
ar
X

iv
:2

50
2.

12
03

7v
1 

 [
m

at
h.

D
G

] 
 1

7 
Fe

b 
20

25

INFORMATION GEOMETRY OF TEMPERED STABLE

PROCESSES

JAEHYUNG CHOI

Abstract. We find information geometry of tempered stable processes.
Starting with the derivation of α-divergence between two tempered sta-
ble processes, Fisher information matrices of tempered stable processes
and α-connections of their statistical manifolds are obtained. Addition-
ally, we also provide statistical applications for the information geometry
of tempered stable processes. Various tempered stable processes such
as generalized tempered stable processes, classical tempered stable pro-
cesses, and rapidly decreasing tempered stable processes are given as
examples.

1. Introduction

Information geometry is an interdisciplinary study across differential ge-
ometry, probability theory, statistics, and information theory. With the
mathematically elegant structure of Riemannian geometry, information ge-
ometry provides new interpretations on statistics and probability theory.
Not limited to the mathematical elaboration, the differential geometry of
statistical manifolds also provides many practical applications to various
probabilistic models.

Time series analysis and signal processing have been empowered by such
applications of information geometry. Since the derivation for the informa-
tion geometry of autoregressive and moving average (ARMA) models [31]
and fractionally-integrated ARMA (ARFIMA) [30], there have been several
approaches to mathematical elaboration for the statistical manifolds of time
series models and signal processing filters by introducing symplectic geom-
etry and Kähler geometry [6, 3, 4, 36, 5, 13, 9]. Moreover, the mathemati-
cal sophistication and enhancements produce practical applications such as
Bayesian predictive priors outperforming the Jeffreys priors and its easier
derivation [25, 34, 33, 13, 12, 28].

Applications of information geometry are not restricted to time series
analysis and signal processing. Information geometry also provides prag-
matic applications to statistical inference and parameter estimation for prob-
ability distributions. For exponential families, statistical curvature was in-
troduced based on the concept of differential geometry [15, 16]. Addition-
ally, the differential-geometric approach enables to take advantages of bias
reduction in parameter estimation [17, 26, 27]. Similar to time series analysis
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and signal processing, we also can leverage information geometry for finding
outperforming Bayesian predictive priors for probability distributions [25].

However, these benefits and advantages of information geometry are not
eligible for every probability distributions and statistical models, because we
have difficulties and limitations in finding the information geometry of some
probability distributions and statistical models. For example, some distri-
butions do not have closed forms of probability density functions. Even if
we have the closed form of the probability density function for an underlying
probability distribution, finite Fisher information matrix would not exist or
it is not easy to obtain the metric tensor of information geometry due to
technicality and complexity of the geometric calculation.

Classical tempered stable (CTS) distribution, suggested by Rosinski [32]
and also known as CGMY distribution [8], is one of such probability distribu-
tions with the difficulties in finding the information geometry. Although the
distribution has been used for various financial applications such as finan-
cial time series modeling using ARMA-GARCH-CTS model [22, 23, 24], and
portfolio management and options pricing [35, 7, 11, 18, 2, 20, 10], a closed
form of its probability density function does not exist. The non-existence of
the probability density function is the reason why it is difficult to find the
information geometry of CTS processes. This reason is also applied to not
only the generalized version of CTS processes called as generalized tempered
stable (GTS) processes [29] but also other tempered stable processes such
as rapidly-decreasing tempered stable (RDTS) processes [23].

A continuing effort on finding the information geometry of tempered sta-
ble processes such as CTS processes and GTS processes can be found in the
work by Kim and Lee [21]. They derived the relative entropy between two
equivalent martingale CTS processes based on the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tives. However, the information geometry of CTS processes is not derived
in their work. Moreover, the statistical manifolds of CTS processes and
GTS processes still remain unknown and even the relative entropy of GTS
processes is also not found.

In this paper, we find the information geometry of tempered stable pro-
cesses. Generalizing the result found by Kim and Lee [21] not only from
relative entropy to α-divergence but also from CTS processes to tempered
stable processes, information geometry such as Fisher information matri-
ces of tempered stable processes and α-connections of the tempered stable
process geometry are calculated. Additionally, we also derive the informa-
tion geometry of RDTS processes. Moreover, we leverage the geometric
calculations to statistical applications such as bias reduction and Bayesian
predictive priors for the tempered stable processes.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In next section, we provide the
fundamentals of tempered stable processes. Additionally, we re-visit Kim
and Lee’s work on the relative entropy of CTS processes [21]. Section 3
provides main results of this paper such as information geometry of various
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tempered stable processes. In section 4, statistical applications of the infor-
mation geometry of GTS processes are covered. And then we conclude the
paper.

2. Tempered stable processes

In this section, we provide the fundamentals of various tempered stable
processes such as CTS processes, GTS processes, and RDTS processes. We
also review the prior work on the relative entropy of CTS processes. These
materials will be the foundation for deriving our main results in next section.

A tempered stable distribution is an infinitely divisible distribution with
the Lévy triplet of (0, ν, γ) [29] such that its Lévy measure is defined as

ν(dx; ξ) = t(x; ξ)νstable(dx; ξ) = λ(x; ξ)dx,(1)

where t(x) is a tempering function and νstable is the Lévy measure of stable
distribution. The Lévy measure of stable distribution is represented with

νstable(dx; ξ) =
( C+

xa++1
1x>0(x) +

C−

|x|a−+1
1x<0(x)

)

dx.(2)

where C+, C− are positive, a+, a− ∈ (0, 2) \ {1}, and 1A(x) is the indicator
function such that 1A(x) = 1 when x ∈ A and 0 otherwise.

The characteristic function of tempered stable distributions can be ob-
tained by Lévy-Khinchin formula [29]:

φ(u) = exp
(

iuγ +

∫ ∞

−∞
(eiux − 1− iux1|x|≤1)ν(dx)

)

.(3)

With tempered stable distributions, it is possible to define tempered sta-
ble processes. A process (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] is referred to as a tempered stable
process if Xt is a random variable from a tempered stable distribution.

More details on tempered stable distributions and processes can be found
in Rachev et al. [29] and references therein.

