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Abstract: We give a sufficient condition for admissibility of generalized Bayes es-
timators of the location vector of spherically symmetric distribution under squared
error loss. Compared to the known results for the multivariate normal case, our suffi-
cient condition is very tight and is close to being a necessary condition. In particular
we establish the admissibility of generalized Bayes estimators with respect to the har-
monic prior and priors with slightly heavier tail than the harmonic prior. We use the
theory of regularly varying functions to construct a sequence of smooth proper priors
approaching an improper prior fast enough for establishing the admissibility. We also
discuss conditions of minimaxity of the generalized Bayes estimator with respect to
the harmonic prior.
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1. Introduction

We consider estimation of the p-dimensional location parameter of a spherically symmetric
distribution. Specifically, let X = (Xi,...,X,)" have a density function f(||z — 0||) and
consider estimation of § with a general quadratic loss function Lg(0,6) = (6—6)'Q(6—0) =
|0 — 9”22 for a positive definite matrix @. The usual minimax estimator X, which is
generalized Bayes, is inadmissible for p > 3 as shown in [Stein (1956) in the normal case,
and in Brown (1966) under more general situation, respectively. In the decision-theoretic
point of view, we are interested in proposing admissible estimators dominating X, that
is, minimax admissible estimators. Note that the dominance over X means minimaxity in
our setting because X is minimax with a constant risk. Note also that our results hold
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for the location vector of elliptically-contoured distributions, because we are considering
a general quadratic loss function with arbitrary positive definite Q.

In the normal case, there already exists a broad class of admissible minimax estimators.
Baranchik (197() gave a sufficient condition for minimaxity of a shrinkage estimator of
the form

0p(X) = (1 = o(IXIDIX[72)X. (1.1)
Strawderman (1971) found a subclass of pro%er Baires estimators of the form (1)) satisfy-

ing the sufficient conditions for minimaxity. ) gave a very powerful sufficient
condition for admissibility of generalized Bayes estimators. Using Brown’s (1971) con-
dition, Bergerl (1976), [Fourdrinier et all (1998) and Maruyama (1998, 2004) enlarged a
class of admissible minimax estimators which are of the Strawderman type and gener-
alized Bayes. For a subclass of scale mixtures of multivariate normal distributions which
includes multivariate-t distribution, some proper Bayes minimax estimators were proposed
by Maruyamad (2003) by using Strawderman’s (1971) techniques.

However, for general spherically symmetric distributions, no minimax admissible esti-
mators of the location vectors have been derived, although for the minimaxity, various
Baranchlk type sufficient conditions of the estimator were given by (@),

(1978, 1991) and BocK (%) The main reason is the lack
of a standard class of generalized or proper Bayes estimators of the form (1) like the
Strawderman type in the normal case, which allows an easy check of the minimaxity condi-
tion. Furthermore no sufficient condition for admissibility of generalized Bayes estimators
has been derived. In Maruyama.and Takemura (IZODﬂ), we provided satisfactory solutions
to these problems. In this &Lgfﬁr we will weaken some regularity conditions assumed in

).

In Section 2, we give preliminary results including the properties of regularly varying
functions and asymptotic behaviors of expected values when ||6|| is sufficiently large. The
former is useful for constructing a very convenient sequence of proper densities approaching
an improper density ¢(#), which is required in applying the method of %)

In Section 3, we will present a powerful sufficient condition for admissibility of gener-
alized Bayes estimator and in particular show that the generalized Bayes estimators with
respect to the harmonic prior g(f) = ||0||*>? and with respect to a prior with a slightly
heavier tail

() = 1917 P log(|l0] +¢), ¢>1, (1.2)

are admissible under mild regularity conditions on f.
In Section 4, we show that the generalized Bayes estimator with respect to the harmonic

prior is written as
1 ,p—
| R EEX D (13)
Jo P=3F(EIX|)dt )

where F'(u) = [>° sf(s)ds. This form is simple enough to check various sufficient conditions
for minimaxity and we demonstrate that ([[3]) is minimax for some f. We believe that ([L3])
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is minimax for a broad subclass of spherically symmetric distributions. Notice that the
generalized Bayes estimators with respect to priors except |||~ do not have such simple
forms as far as we know.

Our proof of admissibility is mainly based on the techniques of [Brown and Hwang
(1982). Brown and Hwang (1982) considered the problem of estimating the natural mean
vector of an exponential family under a quadratic loss function. Note that the intersection
of their setting and our setting is the multivariate normal case. Their sufficient condition
for admissibility in the normal case does not however permit g(f) to diverge to infinity
around the origin like ||#||?>~P, while it permits g(8) < ||0]|* with a < 2 — p for sufficiently
large ||6||. Prior to Brown and Hwang (1982), Brown (1971) considered the estimation in
the multivariate normal case and gave a powerful sufficient condition for minimaxity which
are satisfied by the harmonic prior and ([2)), but his proof was based on many advanced
mathematics. Our mathematical tool is much more familiar to the readers. Brown (1971))
also gave sufficient condition for inadmissibility. By using it we see that the generalized
Bayes estimator with respect to ||8]|27?log?(||f|| + 2) is inadmissible. Hence our sufficient
condition for admissibility should be very tight and close to being a necessary condition.

Brown (1979) considered a more general problem than ours: estimation of # for a general
density p(x — 0) and a general loss function W (5 — ). He conjectured that the prior
g(0) ~ ||0]|* with a < 2 — p for sufficiently large ||| leads to admissibility, regardless of
the density p and the loss W. Hence our results support [Brown (1979)’s conjecture for the
case of elliptically-contoured family and a general quadratic loss function.

Finally we notice that the most important key for our proof for admissibility is the
construction of a very convenient sequence h;(6) for approximating g(#) by g(0)h;(6) for
0 < v < 2. Brown and Hwang (1982) used v = 2 and

1 0] <1
hi(0) = {1 —1log||0]|/logi 1 <|0] <i
0 16 > .

