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Learning Coefficients in Semi-Regular Models

Yuki Kurumadani
∗

1 Abstract

Statistical learning models such as multilayer neural networks and mixed distributions are widely
used, and understanding the accuracy of these models is crucial for their use. Recent advances
have clarified theoretical learning accuracy in Bayesian inference, where metrics such as general-
ization loss and free energy are used to measure the accuracy of predictive distributions. It has
become clear that the asymptotic behavior of these metrics is determined by a rational number
specific to each statistical model, known as the learning coefficient (real log canonical threshold)
[2]. It is known that for learning models that satisfy the regularity conditions for the posterior
distribution to converge to a normal distribution, the learning coefficient becomes d/2 where d
is the number of the model’s parameters [2]. However, for singular models that do not satisfy
the regularity conditions, except for a few models such as reduced-rank regression [3], the exact
method for calculating the learning coefficient has not yet been discovered.

The problem of determining the learning coefficient is known to be reducible to the problem
of finding the normal crossing of Kullback-Leibler divergence in relation to algebraic geometry
[2]. In this context, it is crucial to perform appropriate coordinate transformations and blow-ups.
This paper attempts to derive appropriate variable transformations and blow-ups from the prop-
erties of the log-likelihood ratio function. That is, instead of dealing with the Kullback-Leibler
information itself, it uses the properties of the log-likelihood ratio function before taking the
expectation to calculate the real log canonical threshold. This approach has not been considered
in previous research.

Using these variable transformations and blow-ups, this paper provides the exact values of
the learning coefficients and their calculation methods for statistical models that meet simple
conditions next to the regular conditions (referred to as semi-regular models), and as specific
examples, provides the learning coefficients for semi-regular models with two parameters and for
those models where the random variables take a finite number of values.

2 Introduction

2.1 Definitions and Assumptions

Throughout this paper, we consider statistical models p(x|θ) with continuous parameters θ =
(θ1, . . . , θd) ∈ Θ(⊂ Rd)(d ≥ 1), and we denote the true distribution by q(x). The set of possible
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values for data x is denoted by χ. The statistical model is defined as realizable, meaning
there exists a parameter θ∗ such that q(x) = p(x|θ∗)a.s.. Such parameters θ∗ are referred to
as realization parameters, and the entire set of these parameters is denoted by Θ∗. The prior

distribution ϕ(θ) is assumed to satisfy ϕ(θ∗) > 0 for any realization parameter θ∗.
The random variable that follows the true distribution q is denoted by X, and EX [·] denotes the
operation of taking the average concerning the random variable X. In this paper, we assume that
the operations of taking expectations and partial derivatives with respect to θ are interchangeable.

The Kullback-Leibler divergence is defined as:

K(θ) := EX

[

log
p(X|θ∗)

p(X|θ)

]

and is assumed to be analytic around θ = θ∗. The log-likelihood ratio function is given by:

f(x|θ) := log
p(x|θ∗)

p(x|θ)

and is assumed to be L2 integrable and analytic around θ = θ∗.
For fixed data x, the m-th order terms of the Taylor expansion of the log-likelihood ratio

function f(x|θ) at θ = θ∗ for θ1, . . . , θs (s ≤ d) are defined as:

Fm(x|θ1, . . . , θs) :=
∑

i1+···+is=m
i1,...,is∈Z≥0

1

i1! · · · is!
×

∂mf(x|θ)

∂θi11 · · · ∂θiss

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

× (θ1 − θ1∗)
i1 · · · (θs − θs∗)

is

The Fisher information matrix at θ = θ∗ is denoted by I, i.e.,

I = Cov

(

∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

·
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

)

i,j=1,...,d

and its rank is denoted by r. The Hessian matrix of K(θ) at θ = θ∗ is denoted by J , i.e.,

J =

(

∂2K(θ)

∂θi∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

)

i,j=1,...,d

Generally, I and J do not coincide, but under the conditions of this paper, as will be seen later
in Remark 3.5, they do coincide.

2.2 What is a Learning Coefficient?

First, let us describe the framework of Bayesian theory. Consider a statistical model p(x|θ) with
parameters θ ∈ Rd(d ≥ 1), where x ∈ χ, and the true distribution is denoted by q(x). The
posterior distribution of the parameter θ given data X1, . . . ,Xn independently drawn from q(x)
is expressed as:

p(θ|X1, . . . ,Xn) =
ϕ(θ)

∏n
i=1 p(Xi|θ)

Zn
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where Zn :=
∫
ϕ(θ)

∏n
i=1 p(Xi|θ)dθ represents the marginal likelihood function. When a new

observation x is given, a statistical model marginalized over its posterior distribution is called a
predictive distribution, represented by:

p∗(x) :=

∫

p(x|θ)p(θ|X1, . . . ,Xn)dθ

This predictive distribution is used to estimate the true distribution q(x) under Bayesian theory.
The accuracy of the predictive distribution is measured by metrics such as the generalization

loss Gn and the free energy Fn:

Gn := −

∫

χ

q(x) log p∗(x)dx

Fn := − logZn = − log

∫

ϕ(θ)

n∏

i=1

p(Xi|θ)dθ

These metrics are known to take smaller values when the predictive distribution closely approx-
imates the true distribution.

When the true distribution q(x) is realizable by the statistical model p(x|θ), the generalization
loss Gn and the free energy Fn exhibit the following asymptotic behavior (i.e., the behavior as
the sample size n becomes large) using a positive rational number λ and an integer m greater
than or equal to 1 [2].

E[Gn] = −

∫

χ

q(x) log q(x)dx+
λ

n
−

m− 1

n log n
+ o

(
1

n log n

)

E[Fn] = −n

∫

χ

q(x) log q(x)dx+ λ log n− (m− 1) log log n+O(1)

Since the first term on the right-hand side of both expressions does not depend on the
statistical model p(x|θ), the asymptotic behaviors are determined by λ in the second term.
Thus, when comparing two learning models using these metrics, the value of λ becomes crucial
to determine which model better approximates the true distribution. Generally, this λ is referred
to as the learning coefficient. The learning coefficient λ is defined for the trio of the statistical
model p(x|θ), the true distribution q(x), and the prior distribution ϕ(θ).

2.3 Methods for Calculating Learning Coefficients Using Algebraic Geome-
try

It is known that the concept of learning coefficients coincides with the algebraic geometry concept
of the real log canonical threshold. The real log canonical threshold is defined using a tech-
nique known as resolution of singularities. Here, resolution of singularities refers to transforming
an analytic function F into normal crossing as specified by the following theorem:

Theorem 2.1 (Resolution of Singularities). [1][2, Theorem 2.3] Let F (x) be a real analytic
function defined near the origin in Rd and assume F (0) = 0. Then, there exists an open set
W ⊂ Rd containing the origin, a real analytic manifold U , and a proper analytic map g : U → W
satisfying the following conditions:
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(1) Define W0 := F−1(0) and U0 := g−1(W0). The map g : U − U0 → W −W0 is an analytic
isomorphism.

(2) At any point Q in U0, by taking local coordinates u = (u1, . . . , ud) with Q as the origin,
we can express:

F (g(u)) = a(u)uk11 uk22 · · · ukdd (2.1)
∣
∣g′(u)

∣
∣ =

∣
∣
∣b(u)uh1

1 uh2

2 · · · uhd

d

∣
∣
∣

where ki, hi(i = 1, . . . , d) are non-negative integers, and a(u), b(u) are real analytic func-
tions defined near the origin in Rd with a(0) 6= 0, b(0) 6= 0.

The expression as in (2.1) is referred to as normal crossing.
It should be noted that Theorem 2.1 is a local statement concerning the neighborhood of the

origin in Rd. In other words, if there are multiple points where singularities need to be resolved,
it is necessary to find (W,U, g) as guaranteed by this Theorem 2.1 at each point.

Definition 2.1 (Real Log Canonical Threshold). Let F be a real analytic function defined on
an open set O in Rd, and let C be a compact set containing O. For each point P in C satisfying
F (P ) = 0, by applying a coordinate transformation such that point P is moved to the origin of
Rd, Theorem 2.1 can be applied. Fix (W,U, g) as guaranteed by Theorem 2.1(2). Additionally,
denote the non-negative integers hi, ki given by Theorem 2.1(2) in the neighborhood of any point

Q ∈ U0 as h
(Q)
i , k

(Q)
i .

(1) Define the real log canonical threshold λP at point P of the function F as:

λP = inf
Q∈U0

{

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

}

where (hi + 1)/ki = ∞ if ki = 0. It is known that this is well-defined, i.e., it does not
depend on the choice of (W,U, g).[2, Theorem 2.4]

(2) Define the real log canonical threshold λ for the compact set C of the function F as[2,
Definition 2.7]:

λ = inf
P∈C

λP

(3) In (2), for the point P (∈ C) that gives the minimum value, the maximum number of i such

that λP = (h
(Q)
i + 1)/k

(Q)
i is satisfied is called the multiplicity. (If there are multiple

points P (∈ C) that give the minimum value, the maximum number of i among each is
called the multiplicity.)

In this paper, we apply Theorem 2.1 to the analytic function F defined as the Kullback-
Leibler divergence K(θ). As previously seen, we assumed a prior distribution ϕ(θ∗) > 0 in this
paper. Under this condition, the learning coefficient λ is equal to the real log canonical
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threshold for the compact set Θ∗ = {θ ∈ Θ|K(θ) = 0} [2, Theorem 6.6, Definition 6.4].
That is, by performing the resolution of singularities guaranteed by Theorem 2.1 at each point
P of Θ∗, we obtain the real log canonical threshold λP . The minimum value of λP as point
P moves over the entire Θ∗ coincides with the learning coefficient λ. Moreover, if the real log
canonical threshold λP at some points P on Θ∗ can be calculated, it is clear from the definition
that this provides an upper bound for the learning coefficient. That is, λ ≤ λP holds.

It should be noted that, although K(P1) = K(P2) = 0 holds for any elements P1, P2 ∈ Θ∗,
the differential structure of the function K in the neighborhoods of these two points may not
be identical, and thus the real log canonical thresholds λP1

, λP2
may not coincide. Therefore, to

obtain the learning coefficient, it is necessary to calculate the real log canonical threshold λP for
all points P in Θ∗.

2.4 Learning Coefficients for Models Satisfying Regularity Conditions

It is known that for learning models satisfying the regularity conditions, which allow the posterior
distribution to converge to a normal distribution, the learning coefficient λ is given by λ = d/2,
where d is the dimension of the parameter space [2]. Here, the regularity conditions are defined
as follows:

Definition 2.2 (Regularity). A true model q(x) is said to be regular with respect to the
statistical model p(x|θ) if it satisfies the following three conditions:

(1) There is only one element in the set of realization parameters Θ∗.

(2) θ∗ is an interior point of the parameter set Θ, meaning there exists an open neighborhood
Θ̃ ⊂ Θ around θ∗.

(3) The Fisher information matrix I ∈ Rd×d is a positive definite matrix.

This paper aims to generalize this formula. More specifically, it considers the case where the
rank r of the Fisher information matrix I is 0 < r < d to provide the learning coefficient λ.

2.5 Upper Bound of Learning Coefficients for General Models

Assuming a prior distribution ϕ(θ∗) > 0 throughout this paper, it is known that the real log
canonical threshold λ of K(θ) at θ = θ∗ satisfies[2, Theorem 7.2]:

λ ≤
d

2
(2.2)

Furthermore, let θ = (u, v) ∈ Θ (u ∈ Rd1 , v ∈ Rd2), and if K(u∗, v) = 0 holds for any v in
the neighborhood of θ = θ∗ = (u∗, v∗), it is known that

λ ≤
d1
2

(2.3)

holds true. [2, Theorem 7.3]
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3 Main Theorem

3.1 Overview of the Main Theorem

Definition 3.1 (Semi-Regularity). A statistical model p(x|θ) is said to be semi-regular1 at
the parameter θ∗ that realizes the true model q(x) if the rank r of the Fisher information matrix
I ∈ Rd×d at θ = θ∗ is greater than zero.

Clearly, a regular model is a semi-regular model. In the following, we arbitrarily fix an
element θ∗ in Θ∗ and consider the real log canonical threshold at this point. We assume (by
translating if necessary) that θ∗ = 0. In the subsequent discussion, we will denote it as θ∗ for
statements that hold regardless of whether θ∗ = 0, but it can be read as θ∗ = 0 without loss
of generality. As we have already confirmed, if the real log canonical threshold at a certain
realization parameter can be calculated, it provides an upper bound for the learning coefficient.

Assumption 1. In the Main Theorem of this paper, we assume the following (1)-(3) for semi-
regular models.

(1) For the r parameters θ1, . . . , θr, the r random variables

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

are linearly independent2.

(2) For the remaining d− r parameters θr+1, . . . , θd, let m be an integer greater than or equal
to 1. The derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio function f(X|θ) with respect to θr+1, . . . , θd
up to order m− 1 at (θ1, . . . , θd) = 0 are zero with probability 1. That is,

F1(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) = · · · = Fm−1(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) = 0 a.s.

holds.

The maximum value among such m is redefined as m. For convenience, if m = 1, it is
treated as the case where r = d in (1), and if (2) holds for any m ≥ 2, it is denoted as
m = ∞.

(3) If 2 ≤ m < ∞, then for each of the d−r parameters (θr+1, . . . , θd) 6= 0, one of the following
holds:

(i) Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) = 0 (a.s.)

(ii) Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) and the r random variables in (1) are linearly independent.

For m = 1, it is always treated as satisfying (ii) for convenience.

1This terminology is not a general term.
2In this paper, random variables are said to be linearly independent if they are so with probability 1.
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Remark 3.1. In Theorem 4.1 described later, we will see that any semi-regular model can satisfy
this Assumption through appropriate coordinate transformations.

For semi-regular models that satisfy Assumption 1(1)(2), the Taylor expansion of the log-
likelihood ratio function f(X|θ) in terms of the parameters θ does not contain terms of order
less than m− 1 for (θr+1, . . . , θd), implying:

f(X|θ) = F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) + (higher order terms) a.s.

