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Random Probability Measures via Folya Sequences:
Revisiting the Blackwell-MacQueen Urn Scheme

Hemant Ishwardhand Mahmoud Zarep(ﬂlr
Cleveland Clinic Foundation and University of Ottawa

Sufficient conditions are developed for a class of genadIRo6lya urn schemes ensuring exchangeability.
The extended class includes the Blackwell-MacQueen Palgaand the urn schemes for the two-parameter
Poisson-Dirichlet process and finite dimensional Diritpléors among others.

1. INTRODUCTION It was shown inl[2] that.*(-| X1, . . ., X;), the posterior fop*
based on the firgtobservations(y, . . ., X;, is also a Dirichlet
By making use of a remarkably simple generalized Polyslrocess, but with an updated parametgei(see [3], Section
urn scheme, Blackwell and MacQueeld ([1]) described an el3-2, for a proof using a Laplace functional argument). An
egant alternate way to approach the Ferguson Dirichlet prgmmediate consequence of this is that
cess ([2]). LetXy, X, ... be a sequence of random elements

on a complete separable metric spatedefined by P{Xit1 € | X1,..., Xi}
P{X; €} = pu(-)/u(X) (1) = /]P’{Xiﬂ €[Xy, ..., Xi, P (dP| Xy, ..., X))
and = /P(-)u*(dP|X1, LX)

whereg;(-) = p(-) + 375_; dx,(-) andy is a finite non-null
measure orX’. Blackwell and MacQueen called such a se-
guence aPblya sequence with parametgr They showed
thatif X1, X5, ... was such a sequence, then:

and, thus,X;, X,,... can be defined by the Polya urn de-
scribed by[[ll) and]?2) (the fact that the sequence is exchange
able follows by definition).
Put another way, elementary properties for the Dirich-
(@) pi(+)/1i(X) converges almost surely to a discrete ran-let process shows us that tipeediction rule that is, the
dom probability measurg*. conditional distribution forX;,; given X;,..., X;, corre-
sponds to an exchangeable generalized Polya urn distnibut
wi(+) /i (X). This type of direct result is somewhat unique as
(c) Givenu*, X1, Xo, ... are independent with distribution it is generally hard to d_erive simple ex_p_licit predictiories
u*. for a general random discrete probability measure. Instead
another way to approach the problem is in the direction stud-
Result (c) shows that the Blackwell-MacQueen Polya seied by Blackwell and MacQueen. Thus, it is natural to wonder
guence is exchangeable, while (b) shows that the sequencevigat types of Polya urn schemes other tHan (1) &hd (2) lead
an infinite sample from the Dirichlet process. Thus (a) ando: (i) an exchangeable sequenke, X», ... and (ii) an urn
(b) combined show that the Polya urn defined By (1) &hd (2}istribution with a limiting random discrete probabilityes-
is a way to draw values from the Dirichlet process. More-sure? Sufficient and necessary conditions for (i) have been
over, (a) shows that the Dirichlet process is the limit fag th given in [3] (cf Theorem 2) in terms of what is called the
urn distributiony; (-)/ui (), thus providing an alternate way exchangeable partition probability function (EPPF), a sym
to characterize the Dirichlet process. These facts ared@em metric non-negative function which characterizes theridist
difficult to prove than the contrapositive result which &ar bution of an exchangeable partition on the positive integer
with a sample from the Dirichlet process and shows that sucki1, 2, ...}. In this paper, however, we take a more direct ap-
a sample must be exchangeable and can be constructed frggroach to answering (i) (and consequently (ii)), by introdu
a Polya urn. The latter result follows from elementary prop ing an Exchangeability Condition (Section 3) which puts-con
erties of the Dirichlet process which we now describe. Letstraints on the manner in which the urn scheme selects new
X1, Xo,... be a sequence derived from a Dirichlet processvalues or chooses a previously sampled value. While these

(b) n* is the Ferguson Dirichlet process with parameter

with parametey, i.e: conditions will be shown only to be sufficient to ensure (i),
N they have the advantage that they are simpler to understand
(Xi|P) op, 1=1,2,... then conditions stated in terms of the EPPF. The proof should