This h;(#) is not differentiable at ||#|| = 1 and truncated at ||f|| = i, which makes handling
and extension difficult for our purposes. Our h;(f) given in Section 2 is smoother and not
truncated. Furthermore our « is flexible whereas v = 2 in [Brown and Hwang (1982). By
such a flexible v, we can adjust the rate of convergence of g(f)h](#) so that it is just
enough to be proper. We will see that choosing as small v as possible is important in
the main theorem, Theorem 3.1. We believe that our smooth function h;(f) and an idea
of flexible « are very useful for showing admissibility of generalized Bayes estimators in
various problems.

2. Preliminaries

In this section we prepare a sequence of proper densities using the theory of regularly
varying functions and give some results on asymptotic behaviors of expected values when
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the location parameter diverges to infinity. For the theory of regularly varying and slowly
varying functions the readers are referred tolGeluk and de Haan (1987) and Bingham et al:
(1987).

2.1. Regularly varying functions

A Lebesgue measurable function f : R — R which is eventually positive is called regularly
varying if for some o € R

lim f(tz)

w0 f(x)
We sometimes use the notation f € RV,. The number « in the above is called the index
of regular variation. A function satisfying (Z1I) with o = 0 is called slowly varying.

Let 8 : RT — R+ be positive, continuously differentiable, monotone decreasing, inte-
grable (ie. [ (r)dr < c0) and regular varying with index —1. A typical 8(n) is

— 1%, Vt>0. (2.1)

1 1 "1:[1 1
1+ c{Log,(n +¢)}? ;- Log;(n +¢)’

(2.2)

where n is a positive integer, Logy(n +¢) = 1,
Log;(n +¢) = loglog - - -log(n +¢), i>1,
—_—— —
i

and c is chosen such that Log,(c) > 0. Note that for (22

1
/ Pdr = e T o)

The following results for G(n) satisfying the above assumptions are known from the
theory of regularly varying functions.

Lemma 2.1. 1. [*B(r)dr € RVy and §'(r) € RV_.
2. limn—>oo 775( )/f 5( ) r =0, liInn—>oo 776/(77)/6(77) =
We now define functions H;(n), i = 1,2, ..., based on 3(r) b

o0 o(n—r)/i
Iy e B(r)dr
o
[y B(r)dr
These functions are very useful for constructing a sequence of proper prior densities ap-

proaching the target improper density in the next section. The properties of H; are given
in the following theorem.

Theorem 2.1. 1. 0 < Hy(n) < Ha(n) < --- < 1. For any fized n, lim;_,o, H;(n) = 1.

Hi(n) = (2.3)
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For any fized i, lim, o fnoo B(r)drB(n) L Hi(n) =i and hence H;(n) € RV_y.

For any fized n, lim,;_,o, H/(n) = 0.

[H(n)| < 2B(n)/ [,;° B(r)dr for alln > 0.

For any € > 0, there exists ny such that —1 — e < nH.!(n)/H;(n) < 0 for all n > no
and for all i.

Crds Lo o

Proof. 1t is obvious that 0 < Hy(n) < 1 and H;(n) is increasing in i. For fixed n, H;(n) 11
by the monotone convergence theorem.
By integration by parts, the numerator of H;(n) is written as

/ eIl dr = iB(n) + i / et (r)dr. (2.4)
n n
Therefore
B e

H;(n) ~ T ma T T Awr (2.5)

&3) divided by Z3) is
0 —r/igl
B e B

~ U ) ST B T TR e By dr

For fixed ¢, the second term of the above equation converges to 0 as n — oo by the
L’Hospital theorem. H;(n) € RV_; because f;;o B(r)dr € RVy and 3(n) € RV_;.
Using (24) again, differentiation of the numerator of H;(n) gives

* m-n)/i SN N LRy * —r))igr
(/17 er=m)/ ﬁ(r)dr) = ;/?7 e B (r)dr — B(n) :/77 e G (1Y d,
Therefore
Bn) fp° e p()dr [ e (r) b
(f; B(r)dr)? Sy Br)dr

Note that —3'(r) > 0 by our assumption. Each term of the right hand side of (28] is
nondecreasing in ¢ and hence by the monotone convergence theorem

o B [ B(rdr [E{=B'(r)}dr
le)r& Hi(n) = (f;})o Z(r)dr)z 77L;)o Brydr 0.

Furthermore we have

Hj(n) = (2.6)

B(n) [ ="/ 3(r)dr
U Bar?

Sy e =B (r) b

|Hz(77)| < fnoo ﬁ(r)dr
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< 28(n)/ / " B(r)dr

Dividing 8] by Z3), we have

Hi(n) _ < B)__, o ¢ e >dr>
()~ "\ B T X e B dr

Ui

nBm) Sy e H=rB(r)/B(r)}B(r)dr
f 5(r) S e iB(r)dr
_nBm) —rf'(r)

(r)

— sup

f 57’d7° r>n  B(r)

By 2 of Lemma 1] the right hand side converges to —1. This implies that for any € > 0
there exists 7y such that nH/(n)/H;(n) > —1 — € for all n > ny and for all i. Finally we
will prove that H/(n) < 0 for sufficiently large n independent of 7. By 2 of Lemma 2]

nffﬂmdr( B(n) )’:nmn) ﬁ(n)
B \ I Bdr) A TR

and hence 8(n)/ f B(r)dr is eventually nonincreasing. Hence by redefining 7 if necessary,
we can assume that B(n)/ f B(r)dr is monotone nonincreasing for n > 79. By integration
by parts on the numerators of each term in (EZ8]), we have

/n ey dr = e /n“ B(rydr — i1 /noo i { /TOO So) ds} "

[T e = —e s + it [T e igar
n

n

—>—1

and hence

172 0(r) ) Ji e
{fﬁe—r/i{ffms)ds}dr}w”)‘ T B0y T e T Bls)dsy dr’

n

which is nonpositive for n > ng. O

2.2. Asymptotic behavior of expectations

In the next section, we need evaluation of an asymptotic behavior of expectation

)= [ pl0)5(10—xlhds
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for sufficiently large ||z||, where a random vector 6 has the density function f(||0 — z||).
This is the expected value with respect to the posterior distribution. Interchanging the
roles of x and @, in this subsection, we consider the asymptotic behavior of expectation

Eilp(X)) = [ p@)f(la—0])da

for sufficiently large ||6||, where a random vector X has the density function f(||z — 6]]).
We believe that this does not confuse the readers.