Taking the expected value with respect to X yields the Taylor expansion of K(θ) at θ = 0:

K(θ) = EX [F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)] + (higher order terms)

However, it turns out that many of the lower order terms vanish upon taking the expectation.
This formulation is presented in Main Theorem 1.

Main Theorem 1. For semi-regular models that satisfy Assumption 1(1)(2), the Taylor expan-
sion of K(θ) at θ = 0 can be expressed as:

K(θ) =
1

2
EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

+ (higher order terms)

The (higher order terms) do not include:

• Terms up to the 2m-th order that consist only of θr+1, . . . , θd

• Terms that are first order in θ1, . . . , θr and up to m-th order in θr+1, . . . , θd

• Second-order terms that consist only of θ1, . . . , θr

In the case where m = ∞, Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) is considered to be zero a.s.

Main Theorem 2. Consider a semi-regular model that satisfies Assumption 1(1)(2)(3) and
where m < ∞. Consider the following blow-up g at the origin O:

(a) Perform one blow-up centered at the origin of Rd.

(b) If the exceptional surface from (a) is {θi = 0} (where i = r+1, . . . , d), then further perform
a blow-up centered at the subvariety {(θ1, . . . , θd) | θ1 = · · · = θr = θi = 0}.

(c) If the exceptional surface from (b) is {θi = 0}, repeat (b) until the total number of blow-ups
reaches m.

That is, at the m-th blow-up, when the exceptional surface is {θi = 0}, the map g = gi can
be expressed as follows for (i = r + 1, . . . , d):

gi : (θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, θi, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d) 7→ (θ1, . . . , θi−1, θi, θi+1, . . . , θd);

7



θr+1, . . . , θd degree

θ1, . . . , θr degree

O m 2m

1

2

m− 1 2m− 1

EX [F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr)Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)]

1
2EX

[
F 2
m(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)

]

1
2EX

[
F 2
1 (X|θ1, . . . , θr)

]

Fig 1: Main Theorem 1 (case m < ∞). Assuming that the derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio function
are zero (a.s.) in the blue area (including the endpoints), the derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio
function in the red area (including the endpoints) become random variables with expected value
zero. This implies that the coefficients of K(θ)’s Taylor expansion in these regions are all zero.

θ1 = θmi θ′1, . . . , θr = θmi θ′r,

θr+1 = θiθ
′
r+1, . . . , θi−1 = θiθ

′
i−1, θi+1 = θiθ

′
i+1, . . . , θd = θiθ

′
d

Defining the subset S of U0 := g−1(O) by local coordinates (θ′1, . . . , θ
′
i−1, θi, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d) as

S :=
d⋃

i=r+1

{

(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d)

∣
∣
∣
∣

(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r, θi) = 0

Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ
′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d) = 0(a.s.)

}

⊂ U0

then, on U0 \ S, normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained, and

inf
Q∈U0\S

{

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

}

=
d− r + rm

2m

is satisfied (multiplicity is 1). See Definition 2.1 for the symbols k
(Q)
i , h

(Q)
i .

Corollary 3.1. [Formula for the Real Log Canonical Threshold] Consider a semi-regular model
that satisfies Assumption 1(1)(2).

(1) If m < ∞ and all parameters (θr+1, . . . , θd) 6= 0 satisfy Assumption 1(3)(ii), then the real
log canonical threshold λO at the origin O of K(θ) is given by the following formula (with
multiplicity 1):

λO =
d− r + rm

2m

In this case, the only point in the parameter space Θ near the origin where K(θ) = 0 is
the origin itself.

(2) If m = ∞, a blow-up centered at the subvariety W0 := {(θ1, . . . , θd) | θ1 = · · · = θr = 0}
obtains a normal crossing for K(θ), and the real log canonical threshold λO at the origin
O is given by the following formula (with multiplicity 1):

λO =
r

2
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In this case, the set of points in the parameter space Θ near the origin where K(θ) = 0 is W0.

Remark 3.2. In the case of regular models (r = d), substituting r = d into the result of
Corollary 3.1(1) gives the real log canonical threshold:

λO =
d− d+ d×m

2×m
=

d

2

which indeed matches the results of prior research. Thus, this result generalizes the case for
regular models. Additionally, the results of Corollary 3.1(1) are consistent with the findings of
previous research (2.2), and the results of Corollary 3.1(2) align with the findings of previous
research (2.3). Furthermore, the result of (2) matches the result of (1) when taking m → ∞.

The real log canonical threshold that can be directly calculated using Corollary 3.1 is for
cases where the multiplicity is 1, which geometrically means that the origin is a non-singular
point in the set of realization parameters Θ∗. However, even if it is a singular point, it is possible
to calculate the real log canonical threshold by further progressing the blow-up at the points
contained in the set S using the Main Theorem 2.

Using Corollary 3.1 suggests that one can discuss the real log canonical threshold from the
linear independence (or dependence) of the random variables that appear as coefficients in the
lower-order terms of the Taylor expansion of the log-likelihood ratio function, without specif-
ically considering the Taylor expansion of K(θ). In other words, there is no need to take

expectations with respect to the random variable X.

Remark 3.3. When considering 2λ as an indicator of the complexity of a statistical model, the
result for a regular model implies that 2λ coincides with the number of parameters d. In the
case of a singular model, from (2.2), it is understood that 2λ is less than or equal to d.

From this perspective, the result of Corollary 3.1(1) suggests that for the linearly independent
parameters θ1, . . . , θr, each counts as 1, and for the parameters θr+1, . . . , θd whose derivatives up
to m− 1 are all zero, each counts as 1/m.

Furthermore, the result of Corollary 3.1(2) suggests that parameters θr+1, . . . , θd, for which
any number of derivatives are zero, do not affect the real log canonical threshold, and each
linearly independent parameter θ1, . . . , θr can be counted as 1.

Remark 3.4. Consider the real log canonical threshold of Corollary 3.1(1) from the perspective
of ideals. For the parameter (θ1, . . . , θd), consider the ideal

I :=
(
θ1, . . . , θr, θ

m
r+1 + · · ·+ θmd

)

The real log canonical threshold of Corollary 3.1(1) is the same as the real log canonical threshold
of the ideal I, i.e., the polynomial

θ21 + · · ·+ θ2r +
(
θmr+1 + · · · + θmd

)2

can resolve singularities by the same blow-ups.
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Before proving Main Theorem 1, 2, some practical examples are introduced.

Example 3.1 (Case of m = 2). Let X be a random variable following a binomial distribution
Bin(2, θ) with parameter θ where 0 < θ < 1.

p̃(X = x|θ) =

(
2

x

)

θx(1− θ)2−x =







(1− θ)2, (x = 0)

2θ(1− θ), (x = 1)

θ2, (x = 2)

Consider a mixed distribution model with parameters (θ1, θ2) given by:

p(X = x|θ1, θ2) :=
1

2
· p̃

(

X = x

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ1 − θ2 +

1

2

)

+
1

2
· p̃

(

X = x

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ2 +

1

2

)

(x = 0, 1, 2) (3.1)

Assuming the true distribution is p̃(X|1/2), note that this model realizes the true distribution
at (θ1, θ2) = 0.

Let us verify that the Main Theorem 1 holds at (θ1, θ2) = 0. By setting d = 2, r = 1 and
demonstrating that F1(X|θ1) and F2(X|θ2) are non-zero, it follows that Assumption 1(1)(2) is
satisfied in the case of m = 2.

Using a computer program mathematica, we obtain3:

K(θ) = θ21 + 8θ42 + 8θ21θ
2
2 − 16θ1θ

3
2 + · · · (3.2)

F1(X|θ1) =
∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

θ1 =







2θ1, x = 0

0, x = 1

−2θ1, x = 2

(3.3)

F1(X|θ2) =
∂f(X|θ)

∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

θ2 = 0 (3.4)

F2(X|θ2) =
1

2

∂2f

∂θ22

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

θ22 =







−4θ22, x = 0

4θ22, x = 1

−4θ22, x = 2

(3.5)

Terms of order five and higher are omitted in (3.2). It is verified with probability 1 that (3.3)
and (3.5) are non-zero.

The applicability of Main Theorem 1 is verified using (3.3) and (3.5), yielding:

1

2
EX

[

{F1(X|θ1) + F2(X|θ2)}
2
]

=
1

2

{
(
2θ1 − 4θ22

)2
·
1

4
+
(
0 + 4θ22

)
·
1

2
+
(
−2θ1 − 4θ22

)2
·
1

4

}

= θ21 + 8θ42

which shows that θ21 and 8θ42 are not part of the (higher order terms) in Main Theorem 1, and
other terms are included in (higher order terms). Thus, as claimed by the Main Theorem 1, the

3See Appendix for calculations.
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(higher order terms) do not include: terms of degree four or less consisting only of θ2, terms of
first degree in θ1 and second degree or less in θ2, terms of second degree consisting only of θ1.

Next, verify that Main Theorem 2 holds. First, note that (3.3) and (3.5) are linearly inde-
pendent for any θ2 6= 0 when θ1 = 1, so this statistical model satisfies Assumption 1(3)(ii).

Thus, applying Corollary 3.1(1) for (d, r,m) = (2, 1, 2), the real log canonical threshold at the
origin should be 3/4 (multiplicity is 1). This is verified by performing the blow-up g1 centered
at (θ1, θ2) = 0 and seeking the normal crossing of K(θ).

(a) First, transform (3.2) with θ2 = θ1θ
′
2 using power series h1, a1 to get,

K(θ) = θ21
{
1 + 8θ21θ

′4
2 + θ1h1(θ1, θ

′
2)
}
= θ21a1(θ1, θ

′
2)

Since on any point of g−1
1 (0) = {(θ1, θ

′
2)|θ1 = 0},

∀θ′2, a1(0, θ
′
2) = 1 6= 0

normal crossings are obtained in this local coordinate (θ1, θ
′
2).

(b) Next, transform (3.2) with θ1 = θ2θ
′
1 using power series h2, a2 to get,

K(θ) = θ22
{
θ′21 + 8θ22 + θ2h2(θ

′
1, θ2)

}
= θ22a2(θ

′
1, θ2)

where g−1
1 (0) = {(θ′1, θ2)|θ2 = 0} on any point except at (θ′1, θ2) = 0,

∀θ′1 6= 0, a2(θ
′
1, 0) = θ′21 6= 0

shows a normal crossing is achieved.

Therefore, it is sufficient to find the normal crossings at the point (θ′1, θ2) = 0. Further
blow-up g2 is performed centered at this point.

(b1) First, transform using θ2 = θ′1θ
′′
2 with power series h3, a3 to get,

K(θ) = θ′41 θ
′′2
2

{
1 + 8θ′′22 + θ′1h3(θ

′
1, θ

′′
2)
}
= θ′41 θ

′′2
2 a3(θ

′
1, θ

′′
2 )

where g−1
2 (0) = {(θ′1, θ

′′
2)|θ

′
1 = 0} on any point,

∀θ′′2 , a3(0, θ
′′
2) = 1 + 8θ′′22 6= 0

shows a normal crossing is achieved.

(b2) Next, transform using θ′1 = θ2θ
′′
1 with power series h4, a4 to get,

K(θ) = θ42
{
θ′′21 + 8 + θ2h4(θ

′′
1 , θ2)

}
= θ42a4(θ

′′
1 , θ2)

where g−1
2 (0) = {(θ′′1 , θ2)|θ2 = 0} on any point,

∀θ′′1 , a4(θ
′′
1 , 0) = θ′′21 + 8 6= 0

shows a normal crossing is achieved.
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Summarizing the normal crossings for each local coordinate (see Definition 2.1 for notation

k
(Q)
i , h

(Q)
i ):

No. loc.coord. K(θ) Jacobian (k
(Q)
1 , k

(Q)
2 ) (h

(Q)
1 , h

(Q)
2 ) λ

(a) (θ1, θ
′
2) θ21a1(θ1, θ

′
2) θ1 (2, 0) (1, 0) 1

(b) (θ′1, θ2) 6= 0 θ22a2(θ
′
1, θ2) θ2 (0, 2) (0, 1) 1

(b1) (θ′1, θ
′′
2) θ′41 θ

′′2
2 a3(θ

′
1, θ

′′
2) θ′21 θ

′′
2 (4, 2) (2, 1) 3/4

(b2) (θ′′1 , θ2) θ42a4(θ
′′
1 , θ2) θ22 (0, 4) (0, 2) 3/4

Thus, the real log canonical threshold is confirmed to be 3/4 (multiplicity is 1).

Example 3.2 (Case of m = ∞). Let X be a random variable following a Bernoulli distribution
Bin(1, θ), where θ is the parameter (0 < θ < 1).

p̃(X = x|θ) = θx(1− θ)1−x =

{

1− θ, (x = 0)

θ, (x = 1)

Similar to Example 3.1, consider a mixed distribution model with parameters (θ1, θ2).

p(X = x|θ1, θ2) :=
1

2
· p̃

(

X = x

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ1 − θ2 +

1

2

)

+
1

2
· p̃

(

X = x

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ2 +

1

2

)

(x = 0, 1) (3.6)

The true distribution is p̃(X|1/2). Simple calculations show that

p(X = x|θ1, θ2) =

{
1−θ1
2 , (x = 0)

1+θ1
2 , (x = 1)

indicating that this model follows a Bernoulli distribution with parameter (1 + θ1)/2 and does
not depend on θ2.

The Taylor expansion of f(X|θ) and K(θ) at (θ1, θ2) = 0 is computed as follows:

f(X|θ) =

{∑∞
n=1

1
n
θn1 , (x = 0)

∑∞
n=1

(−1)n

n
θn1 , (x = 1)

K(θ) =

∞∑

n≥2,n:even

1

n
θn1 (3.7)

Verify that Main Theorem 1 holds at (θ1, θ2) = 0.

∂nf

∂θn2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

= 0(∀n ≥ 1),
∂f

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

=

{

1, (x = 0)

−1, (x = 1)
6= 0

thus satisfying Assumption 1(1)(2) for m = ∞,

1

2
EX

[
F1(θ1)

2
]
=

1

2
EX





(

∂f

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

)2

θ21



 =
1

2
θ21
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matching the second order term in (3.7). Furthermore, as asserted in Main Theorem 1, terms
consisting only of θ2, first-degree terms in θ1, and second-degree terms consisting only of θ1 are
not included in the (higher order terms).

