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A bstract

A rticles in M arketing and choice literatures have dem onstrated the need for Incorporating person—level
heterogeneity Into behavioralm odels (eg. logit m odels for m ultiple binary outcom es as studied here).
H ow ever, the logit lkelhood extended w ith a population distribution ofheterogeneity doesn’t yield closed—
form inferences, and therefore num erical Integration technigques are relied upon (E€g., M CM C m ethods).

W e present here an altemative, closed—form B ayesian inferences for the logi m odel, which we obtain by
approxin ating the logit lkelhood via a polynom ial expansion, and then positing a distrdution of het-
erogeneity from a exble fam ily that is now conjigate and integrable. For problem s where the response
coe clents are Independent, choosing the Gamm a distrbution lads to rapidly convergent closed-form
expansions; if there are correlations am ong the coe cients one can still obtain rapidly convergent closed—
form expansions by positing a distribution of heterogeneiy from a M ultivariate G amm a distrbution. T he
solution then com es from the m om ent generating fiinction of the M ultivariate G amm a distrbution or in
general from the m ultivariate heterogeneity distribution assum ed.

C losed—form B ayesian inferences, derivatives (usefiil for elasticity calculations), population distrdbution pa—
ram eter estin ates (useful for sum m arization) and starting values (usefiil for com plicated algorithm s) are
hence directly available. Two sin ulation studies dem onstrate the e cacy of our approach.
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INTRODUCTION

W hether it's the 20,000+ hitsbased on a www googl.com search or the 1000+ hits on www .ptor.org
or the hundreds of published papers in a variety of disciplines from M arketing to Econom ics (H ausn an
and M cFadden 1984) to Statistics A bert and Chib, 1993) to Trangoortation B ferlaire et. al, 1997), the
logit m odelplays a very prom Inent role In m any literatures as a basis for probabilistic nferences for binary
outcom e data. In part, this is due to the ubigquitous nature of binary outcom e data, whether it is choices
to buy In a given product category or not, the choice to go to a given m edical provider or not, and the
like; and, in part, it m ay be due to the link between random utility theory and the logit m odel in which
binary choices follow ing the logit m odel are the outcom e of a rational econom ic m axim ization of latent
utility w ith extrem e value distributed errors M cFadden, 1974).

O ne ofthe recent advances regarding this class ofm odels, w hich hasm ade itsuse even m ore w idespread,
is its ability to incorporate heterogeneity into the response coe cients, re ecting the fact that individu—
als are likely to vary on the attribute coe cients that In uence their choices R ossiand A llenby, 1993;
M cCulloch and Rossi, 1994). W hether this heterogeneity ism odelled in an hierarchical B ayesian fashion
allow Ing for com plete variation Gelfand et. al, 1990), in a latentclass way allow ing for discrete seg-
ments K am akura and Russel], 1989), orby usinga nitem ixture approach (Train and M cFadden, 2000),
ncorporating person—level heterogeneity is now the \expected" rather than the \exception".

Unfortunately, the added exbility that heterogeneity allow s com es w ith a price { num erical com pu—
tation and com plexiy. That is, once one com bines the logi choice kemel, a Bemoulli random variable
w ith logit link finction, w ith a heterogeneiy distribution, closed-form inference is unavailable due to the
non-con jigacy of the product Bemoulli likelihood and the heterogeneity distribution (orior). T herefore,
num ericalm ethods such asquadrature, sin ulated m axim um lkellhood R eveltand Train, 1998),orM arkov
chain M onte Carlo m ethods (G eln an et. al, 1995) are comm only em ployed to integrate over the hetero—
geneity distrbution and obtain inferences for the param eters that govem the heterogeneity distribution
(the so—called, population level param eters). For instance, In the case of a G aussian heterogeneity distri-
bution this requires the m arginal integration of the product Bemoulli logit lkelhood with the G aussian
distrdbution, to obtain m eans, variances, and possibly covariances of the prior. W hile faster com puting
and specialized softw are hasm ade this feasble, this research considers an altemative to these approaches,
a \closed-form " solution.