2.1. CTS processes and GTS processes. After Rosinski suggested CTS
distribution [32] to tempering the stable distribution, it has been broadly
used in various fields. In particular, since the distribution, also know as
CGMY distribution [8], is able to model heavy-tailedness and skewness, its
financial applications can be found in time series modeling such as ARMA-
GARCH-CTS model [22, 23, 24], and portfolio management and options
pricing [35, 7, 11, 18, 2, 20, 10].

In CTS distribution, there are five parameters, ξ = (a,C, λ+, λ−,m): m is
the location parameter, a is the tail index, C is the scale parameter, λ+ and
λ− are the decay rates of the upper and lower tails, respectively. C, λ+, λ−
are positive, a ∈ (0, 2) \ {1}, and m ∈ R.
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By considering the following CTS condition for tempered stable distribu-
tions in Eq. (2):

{

a+ = a− = a
C+ = C− = C

,(4)

and using the CTS tempering function of

tCTS(x; ξ) = e−λ+x1x>0(x) + e−λ−|x|1x<0(x),(5)

the Lévy measure of CTS distribution [29] is given as

ν(dx; ξ) = C
(e−λ+x

xa+1
1x>0(x) +

e−λ−|x|

|x|a+1
1x<0(x)

)

dx.(6)

Based on Eq. (3) and Eq. (6), the characteristic function of CTS distri-
bution is represented as

φ(u) = exp
(

ium− iuCΓ(1− a)(λa−1
+ − λa−1

− )

+ CΓ(−a)
((

(λ+ − iu)a − λa+
)

+
(

(λ− + iu)a − λa−
))

)

,
(7)

where Γ is the Gamma function. Meanwhile, the probability density function
of CTS distribution does not exist.

In stead of controlling the upper and lower tails by the same tail index
and scale parameter, we can introduce additional degrees of freedom to both
parameters. The upper and lower tails can be modeled by separate tail
indexes and scale parameters. The distribution with these extra parameters
is called GTS distribution [29].

We have seven parameters for GTS distribution, ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m):
m is the location parameter, a+ and a− are the tail indexes, C+ and C−

are the scale parameters, λ+ and λ− are the decay rates of the upper and
lower tails, respectively. C+, C−, λ+, λ− are positive, a+, a− ∈ (0, 2) \ {1},
and m ∈ R.

By plugging the same tempering function of CTS distribution, Eq. (5),
to Eq. (1), the Lévy measure of GTS distribution [29] is given as

ν(dx; ξ) =
(C+e

−λ+x

xa++1
1x>0(x) +

C−e
−λ−|x|

|x|a−+1
1x<0(x)

)

dx.(8)

From Eq. (3) and Eq. (8), the characteristic function of GTS distribution
[29] is represented as

φ(u) = exp
(

ium− iu(C+Γ(1− a+)λ
a+−1
+ − C−Γ(1− a−)λ

a−−1
− )

+ C+Γ(−a+)
(

(λ+ − iu)a+ − λ
a+
+

)

+ C−Γ(−a−)
(

(λ− + iu)a− − λ
a−
−

))

,

(9)

where Γ is the Gamma function. Similar to CTS distribution, the probability
density function of GTS distribution does not exist.

It is straightforward to check that CTS distribution is a special case of
GTS distribution. As described above, Eq. (4) implies that the upper and
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lower tails are controlled by the same tail index, a, and the same scale pa-
rameter, C, but different decay rates, λ+ and λ−, respectively. By applying
the CTS condition of Eq. (4), it is obvious to derive Eq. (6) and Eq. (7)
from Eq. (8) and Eq. (9), respectively.

As tempered stable processes are defined above, it is possible to define
CTS processes and GTS processes from their underlying distributions. For
example, a process (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] is referred to as the GTS process with pa-
rameters ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m) ifXt ∼ GTS(a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m).
Similarly, a process (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] is referred to as the CTS process with pa-
rameters ξ = (a,C, λ+, λ−,m) if Xt ∼ CTS(a,C, λ+, λ−,m).

A next step is defining the Radon-Nikodym derivatives between two GTS
processes. Let (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] and (Xt,Q)t∈[0,T ] be GTS processes with param-

eters ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m) and ξ̃ = (ã+, ã−, C̃+, C̃−, λ̃+, λ̃−, m̃),
respectively. GTS processes requires the equivalent martingale measure con-
ditions for the existence of the Radon-Nikodym derivatives between GTS
processes based the on Lévy measures of Eq. (8) [21].

The equivalent martingale measure (EMM) conditions for GTS processes
[29] are as follows:























C+ = C̃+

C− = C̃−

a+ = ã+
a− = ã−
m = m̃+ C+Γ(1− a+)(λ

a+−1
+ − λ̃

a+−1
+ )− C−Γ(1− a−)(λ

a−−1
− − λ̃

a−−1
− )

,

(10)

and by using Eq. (4), the equivalent martingale measure conditions for CTS
processes [29] are given as







C = C̃
a = ã

m = m̃+ CΓ(1− a)
(

(λa−1
+ − λ̃a−1

+ )− (λa−1
− − λ̃a−1

− )
)

.(11)

With the equivalent martingale measure conditions, the Radon-Nikodym
derivatives of CTS processes and GTS processes [29] are obtained from Eq.
(6) and Eq. (8), respectively:

dνP

dνQ
= e−(λ+−λ̃+)x1x>0(x) + e−(λ−−λ̃−)|x|1x<0(x),(12)

and it is noteworthy that CTS processes and GTS processes have the same
Radon-Nikodym derivative.

For further calculation, it is also convenient to introduce the logarithmic
Radon-Nikodym derivative:

ψ(x; ξ) = log

(

dνP

dνQ

)

.(13)
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The logarithmic Radon-Nikodym derivative between two equivalent martin-
gale GTS processes is expressed with

ψ(x; ξ) = −(λ+ − λ̃+)x1x>0(x)− (λ− − λ̃−)|x|1x<0(x),(14)

and it is obvious that the logarithmic Radon-Nikodym derivative between
two equivalent martingale CTS processes is also identical to Eq. (14).