We discuss some notations used in the following. In addition to the Euclidean norm
|z]|* = 2% + - - + 22, we consider the norm ||z||3 = dfz} + - - - + d2a2. For convenience we
assume, without loss of generality, that d; > --- > d,, > 1. Under this assumption

]l < flzlla < dafl]- (2.8)

By introducing this norm our results hold for elliptically-contoured distributions. The
gradient of p(x) is denoted by

Vola) = (Geplo). a%pm)’.

We also write V;p(z) = (0/9z;)p(x). Finally we write ¢, = 277/2/T(p/2).
Now we make the following regularity conditions on the density f and the function p.

F1 There exist 7o > 0, L > 0, and s > 1, such that v?*5f(r) < L for all r > r.

B1 p(z) is written as p(z) = o(||x]|4), where o(r) is continuously differentiable in r > 0.

B2 There exists 7 > 1 and t; < ¢ such that go(r) > 0 and t; < r¢/(r)/o(r) < to for all
r>r.

Assumption B2 is, for instance, satisfied by

" —p+ acost >
= —————dt), f 0
o(r) = exp (/0 o , for a >

where we easily see ro'(r)/o(r) = {r/(r + 1)}(—p + acosr) and hence t; = —p — @ and
to = —p + « in B2. Since lim, . 70'(r)/o(r) exists for regularly varying o, we deal with
a broader class of functions than the class of regularly varying functions. We will discuss
more in Section 3. Note that

o'(llzla
Vp(z) = 7|(|‘9|CH!Z )(d%:pl, o diay)

and

_ d/(l=lla)l

IVo(x)| = W(dh’% + o+ daa?)V? < dy|d (|2 ]la)]-

The following lemma is useful. The proof based on the integration of (log o(r)) =
o' (r)/o(r) is easy and omitted.
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Lemma 2.2. Under the assumption B2

(z/y)" < o(2)/oly) < (z/y)"

for any z >y > r1. Moreover

limsup sup o(z)/o(y) < max(a', 32)
Y=o ay<z<pBy

forany 0 <a<1<p.

We now state the following theorem concerning the asymptotic behavior of Ey[p(X)]
for large ||0]|4.

Theorem 2.2. Assume F1, B1 and B2. For a = 0 or 1, and j = 1,...,p, if s >
max(1l,—t; —a — p,ta + a) and fol rPTe=1o(r)|dr < oo, then there exists ¢ > 0 (say
e =min(1,s +t; +a+p)/4) such that

16115

[X§p(X)] = 030(0)] < Cp(0) (29)

for ||0]|la > 2dy max(rg,r1). Moreover C' depends on p (or o) only through r1, t1, to and
{o(ro)} =t Jg" rP e~ o(r)|dr.

For simplicity, in the rest of the paper, we will write Ep[X7p(X)] ~ 07p(0) if, as in
Theorem 22 there exists € > 0 such that ([29) is satisfied for sufficiently large ||0]|4.

Proof. Note that
BolX2p(X)] - 02p(6) = Ey[X2(p(X) — p(0))].

Fix 0 < v <1 (set v = 1/2 finally). Define

Vi = H{z:flz =0 <v|ol}
Vo = {z:A=vllo] < llzll < (1 +w)]6]}
V) = {zodi' (A= v)llflla < llzlla < di(1+2)]10]4}-

By @3) V, c V) C V}/. Then

ol |ELXS (o(X) = p(0))]

< ol ( [y ) I p(z) = p(O)] £ (o — Ol do

€ ||de
< 16l sup (G5 [ 10t@) = o] (1 0l
+l6l00) [ 1 (e ~ oo + 16157 [ ollo(a)|(lz ~ 6l da

=1+ 1o+ I3. (say) (2.10)
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Consider the first integral I1. sup ey (lz]la/[|0]la)* < df(1 +v)% If s > 1, then my =
Jrw |z — 0] f(||z — 6]))dz is finite. Therefore for ||| > d1(1 — v)~'r; we have

IIHIIE/V (@) — p(O)] f([lx — 0])dx

= IIHIIZ/V (@ = 0)Vp(z )| f(|z — Ol)dz, =" €V,
<m0 sup [Vp(z)]]

zeV,

< mady ||0]]g sup |¢'(|z]la)]

eV,
0 /
<y |05 sup 191l4 “ o([|z]|a) “u llzllalo' (l|]la)]
cevy 1Zlla zevy o(10lla) cevy  o(llz]a)

m12 —y t1 '
< ‘“mw<(y ) Amu+m}ﬂnmﬂmumwxmm

1—v 1

x p(0)

for 0 < e¢ < 1. Therefore we have I; < Cip(#), where C; = d$(1 + v)*m1{d?/(1 —

v)}max({(1 —v)/di}", {di (1 + v)}"?) max(|ta], [ta]).
Now we consider the integral outside of V;,. We only consider ||6]|q > max(d;v~1rg,r1).

Then for x € V¢
lz =61l = 6]l = vy 8lla = 7o.

Therefore we have, for 0 < a < s
[ el s =0z < [ (e =01l + 10137l — 61 e
VVC VVC
<@+ [ o= 6l — 0l)de
Ve

[e.e]
<(1+ 1/V)°‘ch/ roste=ldy
V]|l

wlol) >+
= (14 1/v)%,L
(1+ 1p)e, L

< Co(a)[|0llg™", (2.11)

where Cy(a) = (1 + 1/v)%,L(d1/v)*~*(s — a)~!. Hence for the second term Iy, if s > 1
and 0 < e < 1, then Iy < Cy(a)p(#) for a =0, 1.

We have seen that I; and I are bounded from above assuming only s > 1.