That is, In this research we consider a closed-form solution to the heterogeneous binary logit choice
problem that nvolves approxin ating the product Bemoulli logit likelhood via a polynom ialexpansion (to
any speci ed accuracy), and then specifying a rich and exdble class of heterogeneity distrbutions for the
regoonse coe clents (slopes). If the response coe cients w ithin individuals are independent, we m odel
them as arising from the Gamm a distrbution (@beit we dem onstrate how are results can be obtained
for any m ultivariate distribbution) or, m ore generally, a m ixture of G amm a distrbutions M <D onald and
Butler, 1990); ifthe response coe cients are not independent wem odelthem asarising from aM ultivariate
G amm a distrdbution, which allow s correlations am ong the coe clients. W e then integrate, now possble in
closed-form , the approxin ated logit m odel w ith respect to these fam ilies. O nce the m odel is integrated
w ith respect to the heterogeneity distribution, we then can either: (@) m axim ize the m arginal likelihood
and obtain M axim um M arginallikellhhood M M L) estim ates ofthe population param eters and utilize them
for conditional nferences (the em pirical B ayes approach: M orrison and Schm ittlein, 1981; M orris, 1983;
Schm ittlein, M orrison, and Colimbo, 1987) or () in the case where the param eters of the heterogeneiy
distrdbution are set Inform atively based on prior inform ation, historicaldata, sub fctive beliefs, or the lke,
fully Bayesian inferences are obtainable.

In this m anner, as n Bradlow, Hardie, and Fader (2002) for the negative-B inom ial distribution, and
In Everson and Bradlow ((2002) for the beta-binom ial distrbution, one can e ectively incorporate prior
Inform ation and allow shrinkage that B ayesian m odels attend to, but can also obtain closed-form nferences
w ithout M onte C arlo sin ulation e orts or quadrature that can be sensitive to the starting values and/or
contain signi cant simulation error. W e dem onstrate the e cacy of our approach usihg two simulated
studies, therefore supporting its use as an altemative m ethod. In addition, we also dem onstrate that as
a by-product of the m ethod, closed-form deriatives of the m arginal distrbution are ocbtained which are



often of interest in that they inform how the distribution (possbly in particular the m ean and variance)

of population e ects would change as a function of a change In the decision inputs (ie. covariates).
T hese derivatives are also comm only (and directly) used in the com putation ofprobability elasticities, thus
providing the opportuniy for optin ization decisions.

T he ram ainder of this paper is lJaid out as follow s. In Section [l we system atically Jay out the problem
form ulation by deriving the likelthood, w hich providesthe basisofourpolynom ialexpansion (@n application
of a geom etric series expansion), as well as discuss the types of data for which our m ethod is applicable.
In particular, the results presented here (@beit they are generalizable) are m ost applicable (as we discuss
in Section [l) to product categories for which the binary response rate is etther rare (eg. durable goods
purchases Bayus, 1992) and m ail catalog responses (A nderson and Sin ester (2001)), or those for which
the frequency ofpurchase ishigh (eg. orange juice).

Section [ is an in-depth analysis of the case when the regponse coe cients are drawn from independent
G amm a distributions. SectionsPl and[PZ-A contain ourkey integration results dem onstrating the conjigacy
of the approxin ation to the binary data likellhood and the G amm a fam ily of distrbutions (T heoram 7).
D etails of the integration lem m a and plots of the robustness of the Gamm a fam ily and its generalizations
that we consider are in Appendix Bl. W e discuss com putational issues related to our series expansion in
Section 3. In Section [Z31], details of the m ethod to m axin ize the m arginal likelthood are given, and in
addition we provide com putationale ciency gains and guidelines as to the num ber of calculations that
w il occur using our m ethod. In particular, we niially obtain closed-form solutions nvolving in nite
sum s. U sing com binatorial results on system s of equations w ith integer coe cients, we show In T heorem
23 how these sum sm ay be regrouped to a lengthy (to be discussed and evaluated via sin ulation) initial
calculation independent of the param eter values, and then a fast param eter-speci ¢ com putation which
m akes the entire approach tractable. T hus subsequent com putations of the m arginal likelthood at di erent
param eter values (necessary for optim ization) is rapid. A dditional details of these com binatorial savings
are provided in Appendix [C]. I Section Z3 A we provide som e sin ulations to dem onstrate the e cacy
of our approach. In Section 2233 we com pare our closed form serdes expansion w ith previous num erical
techniques used to analyze these types of B ayesian Inference problem s. In the case of one observation per
household, our series expansions have a com parable run-tin e to M onte C arlo M arkov Chain m ethods (in
fact, the series expansions are faster); however, or m ultiple cbservations per household these num erical
m ethods are typically faster, though our series expansions can stillbe in plem ented In a reasonable am ount
of tin e. In this m anner, our approach is an altemative, albeit for m any practical problem s not one that
is faster, but rather one that can be used to verify other e€g. M CM C) m ethods. Som e areas for future
research and lin iations of our approach, In particular the extension ofour ndingsto a m ore generalclass
ofpriors (T heorem [24), and a m ore general class of covariates, are described in SectionP24. W e show that,
at the cost of Introducing new special finctions, we can handl any one-sided probability distrdution for
the priors.

