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Abstract

The links between the mean families of Lehmer and Hölder and the weighted maximum likeli-
hood estimator have recently been established in the case of a regular univariate exponential family. In
this article, we will extend the outcomes obtained to the multivariate case. This extension provides a
probabilistic interpretation of these families of means and could therefore broaden their uses in various
applications.
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1 Introduction

Consider numerical observations; it is common to calculate their mean and refer to it as central tendency.

There are, however, different measures of mean [4]. These measurements are sometimes grouped into fam-

ilies, like Lehmer and Hölder. Distinguishing these measures and better understanding their use involves

identifying the link between them and probability density functions (PDFs). For example, the arithmetic

mean is the maximum likelihood estimator (MLE) of the position parameter for the normal PDF and the

scale parameter for the exponential PDF. For the families of Lehmer and Hölder means, such an interpreta-

tion has only recently been proposed for the case of PDFs in the case of the univariate exponential family

Let’s consider digital observations; it is often common to calculate their mean and designate it as a central

tendency. However, there are various measures of the average [2]. These measures are sometimes grouped

into families, such as Lehmer and Hölder. Distinguishing these mean measures and gaining a deeper under-

standing of their use involves identifying the connection between them and the probability density functions
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(PDFs). For instance, the arithmetic mean is the maximum likelihood estimator of the position parameter

for the normal PDF and the scale parameter for the exponential PDF. For the Lehmer and Hölder families

of means, such an interpretation has only recently been proposed for the case of PDFs in the univariate

exponential family case [16].

In the following text, the terms ”mean”, ”mean family”, and “central tendency” are used interchangeably.

This paper extends the work in [9] to the multivariate case. We establish the relationship between the

weighted maximum likelihood estimator (MWLE) and the Lehmer and Hölder family of means in the con-

text of the multivariate exponential family. Specifically, we demonstrate that: 1) these means are MWLEs

for a subset of this family of PDFs; 2) the MWLE not only depends on a PDF, as shown in existing maxi-

mum likelihood estimator characterization studies [16], but also on the relevance of the data. These corre-

spondences offer a probabilistic explanation for these means, potentially broadening their applicability in

different domains that rely on maximum likelihood estimation. The paper is organized as follows. The next

section outlines the two central tendencies. In section 3, we derive MWLEs and illustrate their connection

to these central tendencies. Section 4 presents a case study.

2 Lehmer’s and Hölder’s Central tendencies

Let us define the notion of centrality for one random variable X j and its observations (x1, j, ...,xn, j), where

(xi, j)1≤i≤n ∈ R≥0. Several formulas exist for calculating the mean of our observations, and most of them

are a particular case of the generalized f-mean, known also as the generalized Kolmogorov mean [21]:

µ j = f−1(
1
n

n

∑
i=1

f (xi, j)) (1)

where the function f : R≥0 → R≥0 is continuous and increasing. The Hölder family of means H( j)
α is

particular cases of the generalized f-mean, where α ∈ R is the Hölder parameter. It is obtained by setting

f (x) = xα :

H( j)
α = (

∑
n
i=1 w(xi, j)xα

i, j

∑
n
i=1 w(xi, j)

)1/α (2)

Where w is weight function. Due to its connection with the p-norm, it is widely used in information

technology, finance, health, and human development assessment, pattern recognition, among many other

areas [15, 8, 19]. Lehmer L( j)
α is an alternative to the f-mean and it is given by:

L( j)
α =

∑
n
i=1 w(xi, j)xα

i, j

∑
n
i=1 w(xi, j)xα−1

i, j
(3)
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It is used in differential evolution [5], neural networks [17], extreme events estimation [13], and depressive

disorders characterization [1]. Both families are bounded by the smallest and greatest values of the sample

and are continuously non-decreasing functions with respect to α . For the purpose of comparison between

both, Fig. 1.a represents the Lehmer and Hölder central tendencies of the two equiprobably numbers x1, j =

0.6 and x2, j = 2 as function of α and the arithmetic mean as a basis. The Lehmer is greater than the Hölder

when α > 1, lower for α < 1, and equal when α = −∞,1,+∞. The Pythagorean central tendencies are

particular cases; the geometrical mean H( j)
0 = L( j)

0.5 when n = 2, the arithmetic mean H( j)
1 = L( j)

1 , and the

harmonic mean H( j)
−1 = L( j)

0 . Moreover, the slope of the Lehmer is higher than the Hölder, i.e. the Lehmer

reaches the lowest and highest values more quickly. Both are smaller than the arithmetic mean when α < 1,

greater when α > 1 and equal when α = 1. The reader can find more details about these means in [4, 6].