The third term I3 of M) is more problematic. Write

Iy = HHIIZ_“/VC [z ]*lp(2)|f (| — O]} dx

v

\WW”(/ +f
Ve llzlla<ri}  JVEN{r<]lzlla</0]la}

IN
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“
vVEen{llzlla>110lla}
= I31 + I39 + I33. (say)

) [ ][*lp(@)] f (= — 0l])dx

10

We take care of I35 first. Since o(r)r ™2 is monotone nonincreasing for r > r1, p(z)||z(|;** <

p(0))10]|;% for ||z||q > [|0]|a(> 71). Therefore we have,

e—a—ts max(t2,0) a+ta _
B <0 p @0 [ el e ol

If0<a+ty<s, asin (ZII)

(1 £ (|l — 6|l dor < /VC (| £ ([l — O} dex

v

/Vucﬂ{||$||d>||9||d}
< Coa+to)|0)5H"2°

and if a 4+ t2 < 0,

/Vucﬂ{llxlld>||9||d}
S d1_t2_a02(0) ||9||g+t2—s‘

Hence I33 < Cs3p(0) where Cs33 = drlnax(tz’o) max(Co(a + to), Co(0)d; * ).
Next we consider I31. For |0l > max(div~'rg,r1) and x € V¢

flllz=0l) < Lz — 07" < L|0)™"~" < L(dr/v[|0]la)"".

Therefore
I < ||9||Z_“Ldﬁ’+sl/_p_8||9||Jp_s/ |zl|g p(z)dz.

lzlla<r

Note that by simple change of variables we have

9 / i
— dr = ¢, grP 1, Cpd =C dt.
Or Jia|la<r P P ”,.:Hl '
Then "
[ algle@)de = cpa [ o) ar
]l a<r: 0
Therefore

r1
I < Coll 7 [ e o),

|2 £ (|2 = Oll)da < dy**~“[|6]|5 ™" /VC fllz = 0l)dx

(2.12)

where C, = Ldy"*v"P~%¢c, 4. On the other hand for [|0]|4 > 71, p(8) = o(]|0]|4) is bounded

from below as

e(ro)r 101l < e(l0]l)-



Y.Maruyama and A.Takemura/Admissibility for spherical family 11

Therefore

t1

e—a—p—s—t1 1 " p+a—1
Iy < 61 < Ot [Tt o(r)lar x 0)

Hence if s > —t; — a — p, then we can choose € > 0 (say € = (a + p + s + t1)/4) such that
e—a—p—s—t; <0 and hence I3; < Cs31p(0) where

t1 r
r 1
31 ( 1) 0 7 |Q( )|

Finally we consider I32. Note o(r) < o(||0]|a)||0]l;" 7% for r1 < r < |[|0]|q and EI).
Then

L i Z A U e (TN g *“da

ri<|lzl|la<[|6lla

[161la
<o C*/ rPrati=lae s p(6).
T1

Consider the integral Q = fT“f”d rprathi=lar If p+a+t; <0, then

Q <P /(~ty —a—p).

Therefore as in the case of I3, if s > —t; — a — p, then we can choose € > 0 (say
e=(a+p+s+t1)/4) such that e —a — p — s —t; < 0 and hence

I3p < 177 5C32p(0) < C3ap(8)

where C3o = {—1/(p+a+t1)}Cs. If p+a+t; >0,

+a+ty+es, —
_ oprerttey e

[%
Q= /” la pprattites—l—es 1. <
™ p+a+ts +e3

for any e3 > 0. Hence

C* —
I <—96+638 0).
32—p+a+t1+63” Hd p(9)

If s > 1, we can choose € and €3 (say € = e3 = 1/4) such that € + €3 — s < 0 and hence
I33 < C32p(0),

where C3p = (p+ a + t1 + €3)71C,.

We have now confirmed that if s > max(1, —t; —a—p, a+ts), there exist € > 0 and C
C1 + Cy+ C31 + C32 + C33, such that () folds for ||0||g > max(div~'rg,r1,d1(1—v)"1ry
which equals to 2d; max(rg,r) for v = 1/2.

o<
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In the next section, we need asymptotic behavior of the expectation of p(X) x h}(X)
where h;(0) = H;(||0|4) given by Z3)) and v > 0.

Corollary 2.1. Assume F1, B1 and B2. Fora=0o0r1,i>1,y>0and j=1,...,p,
if s > max(1l,y —t1 —a — p,ta +a) and fol rPTa=1o(r)|dr < oo, there exists € > 0 (say
e =min(1,s +t; +a+p—~)/4) such that

19115

Eg[X] p(X)h] (X)] = 65p(0)h] (0)] < Cp(6)h] (6) (2.13)

for 10|l¢ > 2dy max(rg, r1,m0). Moreover C does not depend on i.

Proof. Since we have

n{o(m)H (n)} /{em)H (n)} =nd' (n)/e(n) +ynHi(n)/Hs(n),

under Assumption B2 and by 5 of Theorem 7], for €; = (s+t1+a+p—-)/16(> 0) there
exists 79 such that

t1 — v — e < nle(m)H; (n)}Y /{e(n)H] (n)} < t2

for all n > max(no,r1). Then for e = min(1,s +t; +a+p—~)/4(> 0), L) follows from
Theorem
For A\; = max(no,71),

1

A1 B
A Ow)e0n) [ totwlar

. pta—1 r)dr < ——————
/0 P (olrldr < s

which implies that C' does not depend on 1. ]

3. Admissibility

In this section, we give a sufficient condition for admissibility of the generalized Bayes
estimator with respect to a elliptically symmetric prior density g(f) = G(||0]|4). The
assumptions on G are the following.

G1 G(n) is continuously differentiable in n > 0. There exist 1y > 0, t; < to such that
t1 <nG'(n)/G(n) <ty for all n > ry.

G1’ By redefining rq if necessary in G1, t; and ¢ can be taken as same sign.

G1” G'(n) is continuously differentiable in n > 0. there exist t3 < t4 such that t3 <
nG"(n)/G'(n) <ty for all n > rq.

