O] suggests the implementation of a recursive algorithm that re-
peatedly calls the function to obtain G,_2 and G,_; until reaching the base
case. However, the bottom-up approach described in Algorithm [3] is substan-
tially faster for moderate to large p because it avoids redundant computations.
The algorithm could be optimized further by storing the evaluations of the
Bessel functions as they are computed. We do not pursue this in Algorithm [3]
to simplify our exposition.

The base cases of the algorithms involve the inverse Gaussian distribution.
Generating random draws from the inverse Gaussian and evaluating its CDF
is straightforward. Both algorithms require the evaluation of the modified
Bessel function of the second kind for half-integer orders of p. This can be
done using well-known properties (see, for instance, [I]): (1) K_,(2) = K,(2),
(2) Kyp2(2) = \/7/2z exp{—z}, and (3) the recurrence formula K, 1(z) =
WK, (2)/z+ K,-1(2).

It is not uncommon that statistical methods require sampling from or eval-
uating the CDF of the GIG(p,a,b) for half-integer p. [13] introduce a stick-
breaking representation for the normalized inverse Gaussian process [26] whose
practical value depends upon being able to efficiently simulate from the GIG
for half-integer p. In both [7] and [27], GIG(p, a, b) full conditional distributions
have half-integer p parameters for the priors considered. [I8] present a data
augmentation scheme for models that include gamma functions that requires
simulating from a sum of independent GIGs for which p = —3/2. [31] describe
several financial and actuarial applications in which one needs to evaluate the
CDF of the GIG(p, a,b) for half-integer p.

4 Conclusions

This article introduced representations of the generalized inverse Gaussian dis-

tribution that lead to simple algorithms for generating random draws and evalu-



Algorithm 3 pgig.half: CDF of GIG(p, a,b) for half integer p
Require: z >0,pe{...,-3/2,-1/2,1/2,3/2,..},a>0,b> 0
if p < 0 then
1 — pgig.half(1/z, —p, b, a)
else
v + vector(length = p + 1/2)
v[1] + P[InvGauss(y/a/b,b) > 1/x]
if length(v) > 1 then
w + K_15(vab)/ K3 5(v/ab)
jon w(ab)™/40(1/2,8) | (1—w)(ab)/*T(-1/2,L)
212K, 5 (vab) 272K, 5 (Vab)
k + exp{—ax/2}
v[2] < wpgig.half(z, —1/2,a,b) + (1 — w)v[1] — kI
if length(v) > 2 then
for ¢ in 3 : length(v) do
w ¢ K;_5/2(Vab) /K _1/5(v/ab)

7 w(ab)(i’5/2)/2r‘(5/2—i,%) (1—w)(ab)(i*3/2)/2r(3/2—i,%)
T TR, (Vab) 21712 K g/>(Vab)
vfi] & woli — 2]+ (1 —w)v[i — 1] — kI

end for
end if
end if
return v[length(v)]
end if

ating its CDF. As future work, it would be interesting to study if there are anal-
ogous representations for the matrix-variate version of the generalized inverse
Gaussian [, 9] [I7], a probability distribution over symmetric positive-definite

matrices that includes the Wishart and inverse Wishart as special cases.
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A Proofs of Propositions

Proposition 1. The PDF of the GIG(p,a,b) for p # —1/2 can be written as a

continuous mizture of inverse Gaussian distributions:

fxle) = / " (@ |9 fr () dy,

where fx(x) is the PDF of the GIG(p, a,b), fy(y) is a PDF with support on Ry,
and fxy(x | y) is an inverse Gaussian PDF. The parameters of the distributions
depend on whether p < —1/2 orp > —1/2. If p < —1/2, then

Ixy (@ | y) = InvGauss(z | /b/(a+2y),b)

fy(y) = Zio y~PT3/2) exp {— ba + Zy)}
b2 BT (—p — 1/2) K,(vab)

ar/? \/m

If p > —1/2, then

Ixy (@ | y) = InvGauss(z | v/ (b+ 2y)/a, b+ 2y)

p—1/2
fy(y) = Zil jT—Zy eXP{— a(b+ 29)}
s bP/2 /2T (p 4 1/2) K, (Vab)
L= ap/Qﬁ )

Proof. First, we find fx|y(z | y). Along the way, we derive fy|x(y | x), which

will be useful for deriving a Gibbs sampler. We consider two cases: p < —1/2
and p > —1/2.
Case p < —1/2: Up to proportionality constants, the PDF fx(z) of the
GIG(p,a,b) is
fx(x) o< 2Pt/ 2 InvGauss(z | \/b/a,b).