The Kullback-Leibler divergence (relative entropy) between two tempered
stable processes, (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] and (Xt,Q)t∈[0,T ], is expressed in terms of the
logarithmic Radon-Nikodym derivative, Eq. (13) [14, 21]:

KL(P||Q) = T

∫

(ψ(x)eψ(x) − eψ(x) + 1)νQ(dx).(15)

Based on Eq. (15), the Kullback-Leibler divergence between two CTS
processes can be found from Theorem 2 in Kim and Lee [21].

Theorem 1 (Kim and Lee 2007). Let (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] and (Xt,Q)t∈[0,T ] be

CTS processes with parameters (a,C, λ+, λ−,m) and (ã, C̃, λ̃+, λ̃−, m̃), re-
spectively. Suppose P and Q are equivalent measures satisfying Eq. (11). If

λ+ < 2λ̃+ and λ− < 2λ̃−, then we have

KL(P||Q) = TCΓ(−a)
(

(

(a− 1)λa+ − aλ̃+λ
a−1
+ + λ̃a+

)

+
(

(a− 1)λa− − aλ̃−λ
a−1
− + λ̃a−

)

)

(16)

Proof. Please check Theorem 2 and its proof in Kim and Lee [21]. Simply
speaking, plugging Eq. (13) to Eq. (15) provides the proof. �

Note that some parts of the original theorem in Kim and Lee [21] are
modified based on the parametrization and equivalent martingale measure
conditions given in this paper.

As mentioned in section 1, the Kullback-Leibler divergence for GTS pro-
cesses has not been found.

2.2. RDTS processes. Another tempered stable process we cover in this
paper is RDTS processes [23, 29].

Similar to GTS distribution, ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m) are seven
parameters in RDTS distribution: m is the location parameter, a+ and a−
are the tail indexes, C+ and C− are the scale parameters, λ+ and λ− are
the decay rates of the upper and lower tails, respectively. C+, C−, λ+, λ−
are positive, a+, a− ∈ (0, 2) \ {1}, and m ∈ R.

For RDTS distribution, we use the following tempering function:

tRDTS(x; ξ) = e−
λ+
2
x21x>0(x) + e−

λ−

2
|x|21x<0(x),(17)

and the Lévy measure of RDTS distribution from Eq. (1) is given [29] as

ν(dx; ξ) =
(C+e

−
λ+
2
x2

xa++1
1x>0(x) +

C−e
−

λ−

2
|x|2

|x|a−+1
1x<0(x)

)

dx.(18)
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From Eq. (3), the characteristic function of RDTS distribution is repre-
sented as

φ(u) = exp
(

ium+ C+G(iu; a+, λ+) + C−G(−iu; a−, λ−)
)

,(19)

where

G(x; a, λ) =2−1− a

2λaΓ(−
a

2
)
(

M(−
a

2
,
1

2
;
x2

2λ2
)− 1

)

+ 2−
1
2
− a

2xλa−1Γ(
1− a

2
)
(

M(
1− a

2
,
3

2
;
x2

2λ2
)− 1

)

,

such that M is the confluent hypergeometric function, and Γ is the Gamma
function. However, the probability density function of RDTS distribution
does not exist.

Similar to GTS processes and CTS processes, we can define RDTS pro-
cesses. A process (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] is referred to as the RDTS process with pa-
rameters ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m) ifXt ∼ RDTS(a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m).

The equivalent martingale measure conditions for RDTS processes [29]
are as follows:



























C+ = C̃+

C− = C̃−

a+ = ã+
a− = ã−

m = m̃+ 2−
1+a+

2 C+Γ(
1−a+

2 )(λ
a+−1
+ − λ̃

a+−1
+ )− 2−

1+a−

2 C−Γ(
1−a−

2 )(λ
a−−1
− − λ̃

a−−1
− )

.

(20)

For equivalent martingale measures, the Radon-Nikodym derivatives of
RDTS processes are obtained from Eq. (18) as

dνP

dνQ
= e−

(λ+−λ̃+)

2
x21x>0(x) + e−

(λ−−λ̃−)

2
|x|21x<0(x).(21)

The logarithmic Radon-Nikodym derivative between two equivalent mar-
tingale RDTS processes is expressed with

ψ(x; ξ) = −
(λ+ − λ̃+)

2
x21x>0(x)−

(λ− − λ̃−)

2
|x|21x<0(x).(22)

3. Information geometry for tempered stable processes

In this section, we present main results of this paper. Starting with the
derivation of the α-divergence between two tempered stable processes, we
find the information geometry of tempered stable processes. The metric
tensor and α-connection of the geometry are calculated for various tempered
stable processes.

Our starting point is the α-divergence between two probability density
functions. The α-divergence between two probability density functions p(x; ξ)
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and q(x; ξ̃) [1] is defined as

D(α)(p(x; ξ)||q(x; ξ̃)) =















4
1−α2

∫

(1−α2 p(x; ξ) + 1+α
2 q(x; ξ̃)− p(x; ξ)

1−α

2 q(x; ξ̃)
1+α

2 )dx (α 6= ±1)
∫

(p(x; ξ) log p(x;ξ)

q(x;ξ̃)
− p(x; ξ) + q(x; ξ̃))dx (α = −1)

∫

(q(x; ξ̃) log q(x;ξ̃)
p(x;ξ) − q(x; ξ̃) + p(x; ξ))dx (α = 1)

,

(23)

where ξ and ξ̃ are parameters of p and q, respectively. It is straightforward
to check that α-divergence is not symmetric under the exchange between p
and q except for α = 0.

It is noteworthy that several α values are related to well-known diver-
gences and distances. When α = −1, D(α)(p||q) is the Kullback-Leibler
divergence, also known as relative entropy. The Hellinger distance corre-
sponds to α = 0.

The α-divergence is featured with an interesting characteristics called α-
duality [1] that changing the signature of α corresponds to the exchange
between p and q such that

D(α)(p||q) = D(−α)(q||p).(24)

It is straightforward to check that the Hellinger distance, which is 0-divergence,
is self-dual and symmetric in the exchange of p and q. When α = +1,
D(α)(p||q) is the dual to the Kullback-Leibler divergence.

It is also known that the Kullback-Leiber divergence for distributions is
represented with Radon-Nikodym derivative:

KL(P||Q) =

∫

(( dνP

dνQ

)

log
( dνP

dνQ

)

−
( dνP

dνQ

)

+ 1
)

νQ(dx).