P o~ u- also be readily accessible to non-experts to this area. @ur E

changeability Condition is shown to hold for several impatt

generalized Polya urns, including those for the two-paxt@m

Poisson-Dirichlet process ([11]) as well as the class ofdini
*Electronic addres$: ishwaran@bio.ri.cctlorg dimensional Dirichlet priors [((5]). Corollary 1 of Sectich
TElectronic address$: zarepour@mathstat.uottawa.ca our main result, summarizes our results.
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2. NOTATION AND BACKGROUND 2.1. Non-exchangeability over discrete spaces

We begin by introducing some notation necessary to ex- However, prediction rules for random discrete measures of-
plain our generalized Polya urn schemes. pet= {C;; : ten break down whe#’ is allowed to be a finite sample space.
j = 1,...,n(p;)} denote a partition of1,...,i} where A good example is the two-parameter Poisson-Dirichlet pro-
Cjiis the jth set of the partition. Writes; ; for the car- cessdiscussed inl11]. This is the random discrete prababil
dinality of CM Thus, p; is a partition made of:(p;) measure whose prediction rule for a non-atomiorresponds

sets andy_ "5V e;; = i. Let X7, X3, denote the se- tothe choices

guence of unlque valuésthe order of their appearandeom

X1, Xs,...and letp; be a partition of{1, - -- i} recordmg g =0+an(p;) and g¢j;=eji—o,

the clustering of the first 0bservations¥1,..., . By this  where0 < o < 1andd > —a. Seel[1ll] and alsd][9],
we meanX; = X7 foreachl € C;;, wherej = 1,...,n(p;).  [d] for further details. Settingg = 0 and# = u(X) leads
Let » denote a non-null probability measure over We to the Blackwell-MacQueen Polya sequence with parameter
will consider sequenceX;, X», . .. defined by w = Ov, and as discussed produces an exchangeable sequence
P{X; €} =v() 3) without co_n_stralnt ta. In gen_eral, however, ify ;é _O, ex-
changeability breaks down i is allowed to be a finite sam-
and ple space and is atomic. This can be easily demonstrated
P{X;11 € | X1,...,X;} (4) by the following counter-example. L&t = {1,...,r} where
n(p2) r > 2 and suppose that(l) = 1/r for eachl = 1,...,r
_ qo0,i I/() + Z _ %Ga Sxe ()’ i>1, Then,
Z?(pi) G Zn(pz) i
j=0 7,0 Jj=1 9j,i ]P){Xl = 1,X2 = 2,X3 = 1}
where = ]P){Xl = 1} X ]P){XQ = 2|X1}

XP{Xg =1,X3=X,X3 5& X1|X15X2}

. . . _ (9+a)((9+2a)/r+1—a)
are non-negative real valued symmetric functions dependin _
only upon{es;, ..., €n(p,),i}- r2(60 +1)(0 + 2)

The form forg ; andg; ; in @) is suggested by Theorem 1
of [3] which states that fofX;, X5, - - to be exchangeable,
the functionsy, ; andg; ; must be almost surely equal to some
function of the partitiorp;; or equivalently, they must be some
function of the cardinalities; ;. For example, observe that
the Blackwell-MacQueen Polya sequence (with parameter
correspondsto the choices; = u(X), ¢;; = e, andv(:) =

Qi = G105 n(pi)i)y 40, i= q0,i(€105 -+ Cn(py),i)
5

Note that the last expression in the middle equation ureterli
the problem with working with an atomic measure. Here the
conditional event tha{; = 1 occurs if we choose the pre-
vious valueX; or if we choose the valu& = 1 randomly
fromv. This wouldn’t be a problem with a non-atomic proba-
bility measure since the probability of obtaining a prediyu
observedX; value is zero under. But this leads to a break-

M(')/”(X).' : . down of exchangeability for an atomic measure. Consider the
In proving our general result, an important technical Con'probability

dition that we will need to address concerns the choice for
We say that’ is non-atomidf v{z} = 0 for eachr € X'. One P{X;=1,X,=1,X3=2}
of the unique features of the Blackwell-MacQueen Pélya urn