Verify that Corollary 3.1 holds. Since Assumption 1(1)(2) is met for m = ∞, Corollary 3.1(2)
can be applied, giving the real log canonical threshold at the origin as 1/2 (multiplicity is 1).
Indeed, from (3.7),

K(θ) = θ21a(θ1, θ2), a(0, 0) =
1

2
6= 0

indicates that a normal crossing is already achieved at (θ1, θ2) = 0, confirming that the real log
canonical threshold is indeed 1/2 (multiplicity is 1).

3.2 Proof of Main Theorem 1

The proof of Main Theorem 1 is carried out in several steps. Initially, we present formulas for
higher derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio function

f(x|θ) = log
p(x|θ∗)

p(x|θ)

and the Kullback-Leibler divergence K(θ)

K(θ) = EX [f(X|θ)] .

For this purpose, we define the quantity Gθi1 ...θin
(x, θ) for 1 ≤ i1, . . . , in ≤ d and x ∈ χ, θ ∈ Θ

as given by Equation (3.8).
Consider partitions of the set {1, . . . , n}, where n ≥ 1. For example, for n = 2, there is one

possible partition: {{1}, {2}}. For n = 3, there are four possible partitions:
{{{1}, {2}, {3}}, {{1}, {2, 3}}, {{2}, {1, 3}}, {{3}, {1, 2}}}

The set partitions are structured as:

⋃

i

Ui = {1, . . . , n}, Ui ∩ Uj = {}, Ui 6= {}, {1, . . . , n}

Each level of the set is arbitrarily ordered and presented as a sequence. For instance, for
n = 2, it can be represented as (T1 = ((1), (2))).For n = 3, it can be represented as (T1 =
((1), (2), (3)), T2 = ((1), (2, 3)), T3 = ((2), (1, 3)), T4 = ((3), (1, 2))) These sequences are then
relabeled with {i1, . . . , in} replacing {1, . . . , n}, denoted as Si1,...,in . For example:

S1,3 = (T1 = ((1), (3)))

S1,1,4 = (T1 = ((1), (1), (4)), T2 = ((1), (1, 4)), T3 = ((1), (1, 4)), T4 = ((4), (1, 1)))

S1,1,1 = (T1 = ((1), (1), (1)), T2 = ((1), (1, 1)), T3 = ((1), (1, 1)), T4 = ((1), (1, 1)))

Here, we write:
k ∈ U,U ∈ T, T ∈ Si1,...,in
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to denote that the sequence Si1,...,in includes T , and T includes U , which contains the integer k.
The length of U is denoted by |U |, and we define:

Gθi1 ...θin
(x, θ) :=

∑

T∈Si1,...,in

∏

U∈T

∂|U | log p(x|θ)
∏

k∈U ∂θk
(3.8)

For instance,

Gθ1θ3(x, θ) =
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ1

∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ3

Gθ1θ1θ4(x, θ) =

{
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ1

}2 ∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ4
+ 2 ·

∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ1

∂2 log p(x|θ)

∂θ1∂θ4

+
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ4

∂2 log p(x|θ)

∂θ21

Gθ1θ1θ1(x, θ) =

{
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ1

}3

+ 3 ·
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θ1

∂2 log p(x|θ)

∂θ21

Clearly, the definition of Gθi1 ...θin
(x, θ) does not depend on the definition of Si1,...,in (the

method of ordering sets into sequences). In the following, Gθ1θ1θ4(x, θ) and Gθ1θ1θ1(x, θ) are also
denoted as Gθ2

1
θ4
(x, θ) and Gθ3

1
(x, θ), respectively.

Lemma 3.1. The function Gθi1 ···θin
(x, θ) satisfies the recurrence relation

Gθi1 ···θin+1
(x, θ) = Gθi1 ···θin

(x, θ) ·
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θin+1

+
∂n log p(x|θ)

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin
·
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θin+1

+
∂Gθi1 ···θin

(x, θ)

∂θin+1

Proof. Consider elements of Si1,...,in+1
that either include or exclude the sequence U = (in+1).

For sequences that include U = (in+1), the differential of log p(x|θ) corresponding to the sequence
((i1, . . . , in), (in+1)) is

∂n log p(x|θ)

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin
·
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θin+1

and for others, it corresponds to

Gθi1 ···θin
(x, θ) ·

∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θin+1

For example, the differential of log p(x|θ) corresponding to the sequence ((i1), (i2, . . . , in), (in+1))
is,

(
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θi1

∂n−1 log p(x|θ)

∂θi2 · · · ∂θin

)

·
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θin+1
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where
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θi1

∂n−1 log p(x|θ)

∂θi2 · · · ∂θin

is one of the components constructing Gθi1 ···θin
(x, θ).

On the other hand, sequences that do not include U = (in+1) correspond to

∂Gθi1 ···θin
(x, θ)

∂θin+1

by the product rule. For instance, for the elements of Si1,...,in+1
corresponding to the sequences

((i1, in+1), (i2, . . . , in)), ((i1), (i2, . . . , in+1)), the differential of log p(x|θ) is,

∂2 log p(x|θ)

∂θi1∂θin+1

∂n−1 log p(x|θ)

∂θi2 · · · ∂θin
+

∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θi1

∂n log p(x|θ)

∂θi2 · · · ∂θin+1

=
∂

∂θin+1

(
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θi1

∂n−1 log p(x|θ)

∂θi2 · · · ∂θin

)

Hence, the recurrence relation as stated in the lemma is verified.

Proposition 3.1.

(1)

∂nf(x|θ)

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin
= −

∂np(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

p(x|θ)
+Gθi1 ···θin

(x, θ)

(2) When the order of partial differentiation and integration can be exchanged,

∂nK

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= EX

[

Gθi1 ···θin
(X, θ∗)

]

which means that the first term on the right side of (1) becomes a random variable with
expected value zero at θ = θ∗.

Proof.

(1) Demonstrate using induction on n. For n = 1, the case is evident from

∂f(x|θ)

∂θi1
= −

∂p(x|θ)
∂θi1

p(x|θ)
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For a general n, using the induction hypothesis,

∂n+1f(x|θ)

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin+1

=
∂

∂θin+1






−

∂np(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···θin

p(x|θ)
+Gθi1 ···θin

(x, θ)







=−

∂n+1p(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin+1

p(x|θ)
+

∂np(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

p(x|θ)
·

∂p(x|θ)
∂θin+1

p(x|θ)
+

∂Gθi1 ···θin
(x, θ)

∂θin+1

=−

∂n+1p(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin+1

p(x|θ)
+

{

Gθi1 ···θin
(x, θ) +

∂n log p(x|θ)

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin

}

·
∂ log p(x|θ)

∂θin+1

+
∂Gθi1 ···θin

(x, θ)

∂θin+1

=−

∂n+1p(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin+1

p(x|θ)
+Gθi1 ···θin+1

(x, θ)

The last equality uses Lemma 3.1.

(2) Given the assumption that differentiation and integration can be interchanged, using the
result from (1), it suffices to show

EX





∂np(X|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

p(X|θ)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= 0

as

EX





∂np(X|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

p(X|θ)





∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

=

∫

χ

∂np(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

p(x|θ∗)
· q(x)dx =

∫

χ

∂np(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

p(x|θ∗)
· p(x|θ∗)dx

=

∫

χ

∂np(x|θ)

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

dx =
∂n

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin

∫

χ

p(x|θ)dx

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

=
∂n1

∂θi1 · · · ∂θin

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= 0

Remark 3.5. Using Proposition 3.1, if we express the derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio
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function f(x|θ) up to the fourth order, defining Yi1···in := ∂n log p(x|θ)
∂θi1 ···∂θin

, we have:

∂f(x|θ)

∂θi1
=−

∂p(x|θ)
∂θi1

p(x|θ)

∂2f(x|θ)

∂θi1∂θi2
=−

∂2p(x|θ)
∂θi1∂θi2

p(x|θ)
+ Yi1Yi2 (3.9)

∂3f(x|θ)

∂θi1∂θi2∂θi3
=−

∂3p(x|θ)
∂θi1∂θi2∂θi3

p(x|θ)
+ Yi1Yi2Yi3 + Yi1,i2Yi3 + Yi2,i3Yi1 + Yi3,i1Yi2 (3.10)

∂4f(x|θ)

∂θi1∂θi2∂θi3∂θi4
=−

∂4p(x|θ)
∂θi1∂θi2∂θi3∂θi4

p(x|θ)
+ Yi1Yi2Yi3Yi4

+ Yi1,i2Yi3Yi4 + Yi1,i3Yi2Yi4 + Yi1,i4Yi2Yi3

+ Yi2,i3Yi1Yi4 + Yi2,i4Yi1Yi3 + Yi3,i4Yi1Yi2 (3.11)

+ Yi1,i2Yi3,i4 + Yi1,i3Yi2,i4 + Yi1,i4Yi2,i3

+ Yi1,i2,i3Yi4 + Yi1,i2,i4Yi3 + Yi1,i3,i4Yi2 + Yi2,i3,i4Yi1

In particular, using (3.9), we find:

∂2K(θ)

∂θi1∂θi2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

=EX

[

∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θi1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

·
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θi2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

]

=Cov

(

∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θi1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

·
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θi2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

)

Thus, under the conditions of this paper, the Fisher information matrix I and J coincide.

Based on Proposition 3.1(2), it is necessary to determine the expectation of the random
variable G(X, 0) when considering the derivatives of K(θ). Below, we provide specific calculations
for G(X, 0) under Assumption 1(1)(2).

Proposition 3.2. Assume that Assumption 1(1)(2) is satisfied. That is, for any non-negative
integers (ir+1, . . . , id) that satisfy ir+1+ · · ·+ id ≤ m−1, the log-likelihood ratio function f(X|θ)
satisfies:

∂ir+1+···+idf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0 a.s.

Under this condition, the following holds:

(1) For ir+1 + · · · + id ≤ 2m− 1,

G
θ
ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0) = 0 (a.s.)
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(2) For 1 ≤ j ≤ r, ir+1 + · · ·+ id ≤ m− 1,

G
θjθ

ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0) = 0 (a.s.)

(3) For 1 ≤ j ≤ r, ir+1 + · · ·+ id = m,

G
θjθ

ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0) =
∂f(X|θ)

∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

a.s.

(4) For ir+1 + · · · + id = 2m,

G
θ
ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0)

=
1

2

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

a.s.

Proof.

(1) For any tuple of non-negative integers (ir+1, . . . , id) that satisfies ir+1 + · · ·+ id ≤ 2m− 1,
each term of G

θ
ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

takes the form:

∏

U∈T

∂|U | log p(x|θ)
∏

k∈U ∂θk
(3.12)

where T consists of multiple non-empty proper subsets of the set

{r + 1, . . . , r + 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=ir+1

, . . . , d, . . . , d
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=id

}

Thus, if
∑d

k=r+1 ik ≤ 2m− 1, it includes some U1 where |U1| ≤ m− 1. By assumption,

∂|U1| log p(x|θ)
∏

k∈U1
∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0 (a.s.) (3.13)

and hence from (3.12) it follows that G
θ
ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0) = 0 (a.s.).

(2) Similarly to (1), each term of G
θjθ

ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

takes the form of (3.12), where T consists of

multiple non-empty proper subsets of the set

{j, r + 1, . . . , r + 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=ir+1

, . . . , d, . . . , d
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=id

}

18



Thus including some U2 that does not contain element {j}. By assumption,

∂|U2| log p(x|θ)
∏

k∈U2
∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0 (a.s.) (3.14)

and hence from (3.12) it follows that G
θjθ

ir+1
r+1

···θ
id
d

(X, 0) = 0 (a.s.).

(3) As with (2), consider that all T other than

T0 = ((j), (r + 1, . . . , r + 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=ir+1

, . . . , d, . . . , d
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=id

))

contain terms in the form of (3.14) as factors and therefore do not need to be considered
when computing G. Given that such T0 is unique,

G
θjθ

ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0) =
∏

U∈T0

∂|U | log p(X|θ)
∏

k∈U ∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

·
∂m log p(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
∂f(X|θ)

∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

a.s.

is shown.

(4) Similar to (1),
jr+1 + · · ·+ jd = m, ih ≥ jh ≥ 0

for the integer tuples (jr+1, . . . , jd), define

T0 = ((r + 1, . . . , r + 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=jr+1

, . . . , d, . . . , d
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=jd

), (r + 1, . . . , r + 1
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=ir+1−jr+1

, . . . , d, . . . , d
︸ ︷︷ ︸

#=id−jd

))

Since T0 is the only tuple considered in calculating G because other T s contain factors in
the form of (3.13), note that the number of such T0 depending on (jr+1, . . . , jd) is

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)

×

{
1
2 if (2jr+1, . . . , 2jd) = (ir+1, . . . , id)

1 else
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Given this, it has been demonstrated:

G
θ
ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0) =
∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

∏

U∈T0

∂|U | log p(X|θ)
∏

k∈U ∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
1

2

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)
∂m log p(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂m log p(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

=
1

2

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

a.s.

Note that in the transformation, we used the fact that

(
ir+1

ir+1 − jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id

id − jd

)

=

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)

Example 3.3. Consider the case of d = 2,m = 2 in Proposition 3.2(1)(4). Suppose for any
non-negative integer pair (i1, i2) satisfying i1+i2 ≤ 1, the log-likelihood function f(X|θ) satisfies

∂i1+i2f(X|θ)

∂θi11 ∂θ
i2
2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

= 0 a.s.

Specifically, assume

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

=
∂f(X|θ)

∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

= 0 a.s. (3.15)

For (i1, i2) = (1, 2) in Proposition 3.2(1), we expect

Gθ1θ
2
2
(X, 0) = 0 a.s.

Indeed, from Remark 3.5(3.10),

Gθ1θ
2
2
(X, θ)

=
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θ1

(
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θ2

)2

+ 2
∂2 log p(X|θ)

∂θ1∂θ2
·
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θ2
+

∂2 log p(X|θ)

∂θ22
·
∂ log p(X|θ)

∂θ1

where each term includes a first derivative of f , which are all zero at θ = 0 by (3.15), confirming
that indeed Gθ1θ

2
2
(X, 0) = 0 a.s.
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Next, for (i1, i2) = (1, 3) in Proposition 3.2(4),

Gθ1θ
3
2
(X, 0) =

1

2

∑

j1+j2=2
ih≥jh≥0

(
1

j1

)(
3

j2

)
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θj11 ∂θj22

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ1−j1
1 ∂θ3−j2

2

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

a.s.