G2 [ nP71G(n)dn = oo and there exists 0 < v < 2 such that [ 7P~ G(n)H{ (n)dn < cc.

G3 lim,onG'(n)/G(n) = to(> 1 - p).

FG1 [;°rP 1 f(r)G(r)dr < oo and [5° rP2F(r)G(r)dr < cc.
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We discuss some implications of these assumptions. By the assumption G3,

1 1
|Gy < o and [l n)ldy < o
0 0

From the former integrability and G2, the improperness of g occurs only at infinity. By
2 of Theorem Il and the assumption G2, g(6)H, (||0]4) for any fixed i is integrable and
hence becomes a proper probability density by standardization. Since H;(-) approaches
1 as i — oo, g(0)H; (||0]la) is a sequence of proper densities approaching g(f), which is
essential for using Blyth’ method.

By G1 and Lemma B2 G(n) = O(n'?). Therefore if to < —p, then g(0) = G(||f]4) is
a proper prior. Since we are considering an improper g(#), we assume ty > —p from now
on. Moreover 7't /G(n) = O(1) by the assumption G1. Since Hy € RV_y, n?~1nt HZ(n)
for t; > 2 — p is not integrable at infinity and 7?~*G(n)H%(n) is not so either. Hence we
also assume #; < 2 — p. We now discuss when the integrability of [ nP~1G(n)H] (n)dn in
G2 holds and the relationship with G1. When we take §(n) as in ([Z2]), we easily see that
there exists L1 such that Hy(n) < Li(n +¢)~Hlog(n + ¢)} 1. If to < 2 — p, there clearly
exists Ly such that G(n) < Lan?~P for > 1. Hence

Amn“*GOnHﬂnMnSlﬁLgAmOr+®_%bﬁn+CH_%m
= LLy{log(1 4+ ¢)} ! < oo,

which shows that there exists v(= 2) for the integrability in G2. On the other hand, if
to > 2 — p then the integrability in G2 may not be apparent. But the condition t5 <2 —p
is not a necessary condition for the integrability.

If G(n) is regularly varying, then for any ¢ > 0, we can choose ri, t1,ta, ts,ts4, such
that to —t; < € and t4 — t3 < € for all n > ri. However in G1 we are allowing the
case that liminf, .. nG'(n)/G(n) is strictly less than lim sup, .., nG'(n)/G(n). Hence we
are dealing with a broader class of G(n) than the class of regularly varying functions. It
should also be noted that ¢4 and t3 are not always smaller than ¢5 and t;, respectively. See
Geluk and de Haarl (1987) for the detail.

The generalized Bayes estimator d, with respect to the improper density g(6) is written
as

Jro 01 (Ilz = 0])g(6)d0
Jre F(llx = 9H) (6)d6
4 Jre(0 = 2)f(ll= — 8l)g(0)do
pr |:E—9H) (6)d6
4 Jre E(llz = 61D Vg(6)d6
T T (e~ 0Dg(@)d

which is well-defined if both [, F(|[x—0|)Vg(0)do and [, f(|[x—0|)g(#)d0 are integrable
for all z. These are guaranteed by the assumption FG1 and LemmaBlin the below. Write

m(wle) = [ v(0)7(10 = xl)as

bg(w) =

(3.1)
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M) = & [ VOF (0 s

where Cp = {7P/2/T(p/2+1)} [5° 2P*1 f(2)dz. Notice that F(-)/C} is a probability density
function because

| =01 F = olhdy = [ lyl™{ / (s)ds}dy
= Cp/O P 1+a/T sf(s)dsdr
=cp /OOO pptite /100 tf(rt)dtdr
=Cp /1 T /0 e f () dr it
=0p /100 tPrimoqt /OOO P f(2)dz
= /OOO P f(2)dz

Then ¢, is written as

M(Vg|z)
m(glz)

Note that by G1 the j-th element of Vg is given by

5g(x) = a:+Cf

G'(l191la)
V;g(0) = diejw.

We also write
hi(x) = Hi(||z|l4)-
Now we state the following lemma in preparation of our main theorem:.

Lemma 3.1. 1. Assume G1, G3 and F1. Then

m(glz) ~ g(x) if s > max(1, —t; —p,t2) (3.2)
m(gh]|z) =~ g(z)h] (x) if s > max(1,y — t; — p,t2) (3.3)
M(gh]|z) =~ g(z)h] (z) if s > 2+ max(1,y —t; — p, t2) (3.4)
M{(glloll; " =) ~ g(@)ll=]l if s> 2+ max(L,1—t1 —ptz—1) (3.5)

M(gh}|0ll7 " |2) = g(@)h] (@)|lellg" if s > 2+ max(L,y + 1 —t1 —p,t2 — 1).
(3.6)

2. Assume G1°, G1”, G3 and F1. Then

M(Vjglz) = V,g(x) if s > 2+ max(1, —t3 — p,t4) (3.7)

M(Vghl|z) =~ Vg(x)h] (z) if s > 2+ max(1,y —t3 — p,tq). (3.8)
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3. M(Vg|z)/m(g|z) is bounded in z if s > 2+ max(1,1 —t; — p,ta — 1).

Proof. When we consider the asymptotic behavior of M(-|z), that is, the expectation
under the probability density F'(||¢ — z|)/Cy, we have only to substitute s for s — 2 in
order to have corresponding results for Theorem and Corollary BTl because under the
assumption F1 there exists L; such that rPTs—2F (r) < Ly for all r > ry. We easily see
that (B2), BH) and B) follow from Theorem 22 and that B3), B4), BH) and BI)
follow from Corollary 21

Note that by the assumptions G1 and G3 there exists Ly such that [nG’(n)/G(n)| < Ls
for all ) > 0. Then M (Vg|z)/m(glz) < diM(|G'] |x)/m(g|x) < Ladi M(G/|0]||x)/m(glz).
The value at £ = 0 is clearly bounded under the assumption FG1 and the value at
||z|l¢ — oo is bounded by [B2) and B3) if s > 2+ max(1,1 —t; —p,ta — 1). O

By part 3 of Lemma BTl M (Vg|xz)/m(g|z) is bounded in x and hence the risk function
of ¢4 is finite because

R(0,0,) = E[|X — 0 + Cy M (Vg|X)/m(g|X)II3]
< QuaxE[| X — 0+ CrM(Vg|X)/m(g|X)|]
< 2Qmax {E[|[X = 0*] + CFE[|M(Vg|X) /m(g| X)|*]},

where Qmax is the largest eigenvalue of Q).
Now we state the main theorem of this paper.