Th Section @ we generalize the results of Section [ to allow for covariances. Tn Section B2l we derive
a closed-form serdes expansion for an arbitrary m ultivariate distrbution; how ever, if the distrdbution has a
good closed-form expression for sm om ent generating function, m ore can be done. W e concentrate on the
case w here the response coe cientsaredrawn from a M ultivariate G amm a distrbution, which allow sus to
have correlations am ong the response coe cients. T he key cbservation is T heoram [E1l, where we interpret
the resulting integrals as evaluations of the M om ent G enerating Function which exists in closed—form for
theM ultivariate G amm a distrbution. Thuswem ay m irror the argum ents from Section [ and again cbtain
a rapidly convergent serdes expansion (T heoram [33), and the com binatorial resuls of Section P23l and
Appendix [C] are still applicable.

Section [ contains som e concliding rem arks.



1 PROBLEM FORMULATION

A sthe logit m odeland is associated likelhood are wellunderstood, we brie y describe them in Section
[ and Hcusm ainly here (in Section [[J) on the geom etric series expansion of the m odel. Ifwe assum e
the param eters are independent (@1l zero covariances), then a tractable m odel is obtained by assum ing
that each is drawn from a Gamm a distrbution. This is describbed in detail in Section [J; in Section [3
w e generalize the m odelby assum ing the param eters are drawn from a m ultivariate G am m a distrdbution,
which allow s us to handle covariances am ong the param eters. In both cases we obtain closed-form serdes
expansions. Further, a carefiil analysis of the resulting com binatorics leads to com putational gains that
m ake the approach feasble and attractive.

1.1 N otation

To describe the m odel, and to be speci ¢ about the data structures addressed (and not addressed) in this
research, we utilize the follow Ing notation. The gargon is drawn from the M arketing dom ain and is done
for purely explicative purposes. A s we deam onstrate, our approach is applicable for a w ide class of general
data structures.

each purchase occasion, for each category j each household i decides whether or not to purchase in that
category.
A s is standard, we de ne

(
1 ifhousehold ibuys in category jattimet
Yije = , @)
0 otherw ise,

where p;j = Prob (yije = 1) is the probability ofpurchase ofthe 3 category by the i™ household on its t™
purchase occasion. Further, ket P denote a set of attrbutes descrbing the categordies, w th corresponding
values xij;p such that X iTjt = (Xijg;17:::;X45ee ). To account for di erences in base-level preferences for
categories, we de ne xj;; = 1 de ning category-level intercepts. Thus, m ultiplying over all households,
categordies, and occasions, we obtain that the standard logit likelihood ofthe data, Y = (yisc), is given by

YW ¥ X L v

PYJ) = ; @)

1+ eX i
=l1j=1t=1

i;p - It is the heterogeneity acrosshouseholds iin their ;,, that wem odelin Section[das com ing from the
Gamm a fam ily of distrbutions, and in Section @ as com ing from a m ultivariate fam ily of distrdoutions.
The m arginalization of the likellhhood, which is the problem we address here, is that we want to \hit"
P (Y j ) (integrate w ith respect to) a set of distrlbutions g( i;,J ) depending on param eters  such that
Z

PXj) = PXj)glj)d 3)

isavailable in closed-form . To accom plish this, w e require a properly chosen seriesexpansion ofP (¥ j ), and
w e describe its basic building block next, an application of the geom etric series expansion. T he goal is to
obtain a good closed-form expansion of the m argialization of the likelhood for each choice of param eters

. To do so requires nding an appropriate conjigate distribbution leading to tractable integration; we
shall see that the Gamm a (Theorem Z2) and M ultivariate Gamm a (T heorem [31l) distributions lad to
Integralswhich can be evalnated In closed—form . U sing such expansions, we then determ ine the value of
which m axim izes this likelihood; this w ill allow us to m ake Inferences about the population heterogeneity
distrbutions.