=
3

2

∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ22

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ1∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

+
3

2

∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ1∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ22

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

a.s.

= 3
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ22

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ1∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

a.s.

which should hold true. Indeed, considering only terms involving second derivatives as per
Remark 3.5(3.11),

Gθ1θ
3
2
(X, 0) = 3

∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ22

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂2f(X|θ)

∂θ1∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

× 3 a.s.

confirming that indeed Proposition 3.2(4) holds.

Proof of Main Theorem 1.

There are five points to be proven regarding the terms appearing in the Taylor expansion of
K(θ) at θ = 0:

(1) The coefficients of the terms of order 0 in (θ1, . . . , θr) and order up to 2m−1 in (θr+1, . . . , θd)
are zero.

(2) The coefficients of the terms of order 1 in (θ1, . . . , θr) and order up to m−1 in (θr+1, . . . , θd)
are zero.

(3) The terms of order 1 in (θ1, . . . , θr) and order m in (θr+1, . . . , θd) are represented by:

EX [F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr)Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)]

(4) The terms of order 0 in (θ1, . . . , θr) and order 2m in (θr+1, . . . , θd) are represented by:

1

2
EX

[
F 2
m(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)

]

(5) The terms of order 2 in (θ1, . . . , θr) and order 0 in (θr+1, . . . , θd) are represented by:

1

2
EX

[
F 2
1 (X|θ1, . . . , θr)

]
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Assuming the interchange of differentiation and integration, using Proposition 3.1(2), for
any tuple of non-negative integers (i1, . . . , id), the coefficient of the term θi11 · · · θidd in the Taylor
expansion of K(θ) at θ = 0 can be expressed as

1

i1! · · · id!

∂i1+···+idK(θ)

∂θi11 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
1

i1! · · · id!
EX

[

G
θ
i1
1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0)
]

(3.16)

First, concerning points (1) and (2), according to Proposition 3.2(1)(2), the right-hand side
G is zero as a random variable almost surely. Therefore, (3.16) = 0. Thus, the theorem is
demonstrated.

Next, for point (3), as per Proposition 3.2(3) for 1 ≤ j ≤ r and ir+1 + · · ·+ id = m,

G
θjθ

ir+1
r+1

···θ
id
d

(X, 0) =
∂f(X|θ)

∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

a.s.

From (3.16), the term in question is given by,

r∑

j=1

∑

ir+1+···+id=m
ih≥0

1

ir+1! · · · id!

∂m+1K(θ)

∂θj∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

× θjθ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

=

r∑

j=1

∑

ir+1+···+id=m
ih≥0

1

ir+1! · · · id!
EX

[

∂f(X|θ)

∂θj

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

]

× θjθ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

= EX [F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr)Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)]

Thus, the expression can be represented as shown.
(5) is a special case of (4) (m = 1), so the proof is completed by demonstrating (4). By

Proposition 3.2(4), for ir+1 + · · ·+ id = 2m,

G
θ
ir+1

r+1
···θ

id
d

(X, 0)

=
1

2

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

a.s.

Thus, from (3.16),

∂2mK(θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

=
1

2

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)

EX

[

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

]
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Using this, we derive from the target formula:

1

2
EX

[
F 2
m(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)

]
=

1

2
EX













∑

kr+1+···+kd=m
kh≥0

θ
kr+1

r+1 · · · θkdd
kr+1! · · · kd!

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
kr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θkdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0







2





=
1

2

∑

kr+1+···+kd=m
kh≥0

∑

lr+1+···+ld=m
lh≥0

θ
kr+1+lr+1

r+1 · · · θkd+ld
d

kr+1! · · · kd!lr+1! · · · ld!

× EX

[

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
kr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θkdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
lr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ
ld
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

]

=
1

2

∑

ir+1+···+id=2m
ih≥0

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd
jr+1! · · · jd!(ir+1 − jr+1)! · · · (id − jd)!

× EX

[

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

]

=
∑

ir+1+···+id=2m
ih≥0

1

ir+1! · · · id!
·
1

2

∑

jr+1+···+jd=m
ih≥jh≥0

(
ir+1

jr+1

)

· · ·

(
id
jd

)

× EX

[

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θjdd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

·
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1−jr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θid−jd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

]

× θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

=
∑

ir+1+···+id=2m
ih≥0

1

ir+1! · · · id!

∂2mK(θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

In the algebraic transformation, the variable change kh + lh = ih, kh = jh (for h = r + 1, . . . , d)
was performed. Notice the domains before and after the variable transformation are as follows:

{kr+1 + · · ·+ kd = m, lr+1 + · · · + ld = m, kh ≥ 0, lh ≥ 0}

= {jr+1 + · · ·+ jd = m, ir+1 + · · ·+ id − (jr+1 + · · ·+ jd) = m, jh ≥ 0, ih − jh ≥ 0}

= {jr+1 + · · ·+ jd = m, ir+1 + · · ·+ id = 2m, ih ≥ jh ≥ 0}

Remark 3.6. Although it is outside the scope of this paper, semi-regularity in Main Theorem 1
is not essential, and it is possible to generalize to arbitrary orders (n,m) instead of (1,m). Fur-
thermore, it is also possible to generalize to tuples of three or more natural numbers.
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3.3 Proof of Main Theorem 2

In this section, we provide the proof of Main Theorem 2. By utilizing the close relationship
between the linear independence of random variables and the positive definiteness of quadratic
forms (Lemma 3.2), we can rephrase the linear independence assumption of Assumption 1 as
the positive definiteness of a certain quadratic form. By using the Taylor expansion of K(θ)
obtained in Main Theorem 1 and repeating specific blow-ups, we can achieve normal crossings
and evaluate the real log canonical threshold.

First, we show the close relationship between the linear independence of random variables
and the positive definiteness of a certain matrix.

Lemma 3.2. [Characterization of the Linear Independence of Random Variables] For n random
variables X1, . . . ,Xn, let Σ := (E[XiXj ])1≤i,j≤n ∈ Rn×n.

(1) Σ is non-negative definite, and the following two conditions are equivalent:

(a) Σ is positive definite.

(b) X1, . . . ,Xn are linearly independent as random variables.

(2) Let V be the vector space over R spanned by the random variables X1, . . . ,Xn. Then,
rank(Σ) = dim(V ).

Proof. Let A(X) := (X1, . . . ,Xn)
⊤ ∈ Rn, then Σ = EX

[
A(X)A(X)⊤

]
. In the following, let

V = 〈A(X)〉 denote the vector space over R spanned by the random variables X1, . . . ,Xn.

(1) For u := (u1, . . . , un)
⊤ ∈ Rn,

u
⊤Σu = u

⊤EX

[

A(X)A(X)⊤
]

u = EX

[∥
∥
∥A(X)⊤u

∥
∥
∥

2
]

≥ 0

u
⊤Σu = 0 ⇔ A(X)⊤u = 0 a.s.

Therefore, the two conditions (a) and (b) are equivalent.

(2) Let r := rank(Σ). There exists a real symmetric matrix P ∈ Rd×d such that, using a
regular diagonal matrix D ∈ Rr×r,

P E[A(X)A(X)⊤]P⊤ =

(
D 0

0 0

)

Here, if we set PA(X) = (B(X), C(X))⊤, where B(X) ∈ Rr and C(X) ∈ Rd−r, then

E
[

B(X)B(X)⊤
]

= D, E
[

C(X)C(X)⊤
]

= 0

From (1), B(X) is linearly independent, and C(X) = 0 (a.s.) follows. Consequently,

dimV = dim 〈A(X)〉 = dim 〈PA(X)〉 = dim 〈B(X), C(X)〉 = r

follows.
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Next, we show a key lemma for the proof of Main Theorem 2.

Lemma 3.3.

(1) When Assumption 1(1) is satisfied, the following equivalence holds:

EX

[
F 2
1 (X|θ1, . . . , θr)

]
= 0 ⇔ (θ1, . . . , θr) = 0

(2) Let a be a non-zero constant, and assume m < ∞ and that Assumption 1(1)(2)(3) is
satisfied.

(i) When (θr+1, . . . , θd) satisfies Assumption 1(3)(i), the following equivalence holds:

EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

= 0

⇔ (θ1, . . . , θr) = 0, Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) = 0 a.s.

(ii) When (θr+1, . . . , θd) 6= 0 satisfies Assumption 1(3)(ii), the following holds:

EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

> 0

In particular, in either case (i) or (ii), if (θ1, . . . , θr) 6= 0, then

EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

> 0

holds.

Proof.

(1) Let

A(X) :=

[

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

]⊤

∈ Rr

then

EX

[
F 2
1 (X|θ1, . . . , θr)

]
=
[
θ1, . . . , θr

]
EX

[

A(X)A(X)⊤
]






θ1
...
θr






is represented as a non-negative quadratic form. Since the components of A(X) are linearly
independent by Assumption 1(1), Lemma 3.2(1) implies that EX

[
A(X)A(X)⊤

]
is positive

definite, establishing the proposition.
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(2) If Assumption 1(3)(i) holds, then Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) = 0 a.s., and the proposition follows
from (1). Therefore, we only need to consider when Assumption 1(3)(ii) holds. Define

R(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) :=
[

A(X)⊤, a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)
]⊤

∈ Rr+1

then,

EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

=
[
θ1, . . . , θr, 1

]
EX

[

R(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)R(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)
⊤
]








θ1
...
θr
1








is expressed as a non-negative definite quadratic form. When Assumption 1(3)(ii) is satis-
fied, the random variable a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) and each component of A(X) are linearly
independent, and by Lemma 3.2(1),

EX

[

R(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)R(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)
⊤
]

is positive definite, thus,

EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + a · Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

> 0

is obtained.

Proof of Main Theorem 2.

When Assumption 1(1)(2) is satisfied for m < ∞, we can use Main Theorem 1 to express the
Taylor expansion of K(θ) at (θ1, . . . , θd) = 0 as

K(θ) =
1

2
EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

+ (higher order terms)

Here, the (higher order terms) are specifically expressed as the sum of the following four terms:

• f0(θr+1, . . . , θd): terms of order 2m+ 1 or higher

• f1(θ1, . . . , θd): first-degree homogeneous in θ1, . . . , θr and of order m + 1 or higher in
θr+1, . . . , θd

• f2(θ1, . . . , θd): of order at least second-degree in θ1, . . . , θr and at least first-degree in
θr+1, . . . , θd

• f3(θ1, . . . , θr): third-degree or higher
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In the following, we demonstrate these in the case of the lowest degree terms, namely:

• f0(θr+1, . . . , θd): homogeneous of degree 2m+ 1

• f1(θ1, . . . , θd): first-degree homogeneous in θ1, . . . , θr and homogeneous of degree m+ 1 in
θr+1, . . . , θd

• f2(θ1, . . . , θd): second-degree homogeneous in θ1, . . . , θr and first-degree homogeneous in
θr+1, . . . , θd

• f3(θ1, . . . , θr): homogeneous of third-degree

The general case is proven similarly.

We will consider the real log canonical threshold by performing the following blow-ups:

(a) Perform a blow-up centered at the origin of Rd once.

(b) If the exceptional surface in (a) is {θi = 0} (where i = r + 1, . . . , d), perform another
blow-up centered at the subvariety {(θ1, . . . , θd) | θ1 = · · · = θr = θi = 0}.

(c) If the exceptional surface in (b) is {θi = 0}, repeat (b) until the total number of blow-ups
reaches m.

Let’s first consider (a).

(a-1) Consider the case where the exceptional surface is {θi = 0}(i = 1, . . . , r). For example,
in the case i = 1, that is, when we perform a blow-up with {θ2 = θ1θ

′
2, . . . , θd = θ1θ

′
d}, the

exceptional surface is {θ1 = 0}, and

K(θ) =
1

2
EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

+ f0(θr+1, . . . , θd) + f1(θ1, . . . , θd) + f2(θ1, . . . , θd) + f3(θ1, . . . , θr)

=
1

2
θ21

{

EX

[{
F1(X|1, θ′2, . . . , θ

′
r) + θm−1

1 Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ
′
d)
}2
]

+ θ2m−1
1 f0(θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d) + θm1 f1(1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
d)

+ θ1f2(1, θ
′
2, . . . , θ

′
d) + θ1f3(1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
r)

}

=
1

2
θ21a(θ1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
d)

(where a is an analytic function). Considering the point on U0 = g−1(O) in this local coordinate
system (θ1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
d), which satisfies θ1 = 0,

a(0, θ′2, . . . , θ
′
d) =







EX

[
F 2
1 (X|1, θ′2, . . . , θ

′
r)
]

(m ≥ 2)

EX

[{
F1(X|1, θ′2, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d)
}2
]

(m = 1)
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and by Lemma 3.3(1)(2), we obtain a(0, θ′2, . . . , θ
′
d) > 0. Therefore, in this local coordinate

system, the normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained at any point Q on U0, and

inf
Q∈U0

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

=
d− 1 + 1

2
=

d

2

(multiplicity is 1).

(a-2) Next, consider the case where the exceptional surface is {θi = 0}(i = r+ 1, . . . , d). For
example, in the case i = d, that is, when we perform a blow-up with {θ1 = θdθ

′
1, . . . , θd−1 =

θdθ
′
d−1}, the exceptional surface is {θd = 0}, and

K(θ) =
1

2
EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

+ f0(θr+1, . . . , θd) + f1(θ1, . . . , θd) + f2(θ1, . . . , θd) + f3(θ1, . . . , θr)

=
1

2
θ2d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + θm−1

d Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ
′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θ2m−1
d f0(θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θmd f1(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θdf3(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
r)

}

=
1

2
θ2da(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, θd)

(where a is an analytic function). Considering the point on U0 = g−1(O) in this local coordinate
system (θ′1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, θd), which satisfies θd = 0,

a(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d−1, 0) =







EX

[
F 2
1 (X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r)
]

(m ≥ 2)

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

(m = 1)

holds. For any point Q on U0 that satisfies (θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r) 6= 0, by Lemma 3.3(1)(2), the normal

crossing of K(θ) is obtained, and

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

=
d− 1 + 1

2
=

d

2

(multiplicity is 1).
Next, consider the points on U0 that satisfy (θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) = 0. First, for the case of m = 1,

S =

{

(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d)

∣
∣
∣
∣

(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r, θd) = 0

Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ
′
d−1, 1) = 0 (a.s.)