An important issue we want to address is the explanation of the data selection embedded in the central

tendencies. Drawing inspiration from the interpretation of the mean described in [3], we provide two data

selection mechanisms embedded in each of Lehmer and Hölder means. The first is the w-weight w()

encoding knowledge about the observations, such as the frequency or prior knowledge. The higher w(xi, j),

the more xi, j contributes to the central tendency. The second mechanism is the v-weight v(xi, j) based on the

value xi, j; that is to say that a measurement contributes to the calculation of the central tendency according

to its value xi, j. More precisely, the Hölder and Lehmer v-weighted means can be written, respectively, as:

H( j)
α = (

n

∑
i=1

vh(xi, j)xi, j)
1/α and L( j)

α =
n

∑
i=1

vl(xi, j)xi, j (4)

where vl(xi, j) = w(xi, j)xα−1
i, j /∑

n
i=1 w(xi, j)xα−1

i, j and vh(xi, j) = w(xi, j)xα−1
i, j /∑

n
i=1 w(xi, j). Note that while the

sum of the v-weights is equal to one (i.e. ∑
n
i=1 vl(xi, j) = 1) in the case of Lehmer, it is not the same for

Hölder because ∑
n
i=1 vh(xi, j) = (H( j)

α−1)
α−1 for α ̸= 1. The link between the two means is straightforward

L( j)
α = (H( j)

α )α/(H( j)
α−1)

α−1. To better illustrate these v-weights, let us consider again the two equiprobably

numbers x1, j = 0.6 and x2, j = 2. Fig. 1.b depicts vh(0.6) = 0.6α/2 and vl(0.6) = 0.6α/(0.6α + 2α) and

Fig. 1.c vh(2) = 2α/2 and vl(2) = 2α/(0.6α +2α) as function of α . The function vz(0.6) is decreasing and

vz(2) is increasing in α , where z is either l or h. In other words, the relevance of x1, j = 0.6 (resp. x2, j = 2) is

decreasing (resp. increasing) when α is increasing. Hence, one of the data selection mechanisms embedded

in the two means involves increasing values above one and weakening values below one.
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a) b) c)

Figure 1: (a) Three means between 0.6 and 2 as function of α . The arithmetic mean is displayed as a basis
for comparison. (b) The weights mh(0.6) and ml(0.6) as a function of α . (c) The weights mh(2) and ml(2)
as a function of α .

3 Maximum likelihood estimates

Let us go considering the weighted data

D = X ×U =

xi,1 ... x1,k u(xi,1, ...,x1,k)
...

...
...

...
xn,1 ... xn,k u(xn,1, ...,xn,k))

 (5)

where ∀i ∈ {1, ...,n}, u(xi) ∈ R>0 is a weight of the observation xi. The relationship between the weight

function u(x) and the previously introduced w-weight and v-weight will be further elaborated. Let us

consider that the data H as a realization of random vector X of distribution P(θ), with θ in Θ the space

parameter, where the PDF is in the multivariate exponential family supposed minimal. The latter is written

as follows:

f (x|θ) = a(x)exp(< η(θ),T (x)>−H(θ)) (6)

where H(θ) = ln
∫
Rk a(x)exp(< η(θ),T (x)>)dx is the normalizer, a(x) the basis measure associating non-

negative values to x regardless of θ , T (x) ∈ Rq is referred to as a sufficient statistic, and η(θ) ∈ Rq the

parametrization function which is supposed bijective on Θ. The quantity q being the degree of liberty of

our random vector, such as the elements of T (X) aren’t redundant (see Appendix B). By setting each of

a(x), T (x), and η(θ) to a specific value, several existing PDFs can be derived from Eq. 6 such as the

multinomial, multivariate Gaussian.