1.2 G eom etric Series E xpansion

To obtain closed-form Bayesian Inferences for the logit m odel, we expand the likelhood P (¥ j ) given in
) by using the geom etric series expansion:

- 251 @)

T his is directly applicable forourproblm asP (Y j ) isthe product oftem s ofthe orm -S— . O ur interest

1+ et

w illbe In expanding the denom inatorwhen u< 0. Notetetm swihu> 0 canbehand]edbywr:irjngﬁ

el

1+ev

W hile In theory we can unify the two cases (positive and negative values ofu) by using the sgn function
(son(u) = 1ifu> 0,0 ifu= 0and 1 otherwise), the sgn function is only practical in the case of one
attrbute (ie. x is one dim ensional and P = 1); otherw ise it is undesirabl (untenable) In the expansions.
In high dim ensions (lots of houscholds w ith lots of categories and attributes), the sgn function lads
to num erous, com plicated subdivisions of the Integration space. This greatly increases the di culy in
perform ing the integration and obtaining tractable closed-form expansions, and hence is not entertained
here. D etails of the uni cation are availabl from the authors upon request, and applying i in practice is
an area for fiture research. Instead, we describe below a speci ¢ set of restrictions that we em ploy, and
the class of problem s (data sets) where our expansions can then directly be applied. In Section 6, areas for
future research to generalize our work to richer data sets are discussed.

A sm entioned above, to elin inate the need for the sgn function and to allow for straightforw ard expan—
sions, we lin it our investigations to the comm on set of M arketing problem s (as described in Section [T
and throughout) In which all

as

1. X i5ep 0,

2. ip > 0,
P P
3. p=1 j_;pX ijtp > 0.

From a practicalperspective, these restrictions indicate as follow s. F irst, each X i43t;, 0 isnot particularly
restrictive, as com m only utilized descriptor variables { prices, dummy variables for feature and display,
etc..., as In standard SCANPRO models W ittink et al. 1988), are all non-negative and are straightfor—
wardly accounted for n our fram ework. Those varables which take signs counter to previously signed
variables can be coded as £ X j5¢;0), or instance X iy orexp ( X i5ep) -

Secondly, restriction of ;, > 0 may orm ay not be restrictive. If the variables which com prise X it
are ones n which we want to enforce m onotonicity constraints @A llenby, Aurora, and G inter, 1995), or
naturally one would expect upward sloping dem and at the category-level which m ay be m uch m ore lkely
than at the brand level), then this constraint isnot at all restrictive, and in factm ay in prove the predictions
of them odel. To in plem ent this, especially in the case of dummy coded X i5¢,, the least preferred level
should be coded as 0 so that all other corresponding dumm y variables have X j5;,, = 1 and it is expected

that ip > 0.
Our third constraint, which is not restrictive as long one of the X ’s (eg. price, coupon, etc...) is
non-zero, is required so that we are not expanding % = 1+_11 In a polynom ial series; if this condition fails,

trivialbook-keeping su ces.

There are two im portant things to note. First, ifallthe ;;,’s are negative, we m ay explicitly factor
out the negative sign ofeach j,, yielding temm s such as X i3t J i;p J- If this is the case, for sin plicity we
change variables and let i, = J i;pJ thus, jip and X iy, are now both non-negative, and we have m inus
signs in the exponents above. T hus we do not need to assum e all persons have positive or all persons have
negative coe cients, but rather by recoding X to X ) that each person’s coe cients are all positive or
all negative. Secondly, in totality, the restrictions above suggest that ourm odel works only for categories
In which the probability of purchasing in that category on any given occasion is strictly greater than % @dif



coded asbefore) or less than % (if coded as in this paragraph), w here again this can very person-by-person.
Certainly an area or future research would be the ability, if possble, to relax som e of these assum ptions,
and to em pirically investigate the set of product categories for w hich these restrictions are not particularly
binding (such as long-lasting durable goods).
Thus (after possbly recoding), due to our restrictions, we only need to use [@) when X iTjt ;> 0,which

yields

1 ® kK i5eX a0 i T

— — e i3t i i Xijt i > 0: (5)
1+e® et kije=0
T his is com bined, as descrlbbed next, w ith the Gamm a orM ultivariate Gamm a fam ily of distrbutions in a
conjugate way. It is the constancy ofthe sign ofX iTjt ; that allow s us to use the sam e series expansion for
all ie