Theorem 3.1. 1. Assume G1, G2, G3, F1, FG1. Then the generalized Bayes esti-

mator with respect to g is admissible if s > 2+max(1,1+~v—t; —p) and ta < 2—p.

2. We also assume G1’ and G1”. Then the generalized Bayes estimator with respect
to g is admissible if s > 2 + max(1,3 —t1 — p,t2,2 — t3 — p,t4) and ty > 2 — p.

Although the moment conditions for s in the theorem above looks complicated, it is
just from the assumptions G1, G1’ and G1” which make our class of G broader than
the class of regularly varying functions. We see that the condition reduces to s > 3 for
regularly varying functions G. Before giving a proof of the main theorem we present it as
a corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose that G(n) is reqularly varying with index k for —p < k <2 — p.
Assume G383, F1 with s > 3 and FG1.

1. Assume —p < k < 2—p and G(n) is continuously differentiable. Then the generalized
Bayes estimator with respect to g is admissible.
2. Assume k =2 —p and G(n) satisfies

G(n) < 0> P{[° B(r)dr}y*{nB(m)} " forn > 1, (3.9)

and is twice continuously differentiable. Then the generalized Bayes estimator with
respect to g is admissible.
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Proof. When —p < k < 2 — p, we can take t; = k — ¢/3 and t3 = k + €¢/3 for any
0<e<{3/2}(2—p—k)in G1. Let v = k+ p+ 2¢/3. Clearly 0 < v < 2 and it satisfies
the integrability in G2. Since t; < 2 — p, we have only to apply part 1 of Theorem Bl
14+~ —t —p =1+ € and hence the moment condition for k£ <2 —pis s > 3.

Next we consider the case k = 2 — p. Note that there exists L; such that Hy(n) <
LiB(n)/ [,° B(r)dr by part 2 of Lemma 2.1. So if G(n) satisfies (1), we have

[T wrcmmidn < 1y [ sy < o,
1 1

which shows that the integrability in the assumption G2 is guaranteed. We can take
th =2—p—¢c,to=2—p+etg=1—p—candty =1—p—+ e for any € > 0 in the
assumptions G1, G1”. Since to > 2 — p, we have only to apply part 2 of Theorem Bl
Since

3_t1_p:1+67 t251+67 2_t3_p:1+67 ty <€
the moment condition for k=2 —pis s > 3. O

In particular the boundary case in [B3) by taking 3(n) in (222)) was the motivating one
for this paper.

Corollary 3.2. Assume F1 with s > 3 and FG1. Then the generalized Bayes estimator
with respect to HHHZ_” "o Log;(||0]|a+c), wheren is a nonnegative integer and Log,,(¢c) >
0, is admissible.

In the normal case, Brown (1971)’s sufficient conditions for admissibility and inadmis-
sibility are known. He showed that the generalized Bayes estimator with respect to g is
admissible if

[y el ol (310)

diverges and inadmissible if (BI0) converges. By Lemma Bl we see that
(1/2)G(lzlla) < m(glz) < 2G(||za)

for sufficiently large ||x||q and hence that G(n) < n>~P [, Log;(n + c) leads to admissi-
bility and G(n) > n*>~P [[7=4 Log;(n+c)Log? (n+c) leads to inadmissibility. Therefore our
sufficient condition in Theorem Bl is very close to being necessary.

We also notice that the prior density suggested in Corollary B2 becomes |0| [Ti—, Log;(|6|+
c¢) and [[i“, Log;(]|0]|¢ + ¢) for p = 1, 2 respectively, which are thicker than the Lebesgue
measure. In the normal case, Brown (1971) has already pointed it out.

Furthermore we indicate that our moment condition s > 3 is very tight because, as
pointed out in [Perng (1970), admissibility requires the existence of moment one degree
higher than what is needed for finite risk in various estimation problems.

Now we give a proof of Theorem Bl
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Proof of Theorem [Z1l. Let é4; denote the Bayes estimator with respect to the proper prior
density g(6)h](0). Then the Bayes risk difference of §, and d,; with respect to the density

g(0)Rh] (0) is written as
A= [ 1R(0.6,) — B(0,5,)] g(0)1] (0)ds
= [ [ 180 = 01 = 165 = 0111 (e — Ol g(0)n] (8)dbde
— [ {01 = 0l [ #(lle — olgto)n (6)as
~ 206, ~5,0@ [ 65 (l— 61Dg(0)1 (6)d0 b

= [ 18— dul%{ [ #le —elgo); <>d9}dzn

M(Vol) - MEHAG)*
Q

2
T -

m(g|x) m(gh]|x)
M(Vglz) M(Vghllz) M(gVh]|o)|’

2

7 m(gh]|z)dz
RP

m(g|x) m(ghj|z) m(gh] |z)

In the same way as in [Brown and Hwang (1982), we have

M(Vglz)  M(Vgh]|z) |

A < 20% max/ — m(gh]|x)dx
74 | migle)  m(ghlly | ™)
2
M(gVh]|z)
+2C5Q || g 2) m(gh]|x)dx

= 207Qmax(Bi + 4;).  (say)
Using the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality for A;, we have

A :72/ |3 (g it | {m(gh7 2}~ d

Mghfla) | oa o
< [ e M I Ple)da
)

m(gh]|z)

hl|z _
<2/ MAGRN) \ ron =211 b 21
=7 P m(gh’y’ ) ( 1 ” ” ’ )

for 0 < v < 2. The ratio M (gh]|z)/m(gh]|x) is bounded from above by M (g|x)/m(gh]|x)
and hence the value at x = 0 is clearly bounded under the assumption FG1. By (B3]) and
B3), we have