We will use the weighted likelihood to establish the relationship between Lehmer and Hölder’s central

tendencies with the MWLE. The weighted likelihood was proposed by Feifang Hu and which consists of

integrating observation weights into the Fisher likelihood [14]. Under the IID assumption, for the PDFs in

Eq. 6, the weighted likelihood of the weighed data D relatively to the naturals parameters η ∈ {η ,H(η)<

4



∞} is given by:

L(η) = ∏
i
(a(xi)exp(< η ,T (xi)>−H(η)))u(xi)

(7)

The positive weight function u(x) must be θ free. We define the log-weighted likelihood function such as:

ln(η) =
n

∑
i=1

u(xi)[ln(a(xi))+< η ,T (xi)>−H(η))] (8)

Equating the first derivative with respect to η of ln() to zero and resolving, leads us to write (Appendix A):

r(η) =
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)T (xi)

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

(9)

where r(η)=∇H(η). Since the derivative of H(η) wrt η is ∇H(η)=EX∼η [T (X)], then r(η)=EX∼η [T (X)],

where EX∼η [T (X)] is the expectation of T (X) relatively to the PDF of parameter η (Eq. 6) and with X a

random vector following the distribution P(η). By using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem

[7], the Hessian matrix of ln(η) wrt η is given by:

Hessln(η) =−(
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))KT (X),T (X) (10)

Where KT (X),T (X) is the covariance matrix of T (X) relatively to the PDF of parameter η which is a positive

semi-definite matrix and (∑n
i=1 u(xi)) the total weight which is positive and non-null. So ln() is concave,

and a critical point of ln() is also a global maximum of ln() (which is the MWLE by definition). This global

maximum is unique when the density belongs to the minimal exponential family [20]. It follows that there

is a one-to-one mapping between r() and its global maximum (where the inverse of a vector is the inverse

of its components), and, therefore, the critical point is:

η̂ = r−1(
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)T (xi)

∑
n
i=1 u(xi))

) (11)

η is supposed bijective so we can find θ̂ by numerical methods or find its form when it’s possible,

θ̂ = η
−1(η̂)

= η
−1(r−1(

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)T (xi)

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

))
(12)

Unlike Eq. 1, four functions are involved in this formula that are η(), r(), u(), and T (). This formula, less

specialized than the generalized f-mean in Eq. 1, will be used later to derive the Lehmer and Hölder means.

Another important issue concerns the selection of data, namely the function u(x) to use. In our case, the

objective is to use the functions u(x) which make it possible to derive Lehmer and Hölder means as MWLE.
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Comparing Eq. 9 and Hölder mean in Eq. 4 raised to α power gives u(xi) = w(xi) and T (xi) = (xα1
i,1, ...,x

αq
i,q)

with k ⩾ q (We explain why we need that k ⩾ q further); that is the MWLE estimator in Eq. 9 is a function

of Hölder mean. The subclass of PDFs from the multivariate exponential family leading to a function of

Hölder mean as MWLE has the form a(x)exp(∑q
i=1 xαi

i ηi(θ)−H(θ)) when u(x) = w(x).

For Lehmer’s estimator, the random variables need to be independents, comparing Eq. 9 and Lehmer

mean in Eq. 4 gives this form u(xi) = w(xi, j)x
α j−1
i, j and T (xi) = (xi,1, ...,xi,q) with k ⩾ q; that is the MWLE

estimator in Eq. 9 is a function of Lehmer mean. The subclass of PDFs from the multivariate exponential

family leading to a function of Lehmer mean as MWLE has the form a(x)exp(∑q
j=1 η(θ)x j −H(θ)) when

u(xi, j) = w(xi, j)x
α j−1
i, j .

Let us explain why k ≥ q: Consider the sufficient statistics and natural parameter of a multinomial distribu-

tion Multi(k,N,p) with k and N fixed, represented as:

P(X = xi) =
N!

xi,1!...xi,k!
exp(

k

∑
j=1

xi, jln(p j)),

xi = (xi, j)1≤ j≤k ∈ R such as ∑
j

x j = N

T (x) = x ∈ Rk, η(θ) = η(p) = (ln(p1), ..., ln(pk)), H(θ) = 0, a(xi) =
N!

xi,1!...xi,k! and q = k. However,

introducing ηk(η) = ln(pk) poses a challenge, as it would render the model non-identifiable. This non-

identifiability arises from H(η) = 0 and ∇H(η) = 0, implying that the entire Rk becomes a critical point

of ln(η) in Eq. 8.