This expression is identical to Eq. (15) up to the factor of T .
As given in Eq. (15), the Kullback-Leiber divergence for tempered stable

processes is given [14, 21] as

KL(P||Q) = T

∫

(( dνP

dνQ

)

log
( dνP

dνQ

)

−
( dνP

dνQ

)

+ 1
)

νQ(dx).(25)

It is possible to extend Eq. (25) to α-divergence by using f -divergence.

Theorem 2. Let (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] and (Xt,Q)t∈[0,T ] be tempered stable processes

with Lévy triplets of (0, νP, γP) and (0, νQ, γQ), respectively. Suppose P and
Q are equivalent measures. Then we have α-divergence between two tempered
stable processes as

D(α)(P||Q) =



















4T
1−α2

∫

(

1−α
2

(

dνP

dνQ

)

+ 1+α
2 −

(

dνP

dνQ

)
1−α

2
)

νQ(dx) (α 6= ±1)

T
∫

((

dνP

dνQ

)

log
(

dνP

dνQ

)

−
(

dνP

dνQ

)

+ 1
)

νQ(dx) (α = −1)

T
∫

((

dνQ

dνP

)

log
(

dνQ

dνP

)

−
(

dνQ

dνP

)

+ 1
)

νP(dx) (α = 1)

.

(26)
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Proof. The α = −1 case for tempered stable processes is already proven by
Cont and Tankov [14]and Kim and Lee [21]. Additionally, the α = 1 case
can be easily proven by α-duality of Eq (24).

There is the well-known f -divergence which produces α-divergence [1]:

Df(α)(P||Q) =

∫

f (α)
( dνP

dνQ

)

νQ(dx)(27)

where

f (α)(t) =











4
1−α2 (

(

1−α
2 t+ 1+α

2 − t
1−α

2

)

(α 6= ±1)

t log t− t+ 1 (α = −1)
− log t+ t− 1 (α = 1)

.(28)

From the f -divergence, the α 6= ±1 case can be easily proven. Moreover,
we are also able to derive the Kullback-Leibler divergence and its dual from
the α 6= ±1 case by using L’Hopital’s rule. �

The α-divergence between two tempered stable processes can be repre-
sented with λ(x; ξ) in Eq. (1):

D(α)(P||Q) =



















4T
1−α2

∫

(

1−α
2

(

λP

λQ

)

+ 1+α
2 −

(

λP

λQ

)
1−α

2
)

λQdx (α 6= ±1)

T
∫

((

λP

λQ

)

log
(

λP

λQ

)

−
(

λP

λQ

)

+ 1
)

λQdx (α = −1)

T
∫

((

λQ

λP

)

log
(

λQ

λP

)

−
(

λQ

λP

)

+ 1
)

λPdx (α = 1)

.

(29)

It is noteworthy that Eq. (29) can be represented only with the tempering
function t(x; ξ) in Eq. (1) if the equivalent martingale measure condition on
a tempered stable distribution includes the parameters in the Lévy measure
of stable distribution, Eq. (2), i.e., C and a. In this case, since the Radon-
Nikodym derivative can be expressed with

dνP

dνQ
=
λP

λQ
=
tP

tQ
,

the α-divergence is also given in terms of tempering function t.
Additionally, the α-divergence between two tempered stable processes,

Eq. (26), can be expressed in terms of the logarithmic Radon-Nikodym
derivative, Eq. (13):

D(α)(P||Q) =











4T
1−α2

∫

(1−α2 eψ(x) + 1+α
2 − e

1−α

2
ψ(x))νQ(dx) (α 6= ±1)

T
∫

(ψ(x)eψ(x) − eψ(x) + 1)νQ(dx) (α = −1)

T
∫

(−ψ(x)e−ψ(x) − e−ψ(x) + 1)νP(dx) (α = 1)

.

(30)

It is straightforward to derive information geometry from the α-divergence
given in Theorem 2. The next theorem tells how to obtain the information
geometry of tempered stable processes.
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Theorem 3. Let (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] be a tempered process with the Lévy triplet
of (0, ν, γ). The metric tensor and α-connection for information geometry
of tempered stable processes are given as

gij =T

∫

∂i log
(dν

dx

)

∂j log
(dν

dx

)

ν(dx),

(31)

Γ
(α)
ij,k =T

∫

(

∂i∂j log
(dν

dx

)

+
1− α

2
∂i log

(dν

dx

)

∂j log
(dν

dx

))

∂k log
(dν

dx

)

ν(dx),

(32)

where i, j, and k run for coordinate system ξ.

Proof. For a given divergence D, the metric tensor and the connection of
the geometry are derived [1] as

gij = −D(∂i, ∂̃j)|ξ=ξ̃
,(33)

Γij,k = −D(∂i∂j , ∂̃k)|ξ=ξ̃,(34)

where i, j, and k run for coordinate system ξ.
By plugging the α-divergence of Eq. (26) to Eq. (33) and Eq. (34), we

easily obtain the followings:

gij =T

∫

∂i log
(dν

dx

)

∂j log
(dν

dx

)

ν(dx),

Γ
(α)
ij,k =T

∫

(

∂i∂j log
(dν

dx

)

+
1− α

2
∂i log

(dν

dx

)

∂j log
(dν

dx

))

∂k log
(dν

dx

)

ν(dx),

where i, j, and k run for coordinate system ξ. �

It is noteworthy that the metric tensor of information geometry is the
Fisher information matrix, i.e., Eq. (31) is the Fisher information matrix of
tempered stable processes.