. . = P{X;=1 P{X,=1,X=X1,X X1|X
scheme is that it yields an exchangeable sequence regardles X b X P{X, 2 X2 £ XX}

of whetherv is non-atomic. For example, # = {1,...,r} XP{X3 = 2|X1, Xo}

is a finite sample space apds a finite discrete measure over ((9 +a)/r+1— a) 6+ a)
X, then [1) and[2) implies thaXy, ..., X; is the result of = !

successive draws from an urn originally havia@) balls of r2(0+1)(6 +2)

color/, and following each draw for a ball, the ball is replaced-l-hus P{X; = 1,Xs = 2,X3 = 1} £ P{X; = 1, X =
and another one of its same color is added to the urn. It foI1 Xy =2} unlessy — 0. This shows that only the Blackwell-

lows that MacQueen Polya urn is exchangeable in general for the two-
- arameter process.
]P){Xlzwl,...,Xi:.Tl}_ H/L [n(l)] p p
wheren(l) denotes the number afs equal tol andal! = 3. MAIN RESULTS
a(a+1)---(a+i— 1) (note:al’? = 1). Observe that since
the right-hand side is a symmetnc function(af;, . .., z;), it Thus, given the technical difficulties in working with
follows automatically thafX, ..., X; is exchangeable. This atomic measures, we will hereafter restrict attention tn-no

fact was not lost on Blackwell and MacQueen. Indeed, theatomic measures. Our results will also rely on the following
key to their proof relies on the fact that their Plya urnestle  key conditions for the functiong ; andg; ; appearing in[{3)
produces an exchangeable sequence for finite sample spacesid [3).
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Exchangeability Condition. For eachi > 1, ¢;; = v (e;,:) for the finite dimensional Dirichlet prigP, defined by
andqo; = ¥o(n(p;)), wherey andy, are some fixed non-

N
qegative real valued functions. Furthermore, for each part Prl) = Gy 52, (),
tionp; of {1,...,4} kz:; Zszle
n(pi) where{G}} are i.i.d Gamm&/N) random variables,
Z ¢ =&(@) >0 (6) independent of{Z;}, which are i.i.d with lawv.
=0 See [0], [1D] andll4] for further details. Also see [6]
who showed thaPy is a weak limit approximation to
where¢ is some fixed positive real valued function. the Dirichlet process.

These conditions are satisfied by many interesting gener-
alized Polya urn schemes, which we now list. By satisfy- 3.1. Exchangeability
ing the Exchangeability Condition, Theorem 1 (stated )ater
shows that each of these urns (subject to a non-atojréce

We now show that our Exchangeability Condition is suf-
exchangeable.

ficient to ensure that the sequence definedby (3) Bnd (4) is

1. Independent and identically distributed sampling. This exchangeable.

is of course the most obvious form of exchangeabilityTheorem 1. If v is a non-atomic (and non-null) probabil-
and follows with choiceg ; = 1 andg; ; = 0. ity measure ove&’ and the Exchangeability Condition holds,
thenX;, X5, ... is exchangeable.

2. N values selected at random. L&t > 1 be a posi-
tive integer and lety ; = (N — n(p:))I{n(p;) < N}
andg;; = 1. Observe thaty; becomes zero when
n(p;) > N, which restricts the urn sequence from hav-

Proof.Let i > 1 (the casei = 1 is obvious) and let
dzy,...,dr; denote a sequence of differentials, some of
which can be equal. Lap; = {C;; : j = 1,...,n(p:)}

- - o be the partition of 1,. .., i} which records the clustering of
!ng n:_o:ftdhzn’\f dlst|nnc:(tl)\l()¢alll1-(-as;l;l\?te that conditiofd (6) dzry,...,dz;. Thatis, |fda:1,.. dx* n(ps) denote the unique
IS satistie ecaUSEj:o 45,0 = V- values ofdzxy, ..., dz;, thendx; = dx* for eachl € Cj;.