4 Case studies

To illustrate our formulas we’ll use the Weibull distribution. This density is used in various applications,

including image processing [10], survival analysis [11], and extreme value theory [12]. To obtain the

Lehmer and Holder means as MWLE, we focus on the scenario of independent variables. In the following

sections, we present the Lehmer case first and then proceed to the Hölder case.

Let be X = (X1,X2,X3)∼Weibull(λ ,k) with λ = (λ1,λ2,λ3) ∈ R3
≥0 of shape k = (k1,k2,k3) ∈ R3

≥0. As X

has independent random variable elements, so:

f (xi) =
3

∏
j=1

f (xi, j) =
3

∏
j=1

(
k j

λ j
(
xi, j

λ j
)k j−1e

−
xi, j
λ j ) (13)
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The Weibull PDF belongs to the exponential family when:

a(xi) = xk1−1
i,1 xk2−1

i,2 xk3−1
i,3

exp(H(λ )) =
k1k2k3

λ
k1
1 λ

k2
2 λ

k3
3

T (xi) =
(

xk1
i,1 , xk2

i,2 , xk3
i,3

)
η(λ ) =

(
λ
−k1
1 , λ

−k2
2 , λ

−k3
3

)
(14)

As a reminder, ∀i ∈ {1,2,3} the moments of Xi is given by:

∀t ≥ 0, EXi∼ηi[X
t
i ] = λ

t
i Γ(1+

t
ki
) (15)

Let us recall that this PDF belongs to the minimal exponential family. In this case, the vector η is then

unique (see Appendix B). In order to validate the use of the Hölder and Lehmer mean families as MWLE,

we use the data D of the U.S. Senate statewide 1976–2020 elections [18] to illustrate our calculations:

The dataset D is composed of three variables representing the proportion of votes for each political par-

ties DEMOCRATS, OTHERS and REPUBLICANS. ”OTHERS” being the less important political parties

regrouped together. The proportions of votes a political party obtains are the random variables: X1 for

DEMOCRATS, X2 for REPUBLICANS and X3 for OTHER. There were 24 elections between 1967-2020;

that is according to Eq. 5, the data D is a 24x3 matrix. In what follows, we estimate the average vote for

each political party.

4.1 Lehmer’s mean

Let be D = H ×U (see Eq. 5). Let us recall that the Lehmer mean family is derived when the shape

parameter k = 1. So, Tj(xi, j) = xi, j, u(xi, j) = w(xi, j)x
β j−1
i, j with w(xi, j) = 1. In this case Eq. 9 and Eq. 14 is

rewritten as:

r(η) =
(

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)xi,1
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)

,
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)xi,2
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)

,
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)xi,3
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)

)
=
(
EX1∼η1[X1] , EX2∼η2[X2] , EX3∼η3[X3]

) (16)

Substituting t = k1 = 1 in Eq. 15, r(η) is rewritten as:

r(η) =
(
λ1 , λ2 , λ3

)
=λ

(17)

Then:
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λ ∼
(

∑
n
i=1 xβ1

i,1

∑
n
i=1 xβ1−1

i,1

,
∑

n
i=1 xβ2

i,2

∑
n
i=1 xβ2−1

i,2

,
∑

n
i=1 x

β3
i,3

∑
n
i=1 x

β3−1
i,3

)
In Fig. 2, on average, the Democrats (λ1) are more likely to be voted in the U.S Senate than the Republicans

(λ2) or the Others (λ3). The average here is not a specific value, but rather a function of βi, ranging from the

minimum of our data sample as βi approaches −∞, to its maximum value as βi approaches +∞. The choice

of a value to express the tendency may depend on external factors, such as favoring certain elections over

others. However, regardless of the value of βi, there are invariants such as the order relation of the lambdas

(λ1 > λ2 > λ3) or that a lambda function is non-decreasing in β .