M(gh{|x)

i AN A |
lzlla—oc m(gh]|z)
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uniformly in i. This implies that there exists ¢; such that M (gh] |z)/m(gh]|z) < c; for all
x and for all ¢. Then

Ar<ater [ M(gh] ™| Vhi|?e)do

= [ {QU/CHE(la = 0l)de [ g0 (©)|Vhi(0)]*do

— 72, /R g(0)n72(6) IV ha(6) P

By 4 of Theorem Il we have ||[Vh;(0)] < 2d16(\\9|ld)/ﬁm|d B(r)dr and together with 2
of Theorem ZT1 ||Vh;(0)||/h1(0) for all € is bounded from above by L3 independent of i.
Therefore

A <ALl / (0)17 (6)d0,
Rp

which is bounded by the assumption G2. Furthermore ||Vh;(0)|| — 0 as i — oo by 3
of Theorem EIl Therefore by the dominated convergence theorem A; converges to 0 as
1 — 00.

Next we consider B;. M(Vg|z) and M(Vgh]|z) at x = 0 are zero vectors because g
and h] are function of ||f]|4. So the integrand of B; is bounded around x = 0. For the
asymptotic property of the integrand of B;, we need to distinguish two cases: to < 2 — p
and t9 > 2 — p. When t5 < 2 — p, we can bound the norm in the integrand of B; from
above somewhat roughly. Using B2), B3)), B3) and (B0) in Lemma Bl and noting that
InG'(n)/G(n)| < Lo by the assumptions G1 and G3 we have

1| M(Vjglx)  M(V;gh]|z)

M(IG"|z) | M(IG"|h] |2)

&2 | m(glx) m(gh]|x) m(glz) m(gh|x)
MG 1) M(GH][0] )
L2< mgle) T migh|a) )
< elzl;!

for all sufficiently large ||z||q and for all i. When ¢y > 2 — p, we have to bound it from

above more strictly. By B2), B3), BX1) and ) in Lemma Bl we have

1
3
d3

M(Vjglr) M(V;gh]|x)

m(g|z) m(gh]|x)
G'(lzll)) 25+ OUlelly ) G(lella) x5+ O(lzlly)

G(lzlla)llzlla 1+ O(llz°)  Glzla)lzla 1+ O(=l|;)

1—¢g

<cllz|;
< Hy(||z]a)
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for some €, for all sufficiently large ||z||; and for all i. Moreover m(gh; |z) < m(g|z) and
m(glx) < 2G(||z||q) for all sufficiently large ||z||g by B2). Therefore there exist Cq, Cs,
Cs3 and Cy such that the integrand of B; is less than

{min{Cl, Collz|; 2t} ifta<2—p
min{Cs, CaG(||z]|a) H (|z]la)} i t2 > 2 —p.

Therefore B; converges to 0 as ¢ — oo by the dominated convergence theorem.

Finally we confirm that we use (B2)—(B) for t2 < 2—p and B2)-B2), D) and (B:&)

for to > 2 — p. Note also max(1,t2) =1 for to < 2 — p in the moment condition.

4. The generalized Bayes estimator with respect to the harmonic prior and
its minimaxity

In this section, we show that the generalized Bayes estimator with respect to the harmonic
prior has a form simple enough to check some sufficient conditions for minimaxity under
the quadratic loss function L7(6,d) = ||6 —6||? given in early studies. We demonstrate that
it is minimax for some f.

In ([B), the generalized Bayes estimator can be also written as

VaM(glz)

dg(x) =+ Cy m(gle)

For p > 3 and g(0) = ||0|>~7, we have
m(glz) = /Rp F(llz = o1)lle]*~7d6 = /Rp FllmlDllz —nl*~Pdny
= Cp—1 /OOO /Oﬂ FNA2Z + 2Xr cos 4 r2) P2 NP1 ginP =2 pd\dp
=cpqr? /OOO /OW F(rt) (1 + 2t cos @ + t2) P2 sinP 2 wodtdy
=c <r2 /01 tPLf(rt)dt + r? /:o tf(rt)dt)
¢, <[—tp_2F(rt)Ll] +(p—2) /0 SRt + F(r))
=c(p—2) /0 1 =3 (rt)dt, (4.1)
where r = ||z||. The fifth equality in the above equation follows from the relation

/ (14 2tcos ¢ + t2) P2 sinP~2 pdp = B(p/2 — 1/2,1/2) min(t*7P, 1),
0
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which is proved in Lemma Bl in the end of this section. In the same way, we have

1
CrV.M(glz) = —zey(p — 2) / 2 () dt.
0

Hence the generalized Bayes estimator is written as 6,(X) = (1—¢. (]| X|))/[1 X |?) X, where
1.p-1
tP=F(rt)dt
¢*(7’) — 7,2 fOl (7’ ) )
JE =3 F(rt)dt
Some properties of the behavior of ¢,(r) are easily derived as follows.
Theorem 4.1. 1. lim,_ ¢«(r) = (p — 2)Eo (|| X|1?)/p-
2. ¢.(r) is nondecreasing in r for any f.
3. ¢«(r)/r? is nonincreasing in v if F(t){t*f(t)} ! is nonincreasing.
Proof. ¢.(r) can be written as [y tP~LF(t)dt/ [j tP73F(t)dt and we have
T E@de o p—2 [Tt f()de p—2

. 2
The derivative of ¢,(r) is calculated as
p—3 T
6 = o T 12y,
(Jo tP=3F(t)dt)” Jo

which is nonnegative for any f. The derivative of ¢, (r)/r? is calculated as

& (o)) = < / 1 tp—3F(rt)dt) B < / L ()t / L f ety

0 0
— /0 1#’“ f(rt)dt /0 1 tp—3F(rt)dt) .