The term zPT1/2 can be represented as follows

/2 Jo y™#T3/2 exp (—ay) dy
(p<—1/2) D(=(p+1/2)) ’

SO we can write
fx(x) < InvGauss(z | v/b/a,b) / y~PH3/2) exp (—zy) dy.
0
If we define

g(z,y) = InvGauss(z | \/b/a,b) y~ P32 exp (—zy) 1(z > 0,y > 0),

11



then g(z,y) is non-negative and continuous. Therefore, by Tonelli’s theorem, the
double integral on R% of g(x,y) is equal to the iterated integral, which is finite.
This implies that g(z,y) can be normalized to be a joint PDF fx y(x,y)
g(x,y) whose marginal in X is fx(z). By inspecting g(x,y), we can easily
deduce that

X |Y =y ~ InvGauss(1/b/(a + 2y),b)

Y| X =2~ Gamma(—(p + 1/2), x).

Case p > —1/2: We use the same argument for p < —1/2 but with a differ-

ent integral representation for 2P+1/2. In this case, we use the representation

s de Y explya) dy
T(p+1/2)

We can rewrite the PDF of the GIG(p, a,b) as
fx(x) < InvGauss(x | v/b/a,b) / yP12 exp (—y/z) dy.
0

By Tonelli’s theorem, the joint PDF of (X,Y) is proportional to

fxy(xz,y) ocy?P~ /2 exp {— a(b+ 2y)} InvGauss(z | /(b + 2y)/a,b+ 2y).

The conditional distributions are

X |Y =y~ InvGauss(+/ (b + 2y)/a, b+ 2y)
Y| X =2~ Gamma(p + 1/2,1/x).

Lastly, we find fy(y). Again, we treat the cases p < —1/2 and p > —1/2
separately. If p < —1/2, then:

[P Ixaly
Fw== ) Ralo®

_ /°° InvGauss(z | \/b/(a + 2y),b) de
0

Gamma(y | —(p+1/2),z)
= Zoy" 7 exp(b'/?(a +2y)'/?),

where
bP+D/291/2D (—p — 1/2) K (a/2b'/?)
ap/271/2 :

Zy =

12



Ifp>—-1/2:
[T Ix(]y)
R A
_ /°° InvGauss(z | /(b +2y)/a, b+ 2y) de
0

Gammal(t | p+1/2,1/x)
=Z1y PV (b+2y)"? exp {a1/2(b + 21/)1/2} :

dx

where

_ 2Y20(p+1/2)K, (a¥/?b'/?)
1= 71/2(q/b)p/2

O

Proposition 2. Let fx|y(z) and fy(y) be as defined in Proposition 1. If p <
—1/2, then Y | X = & ~ Gamma(—(p + 1/2),z). If p > —1/2, then Y | X =
x ~ Gamma(p +1/2,1/x).

Proof. We found these distributions in Proposition 1. They can be derived after
inspecting the joint distributions (up to proportionality constants). If p < —1/2,
then

Ix.y (2, y) o< InvGauss(z | \/b/a,b) y~PT3/2) exp (—ay),

from which it is straightforward to deduce that
Y| X =2z~ Gamma(—(p + 1/2), x).
If p > —1/2, then
fxy(z,y) occy?P" /2 exp {— a(b+ 2y)} InvGauss(z | /(b 4+ 2y)/a, b+ 2y),
which implies that
Y| X =2~ Gamma(p + 1/2,1/x).
O

Proposition 3. The data-augmented composition Gibbs sampler in Algorithm

1 is geometrically ergodic.