As before, writee; ; for the cardinality ofC; ;. For notational

3. The Blackwell-MacQueen Polya sequence with param?
convenience sep(0) = 1.

etery. This correspondst; ; = e;;, go,; = p(X) and

n(pi) ) 4 It follows from the assumption that is non-atomic, and

2j=0 dyi = MX) +i. upon using[[B) and14), that
4. The two-parameter Poisson-Dirichlet process. As disP{X, ¢ dzi,...,X; € dx;} (8)
cussed, this corresponds to choiggs = 6 + an(p;) i
andg;; = ej; —a, where0 < o < 1andf > —a. — HP{XJ' € daj|X1,..., X, 1}
Thus, Z"(‘(’; ¢;i = 0 + i. This is the prediction rule j=1
for the random discrete probability meas@ealefined n(pi)—1 n(p;)
by = H ’[/)0 H { d:c I{dxl = diZ? NS Cj,i}
P(:) =Vidz() () = =
x < (900) %+ x wles = 1) .

+> {0 =V = Vo) (1= Vie) Vie} 0z, (), ( ’ )

k=2 where the first product (in square brackets) follows from the

assumption thato; = o(n(p;)) (note: ifn(p;) = 1 the

productis assumed to be 1), while the second product uses the

assumption thag; ; = 1(e; ;). The expressio®; appearing

in @) is a normalizing constant. BJ(6), it can be seen that
= £(1) x --- x £(i — 1). Thus, deduce that the right-

qwand side of[{B) is a symmetric function x4, ..., dx;),

Fand hence thaky, ..., X; is exchangeable. O

where{V,} arei.i.d Betdl — «, 8 + ko)) random vari-
ables, independent ¢fZ;. }, which are i.i.d with law.
See [111] for details. Observe that by setting= 0 we
end up with the Dirichlet process with parameter=
fv. In this case,[[7) corresponds to the stick-breakin
representation for the Dirichlet process. SEe [4] for
background on stick-breaking priors.

Remark 1. As a special case, the expressi@h (8) yields the

5. Finite dimensional Dirichlet priors (Fisher's model). el known joint density for the Dirichlet process:
Let N > 1 be a positive integer and legy ; = 6(1 —

n(pi)/N)I{n(p;) < N} andg;; = e;; +6/N, where PX1 € dar,..., X; € dui} = u()()n(fn)
6 > 0. Theny"®) ¢; ; = ¢-+i which satisfies]6). Ob- oo ()0
serve that the choice fay, ; restricts the process from n(pi)
having more thadV distinct values. One can show that H ( (da}){dx; = dx : 1 € CN-> (e, — 1)L
the valuesy ; andg; ; correspond to the prediction rule j=1
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(Substitutes (j) = p(X) + 4, ¥(j) = j andy(j) = u(X) (c) GivenP*, X1, X,,... are independent with distribu-
into (@)). tion P*.
(d) If go.i/€(i) 2% 0, thenP* is discrete with probability
3.2. The Blackwell-MacQueen generalization one;i.e.P*() =3, p; 5X;(')-
Proof. Theorem 1 ensures thaf;, X, ... is exchangeable.

By appealing to Proposition 11 of [10], in combination with
Theorem 1, we obtain the following corollary which is a gen-
eralization of the Blackwell and MacQueen result.

Thus, (a), (b) and (c) follows from de Finetti's represeiotat
for exchangeable sequences. See Theorem 6 of [9] and Propo-
sition 11 of [10]. To prove (d) we use a theorem|of [7] which
Corollary 2. Let X1, Xo, ... be the sequence defined By (3) states that ifX;, X5, ... is an exchangeable sequence from a
and B) where’ is a non-atomic (non-nu”) probab|||ty mea- .random measure’, thenP* is discrete with probablllty one
sure overX and{qo;, g;;} satisfy the Exchangeability Con- if
dition. a; = P{X;,, is different thanX,, ..., X;} 23 0.
(a) Let F; 1 denote the conditional distribution foX;
defined bylfK). Therf;;,; 2% P* in ¢,-distance, where ~See [12], Section 1.6, for a proof. Thus, (d) is proven since

P* is the random probability measure defined by ai = qo,i/§(1). u
* Remark 2. A little bit of work shows that each of our ex-
)= i 0x= (- 1- (- | . . ; .
Pr(-) zj:pg x: () +( ;pa)’/( ); amples listed earlier (excluding our first example for theli.

case) are examples of generalizedly& urn schemes which
wherep; = lim; o0 €;;/i. satisfy condition (d). Thus, each produce exchangeable se-
guences from a random discrete probability measure.
(b) {X;} arei.i.dv and independent dfp; }.
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