If F(t){t?f(t)} ! is nonincreasing, the right-hand side of the equality above is nonpositive
by the covariance inequality. O

Now we consider the minimaxity of J,. We present a brief list of known sufficient con-
ditions for minimaxity given in previous papers, for the estimator of the form (LCII) with
nonnegative and nondecreasing ¢(r).

| Author | P | o(r)/r? | upper bound of ¢ |
general
Berger (1975) p>3 2(p —2)infscv F(s)/f(s)
Brandwein (1979) PN | 2= DGR D)

unimodal or f is nonincreasing
Brandwein and Strawderman (1978) | p > 4 . 2p((p+ 2)Eo (I X]|72) T

Ralescu et al. (1992) p=3 N 0.93(Eo (] X|I7%) "
F(t)/f(t) is nondecreasing
Bock (1985) [p>4] N [ 2E(XI°)"

scale mixtures of multivariate normal
Strawderman (1974) [p>3] . | 2(Eo(| X 7%) "
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In the table, U = {t > 0|f(¢) > 0} and an arrow \, means nonincreasing. It is noted
that f(¢) is nonincreasing in ¢ if F(t)/f(t) is nondecreasing in ¢ and that F(t)/f(t) is
nondecreasing in t if f is a scale mixtures of multivariate normal.

Combining Theorem BTl and the table above, we can derive a sufficient condition for
minimaxity of 6,(X) and we state it in the following theorem for p > 4.

Theorem 4.2. 1. Assume t=2F(t)/f(t) is nonincreasing.

(a) 6, is minimaz if Eol|| X|]?|Eo[|| X]72] < 2.

(b) Assume also f(t) is nonincreasing. Then d, is minimaz
if (0” = 4) Eo[| XI1P1 B[ X[ 72] < 2p%.

(c) Assume also F(t)/f(t) is nondecreasing. Then d, is minimaz
if (p — 2)Eoll| X ||*] Eo[|| X[I7%] < 2p.

2. Assume 0 < infsey F'(s)/f(s) < co. Then 0, is minimax
if EolllX|?] < 2pinfsev F(s)/f(s)-

Bergen (1975) and Bock (1987) gave several examples of f, checked the monotonicity
of f(t), F(t)/f(t), and t—2F(t)/f(t) and calculated an upper bound of ¢(r). In this paper
we give just two examples but we believe that the estimator §,(X) is minimax for a broad
class of spherically symmetric distributions.

Example 4.1. We consider f(s) = s® exp(—3s?) for a, 3> 0. We have

F(t)  [> .
£2f(t) _/1 u exp(Bt(1 — u))du,

which is decreasing in t. By an integration by parts, we have

f&) T 2628 toexp(—pE)
_ % + %/1 w exp(B2{1 — u2})du

Ft) 1 a [7s* exp(=0s)ds

and hence infi>o F(t)/f(t) = (28)71. We also have Eo(||X||?) = (p/2 + «/2)/3 and
Eo(||X]|72)~! = (p/2 + a/2 — 1)/B. Therefore the generalized Bayes estimator is min-
imaz if « < p for p > 3 by |Berger (1974)’s conditions and if o« > 4 —p for p > 4 by
Brandwein (1979)’s conditions regardless of 3. Hence the estimator for p > 4 is minimax
regardless of o and (3.

Example 4.2. We consider f(t) = exp(—t?/2) — aexp(—t?/{2b}) for 0 < a < 1,0 <
b < 1. Note that if a < b then f is unimodal and if a > b then f is not. We easily
see that infi>o F(t)/f(t) = 1 and that Fy[|| X|?] = p(1 — ab?/>T1)/(1 — abP/?). Because
(1 —abP/?t1) /(1 —abP/?) <2 for 0 < a < 1,0 < b < 1, the generalized Bayes estimator is
minimaz by \Berger (1974).
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The following lemma is stated in a more general form in 3.036 of I(Gradshteyn and Ryzhik
(2000), but it is incorrectly stated with an errata posted on the book’s web page. Maruyama
pointed out this error and he is acknowledged in the errata for 3.036. Since a derivation
of the formula is not easily accessible, we provide our own proof.

Lemma 4.1. For o > —1/2 and |a| < 1,
/ (1 + 2acos ¢ + a®)"%sin®** pdp = B(a +1/2,1/2).
0

Proof. Let g(¢) = (1 + 2acos ¢ + a?)~!sin? ¢. Then we have the derivative

(acosp + 1)(cosp + a)
(14 2acos p + a?)?

J(¢) = 2sin

We see that g(¢) is monotone increasing from g(0) = 0 to g(arccos(—a)) = 1 and decreasing
from g(arccos(—a)) =1 to g(m) = 0. Therefore we have

™

(1 + 2acos ¢ + a®)~“sin®® pdyp

arccos(—a) T
/0 + / (14 2acos ¢ + a?)~“sin®* dyp

arccos(—a)

S—

arccos(—a)
= /0 (14 2acos ¢ + a*) ™ sin®* dyp

arccos(a)
+/ (1 — 2acos p + a®)~*sin®* pdp

- / £ (dip /dt)dt + / *(dp/ds)d (4.2)

where t = (1 + 2acos ¢ + a?)"'sin? p and s = (1 — 2acos p + a?)"'sin? p. Here (dy/dt)
and (dp/ds) are calculated as

dodt = %}1 0 (1-{at-A®)Y)

dp/ds = 23%11(3) (1 —{as+ A (s)}2)1/2 ;

1/2

where A(t) = (1 —t)/2(1 — a®t)'/2. Let
h(t) = ML@) {(1 —fat—A®y)" + (1 {at+ A(t)}2)1/2} .
Then we have h?(t) = {2tA(t)}~2{2 — 2at?> — 2A(t)? + 2B(t)}, where

B(t) = (1~ {at — AW — {at + A} + (a2 — A%(1)}?) "
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= t(l - CL2),

which implies h(t) = t~/2(1 — t)~1/2. Therefore we get

1
the right hand side of (@) = / t°N(t)dt = Bla+1/2,1/2).
0
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