Similar to α-divergence, we can express the metric tensor and the α-
connection of information geometry in terms of λ(x; ξ) in Eq. (1):

gij =T

∫

∂i log λ(x; ξ)∂j log λ(x; ξ)λ(x; ξ)dx,

(35)

Γ
(α)
ij,k =T

∫

(

∂i∂j log λ(x; ξ) +
1− α

2
∂i log λ(x; ξ)∂j log λ(x; ξ)

)(

∂k log λ(x; ξ)
)

λ(x; ξ)dx,

(36)

where i, j, and k run for coordinate system ξ.
If the equivalent martingale measure condition on a tempered stable dis-

tribution includes the parameters in the Lévy measure of stable distribution
in Eq. (2), the metric tenor and α-connection are expressed with the Lévy
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measure and the tempering function t(x; ξ) in Eq. (1):

gij =T

∫

∂i log t(x; ξ)∂j log t(x; ξ)ν(dx),

(37)

Γ
(α)
ij,k =T

∫

(

∂i∂j log t(x; ξ) +
1− α

2
∂i log t(x; ξ)∂j log t(x; ξ)

)(

∂k log t(x; ξ)
)

ν(dx),

(38)

where i, j, and k run for coordinate system ξ.
It is noteworthy that Eq. (35) and Eq. (36) are in the same form with

those using probability density function given in Amari and Nagaoka [1].

3.1. GTS processes. Theorem 2 can be applied to GTS processes. By
plugging Eq. (12) to Eq. (26) in Theorem 2, the α-divergence of GTS
processes can be obtained.

Corollary 1. Let (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] and (Xt,Q)t∈[0,T ] be GTS processes with pa-

rameters ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m) and ξ̃ = (ã+, ã−, C̃+, C̃−, λ̃+, λ̃−, m̃),
respectively. Suppose P and Q are equivalent measures satisfying Eq. (10).
Then we have α-divergence between two GTS processes as

D(α)(P||Q) =











































4
1−α2

(

TC+Γ(−a+)
(

1−α
2 λ

a+
+ + 1+α

2 λ̃
a+
+ − (1−α2 λ+ + 1+α

2 λ̃+)
a+
)

+TC−Γ(−a−)
(

1−α
2 λ

a−
− + 1+α

2 λ̃
a−
− − (1−α2 λ− + 1+α

2 λ̃−)
a−
)

)

(α 6= ±1)

TC+Γ(−a+)
(

(a+ − 1)λ
a+
+ − a+λ̃+λ

a+−1
+ + λ̃

a+
+

)

+TC−Γ(−a−)
(

(a− − 1)λ
a−
− − a−λ̃−λ

a−−1
− + λ̃

a−
−

)

(α = −1)

TC+Γ(−a+)
(

(a+ − 1)λ̃
a+
+ − a+λ+λ̃

a+−1
+ + λ

a+
+

)

+TC−Γ(−a−)
(

(a− − 1)λ̃
a−
− − a−λ−λ̃

a−−1
− + λ

a−
−

)

(α = 1)

(39)

Proof. We start with α 6= ±1. The α-divergence for α 6= ±1 is given by Eq.
(26):

D(α)(P||Q) =
4T

1− α2

∫

(1− α

2

( dνP

dνQ

)

+
1 + α

2
−
( dνP

dνQ

)
1−α

2
)

νQ(dx).

We can decompose α-divergence to the positive x part and the negative
x part. For positive x, the α-divergence is expressed with

D(α)(P||Q)|+ =
4T

1− α2

∫ ∞

0

(1− α

2
e−(λ+−λ̃+)x +

1 + α

2
−
(

e−(λ+−λ̃+)x
)

1−α

2
)C+e

−λ̃+x

xa++1
dx

∝ C+

∫ ∞

0

(1− α

2

e−λ+x

xa++1
+

1 + α

2

e−λ̃+x

xa++1
−

e−( 1−α

2
λ++ 1+α

2
λ̃+)x

xa++1

)

dx

= C+

∫ ∞

0

(1− α

2

λ
a+
+ e−t

ta++1
+

1 + α

2

λ̃
a+
+ e−t

ta++1
−

(1−α2 λ+ + 1+α
2 λ̃+)

a+e−t

ta++1

)

dt

= C+Γ(−a+)
(1− α

2
λ
a+
+ +

1 + α

2
λ
a+
+ −

(1− α

2
λ+ +

1 + α

2
λ̃+
)a+
)

.
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After the similar calculation is done for the negative x part, the α-divergence
for α 6= ±1 is given by

D(α)(P||Q) =
4T

1− α2

(

C+Γ(−a+)
(1− α

2
λ
a+
+ +

1 + α

2
λ
a+
+ −

(1− α

2
λ+ +

1 + α

2
λ̃+
)a+
)

+ C−Γ(−a−)
(1− α

2
λ
a−
− +

1 + α

2
λ
a−
− −

(1− α

2
λ− +

1 + α

2
λ̃−
)a−
)

)

.

For α = −1, there are two ways for proof. The first proof is based on
the direct computation by plugging Radon-Nikodym derivative of Eq. (12)
to α = −1 of Eq. (26). Another proof of calculating the Kullback-Leibler
divergence is by the application of L’Hopital’s rule to α 6= ±1 in the limit
of α→ −1. By these two ways of proof, the same result is obtained.

We show the first proof here. Similar to α 6= ±1, let us start with the
positive x part of the Kullback-Leibler divergence:

D(−1)(P||Q)|+ = TC+

∫ ∞

0

(e−λ+x

xa++1

(

− (λ+ − λ̃+)x− 1
)

+
e−λ̃+x

xa++1

)

dx

= TC+Γ(−a+)
(

λ
a+−1
+ a+(λ+ − λ̃+)− λ

a+
+ + λ̃

a+
+

)

= TC+Γ(−a+)
(

(a+ − 1)λ
a+
+ − a+λ̃+λ

a+−1
+ + λ̃

a+
+

)

.

Repeating the same step for negative x, the Kullback-Leibler divergence
between two GTS processes is given as

D(−1)(P||Q) =TC+Γ(−a+)
(

(a+ − 1)λ
a+
+ − a+λ̃+λ

a+−1
+ + λ̃

a+
+

)

+ TC−Γ(−a−)
(

(a− − 1)λ
a−
− − a−λ̃−λ

a−−1
− + λ̃

a−
−

)

.

It is trivial that we obtain the same result given above when we apply
L’Hopital’s rule to α 6= ±1.