}

⊂ U0

For points Q on U0 that are not included in S, by Lemma 3.3(2), a(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d−1, 0) > 0, so the

normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained, and

inf
Q∈U0\S

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

=
d

2
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(multiplicity is 1). Therefore, for m = 1, the theorem is shown.
On the other hand, for m ≥ 2, a(θ′1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 0) = 0, and the normal crossing of K(θ) is not

obtained. Therefore, to obtain the normal crossing of K(θ), it is necessary to further blow-up
centered at the subvariety {(θ′1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, θd) | θ

′
1 = · · · = θ′r = θd = 0}.

Hereafter, we assume m ≥ 2 and use the transformed coordinates without the notation ′. In
this case, note that r < d.

For (b), in the local coordinates where the exceptional surface in (a) is {θd = 0}, further
blow-up is performed centered at the subvariety {(θ1, . . . , θd) | θ1 = · · · = θr = θd = 0}. The
same argument applies to other local coordinates.

(b-1) First, consider the case where the exceptional surface is {θi = 0}(i = 1, . . . , r). For
example, in the case i = 1, that is, when we perform a blow-up with {θ2 = θ1θ

′
2, . . . , θr =

θ1θ
′
r, θd = θ1θ

′
d}, the exceptional surface is {θ1 = 0}, and

K(θ) =
1

2
θ2d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + θm−1

d Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)
}2
]

+ θ2m−1
d f0(θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θmd f1(θ1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θdf3(θ1, . . . , θr)

}

=
1

2
θ41θ

′2
d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|1, θ′2, . . . , θ

′
r) + θm−2

1 θ′m−1
d Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θ2m−3
1 θ′2m−1

d f0(θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θm−1
1 θ′md f1(1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θ1θ
′
df2(1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θ21θ

′
df3(1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
r)

}

=
1

2
θ41θ

′2
d a(θ1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, θ

′
d)

(where a is an analytic function). Considering the point on U0 = g−1(O) in this local coordinate
system (θ1, θ

′
2, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, θ

′
d), which satisfies θ1 = 0,

a(0, θ′2, . . . , θ
′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, θ

′
d)

=







EX

[
F 2
1 (X|1, θ′2, . . . , θ

′
r)
]

(m ≥ 3)

EX

[

{F1(X|1, θ′2, . . . , θ
′
r) + θ′dFm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)}

2
]

(m = 2)

and by Lemma 3.3(1)(2),

a(0, θ′2, . . . , θ
′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, θ

′
d) > 0
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is obtained. Therefore, in this local coordinate system, the normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained
at any point Q on U0, and

inf
Q∈U0

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

= min

(
d+ r − 1 + 1

4
,
d

2

)

=
d+ r

4

(multiplicity is 1).

(b-2) Next, consider the case where the exceptional surface is {θd = 0}. That is, when we
perform a blow-up with {θ1 = θdθ

′
1, . . . , θr = θdθ

′
r},

K(θ) =
1

2
θ2d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + θm−1

d Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)
}2
]

+ θ2m−1
d f0(θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θmd f1(θ1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θdf3(θ1, . . . , θr)

}

=
1

2
θ4d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + θm−2

d Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)
}2
]

+ θ2m−3
d f0(θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θm−1
d f1(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θ2df3(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
r)

}

=
1

2
θ4da(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd)

(where a is an analytic function). Considering the point on U0 = g−1(O) in this local coordinate
system (θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd), which satisfies θd = 0,

a(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 0)

=







EX

[
F 2
1 (X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r)
]

(m ≥ 3)

EX

[

{F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)}

2
]

(m = 2)

and for any point Q on {θd = 0} that satisfies (θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r) 6= 0, by Lemma 3.3(1)(2), the normal

crossing of K(θ) is obtained, and

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

=
d+ r

4

(multiplicity is 1).
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Next, consider any point on {θd = 0} that satisfies (θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r) = 0. First, for the case of

m = 2,

S =

{

(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd)

∣
∣
∣
∣

(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r, θd) = 0

Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1) = 0 (a.s.)

}

⊂ U0

For points Q on U0 that are not included in S, by Lemma 3.3(2), a(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 0) >

0 so the normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained, and

inf
Q∈U0\S

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

= inf

{
d+ r

4
,
d

2

}

=
d+ r

4

(multiplicity is 1). Therefore, for m = 2, the theorem is shown.
On the other hand, for m ≥ 3, a(θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 0) = 0, and the normal crossing is

not obtained. Therefore, to obtain the normal crossing of K(θ), it is necessary to further blow-up
centered at the subvariety {(θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r, θr+1, . . . , θd) | θ

′
1 = · · · = θ′r = θd = 0}.

Assuming m ≥ 3 and using the transformed coordinates without the notation ′, we have:

K(θ) =
1

2
θ4d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + θm−2

d Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1)
}2
]

+ θ2m−3
d f0(θr+1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θm−1

d f1(θ1, . . . , θd−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ1, . . . , θd−1, 1) + θ2df3(θ1, . . . , θr)

}

In this coordinate system, we need to find the normal crossing of K(θ) at any point on the
subvariety {(θ1, . . . , θd) | θ1 = · · · = θr = θd = 0}.

(c) Repeating the above discussion, after performing m− 1 blow-ups, that is, for the initial
parameters (θ1, . . . , θd), consider the transformation

θ1 = θm−1
d θ′1, . . . , θr = θm−1

d θ′r, θr+1 = θdθ
′
r+1, . . . , θd−1 = θdθ

′
d−1

The Jacobian of this transformation is θd−r−1
d × θ

r(m−1)
d = θ

d+r(m−2)−1
d , and K(θ) can be ex-

pressed as:

K(θ) =
1

2
EX

[

{F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd)}
2
]

+ f0(θr+1, . . . , θd) + f1(θ1, . . . , θd) + f2(θ1, . . . , θd) + f3(θ1, . . . , θr)

=
1

2
θ
2(m−1)
d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + θdFm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θ3df0(θ
′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θ2df1(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θm−1

d f3(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
r)

}
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In this coordinate system, perform one blow-up centered at {(θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d−1, θd) | θ

′
1 = · · · = θ′r =

θd = 0}.

(c-1) First, consider the case where the exceptional surface is {θ′i = 0}(i = 1, . . . , r). For
example, in the case i = 1, that is, when

{θ′2 = θ′1θ
′′
2 , . . . , θ

′
r = θ′1θ

′′
r , θd = θ′1θ

′
d}

we perform a blow-up, the exceptional surface is {θ′1 = 0}, and the Jacobian is

θ′r1 · θ
d+r(m−2)−1
d = θ

′d+r(m−1)−1
1 · θ

′d+r(m−2)−1
d

and

K(θ) =
1

2
θ
2(m−1)
d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + θdFm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θ3df0(θ
′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θ2df1(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θm−1

d f3(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
r)

}

=
1

2
θ′2m1 θ

′2(m−1)
d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|1, θ′′2 , . . . , θ

′′
r ) + θ′dFm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θ′1θ
′3
d f0(θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θ′1θ

′2
d f1(1, θ

′′
2 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

+ θ′1θ
′
df2(1, θ

′′
2 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θ′m1 θ′m−1

d f3(1, θ
′′
2 , . . . , θ

′′
r )

}

=
1

2
θ′2m1 θ

′2(m−1)
d a(θ′1, θ

′′
2 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d)

(where a is an analytic function). Considering the point on U0 = g−1(O) in this local coordinate
system (θ′1, θ

′′
2 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d), which satisfies θ′1 = 0,

a(0, θ′′2 , . . . , θ
′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d) = EX

[{
F1(X|1, θ′′2 , . . . , θ

′′
r ) + θ′dFm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

and by Lemma 3.3(1)(2),
a(0, θ′′2 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d) > 0

Thus, in this local coordinate system, the normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained at any point Q
on U0, and

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

= min

{
d+ r(m− 1)− 1 + 1

2m
,
d+ r(m− 2)− 1 + 1

2(m− 1)

}

=
d− r + rm

2m

Therefore, considering the local coordinates obtained from the first m− 1 blow-ups,

inf
Q∈U0

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

= inf
1≤m′≤m

{
d− r + rm′

2m′

}

=
d− r + rm

2m
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(multiplicity is 1).

(c-2) Next, consider the case where the exceptional surface is {θd = 0}. That is, when

we perform a blow-up with {θ′1 = θdθ
′′
1 , . . . , θ

′
r = θdθ

′′
r}, the Jacobian is θrd · θ

d+r(m−2)−1
d =

θ
d+r(m−1)−1
d , and

K(θ) =
1

2
θ
2(m−1)
d

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + θdFm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θ3df0(θ
′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θ2df1(θ

′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θm−1

d f3(θ
′
1, . . . , θ

′
r)

}

=
1

2
θ2md

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′′1 , . . . , θ

′′
r ) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

+ θdf0(θ
′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θdf1(θ

′′
1 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

+ θdf2(θ
′′
1 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1) + θmd f3(θ

′′
1 , . . . , θ

′′
r )

}

=
1

2
θ2md a(θ′′1 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, θd)

(where a is an analytic function). Considering the point on U0 = g−1(O) in this local coordinate
system (θ′′1 , . . . , θ

′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, θd), which satisfies θd = 0,

a(θ′′1 , . . . , θ
′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 0) = EX

[{
F1(X|θ′′1 , . . . , θ

′′
r ) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 1)

}2
]

and

S =

{

(θ′′1 , . . . , θ
′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, θd)

∣
∣
∣
∣

(θ′′1 , . . . , θ
′′
r , θd) = 0

Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ
′
d−1, 1) = 0 (a.s.)

}

⊂ U0

At points Q on U0 not included in S, by Lemma 3.3(2), a(θ′′1 , . . . , θ
′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 0) > 0, so

the normal crossing of K(θ) is obtained, and considering the local coordinates obtained from the
first m− 1 blow-ups,

inf
Q∈U0\S

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

= inf
1≤m′≤m

{
d− r + rm′

2m′

}

=
d− r + rm

2m

(multiplicity is 1). Note that at points included in S, a(θ′′1 , . . . , θ
′′
r , θ

′
r+1, . . . , θ

′
d−1, 0) = 0, and

the normal crossing of K(θ) is not obtained.
Thus, the theorem is proved.
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Remark 3.7.

From the proof of Main Theorem 2, the following can be understood. Considering the change
in the log-likelihood ratio function f before and after the blow-up,

f(X|θ) = F1(X|θ1, . . . , θr) + Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) + (higher order terms)

= θmi
{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d) + g(θi)

}

can be expressed (where g(0) = 0). On the other hand, K(θ) can be expressed as

K(θ) =
1

2
θ2mi

{

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d)
}2
]

+ h(θi)
}

(where h(0) = 0). From this, it follows that

lim
θ→0

EX

[
f(X|θ)2

]

K(θ)

=2 lim
θi→0

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d) + g(θi)

}2
]

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d)
}2
]

+ h(θi)

=2 lim
θi→0

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d)
}2
]

EX

[{
F1(X|θ′1, . . . , θ

′
r) + Fm(X|θ′r+1, . . . , θ

′
i−1, 1, θ

′
i+1, . . . , θ

′
d)
}2
]

=2

follows. This is consistent with [2, Theorem 6.3].

3.4 Proof of Corollary 3.1

Lemma 3.4.

When Assumption 1(1)(2) is satisfied for m = ∞, the following holds for any (θ1, . . . , θd) ∈ Rd

sufficiently close to 0.

(1)
f(X|θ1 = 0, . . . , θr = 0,∀θr+1, . . . ,∀θd) = 0 a.s.

(2) The following r random variables are linearly independent.

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θr)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θr)=0

(3.17)

Therefore, for m = ∞, Assumption 1(1) (in the case d = r) is satisfied for the parameters
(θ1, . . . , θr) (here, (θr+1, . . . , θd) are treated as constants).

Proof.
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(1) Since Assumption 1(2) is satisfied for m = ∞, in the Taylor expansion of f at (θ1, . . . , θd) =
0, there are no terms consisting only of θr+1, . . . , θd. In other words,

f(X|θ1 = 0, . . . , θr = 0,∀θr+1, . . . ,∀θd) = 0 a.s.

holds.

(2) From Lemma 3.2, the linear independence in (3.17) is equivalent to the positive definiteness
of the matrix formed by the product of these two elements. Denote this determinant by
D(θr+1, . . . , θd). It suffices to show that D > 0 for any (θr+1, . . . , θd) sufficiently close to
0. When (θr+1, . . . , θd) = 0, by Assumption 1(1),

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

are linearly independent, so D(0, . . . , 0) > 0 holds. Therefore, for (θr+1, . . . , θd) sufficiently
close to 0, D(θr+1, . . . , θd) > 0 follows.

Proof of Corollary 3.1.