4.2 Hölder’s mean

The Hölder’s mean as MWLE can be found here because Tj(xi) = xk j
i, j, u(xi) = w(xi). We use Eq. 9 and 14

to find the first condition to have the MWLE:

r(η) =

(
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)x

k1
i,1

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

,
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)x

k2
i,2

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

,
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)x

k3
i,3

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

)
=
(
EX1∼η1[X

k1
1 ] , EX2∼η2[X

k2
2 ] , EX3∼η3[X

k3
3 ]

) (18)

We notice that the components of this vector are non-centered moments of order k j. Let us recall that the

weighted Hölder mean family when u(xi) = w(xi) = 1. Eq. 18 is rewritten as:

r(η) =
(

1
n ∑

n
i=1 xk1

i,1 ,
1
n ∑

n
i=1 xk2

i,2 ,
1
n ∑

n
i=1 xk3

i,3

)
(19)

Substituting t = k j in Eq. 15, r(η) is rewritten as:

r(η) =
(

λ
k1
1 , λ

k2
2 , λ

k3
3

)
(20)

The estimators of the proportions to vote for X1, X2 and X3 are then thanks to Eq. 20:

λ1 = (
1
n

n

∑
i=1

xk1
i,1)

1
k1 , λ2 = (

1
n

n

∑
i=1

xk2
i,2)

1
k2 and λ3 = (

1
n

n

∑
i=1

xk3
i,3)

1
k3 (21)

The figure 3 represents the three estimators of equation 21. It shows that λ1 > λ2 > λ3, so the prominent

political parties in the Senate is on average the DEMOCRATS, followed by the REPUBLICANS and then

the OTHERS. Here, the weight is u(xi) = 1, the data have the same weight. But the hölder’s mean parameter

k is also the shape parameter of the Weibull distribution, so it can adjust to our data. Besides, the MWLE

which depends on ki ∈ R≥0 is an increasing function. Furthermore, the Hölder’s mean goes from the

harmonic mean of our data sample when ki = 0 and tends to the maximum of our data sample when ki tends

to +∞.
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5 Comparison

We have shown that the Hölder mean and the Lehmer mean are MWLEs. There are significant differences

between them. In the Hölder mean, the parameter ki is always positive, while in the case of the Lehmer

mean, the parameter βi can be negative. Consequently, depending on ki, the Hölder mean is located between

the harmonic mean and the maximum observation. In contrast, the Lehmer mean is located between the

minimum observation and the maximum observation. The parameters of these two estimators fulfill differ-

ent roles: ki is a shape parameter of the PDF, calculable from the data, but β implements a data selection.

Both estimators are non-decreasing in k for Hölder and β for Lehmer. However, the Hölder mean increases

at a slower rate than the Lehmer mean over the entire range from 0 to +∞, as indicated by their slopes (see

Fig. 2 and Fig. 3).

6 Conclusions

Among the infinite definitions of the mean, there are the families of Lehmer and Hölder means. These

mean families are used quite often. Recently, their link with maximum likelihood estimators has been

established only in the case of univariate probability densities. In this article, we have shown that these two

families of means are maximum likelihood estimators in the case of weighted data and PDFs belonging to

the multivariate exponential family. We therefore offer a probabilistic interpretation of these mean families

in multidimensional spaces.

A The MWLE

The objective of this appendix is to derive the MWLE. Let be D = H ×U a weighted dataset of n obser-

vation sampled from a random vector X = (X1, ...,Xk) of joint distribution P(θ) of parameter θ ∈ Θ ⊂ Rk

(see Eq. 5). We define the weighted log-likelihood function relatively to the natural parameter η is given

by:

ln(η) =
n

∑
i=1

u(xi)[ln(a(xi))+< η ,T (xi)>−H(η))]

ln() is a C2 function relatively to η because it is the log of the exponential function. The parameters η ,

T () and H() are defined in Eq. 6. We will now maximize the weighted log-likelihood. To this end, when

differentiating partially by η j, j ∈ {1, ...,q} we find:

∂ ln
∂η j

(η) =
n

∑
i=1

u(xi)(<
∂η

∂η j
,T (xi)>− ∂H

∂η j
(η))) (22)

9



Where:
∂H
∂η j

(η) =

∫
Rk
⩾0

< ∂η

∂η j
,T (x)> a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>)dx∫

Rk
⩾0

a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>)dx

=

∫
Rk
⩾0

Tj(x)a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>)dx∫
Rk
⩾0

a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>)dx

= EX∼η [Tj(X)] (23)

Consequently, we can write:

∇H(η) = EX∼η [T (X)] (24)

∇ln(η) =
n

∑
i=1

u(xi)(T (xi)−EX∼η [T (X)]) (25)

The first order optimality condition leads to the critical point η∗:

r(η∗) = EX∼η∗[T (X)]

=
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)T (xi)

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

(26)

Let us now, examine the second order optimality condition. For this end, let’s compute the Hessian matrix