For α = 1, it is possible to use the same ways mentioned above. Alterna-
tively, we also can leverage α-duality with α = −1. By following the similar
calculation, the α-divergence is obtained as

D(1)(P||Q) =D(−1)(Q||P)

=TC+Γ(−a+)
(

(a+ − 1)λ̃
a+
+ − a+λ+λ̃

a+−1
+ + λ

a+
+

)

+ TC−Γ(−a−)
(

(a− − 1)λ̃
a−
− − a−λ−λ̃

a−−1
− + λ

a−
−

)

.

It is also straightforward to obtain the same result by using the direct cal-
culation or L’Hopital’s rule. �

In another way, we also can derive the α-divergence between GTS pro-
cesses from Eq. (14) and Eq. (30). Additionally, the α-divergence can
be obtained from Eq. (29) or the similar expression with the tempering
function of GTS processes.

It is noteworthy that although the GTS processes have seven parameters,
its geometry is reduced to two-dimensional manifolds due to the equivalent
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martingale measure conditions of Eq. (10). The coordinate system for the
GTS geometry is ξ = (λ+, λ−).

From Eq. (8) and Eq. (31) of Theorem 3, the Fisher information matrix
of GTS processes is found as

gij =

( TC+Γ(2−a+)

λ
2−a+
+

0

0 TC−Γ(2−a−)

λ
2−a−

−

)

,(40)

where i, j run for λ+ and λ−. We can obtain the same result from Eq. (35)
with the Lévy measure or Eq. (37) with the tempering function.

It is easy to check that the metric tensor is diagonal. This diagonality
makes sense due to the fact that the Lévy measure of GTS processes, Eq.
(8), is split by the λ+ part and the λ− part using the indicator function.
Additionally, 2− a± are positive based on the parametrization of GTS dis-
tribution.

Since Levi-Civita connection, that is the 0-connection, is defined as

ΓLCij,k =
1

2
(∂igjk + ∂jgik − ∂kgij),(41)

the non-trivial components of the Levi-Civita connection in GTS geometry
are obtained as

ΓLCλ+λ+,λ+ = −
1

2

TC+Γ(3− a+)

λ
3−a+
+

,(42)

ΓLCλ−λ−,λ− = −
1

2

TC−Γ(3− a−)

λ
3−a−
−

.(43)

From Eq. (8) and Eq. (32) in Theorem 3, the non-trivial α-connection
components of the GTS manifolds are given as

Γ
(α)
λ+λ+,λ+

= −
1− α

2

TC+Γ(3− a+)

λ
3−a+
+

,(44)

Γ
(α)
λ−λ−,λ−

= −
1− α

2

TC−Γ(3− a−)

λ
3−a−
−

.(45)

All other components are vanishing. By plugging α = 0 to Eq. (44) and
Eq. (45), we can obtain the same Levi-Civita connection, Eq. (42) and Eq.
(43), respectively. This is expected because 0-connection is the Levi-Civita
connection. The same result can be calculated from Eq. (36) with the Lévy
measure or Eq. (38) with the tempering function. It is also noteworthy that
the GTS geometry is e-flat.

3.2. CTS processes. It is straightforward to obtain CTS geometry from
all the results we obtained above for GTS processes by applying the CTS
condition, Eq. (4).
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The α-divergence between CTS processes are obtained as

D(α)(P||Q) =























































4TCΓ(−a)
1−α2

(

(

1−α
2 λa+ + 1+α

2 λ̃a+ − (1−α2 λ+ + 1+α
2 λ̃+)

a
)

+
(

1−α
2 λa− + 1+α

2 λ̃a− − (1−α2 λ− + 1+α
2 λ̃−)

a
)

)

(α 6= ±1)

TCΓ(−a)
(

(

(a− 1)λa+ − aλ̃+λ
a−1
+ + λ̃a+

)

+
(

(a− 1)λa− − aλ̃−λ
a−1
− + λ̃a−

)

)

(α = −1)

TCΓ(−a)
(

(

(a− 1)λ̃a+ − aλ+λ̃
a−1
+ + λa+

)

+
(

(a− 1)λ̃a− − aλ−λ̃
a−1
− + λa−

)

)

(α = 1)

.

(46)

It is easily checked that the α = −1 case in Eq. (46) is matched with Eq.
(16), which was originally obtained by Kim and Lee [21].

The Fisher information matrix of CTS processes can be obtained in three
ways: Plugging the CTS condition of Eq. (4) into the Fisher information
matrix of GTS processes, Eq. (40), using Eq. (35) or Eq. (37), or directly
deriving from the α-divergence of Eq. (46). These ways produce the same
metric tensor of the CTS geometry as

gij =

( TCΓ(2−a)

λ2−a

+

0

0 TCΓ(2−a)

λ2−a

−

)

,(47)

where i, j run for λ+ and λ−.
Similar to the Fisher information matrix, the Levi-Civita connection of

the CTS geometry are calculated from Eq. (41) or by imposing the CTS
condition of Eq. (4) to Eq. (42) and Eq. (43). The non-trivial components
of the Levi-Civita connection for the CTS geometry are found as

ΓLCλ+λ+,λ+ = −
1

2

TCΓ(3− a)

λ3−a+

,(48)

ΓLCλ−λ−,λ− = −
1

2

TCΓ(3− a)

λ3−a−

.(49)

By plugging the CTS condition of Eq. (4) to Eq. (44) and Eq. (45) or
using Eq. (6) and Eq. (32) of Theorem 3, the non-trivial components of the
α-connection for CTS processes are given as

Γ
(α)
λ+λ+,λ+

= −
1− α

2

TCΓ(3− a)

λ3−a+

,(50)

Γ
(α)
λ−λ−,λ−

= −
1− α

2

TCΓ(3− a)

λ3−a−

.(51)

All other components are vanishing. Similar to the α-connection of the
GTS geometry, by plugging α = 0 to Eq. (50) and Eq. (51), we obtain the
same Levi-Civita connection, Eq. (48) and Eq. (49), respectively. It is also
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possible to obtain the same result from Eq. (36) or Eq. (38). Similar to the
GTS geometry, the CTS geometry is also e-flat.