Proof. As we stated in the main text, we prove this result by checking that the

conditions of Theorem 3.5 in [2I] are satisfied. The proof amounts to showing

13



that there exist functions f,g : [0,00) — [1,00) and constants j,k,m,n > 0
with jm < 1 so that

E[f(X)|Y =yl <jgly) +k,  E}g(Y)|X =z] <mf(z)+n,

with Cy = {y : g(y) < d} compact for all d > 0. We prove the results for
p < —1/2 and p > 1/2 separately.
Case p < —1/2: Define
6 =3/(20)
p=3(1/2—p)/(2b)
f(z) =1+a(l/z—0)% 0<a<b?/(p*—1/4)
gy) =1+B8y—n?  */b* <B<a/(p®-1/4).
The set {y : g(y) < d} is compact for all d > 0 and f,g: [0,00) — [1, 00).

We find the conditional expectations of f and g and bound them. We start
with the conditional expectation of f:

E[f(X) |V =y = 1+ {Var(1/X | ¥ = y) + [E(1/X | Y =) - 0]},
Using well-known properties of the inverse Gaussian distribution, we find

Var(1/X | Y =y) = (a+ 2y)/?b73/2 + 2572
E(1/X|Y =y)—0=(a+2y)"*0"/2 + b~ = (3/2)b~ .

Rearranging terms, we obtain

E[f(X)|Y =y] = 1+ 9a/(4b%) + aa/b+ 2ay/b
=1+9a/(4b*) + aa/b+ 2au/b+ 2a(y — p)/b
<14 9a/(4b%) + aa/b+ 2ap/b+ g(y),

where the last inequality holds because 3 > «2/b%. The inequality can be

rewritten as

E[f(X) Y =y <jgly) +k
j=1
k=1+9a/(4b*) + aa/b+ 2au/b.

14



Both j and k are positive, which is required by Theorem 3.5 in [21]. Now, we

find the conditional expectation of g and bound it:
E[g(Y) | X = 2] =1+ﬁ{Var(Y|X:x)+[]E(Y|X:x)—u]2}

=147 {—(p—|— 1/2)z7 2+ [—(p+1/2)a™" - uf}
=14 B(1/2—p)/(4%) + B(* — 1/4) [1/x — 6]*
<1+96(1/2 - p)/(46%) + B(p* — 1/4)f(x)/ v

We can rewrite the inequality as

E[g(Y) | X =z] <mf(z) +n
m = B(p® —1/4)/a

n=1+095(1/2 — p)/(4b?),

where m,n > 0, as required by Theorem 3.5 in [2I]. It remains to show that

jm < 1. Given our choices of o and g,
0<Bp*—1/4)/a<1

and the interval (a2 /b, o/ (p?> — 1/4)) is nonempty. This completes the proof for
this case.
Case p > —1/2:Let 0 <~y <1 and
0 =1/(2a)

p=(p+1/2)/(2a)
f(@) =1+ a(z —0)?, a>0

g) =148y —w?  B>max[a’/(v%a),a/(p+1/2)7.

Again, {y : g(y) < d} is compact for all d > 0 and f,g : [0,00) — [1,00). We

bound the conditional expectations. We start with f:
E[f(X) | Y =y]=1+a{Var(X | ¥ = y) + [E(X | Y =) - 0]}
2
=1+a {(b +2y)/2a73/% 4 [(b + 29)/2a71/2 - 9} }

4a®) + ab/a + 2op/a + 20y — p)/a
4a®) + ab/a + 2au/a + vg(y).

=1+«
<l+a/

(
(

15



The inequality holds because 3 > o?/(y?a?). Therefore,

E[f(X) Y =yl <jg(y) + k
J=n
kE=1+a/(4a®) + ab/a + 2ap/a,

where j and k are positive, as required by Theorem 3.5 in [2I]. Finally, we

bound the conditional expectation of g:

Eg(Y)| X =2]=1+8{Var(Y | X =z)+ [E(Y | X = 2) — yJ*}
=1+8{(p+1/2)2* +[(p+ 1/2)x — p]*}
=14+ B(p+1/2)z* + Bp+ 1/2)*(x — 0)?
= B(p+1/2)z* + [B(p+1/2)* — al(z — 0)* + f(x)
=Q(z) + f(x)
< co+ f(z),

where ¢y > 0 because the quadratic Q(z) is strictly positive. We can rewrite
the inequality as
Elg(Y) | X =] <mf(z) +n
m=1
n = Cop,

where m,n > 0. It remains to show that jm < 1. Since 0 < v < 1 by

assumption, the proof is now complete. O

Proposition 4. If X ~ GIG(p,a,b) and p > 1, then X =4 Y + E for indepen-

dent random variables Y and E with

fy(y) =wGIG(y | p—2,a,b) + (1 —w) GIG(y | p— 1,a,b)
w = K,_»(vVab)/K,(Vab) € (0,1)

and E ~ Exp(a/2).

Proof. First, we prove that the PDF of the generalized inverse Gaussian distri-
bution for p > 1 can be written as a continuous mixture of truncated exponential

random variables. After that, it will be straightforward to prove the main result.
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More precisely, we show that
0= [ favle | )i dy
0

= /000 gexp{—g(x—y)} L(z > y) fv(y) dy,

where
fy(y) =wGIG(y | p—2,a,b) + (1 —w)GIG(y | p— 1, a,b)
Kp—2(\/%)
Ky(Vab) -
Let @ > 0,b> 0,p > 1, and define:
a a
f(z) =Exp(x | a/2) = 5 €XP (—5:17) 1(z > 0)
(/b2 (-1
e P—
2K, (Vap) L 2

g(x) = GIG(z | p,a,b) = (az + b/a:)} 1(z > 0).

The ratio ) /21
glz) ab/*= b1 _i
o)~ DT (D) o exp | —o 1(x > 0)

is monotone non-decreasing in > 0 for p > 1, so we can apply Theorem 2.4 in

[20] to write g(z) as a mixture of truncated Exp(a/2) random variables:

g(z) = GIG(x | p,a,b) = /Ooogexp{—g(:v —y)} (x> y) fy(y)dy.

By Theorem 2.4 in [20], the mixing density fy (y) is

Frin = (42 )/f

7#)/2 : {b P4 (p-1) pﬂe { 1( +b/ )} 1(y > 0)
= = - xp< —=(a

oK (vaD) 12 p—1)y py—5lay+b/y) e 1y
=wGIG(y |p—2,a,b)+ (1 —w)GIG(y | p— 1,a,b).

Now, we prove the main result. Let X =Y + E. Tt remains to show that

X =4 X. By the convolution formula,

—/000 fe(z—y)fy(y)dy
_ / T Exp(e -y | a/2) fy (4) dy
:/Ooogexp{—g(x—y)} Lz =y) fr(y)dy

= GIG(z | p,a,b),
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as we wanted to show. O

Proposition 5. Let G,(x) be the CDF of the GIG(p, a,b). For half-integer p
such that [p| > 1/2, the following recurrence holds:

Gyla) = wGiy-aa) + (1= w)Gyr(0) — exo { 57 L1, (0),

B w(ab)(P—2)/2 b (1 — w)(ab)P—1/2 b
Ip(x) B 2p*1Kp72(\/E)F <2 P g) N 2PKp,1(\/E) ' (1 P g)

and T'(+,-) is the incomplete gamma function [1.

Proof. Let G, be the CDF of GIG(p, a,b). Then,

Gl = [ ( / T e {2 ) dx> fr(w) dy
= [T 1o { =D 0y
=/Oz [1—6XP{@H fy(y)dy

— ["star-ew (57 [ (F) srtwran

On the one hand,

/0 "y () dy = wGpa(@) + (1 — w)Cpo (x),

where G,_2 and G,_1 are the CDFs of GIG(p — 2,a,b) and GIG(p — 1,a,b),
respectively. On the other hand,

/Oz exp (%) fr(y)dy = L,(x)

_ w0 b Q- w)e)rVE b
Ip(x)_ﬁlez(\/@F(Q p’2:zr>jL WK, 1(vab) F(l p’2x)’

where I'(+, -) is the incomplete gamma function [I]. O
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