(1) Based on the assumption that m < ∞ and for all parameters (θr+1, . . . , θd) 6= 0,
Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) is linearly independent of the following r random variables:

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

Specifically, for all parameters (θr+1, . . . , θd) 6= 0,

Fm(X|θr+1, . . . , θd) 6= 0 a.s.,

thus, S = {} in Main Theorem 2, and the blow-up g in Main Theorem 2 yields a normal
crossing of K(θ) at every point Q on U0 := g−1(0). The real log canonical threshold λO at
θ = 0 is given by the following expression (with multiplicity 1):

λO = inf
Q∈U0

{

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

}

= inf
Q∈U0\S

{

min
i=1,...,d

h
(Q)
i + 1

k
(Q)
i

}

=
d− r + rm

2m

Moreover, since normal crossings of K(θ) are obtained by the blow-up centered at the
origin O, near the origin O using the notation from Theorem 2.1, we have:

K−1(0) = {θ ∈ Θ | K(θ) = 0} =
{

g(u)
∣
∣
∣ a(u)uk11 · · · ukdd = 0

}

= {g(u) | u1 · · · ud = 0}

= {O}

Particularly, the blow-up g satisfies the conditions of the resolution theorem (Theorem 2.1).
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(2) From Lemma 3.4(2), if we treat only (θ1, . . . , θr) as parameters and consider (θr+1, . . . , θd)
as arbitrary constants sufficiently close to zero, Assumption 1(1) is satisfied in the case
where d = r. Furthermore, it is clear that Assumption 1(2),(3)(ii) is satisfied when m = 1.
Therefore, Main Theorem 2 and Corollary 3.1(1) can be applied in the case of (d, r,m) =
(r, r, 1), yielding a normal crossing of K(θ) through a blow-up centered on the subvariety
W0, and obtaining λO = r/2 (with multiplicity 1). Additionally, by the same argument as
in (1), it can be seen that the set of points satisfying K(θ) = 0 in the neighborhood of the
origin in Rd is W0.
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4 Conditions for Applying Main Theorem 1

To use Main Theorem 2, it is necessary to satisfy Assumption 1 concerning the log-likelihood
ratio function f . In the case of a semi-regular model, it is confirmed that this assumption can
always be satisfied by making appropriate variable transformations.

Theorem 4.1. For any statistical model that is semi-regular at (θ1, . . . , θd) = 0, there exists a
variable transformation such that the transformed statistical model satisfies Assumption 1.

To satisfy Assumption 1, the variable transformation can be specifically constructed in the
following order: (i)-(v). Here, we first describe the concrete method of construction. In this
method of construction, general theories about variable transformations such as Lemma 4.1 and
Corollary 4.1 will be used, but their proofs will be deferred. References to such propositions are
made by citing them as [Corollary 4.1] at the relevant points in the discussion. Unless otherwise
confusing, the same notation θ will be used before and after the variable transformation.

Proof.

(i) Let V1 be the vector space over R generated by the first derivatives of f with respect to
θ1, . . . , θd. From [Lemma 4.1], the dimension of V1 is r. Therefore, by suitably permuting
coordinates, we can take as a basis:

{

∂f

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

}

(4.1)

This satisfies Assumption 1(1). In the following, consider the set of n-th derivatives of f
with respect to variables θr+1, . . . , θd (n ≥ 1):

Dn :=







∂nf

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

ir+1 + · · ·+ id = n







We denote the vector space over R generated by Dn as Wn.

(ii) For the first derivatives of f with respect to θr+1, . . . , θd (e.g., the derivative with respect
to θr+1), consider the linear relationship

∂f

∂θr+1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
r∑

k=1

ak ·
∂f

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, ak ∈ R

which defines a coordinate transformation

θ′1 := θ1 + a1 · θr+1, . . . , θ
′
r := θr + ar · θr+1 (4.2)
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Performing this transformation affects no other first derivatives, and in the new coordinates,

∂f

∂θr+1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0 a.s.

as stated in [Corollary 4.1]. By repeating this process, the transformed space W1 becomes
{0}.

(iii) Starting with n = 2, if dim(V1 +Wn) = r, then V1 +Wn = V1, so any element of Dn can
be represented as a linear combination from (4.1). Specifically,

∂nf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
r∑

k=1

ak ·
∂f

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, ak ∈ R

Given this representation, the coordinate transformation






θ′1 := θ1 +
a1

ir+1!···id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd
...

θ′r := θr +
ar

ir+1!···id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

(4.3)

can be performed without changing other derivatives of order n or lower, ensuring that

∂nf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0 (a.s.)

[Corollary 4.1]. This coordinate transformation can be applied to any element of Dn,
resulting in Wn = {0}. Next, by incrementing n by 1 and repeating as long as dim(V1 +
Wn) = r, Wn can be kept at {0} for this n.

(iv) If Wn = {0} for all n, this satisfies Assumption 1(1)(2) in the case m = ∞.

(v) Consider the case where for some n, dim(V1 +Wn) > r. Let us denote this particular n as
m(< ∞). Since W1 = · · · = Wm−1 = {0}, Assumption 1(2) is satisfied. Therefore, we only
need to perform a coordinate transformation that satisfies Assumption 1(3).

Let r+ s := dim(V1 +Wm) (s ≥ 1) and use elements B1, . . . , Bs of Dm to form a basis of
the vector space V1 +Wm:

{

∂f

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f

∂θr

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, B1, . . . , Bs

}

.

Then, any element B ∈ Dm \ {B1, . . . , Bs}, also being an element of V1 + Wm, can be
expressed as

B :=
∂mf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=

r∑

k=1

ak ·
∂f

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

+

s∑

j=1

bj · Bj
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Performing the coordinate transformation







θ′1 := θ1 +
a1

ir+1!···id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd
...

θ′r := θr +
ar

ir+1!···id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

(4.4)

allows for

B =

s∑

j=1

bjBj

without changing other derivatives up to order m [Corollary 4.1]. By repeating this for all
elements of Dm\{B1, . . . , Bs}, any element of Dm can be expressed as a linear combination
of {B1, . . . , Bs}. Therefore, Wm is generated over R by {B1, . . . , Bs}. Since these generators
are linearly independent from the generators of V1 (4.1), it follows that V1 ∩Wm = {0}.

This configuration satisfies Assumption 1(3). Regarding the m-th term Fm of the Taylor
expansion of f around θ = 0, it suffices to show that for parameters (θr+1, . . . , θd) for which
Fm 6= 0 (a.s.), Fm is linearly independent from (4.1), which follows since Fm ∈ Wm and
thus V1 ∩Wm = {0}.

Remark 4.1. Ultimately, to satisfy Assumption 1, it is necessary to perform the variable trans-
formations (4.2), (4.3), and (4.4) defined by the linear dependency of the random variables.
Furthermore, when m < ∞, performing these coordinate transformations corresponds to estab-
lishing the conditions:

V1 = V1 +W1 = V1 +W2 = · · · = V1 +Wm−1 ( V1 +Wm,

where W1 = · · · = Wm−1 = {0}, V1 ∩Wm = {0}.

To complete the proof of Theorem 4.1, it is necessary to prove Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.1
used in the proof. These proofs will be provided in the following sections, but here we will first
describe specific examples of constructing the variable transformations.

Example 4.1 (Case of m = 2). In the statistical model (3.1) of Example 3.1, the variable
transformation

θ′1 = θ1 + θ2 (4.5)

was performed from the beginning. This is actually the variable transformation (4.2). In fact, it
is more natural to set the statistical model as

p(X = x|θ1, θ2) :=
1

2
· p̃

(

X = x

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ1 +

1

2

)

+
1

2
· p̃

(

X = x

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ2 +

1

2

)

(x = 0, 1, 2),
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but

∂f

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

=







2, x = 0

0, x = 1

−2, x = 2

,
∂f

∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

=







2, x = 0

0, x = 1

−2, x = 2

and there is a linear dependency between them:

∂f

∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

=
∂f

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

.

The variable transformation (4.2) determined from this is exactly (4.5). As calculated in Exam-
ple 3.1, after the variable transformation,

∂f

∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,θ2)=0

= 0.

It has already been confirmed in Example 3.1 that the statistical model after this variable trans-
formation satisfies Assumption 1 in the case of m = 2.

Example 4.2 (Case of m = ∞). Consider the statistical model with parameters (a, b)

p(x|a, b) =
1

1 + e−(a+1)(b+1)x
, q(x) =

1

1 + e−x
(x = 1,−1),

which realizes the true distribution at the origin (a, b) = (0, 0). We consider variable transfor-
mations that satisfy Assumption 1 at the origin.

First, regarding the first derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio function,

∂f(x|a, b)

∂a

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a,b)=0

= −
x

1 + ex
,

∂f(x|a, b)

∂b

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a,b)=0

= −
x

1 + ex
,

since these are non-zero, it is a semi-regular model. These satisfy the linear dependency

∂f(x|a, b)

∂b

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a,b)=0

=
∂f(x|a, b)

∂a

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a,b)=0

.

Performing the corresponding coordinate transformation (4.2): a′ = a+ b, we indeed get

∂f(x|a, b)

∂a′

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′,b)=0

= −
x

1 + ex
,

∂f(x|a, b)

∂b

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′,b)=0

= 0.

Next, for the second derivatives,

∂2f(x|a, b)

∂b2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′,b)=0

= 2 ·
x

1 + ex
,
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which again satisfies the linear dependency

∂2f(x|a, b)

∂b2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′,b)=0

= −2 ·
∂f(x|a, b)

∂a′

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′,b)=0

.

Performing the corresponding coordinate transformation (4.3): a′′ = a′ − b2, we indeed get

∂f(x|a, b)

∂a′′

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′,b)=0

= −
x

1 + ex
,

∂f(x|a, b)

∂b

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′,b)=0

=
∂2f(x|a, b)

∂b2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′,b)=0

= 0.

Next, for the third derivatives,

∂3f(x|a, b)

∂b3

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′,b)=0

= −6 ·
x

1 + ex
,

which again satisfies the linear dependency

∂3f(x|a, b)

∂b3

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′,b)=0

= 6 ·
∂f(x|a, b)

∂a′′

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′,b)=0

.

Performing the corresponding coordinate transformation (4.3): a′′′ = a′′ + b3, we indeed get

∂f(x|a, b)

∂a′′′

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′′,b)=0

= −
x

1 + ex
,

∂f(x|a, b)

∂b

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′′,b)=0

=
∂2f(x|a, b)

∂b2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′′,b)=0

=
∂3f(x|a, b)

∂b3

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a′′′,b)=0

= 0.

By iterating this infinitely many times, the coordinate transformation (a, b) 7→ (ã, b)

ã := a+ b− b2 + b3 + · · · = a+
b

b+ 1
(4.6)

satisfies, for any m ≥ 1,
∂mf(x|a, b)

∂bm

∣
∣
∣
∣
(ã,b)=0

= 0.

Thus, by performing the variable transformation (4.6), it is confirmed that Assumption 1 is sat-
isfied in the case of m = ∞.

4.1 On Assumption 1(1)

Lemma 4.1. If the rank of the Fisher information matrix I is r(> 0), then the dimension of the
R-vector space V1 generated by the first derivatives of f with respect to θ1, . . . , θd is r.
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Proof. Let

A(X) := (A1(X), . . . , Ad(X))⊤ ∈ Rd,

Ai(X) :=
∂f(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

(i = 1, . . . , d).

As noted in Remark 3.5, since EX

[
A(X)A(X)⊤

]
∈ Rd×d coincides with the Fisher information

matrix I, and the rank of this matrix is r. Therefore, it follows from Lemma 3.2(2) that dimV1 =
r.

4.2 On Assumption 1(2) and (3)

Proposition 4.1. [Properties of Coordinate Transformation] Let r be an integer greater than
or equal to 1. Fix some non-negative integers ir+1, . . . , id such that (ir+1 + · · · + id ≥ 1). For
k = 1, . . . , r, define

ak(θr+1, . . . , θd) :=
ck

ir+1! · · · id!
· θ

ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd , ck ∈ R,

and consider the coordinate transformation ϕ : (θ1, . . . , θd) 7→ (θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d) given by

θ′1 = θ1 + a1(θr+1, . . . , θd), . . . , θ
′
r = θr + ar(θr+1, . . . , θd),

θ′r+1 = θr+1, . . . , θ
′
d = θd.

This transformation satisfies the following:

(1) ϕ(0) = 0 and |det ϕ′(0)| = 1, and it is bijective and analytic.

(2) For j = 1, . . . , r, ∂
∂θ′j

= ∂
∂θj

holds.

(3) For any (hr+1, . . . , hd) ∈ Zd−r
≥0 such that hr+1 + · · ·+ hd ≤ ir+1 + · · ·+ id,

∂hr+1+···+hd

∂θ
′hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′hd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

=
∂hr+1+···+hd

∂θ
hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θhd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

−







0 if (hr+1, . . . , hd) 6= (ir+1, . . . , id),
∑r

k=1 ck ·
∂

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
θ=0

if (hr+1, . . . , hd) = (ir+1, . . . , id),

holds (where θ := (θ1, . . . , θd)).

Proof. (1) is evident. (2) follows from the relationship between partial derivatives before and
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after the variable transformation:

∂

∂θ′j
=

d∑

k=1

∂

∂θk
·
∂θk
∂θ′j

=

r∑

k=1

∂

∂θk
·
∂θk
∂θ′j

+

d∑

k=r+1

∂

∂θk
· δk,j

=
∂

∂θj
−

r∑

k=1

∂ak
∂θj

·
∂

∂θk
(j = r + 1, . . . , d)

∂

∂θ′j
=

∂

∂θj
(j = 1, . . . , r)

(3) can be expressed as follows: Let m := ir+1 + · · · + id(≥ 1), l := hr+1 + · · · + hd(≤ m).
The derivatives are expressed as follows:

∂l

∂θ
′hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′hd

d

=
d∏

j=r+1

(

∂

∂θj
−

r∑

k=1

∂ak
∂θj

·
∂

∂θk

)hj

=
d∏

j=r+1

(

∂hj

∂θ
hj

j

−
r∑

k=1

∂hjak

∂θ
hj

j

·
∂

∂θk
+ · · ·

)

(4.7)

=
∂l

∂θ
hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θhd

d

−

r∑

k=1

∂lak

∂θ
hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θhd

d

·
∂

∂θk
+ · · · (4.8)

and the “ · · ·” in (4.7) and (4.8) represent terms derived from derivatives of ak(θr+1, . . . , θd) up to
order l − 1 with respect to θr+1, . . . , θd. Since ak(θr+1, . . . , θd) is a homogeneous polynomial of
degree m with respect to θr+1, . . . , θd, at θ = (θ1, . . . , θd) = 0 the “ · · ·” in (4.7) and (4.8) becomes
zero, and

∂lak

∂θ
hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θhd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

=

{

0 (hr+1, . . . , hd) 6= (ir+1, . . . , id)

ck (hr+1, . . . , hd) = (ir+1, . . . , id)

Therefore, the following holds:

∂l

∂θ
′hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′hd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

=
∂l

∂θ
hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θhd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=0

−







0 (hr+1, . . . , hd) 6= (ir+1, . . . , id)
∑r

k=1 ck ·
∂

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
θ=0

(hr+1, . . . , hd) = (ir+1, . . . , id)

Corollary 4.1. [Coordinate transformation to satisfy Assumption 1(2),(3)] Let r be an integer
satisfying 1 ≤ r ≤ d− 1, and let n be an integer greater than or equal to 1. Define

Dn :=







∂nf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
∣

ir+1 + · · ·+ id = n






(4.9)
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Let B be an element of Dn defined as

B :=
∂nf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

Assume that B can be expressed using B1, . . . , Bs ∈ Dn and real numbers ck, bj (k = 1, . . . , r, j =
1, . . . , s) as follows:

B =

r∑

k=1

ck ·
∂f(X|θ)

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

+

s∑

j=1

bj ·Bj a.s.