3.3. RDTS processes. In similar ways, we can derive the α-divergence
between RDTS processes from Theorem 2.

Corollary 2. Let (Xt,P)t∈[0,T ] and (Xt,Q)t∈[0,T ] be RDTS processes with

parameters ξ = (a+, a−, C+, C−, λ+, λ−,m) and ξ̃ = (ã+, ã−, C̃+, C̃−, λ̃+, λ̃−, m̃),
respectively. Suppose P and Q are equivalent measures satisfying Eq. (20).
Then we have α-divergence between two RDTS processes as

D(α)(P||Q) =



























































4T
1−α2

(

2−1−
a+
2 C+Γ(−

a+
2 )
(

1−α
2 λ

a+
2

+ + 1+α
2 λ

a+
2

+ −
(

1−α
2 λ+ + 1+α

2 λ̃+
)

a+
2

)

+2−1−
a−

2 C−Γ(−
a−
2 )
(

1−α
2 λ

a−

2
− + 1+α

2 λ
a−

2
− −

(

1−α
2 λ− + 1+α

2 λ̃−
)

a−

2

)

)

(α 6= ±1)

2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(−

a+
2 )
(

(a+2 − 1)λ
a+
2

+ − a+
2 λ̃+λ

a+
2

−1
+ + λ̃

a+
2

+

)

+2−1−
a−

2 TC−Γ(−
a−
2 )
(

(a−2 − 1)λ
a−

2
− − a−

2 λ̃−λ
a−

2
−1

− + λ̃
a−

2
−

)

(α = −1)

2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(−

a+
2 )
(

(a+2 − 1)λ̃
a+
2

+ − a+
2 λ+λ̃

a+
2

−1
+ + λ

a+
2

+

)

+2−1−
a−

2 TC−Γ(−
a−
2 )
(

(a−2 − 1)λ̃
a−

2
− − a−

2 λ−λ̃
a−

2
−1

− + λ
a−

2
−

)

(α = 1)

(52)

Proof. Since other cases can be derived from α 6= ±1, let us start with
α 6= ±1.

For α 6= ±1, the α-divergence is given by Eq. (26):

D(α)(P||Q) =
4T

1− α2

∫

(1− α

2

( dνP

dνQ

)

+
1 + α

2
−
( dνP

dνQ

)
1−α

2
)

νQ(dx).

For positive x, the α-divergence of RDTS processes is expressed by

D(α)(P||Q)|+ =
4T

1− α2

∫ ∞

0

(1− α

2
e−

(λ+−λ̃+)

2
x2 +

1 + α

2
−
(

e−
(λ+−λ̃+)

2
x2
)

1−α

2
)C+e

−
λ̃+
2
x2

xa++1
dx

∝ C+

∫ ∞

0

(1− α

2

e−
λ+
2
x2

xa++1
+

1 + α

2

e−
λ̃+
2
x2

xa++1
−

e−
1
2
( 1−α

2
λ++ 1+α

2
λ̃+)x2

xa++1

)

dx

=
C+

2

∫ ∞

0

(1− α

2

(λ+2 )a+/2e−t

ta+/2+1
+

1 + α

2

( λ̃+2 )a+/2e−t

ta+/2+1
−

(1−α2 λ+ + 1+α
2 λ̃+)

a+/2e−t

ta+/2+1

)

dt

= 2−1−
a+
2 C+Γ(−

a+
2
)
(1− α

2
λ

a+
2

+ +
1 + α

2
λ

a+
2

+ −
(1− α

2
λ+ +

1 + α

2
λ̃+
)

a+
2

)

.

After the similar calculation is done to the negative x part, the α-divergence
for α 6= ±1 is given by

D(α)(P||Q) =
4T

1− α2

(

2−1−
a+
2 C+Γ(−

a+
2
)
(1− α

2
λ

a+
2

+ +
1 + α

2
λ

a+
2

+ −
(1− α

2
λ+ +

1 + α

2
λ̃+
)

a+
2

)

+ 2−1−
a−

2 C−Γ(−
a−
2
)
(1− α

2
λ

a−

2
− +

1 + α

2
λ

a−

2
− −

(1− α

2
λ− +

1 + α

2
λ̃−
)

a−

2

)

)

.
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For α = −1, there are two ways for proof. The first way is plugging Eq.
(21) to Eq. (26) (or Eq. (22) to Eq. (30). Another way of calculating the
Kullback-Leibler divergence is applying L’Hopital’s rule to α 6= ±1 in the
limit of α→ −1. We obtain the same result.

We show the first. Similar to α 6= ±1, we can start with the positive x
part of the Kullback-Leibler divergence:

D(−1)(P||Q)|+ = TC+

∫ ∞

0

(e−
λ+
2
x2

xa++1

(

−
(λ+ − λ̃+)

2
x2 − 1

)

+
e−

λ̃+
2
x2

xa++1

)

dx

= 2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(−

a+
2
)
(a+
2
λ

a+
2

−1
+ (λ+ − λ̃+)− λ

a+
2

+ + λ̃
a+
2

+

)

= 2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(−

a+
2
)
(

(
a+
2

− 1)λ
a+
2

+ −
a+
2
λ̃+λ

a+
2

−1
+ + λ̃

a+
2

+

)

.

Repeating the same step for negative x, the Kullback-Leibler divergence
between two RDTS processes is given as

D(−1)(P||Q) =2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(−

a+
2
)
(

(
a+
2

− 1)λ
a+
2

+ −
a+
2
λ̃+λ

a+
2

−1
+ + λ̃

a+
2

+

)

+ 2−1−
a−

2 TC−Γ(−
a−
2
)
(

(
a−
2

− 1)λ
a−

2
− −

a−
2
λ̃−λ

a−

2
−1

− + λ̃
a−

2
−

)

.

For α = 1, we can exploit the same ways mentioned above. Addition-
ally, we also can leverage α-duality with α = −1. By following the similar
calculation, the α-divergence is obtained as

D(1)(P||Q) =D(−1)(Q||P)

=2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(−

a+
2
)
(

(
a+
2

− 1)λ̃
a+
2

+ −
a+
2
λ+λ̃

a+
2

−1
+ + λ

a+
2

+

)

+ 2−1−
a−

2 TC−Γ(−
a−
2
)
(

(
a−
2

− 1)λ̃
a−

2
− −

a−
2
λ−λ̃

a−

2
−1

− + λ
a−

2
−

)

.