∀η ∈ Rq. ∀(i, j) ∈ {1, ...,q}, as ln() is a C2 function, by Cauchy-Schwartz:

∂ 2ln
∂ηi∂η j

(η) =
∂ 2ln

∂η j∂ηi
(η)

=−(
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))
∂EX∼η [Ti(X)]

∂η j
(η)

=−(
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))
∂EX∼η [Tj(X)]

∂ηi
(η)

(27)

=− (
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))[
∫
Rk
⩾0

Ti(x)Tj(x)a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>−H(η))dx

− (
∫
Rk
⩾0

Ti(x)a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>−H(η))dx)

(
∫
Rk
⩾0

Tj(x)a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>−H(η))dx)]

=−(
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))[EX∼η [Ti(X)Tj(X)]−EX∼η [Ti(X)]EX∼η [Tj(X)]]

=−(
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))[CovX∼η(Ti(X),Tj(X))]

So,

Hessln(η) =−(
n

∑
i=1

u(xi))KT (X),T (X) (28)

10



Where KT (X),T (X) is the covariance matrix of T (X) and ∑
n
i=1 u(xi) the total weight which is positive and non-

null. A covariance matrix is always a semi-definite positive matrix. So the Hessian matrix in Eq. 28 is a

negative semi-definite Matrix for any η . It follows that any critical point is a maximum. There are only two

possible forms of the Hessian: 1) positive definite, in this case ln() has a single maximum; 2) degenerates,

in this case it is possible that a maximum degenerates (i.e., an infinite number of maximums, a sadle point).

In appendix B, we will identify the class of the exponential family which has a single maximum. If so,

there is a one-to-one mapping between r() and η∗. The existence of unique maximum θ* requires that η()

is bijective on the space parameter Θ.

θ ∼ η
−1(r−1(

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)T (xi)

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

))

With r−1() and η−1() representing the inverse of the components of the vectors r() and η().

B Estimator uniqueness

The objectif of this appendix is to find the sub-class of PDFs such that the weighted likelihood ln() have an

unique maximum.

Theorem: Let be D = H ×U (see Eq. 5) and X = (X1, ...,Xk) a random vector following a distribution

P(η) with η ∈Rq, whose PDF belongs to a minimal exponential family, such as f (x|η)= a(x)exp(< η ,T (x)>−H(η)).

If a solution of the equation,

r(η) =
∑

n
i=1 u(xi)T (xi)

∑
n
i=1 u(xi)

(29)

exists then the weighted log-likelihood density function of X has a unique maximum, and ln() becomes

bijective at η∗.

Proof:

Let us recall that the covariance matrix is semi-definite positive; that is ∀y ∈ Rq \ {0}, ytKT (X),T (X)y > 0.

We would like find the class of exponential family PDFs leading to a strict inequality. In other words,

that case ytKT (X),T (X)y = 0 cannot happens for y ̸= 0. This can be demonstrated by proving that ∀y ∈
Rq \{0}, ytKT (X),T (X)y > 0. Let be y = (y1, ...,yq) ∈ Rq and η ∈ Rq,

ytKT (X),T (X)y

=

y1
...

yq


t ∑

q
j=1 y jCovX∼η(T1(X),Tj(X))

...
∑

q
j=1 y jCovX∼η(Tq(X),Tj(X))
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Figure 2: MWLE of λ as the Lehmer’s mean as function of β

=

y1
...

yq


t CovX∼η(T1(X),∑

q
j=1 y jTj(X))

...
CovX∼η(Tq(X),∑

q
j=1 y jTj(X))


=

q

∑
i=1

yiCovX∼η(Ti(X),
q

∑
j=1

y jTj(X))

=CovX∼η(
q

∑
i=1

yiTi(X),
q

∑
j=1

y jTj(X))

=VarX∼η(
p

∑
j=1

y jTj(X))

VarX∼η(∑
p
j=1 y jTj(X)) = 0 implies that ∑

p
j=1 y jTj(X) is constant. Let’s consider the minimal exponential

family, a subclass of the exponential family. In this family, we cannot have coefficients y ̸= 0 such that

∑
p
j=1 y jTj(X) is constant. Therefore, for this subclass, ytKT (X),T (X)y > 0 for y ̸= 0. It follows that the

Hessian is negatively defined (i.e. ln() is strictly convex), and thus the critical point is the unique maximum.
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