Then, applying the coordinate transformation ϕ : (θ1, . . . , θd) 7→ (θ′1, . . . , θ
′
d) given by Proposi-

tion 4.1;

θ′k := θk +
ck

ir+1! · · · id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd (k = 1, . . . , r), ck ∈ R

without affecting the other lower-order derivatives, the transformed B (denoted as B′) becomes

B′ =

s∑

j=1

bjBj a.s.

Proof. We need to demonstrate the following two points. (Below, the inverse transformation of
ϕ is denoted as φ : (θ′1, . . . , θ

′
d) 7→ (θ1, . . . , θd).)

(1) For k = 1, . . . , r,
∂f(X|φ(θ′))

∂θ′k

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

=
∂f(X|θ)

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

(2) For any (hr+1, . . . , hd) ∈ Zd−r
≥0 such that hr+1 + · · ·+ hd ≤ ir+1 + · · ·+ id,

∂hr+1+···+hdf(X|φ(θ′))

∂θ
′hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′hd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

=







∂hr+1+···+hdf(X|θ)

∂θ
hr+1

r+1
···∂θ

hd
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

if (hr+1, . . . , hd) 6= (ir+1, . . . , id)

∑s
j=1 bjBj a.s. if (hr+1, . . . , hd) = (ir+1, . . . , id)

(1) can be directly applied from Proposition 4.1(2).
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For (2), when (hr+1, . . . , hd) = (ir+1, . . . , id), it follows from Proposition 4.1(3) that

B′ =
∂nf(X|φ(θ′))

∂θ
′ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′idd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

=
∂nf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

−

r∑

k=1

ck ·
∂f(X|θ)

∂θk

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=
s∑

j=1

bj · Bj a.s.

Additionally, when (hr+1, . . . , hd) 6= (ir+1, . . . , id) and hr+1 + · · · + hd ≤ n, it follows from
Proposition 4.1(3) that

∂hr+1+···+hdf(X|φ(θ′))

∂θ
′hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′hd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

=
∂hr+1+···+hdf(X|θ)

∂θ
hr+1

r+1 · · · ∂θhd

d

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

holds true.

Remark 4.2. Let us consider the meaning of Corollary 4.1. For simplicity, assume s = 0 and
denote the random variables Ak(X|θ) as Ak. According to the assumption of Corollary 4.1, using
the real numbers ck (k = 1, . . . , r), we can express

∂ir+1+···+idf(X|θ)

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

=

r∑

k=1

ckAk a.s.

Then, according to Corollary 4.1(2), after the variable transformation, we have

∂ir+1+···+idf(X|φ(θ′))

∂θ
′ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θ′idd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ′

1
,...,θ′

d
)=0

= 0 a.s.

Let’s interpret this from a different perspective.
When we perform a Taylor expansion of the log-likelihood ratio function f with respect to

the parameter θ (noting that the coefficients are random variables), and group the terms by
linearly independent random variables, we get:

f = A1θ1 + · · ·+Arθr +

∑r
k=1 ckAk

ir+1! · · · id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd + (higher order terms) a.s.

=

r∑

k=1

Ak

(

θk +
ck

ir+1! · · · id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd

)

+ (higher order terms) a.s.

Here, if we apply the variable transformation given in Corollary 4.1

θ′k := θk +
ck

ir+1! · · · id!
θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd (k = 1, . . . , r)
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then we can rewrite it as

f = A1θ
′
1 + · · ·+Arθ

′
r + (higher order terms) a.s.

This shows that the coefficient (random variable) of the term involving θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · θidd can indeed
be made zero (a.s.).

4.3 The Case of m = ∞

Finally, let us consider the case where m = ∞. In this scenario, it is necessary to iteratively apply
the coordinate transformation from Corollary 4.1 an infinite number of times. Conceptually, it
is understood that a coordinate transformation for m = ∞ exists, but it must be constructed
inductively, and it is not possible to explicitly represent the overall picture of the transformation.
Moreover, while this transformation is clearly a bijection near the origin and maps the origin to
the origin, the transformation is a formal power series, and it is not clear whether it is analytic.

For example, in Example 4.2, the variable transformation (4.6) was provided because it could
be inductively understood as being in the form of an infinite geometric series. Generally, it is
difficult to infer the overall picture of transformations in this manner, and obtaining this overall
view may require a different approach.

Using the following Proposition 4.2, by solving the local equation for the set of realization
parameters Θ∗ near the origin with respect to (θ1, . . . , θr), the variable transformation can be
explicitly constructed. Moreover, if Θ∗ is an analytic set, then this solution will be an analytic
function. Furthermore, as will be discussed later, this is unique, indicating that it is identical to
the coordinate transformation obtained by Corollary 4.1.

Proposition 4.2. [Coordinate transformation for the case m = ∞] Assume that the statistical
model p(x|θ) satisfies Assumption 1(1). If there exist r analytic functions ϕi(θr+1, . . . , θd) (i =
1, . . . , r) such that the set of realizable parameters Θ∗ can be expressed near the origin as

Θ∗ = {(θ1, . . . , θr, θr+1, . . . , θd) | θi = −ϕi(θr+1, . . . , θd) i = 1, . . . , r} (4.10)

then, by the variable transformation

θ̃i := θi + ϕi(θr+1, . . . , θd) (i = 1, . . . , r) (4.11)

for any non-negative integers ir+1, . . . , id (with ir+1 + · · · + id ≥ 1), we have

∂ir+1+···+idf

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ̃1,...,θ̃r,θr+1,...,θd)=0

= 0 a.s.

In other words, for the case m = ∞, Assumption 1(1)(2) is satisfied. Specifically, in the trans-
formed coordinates, we can express

Θ∗ = {(θ̃1, . . . , θ̃r, θr+1, . . . , θd) | θ̃1 = · · · = θ̃r = 0}.
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Proof. By performing the variable transformation (4.11), the set of realizable parameters Θ∗ can
be expressed near the origin as:

Θ∗ = {(θ1, . . . , θr, θr+1, . . . , θd) | θi = −ϕi(θr+1, . . . , θd) i = 1, . . . , r}

=
{

(θ̃1, . . . , θ̃r, θr+1, . . . , θd) | θ̃1 = · · · = θ̃r = 0
}

Noting that near the origin, regardless of the values of (θr+1, . . . , θd), setting (θ̃1, . . . , θ̃r) = 0, we
have

p(x|θ̃1 = 0, . . . , θ̃r = 0,∀θr+1, . . . ,∀θd) = q(x) a.s.

This implies that, considering the Taylor expansion of the log-likelihood ratio function at the
origin, there are no terms that depend solely on (θr+1, . . . , θd). Therefore, for any non-negative
integers ir+1, . . . , id (with ir+1 + · · ·+ id ≥ 1), we have

∂ir+1+···+idf

∂θ
ir+1

r+1 · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ̃1,...,θ̃r,θr+1,...,θd)=0

= 0 a.s.

Using Proposition 4.2, if in the neighborhood of the origin, the local equations for the set
of realization parameters Θ∗ can be solved with respect to the linearly independent parameters
(θ1, . . . , θr), and if one can find analytic functions ϕ1, . . . , ϕr that satisfy (4.10), then a variable
transformation satisfying Assumption 1 for the case m = ∞ can be obtained.

Such analytic functions can be guaranteed to exist by using the implicit function theorem.

Corollary 4.2. Assume Assumption 1(1) is satisfied. If the rank of the Jacobian of the r local
equations of the set of realization parameters Θ∗ at the origin is r, then functions ϕ1, . . . , ϕr

uniquely exist and satisfy (4.10). In particular, when the origin is a non-singular point of the
d − r dimensional analytic manifold Θ∗, analytic functions ϕi that satisfy (4.10) exist, and
Assumption 1(2) is satisfied for m = ∞..

Proof. This is a direct consequence of the implicit function theorem. Note that the implicit
function theorem holds both in the class of analytic functions and the class of formal power
series.

Example 4.3 (Case of m = ∞). Consider the statistical model with parameters (a, b) treated
in Example 4.2:

p(x|a, b) =
1

1 + e−(a+1)(b+1)x
, Θ∗ = {(a, b) | (a+ 1)(b + 1) = 1} ⊂ R2
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The local equation of Θ∗ can be solved for a near the origin:

a = −
b

b+ 1

Thus, by Proposition 4.2, the coordinate transformation (a, b) 7→ (ã, b) that satisfies m = ∞ is
given by:

ã := a+
b

b+ 1
(4.12)

This matches the coordinate transformation (4.6) obtained in Example 4.2.

Let us visualize this coordinate transformation. As shown in Figure 2, the set of realizable
parameters Θ∗ is locally transformed to be represented by {ã = 0} before and after the coordinate
transformation. This means that near the origin (ã, b) = (0, 0),

Θ∗ = {(ã, b) | ã = 0,∀b}

and it can be seen that Θ∗ is defined by a single parameter ã near the origin.

O

Θ∗ : (a+ 1)(b + 1) = 1

a

b

(a) Before coordinate transformation

O

−1

Θ∗ : ã(b+ 1) = 0

ã

b

(b) After coordinate transformation

Fig 2: Changes in the set of realizable parameters Θ∗ before and after the coordinate transformation

Remark 4.3. Changing the statistical model p(x|a, b) in Example 4.2 to:

p(x|a, b) =
1

1 + e−abx
, q(x) =

1

2
(x = 1,−1)

In this case, the true distribution is realized at (a, b) = (0, 0), but

∂f(x|a, b)

∂a

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a,b)=0

=
∂f(x|a, b)

∂b

∣
∣
∣
∣
(a,b)=0

= 0

Therefore, this is not a semi-regular model. In this case, the set of realizable parameters Θ∗ is
given by:

Θ∗ = {(a, b) | ab = 0} ⊂ R2

which forms a one-dimensional variety with a singularity at the origin.
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5 Example on the Derivation of the Real Log Canonical Thresh-

old

Using the Main Theorem obtained so far for semi-regular models, we calculate the learning
coefficient for a specific model.

5.1 The Case of Two Parameters

Here, we fix an arbitrary realizable parameter θ∗ at a single point and translate it to the origin
O, and consider the real log canonical threshold at the origin. We assume that the statistical
model p(x|θ) at the origin satisfies the semi-regular condition (i.e., the rank r > 0 of the Fisher
information matrix), and denote the real log canonical threshold at the origin by λO. Note that
the learning coefficient is the minimum value of the real log canonical thresholds calculated for
each realizable parameter.

By performing the variable transformation in Theorem 4.1, a semi-regular model with two
parameters can be classified into one of the following three types.

No. Property of f at θ = 0 r
λO

(Multiplicity)
Ideal

Geometry of
Θ∗ near θ = 0

1 ∂f
∂θ1

, ∂f
∂θ2

: lin. ind. 2 1 (1) (θ1, θ2) pt {(θ1, θ2) = (0, 0)}

2

∂f
∂θ1

, ∂
mf

∂θm
2

: lin. ind.
∂f
∂θ2

= · · · = ∂m−1f

∂θm−1

2

= 0
1 m+1

2m (1) (θ1, θ
m
2 ) pt {(θ1, θ2) = (0, 0)}

3
∂f
∂θ1

: lin. ind.

∀m, ∂
mf

∂θm
2

= 0
1 1

2 (1) (θ1) line {θ1 = 0}

The above results for the real log canonical threshold λO are all consequences of Corollary 3.1
(No.3 corresponds to the case m = ∞). From this, we find that for a statistical model with two
parameters, where the Fisher information matrix at all realizable parameters has a non-zero
rank, the learning coefficient is given by:

λ =
m+ 1

2m
, m = 1, 2, . . . ,∞

(multiplicity is 1). Notably, the minimum value of the learning coefficient is 1/2 and the maxi-
mum value is 1, parameterized by m ∈ Z≥1 ∪ {∞}. Moreover, Θ∗ does not contain singularities.

Remark 5.1. The real log canonical threshold at the origin for the statistical model considered in
Example 3.1 (3.1) was 3/4. Applying the general theory to this statistical model with (d, r,m) =
(2, 1, 2), we immediately obtain:

λO =
m+ 1

2m
=

3

4

Additionally, the real log canonical threshold at the origin for the statistical model consid-
ered in Example 3.2 (3.6) was 1/2. Applying the general theory to this statistical model with
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(d, r,m) = (2, 1,∞), we immediately obtain:

λO =
1

2

The same discussion can be applied to the cases where r = d or r = d − 1. We summarize
this in the following proposition.

Proposition 5.1 (Case of r ≥ d−1). For a statistical model with d parameters, where the rank
r of the Fisher information matrix at all realizable parameters is r = d− 1 or r = d, the learning
coefficient λ can be expressed using a positive integer m as follows (multiplicity is 1):

λ =
1 + (d− 1)m

2m
, m = 1, 2, . . . ,∞

Here, m = ∞ represents λ = (d − 1)/2. Notably, the minimum value of the learning coefficient
is (d− 1)/2 and the maximum value is d/2. Furthermore, Θ∗ does not contain singularities.

Remark 5.2. In the case of non-semi-regular models, there are exceptions to the above. For
example, at θ = 0, if the random variables

∂f

∂θ21

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

,
∂f

∂θ32

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2)=0

are linearly independent and all derivatives of f up to those orders are zero (e.g., K(θ) = θ41+θ62),
then this case applies. (Although methods for resolving such singularities similar to Euclid’s
algorithm are known, they are beyond the scope of this paper.)