�

It is noteworthy that the α-divergence of RDTS processes is similar to
those of CTS processes and GTS processes. It has additional scale factors,

2−1−
a±

2 , and a± is replaced with a±/2.
From Eq. (18) and Eq. (31) in Theorem 3, the Fisher information matrix

of RDTS processes is found in the coordinate system of ξ = (λ+, λ−) as

gij =

(

2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(2−

a+
2

)

λ
2−

a+
2

+

0

0
2−1−

a−
2 TC−Γ(2−

a−

2
)

λ
2−

a−
2

−

)

,(53)

where i, j run for λ+ and λ−. We can obtain the same Fisher information
matrix from Eq. (35) or Eq. (37).
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The diagonal metric tensor is explainable due to the same rationale re-
garding the indicator function with CTS processes and GTS processes. Ad-
ditionally, based on the parametrization of RDTS distribution, 2 − a±

2 are
positive.

By Eq. (41), the non-trivial Levi-Civita connection components of the
RDTS geometry are obtained as

ΓLCλ+λ+,λ+ = −
1

2

2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(3−

a+
2 )

λ
3−

a+
2

+

,(54)

ΓLCλ−λ−,λ− = −
1

2

2−1−
a−

2 TC−Γ(3−
a−
2 )

λ
3−

a−

2
−

.(55)

From Eq. (18) and Eq. (32) in Theorem 3, the non-trivial α-connection
components of the RDTS manifolds are given as

Γ
(α)
λ+λ+,λ+

= −
1− α

2

2−1−
a+
2 TC+Γ(3−

a+
2 )

λ
3−

a+
2

+

,(56)

Γ
(α)
λ−λ−,λ−

= −
1− α

2

2−1−
a−

2 TC−Γ(3−
a−
2 )

λ
3−

a−

2
−

.(57)

All other components are vanishing. By plugging α = 0 to Eq. (56) and Eq.
(57), we can calculate the same Levi-Civita connection, Eq. (54) and Eq.
(55). The same α-connection can be obtained from Eq. (36) or Eq. (38).
Similar to the GTS geometry and the CTS geometry, it is also obvious that
the RDTS geometry is e-flat.

4. Applications

In this section, we introduce statistical applications for GTS processes
based on the information geometry. Since the geometry of CTS processes
and RDTS processes is similar to the GTS geometry, we can apply the
findings in this section to those two processes.

4.1. Bias reduction. First of all, we apply our findings to bias reduction in
maximum likelihood estimates. Firth [17] suggested a more systematic bias
reduction in maximum likelihood estimation process. When the geometry
is e-flat, the penalized log-likelihood given in Firth [17] can be written as

l∗(ξ) = l(ξ) + logJ ,(58)

where l(ξ) is log-likelihood and J is the Jeffreys prior. From the penalized
log-likelihood, we can find bias reduced parameters.

Jeffreys prior, a non-informative prior distribution, is defined as follows
[19]:

J (ξ) ∝ g
1
2 ,(59)
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where g is the determinant of the Fisher information matrix which is the
metric tensor of information geometry.

From the Fisher information matrix of GTS processes, Eq. (40), it is easy
to obtain the Jeffreys prior of GTS processes as

J (ξ) ∝ T

√

C+Γ(2− a+)

λ
2−a+
+

C−Γ(2− a−)

λ
2−a−
−

.(60)

By applying Eq. (60) to Eq. (58), we can estimate bias reduction param-
eters for GTS processes.

4.2. Bayesian predictive priors. Another application is finding Bayesian
predictive priors for GTS processes. From the metric tensor of the GTS
geometry, we calculate several ansatz satisfying the superharmonicity for
obtaining the shrinkage priors [25].

Komaki derived Bayesian predictive priors outperforming the Jeffreys
prior [25]. The Bayesian predictive prior is represented with

J̃ = φJ ,(61)

where φ is a superharmonic function and J is the Jeffreys prior.
Komaki-style shrinkage priors for time series models and signal filters are

already well-known. We have explicit forms of the predictive priors for AR
models [25, 33], ARMA model [13, 12, 28], and signal processing filters [12].

Similar to the previous work on finding ansatze for Bayesian predictive
priors of signal processing filters [12], we can calculate ansatze for GTS
processes. Let us try to find ansatze for superharmonic functions φ based
on the GTS geometry.

The first ansatz is a function in λ+:

φ1 = λk+,(62)

where min(0, a+ − 1) < k < max(0, a+ − 1). It is easy to check that it is a
positive superharmonic function.

Similarly, we can construct another ansatz in λ−:

φ2 = λl−,(63)

where min(0, a− − 1) < l < max(0, a− − 1). It is also straightforward to
check the superharmonicitiy of the ansatz.

We can consider positive linear combination and multiplication of φ1 and
φ2:

φ3 = c1φ1 + c2φ2,(64)

φ4 = φ1φ2,(65)

where c1 > 0 and c2 > 0. It is straightforward to check that these are also
positive superharmonic functions.
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5. Conclusion

We derive the information geometry of tempered stable processes. First of
all, finding α-divergence between two tempered stable processes is the two-
folded generalization of the work by Kim and Lee [21]: From CTS processes
to tempered stable processes and from the Kullback-Leibler divergence to
the α-divergence.

From the α-divergence of tempered stable processes, we obtain the infor-
mation geometry of tempered stable processes: Fisher information matrix
and α-connection. Since the GTS process parameters for the upper and
lower tails are not entangled with each other, the metric tensor of the GTS
process geometry is diagonal. Additionally, the α-connection of the geome-
try is e-flat.

With these geometric objects, we also provide several information-geometric
applications for GTS processes. First of all, we consider bias reduction
in maximum likelihood estimation for parameter estimation. Additionally,
Bayesian predictive priors outperforming the Jeffreys prior are also found.
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Financial models with Lévy processes and volatility clustering. John Wiley & Sons,
2011.

[30] Nalini Ravishanker. Differential geometry of ARFIMA processes. Communications in

Statistics-Theory and Methods, 30(8-9):1889–1902, 2001.
[31] Nalini Ravishanker, Edward L Melnick, and Chih-Ling Tsai. Differential geometry of

ARMA models. Journal of Time Series Analysis, 11(3):259–274, 1990.
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