However, if the model is semi-regular at other realizable parameters, the above results can
be applied at those points to obtain an upper bound on the learning coefficient.

5.2 Formula for the Case When the Random Variable X Takes a Finite Num-
ber of Values

In the case of a semi-regular model where the random variable takes a finite number of values,
the real log canonical threshold can sometimes be easily calculated.

Assume that the random variable X takes a finite number of values, and for the true model
q(X), assume without loss of generality that q(X = x) 6= 0 for all x ∈ χ.

Theorem 5.1. Let X be a discrete random variable taking N(< ∞) values. For N − 1(≤ d)
variables θ1, . . . , θN−1,

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0
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are linearly independent as random variables, the rank of the Fisher information matrix is r =
N − 1(> 0), and the real log canonical threshold λO at the origin θ = 0 for K(θ) is given by the
following formula (multiplicity is 1):

λO =
N − 1

2

Lemma 5.1. Let X be a random variable taking distinct values {x1, x2, . . . , xN}, and consider
N − 1(≤ d) variables θ1, . . . , θN−1 such that

∂p(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

, . . . ,
∂p(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

(5.1)

are linearly independent as random variables.

(1) The (N − 1)× (N − 1) matrix








∂p(X=x1|θ)
∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

· · · ∂p(X=x1|θ)
∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

...
. . .

...
∂p(X=xN−1|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

· · ·
∂p(X=xN−1|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗








is a regular matrix.

(2) If B(X) is a function of X such that

N∑

n=1

B(X = xn) = 0, (5.2)

then B(X) is linearly dependent on the random variables in (5.1). That is, there exist real
numbers a1, . . . , aN−1 such that the following equation as a function of X holds:

B(X) = a1 ·
∂p(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

+ · · ·+ aN−1 ·
∂p(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

.

Proof. Since the random variable X takes values only in {x1, x2, . . . , xN}, for all parameters θ,

p(X = x1|θ) + · · ·+ p(X = xN |θ) = 1

holds. Differentiating this equation with respect to θi (i = 1, . . . , d), we obtain:

∂p(X = xN |θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= −

N−1∑

n=1

∂p(X = xn|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

(5.3)

Also, in general, let B(X) be a function of X satisfying (5.2), and assume

B(X = xn) =
N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
∂p(X = xn|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

(n = 1, . . . , N − 1) (5.4)
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for some real numbers a1, . . . , aN−1. From (5.2), (5.3), and (5.4), we get

B(X = xN ) = −

N−1∑

n=1

B(X = xn) = −

N−1∑

n=1

N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
∂p(X = xn|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= −
N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
N−1∑

n=1

∂p(X = xn|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

=
N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
∂p(X = xN |θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

Thus, equation (5.4) can be extended to the equality as a function of X:

B(X) =

N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
∂p(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

(5.5)

(1) To show the linear independence of columns, assume

N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
∂p(X = xn|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= 0 (n = 1, . . . , N − 1)

Let B(X) :≡ 0 obviously satisfies (5.2), and since (5.4) holds, this equation can be extended
to the equality for the random variable (5.5)

N−1∑

i=1

ai ·
∂p(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

= 0

From the linear independence of the random variables in (5.1), we get ai = 0.

(2) From (1), the real solution (a1, . . . , aN−1) of the following equation exists uniquely.






B(X = x1)
...

B(X = xN−1)




 =








∂p(X=x1|θ)
∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

· · · ∂p(X=x1|θ)
∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

...
. . .

...
∂p(X=xN−1|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

· · ·
∂p(X=xN−1|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗













a1
...

aN−1






Using (5.5), this can be extended to the equality as a random variable:

B(X) = a1 ·
∂p(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

+ · · ·+ aN−1 ·
∂p(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ=θ∗

Proof of Theorem 5.1.

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0
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are linearly independent as random variables. By multiplying both sides by p(X|θ = 0) =
q(X) 6= 0, it is equivalent to

∂p(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂p(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

being linearly independent as random variables.
From the assumption, it is clear that r ≥ N − 1. For i = N, . . . , d,

B(X) :=
∂p(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

and from (5.3),
N∑

n=1

B(X = xn) = 0

is satisfied. Thus, Lemma 5.1(2) can be applied, and

∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

are linearly dependent. Therefore, we get r = N − 1. Then, performing the coordinate transfor-
mation guaranteed by Theorem 4.1, after the transformation, for i = N, . . . , d,

∂f(X|θ)

∂θi

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0

can be assumed.

We show that this statistical model corresponds to the case m = ∞ in Assumption 1. That
is, taking m(≥ 2) such that all derivatives of the log-likelihood ratio function with respect to
{θN , . . . , θd} up to m − 1 times are zero (a.s.), and performing the coordinate transformation
guaranteed by Theorem 4.1, for any non-negative integers (iN , . . . , id) such that iN+· · ·+id = m,
we need to show that

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θiNN · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= 0 (5.6)

is satisfied. This can be shown by applying Proposition 3.2(1), where

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θiNN · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

= −

∂mp(X|θ)

∂θ
iN
N

···∂θ
id
d

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

q(X)

and, similar to the discussion in (5.3),

B(X) :=
∂mp(X|θ)

∂θiNN · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0
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satisfies (5.2). Therefore, applying Lemma 5.1(2) shows that

∂mf(X|θ)

∂θiNN · · · ∂θidd

∣
∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θ1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

, . . . ,
∂f(X|θ)

∂θN−1

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,...,θd)=0

are linearly dependent as random variables. Thus, performing the coordinate transformation
ensured by Theorem 4.1 will satisfy (5.6). Consequently, this statistical model corresponds to
the case m = ∞ in Assumption 1(2), and from Corollary 3.1(2),

λ =
r

2
=

N − 1

2

is obtained (multiplicity is 1).

As a simple application, we calculate the learning coefficient for a mixture of Bernoulli dis-
tributions.

Corollary 5.1 (Learning Coefficient for a Mixture of Bernoulli Distributions with Two Mixture
Components). Consider a mixture distribution with two components of a probability distribution
p̃(x|θ) with a single parameter θ ∈ R.

p(x|θ1, θ2, τ) := τ · p̃(x|θ1) + (1− τ) · p̃(x|θ2)

where the parameter τ represents the mixing proportion (0 ≤ τ ≤ 1). Let p̃ be the Bernoulli
distribution, i.e.,

p̃(x|θ) =

{

1− θ x = 0

θ x = 1

(where 0 < θ < 1). When the true distribution q(x) consists of a single mixture component

q(x) = p̃(x|θ∗) (0 < θ∗ < 1)

the learning coefficient is 1/2.

Proof. Consider the set of realizable parameters (θ1, θ2, τ), Θ∗, by considering the case x = 1,

Θ∗ = {(θ1, θ2, τ) | τθ1 + (1− τ)θ2 = θ∗}

Fix an arbitrary realizable parameter (Q1, Q2, T ) ∈ Θ∗ and translate it so that it moves to the
origin, redefining this statistical model as p(x|θ1, θ2, τ).

p(x|θ1, θ2, τ) := (τ + T ) · p̃(x|θ1 +Q1) + (1− τ − T ) · p̃(x|θ2 +Q2)
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By symmetry, we can assume T 6= 1. This statistical model is a random variable taking two
values, and

∂f

∂θ2

∣
∣
∣
∣
(θ1,θ2,τ)=0

=

{
1−T
1−θ∗

, (x = 0)

−1−T
θ∗

, (x = 1)

is a non-zero random variable, making this statistical model semi-regular. Since (Q1, Q2, T ) is
arbitrary, this statistical model is semi-regular for all realizable parameters, from Theorem 5.1,
the learning coefficient is 1/2 (multiplicity is 1).

Remark 5.3. Instead of using Theorem 5.1, one can also determine the real log canonical
threshold by explicitly performing a variable transformation using Proposition 4.2. The local
equation for Θ∗ is given by

(τ + T )(θ1 +Q1) + (1− τ − T )(θ2 +Q2)− θ∗ = 0

Solving this equation for θ2 yields the solution:

θ2 =
θ∗ − (τ + T )(θ1 +Q1)

1− τ − T
−Q2

=
TQ1 + (1− T )Q2 − (τ + T )(θ1 +Q1)

1− τ − T
−Q2

= −
τ + T

1− τ − T
θ1 −

Q1 −Q2

1− τ − T
τ

The variable transformation defined by

θ̃2 = θ2 +
τ + T

1− τ − T
θ1 +

Q1 −Q2

1− τ − T
τ

transforms the local equation into:

(τ + T )(θ1 +Q1) + (1− τ − T )(θ2 +Q2)− θ∗

=(τ + T )(θ1 +Q1) + (1− τ − T )

(

θ̃2 −
τ + T

1− τ − T
θ1 −

Q1 −Q2

1− τ − T
τ +Q2

)

− θ∗

=(1− τ − T )θ̃2

which can be realized only if θ̃2 = 0. Thus, treating (θ1, τ) as arbitrary constants in the neigh-
borhood of zero,

∂f

∂θ̃2

∣
∣
∣
∣
θ̃2=0

= −
1− τ − T

p̃(x|θ∗)
=

{

−1−τ−T
1−θ∗

x = 0

−1−τ−T
θ∗

x = 1

which is a non-zero random variable. Therefore, applying Corollary 3.1 in the case (d, r,m) =
(3, 1,∞), the real log canonical threshold of the realizable parameter (Q1, Q2, T ) is 1/2 (multi-
plicity is 1).
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6 Conclusion

In this paper, we first clarified the relationship between the Taylor expansion of Kullback-Leibler
divergence and the log-likelihood ratio function (Proposition 3.1). We then applied these findings
to semi-regular models, where the rank of the Fisher information matrix is non-zero, and provided
a formula related to the Taylor expansion of Kullback-Leibler divergence in Main Theorem 1. In
Main Theorem 2, using the Taylor expansion derived in Main Theorem 1, we performed specific
blow-ups and obtained an evaluation concerning the real log canonical thresholds. Specifically,
we derived a formula for the exact value of the real log canonical threshold in cases where certain
conditions of linear independence are met (Corollary 3.1).

The discussions above require Assumption 1, but Theorem 4.1 shows that, by appropriate
variable transformations, Assumption 1 can be satisfied for any semi-regular model.

As practical examples of using the Main Theorem, we provided formulas for the real log
canonical threshold for models where the number of parameters d and the rank of the Fisher
information matrix is d or d− 1 (Proposition 5.1), as well as for discrete random variables that
take a finite number of values (Theorem 5.1). We also provided an application example that
gives the exact learning coefficient for a mixture of Bernoulli distributions with two components
(Corollary 5.1).

Corollary 3.1 can directly compute the real log canonical threshold only for non-singular
points in the set of realization parameters Θ∗. As future research, we aim to generalize the
methods used in this study further and derive the real log canonical threshold at singular points.
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Appendix A Mathematica Output Results
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Example 3.1

I n [ ] : = p


x_, _] := Binomial 2, x] x (1 - )2-x

I n [ ] : = p x_, 1_, 2_] :=
1

2
p


x, 1 - 2 +
1

2
 +

1

2
p
x, θ2 +

1

2


I n [ ] : = f x_, θ1_, θ2_] := Logpx, 1

2
  p x, θ1, θ2] Log-likelihood ratio function

I n [ ] : = K θ1 , θ2 : Sumf x, θ1, θ2 p
x, 1

2
, x, 0, 2  Kullback-Leibler divergence

I n [ ] : = a m , n : Simplify 1

m n
D K θ1, θ2 , θ1, m , θ2, n . θ1 0, θ2 0 

coefficient of the term θ1mθ2n in the Taylor expansion of K θ
I n [ ] : = c m : Sum a n, m - n θ1n θ2m-n, n, 0, m  mth order terms of K θ

Taylor expansion of K(θ)

I n [ ] : = c 2 2nd order terms

Ou t [ ] =

θ1
2

I n [ ] : = c 3 3rd order terms

Ou t [ ] =

0

I n [ ] : = c 4 4th order terms

Ou t [ ] =

8 θ1
2
θ2

2 - 16 θ1 θ2
3 + 8 θ2

4

derivative of the log - likelihood ratio function

I n [ ] : = df x , m , n : Simplify 1

m n
D f x, θ1, θ2 , θ1, m , θ2, n . θ1 0, θ2 0 

coefficient of the term θ1mθ2n in the Taylor expansion of f x θ
I n [ ] : = Print df 0, 1, 0 , " x 0)" ;

Print df 1, 1, 0 , " x 1)" ;

Print df 2, 1, 0 , " x 2)" ;

coefficient of the term θ1 in the Taylor expansion of f x θ
2(x=0)

0(x=1)

-2(x=2)

I n [ ] : = Print df 0, 0, 1 , " x 0)" ;

Print df 1, 0, 1 , " x 1)" ;

Print df 2, 0, 1 , " x 2)" ;

coefficient of the term θ2 in the Taylor expansion of f x θ

Printed by Wolfram Mathematica Student Edition



0(x=0)

0(x=1)

0(x=2)

I n [ ] : = Print df 0, 0, 2 , " x 0)" ;

Print df 1, 0, 2 , " x 1)" ;

Print df 2, 0, 2 , " x 2)" ;

coefficient of the term θ22 in the Taylor expansion of f x θ
-4(x=0)

4(x=1)

-4(x=2)

2     Ex3.1.nb

Printed by Wolfram Mathematica Student Edition


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Definitions and Assumptions
	What is a Learning Coefficient?
	Methods for Calculating Learning Coefficients Using Algebraic Geometry
	Learning Coefficients for Models Satisfying Regularity Conditions
	Upper Bound of Learning Coefficients for General Models

	Main Theorem
	Overview of the Main Theorem
	Proof of Main Theorem 1
	Proof of Main Theorem 2
	Proof of Corollary 3.1

	Conditions for Applying Main Theorem 1
	On Assumption 1(1)
	On Assumption 1(2) and (3)
	The Case of  m = 

	Example on the Derivation of the Real Log Canonical Threshold
	The Case of Two Parameters
	Formula for the Case When the Random Variable  X  Takes a Finite Number of Values

	Conclusion
	Mathematica Output Results