1.3 Expansion ofP (¥ j)
U sing the likellhhood for the logit m odelgiven in (2), we have as ollow s:

YW ¥ oX Leoavee

P{3J) DR
=14=1=1 1t €7 9°

Yy ¥ . Y ¥ 1
— eYithijt i

T
1l+exijtl

i=19=1t=1 =19=1t=
Y ¥ P, Py, Yo v o¥: 1
— e =1 t=1 YijtXijt;p ijp
X I
i=lp=1 =14=1¢=1 LT €7 B
= P1JIP2(J): (6)

Note that the st temm, B (Y J ), is already an exponential function. This combines nicely with the
Gamm a and M ultivariate G am m a distributions, and foreach variable ;;, we sin ply have the exponential
ofamuliple of ;. In fact, as we show later n T heorem [Z, i is this exponential form that leads
to the result that all closed-form integrals are obtainable using the M om ent G enerating Functions of the
heterogeneity distrbution. It is the second tem , P, (Y j ), that we expand by using the geom etric series.
W e describe this now .

The realdi culty n com ing up wih a conjigate fam ily to the logit m odel is in the expansion of
P, (Y j ). Usihg the geom etric series expansion, we obtain

v oY o¥

P,¥j) = v —
111t en e
vy ¥ %

— ( l)kijte k i5tX f]t i

i=13=1t=1ki5=0

Yy ¥: R P,
_ ( l)kijte Kise  po1Xigee up . (7)
i=19=1t=1kise=0
. . Q J Q N ; P 1 . P 1 P 1 2
For xed housshold i, rplacing™ ;' ,  _owih , _, kiyy =0 YRS
0 1
vI e L P, Py, ¥ Py, Py "
P,¥j) = @ (1) =1 e=1kae e =1 e fEeEgTe AR R @®)
=1  ky;=0 kign ;=0 p=1



Ourproblem therefore reducesto nding a good expansion for the integralofP, (Y J )P, ¥ j)g( J ). We
assume g( j ) isgiven by a product ofGamm a orM ultivariate G amm a distrbutions (or their generaliza—
tions as described below ), rich fam ilies of probability densities de ned for non-negative nputs i;, which
for certain choices of param eters have good, closed-form expressions for Integrals against exponentials. For
other param eter distribution choices and other probability distributions, at the cost of introducing new
special functions we stillhave closed—-form  serdes expansions for the integrals (as we discuss in Section 224) .
T he reason the Gamm a and M ulivariate G am m a distrbutions lead to closed-form expansions is that both
have a good closed—form expression for their m om ent generating fiinction; in Theorem [3J] we generalize
our resuls to any m ultivariate distrbbution w ith a good closed-form m om ent generating function.

2 UNIVARIATE CASE:GENERALIZED GAMM A

In this section we combine all of the pieces in the case when the ;,, are independently drawn from
Gamm a distributions w ith param eters (g,;n,) (independent of i): the logit lkelhood given in D), the
geom etric series expansion in [@), and an integration lemm a given in [[l) below which allow s us to cbtain
serdes expansions orP (Y j ). Then in SectionP3Jl we discuss how to regroup the resulting series expan—
sions for com putational savings. In Section [d we consider the m ore general case of choosing the  1,,'s from
a M ultivariate G amm a distribution, where now for a given i there m ay be correlations am ong the i, 's.

2.1 The Gamm a D istribution and its G eneralization

As i, is assum ed greater than 0, one exible distrdbution to draw the ;;’s from is the three param eter
G eneralized Gamm a distrdbution ™M cD onald and Butler, 1990). The G eneralized G am m a distribution is
extram ely rich, and by appropriate choices of its param eters, m any standard fiinctions are obtainable. It
isde ned for z non-negative by

an 1

B3

GG (z;a;byn) = z e ) : )
b m) b

For exam ple, the ©llow Ing assignm ents of the param eters a;b and n yield well known distrbutions:
Iim sy 0 GG (z;a;b;n) is lognom al; GG (z;a;b;1) isW ebull; GG (z;1;b;n) isGamma; GG (z;1;b;1) isEx—
ponential; GG (z;2;b;1) isRaykigh. For xed a and n, the e ect ofb is to rescale the unis ofz. That
is, as z only appears as %, bmay be Interpreted as xing the scale (ie. the comm only interpreted scale
param eter); a and n change the general shape of the G eneralized Gamm a. Hence, as opposed to the m ore
fam iliar Gamm a fam ily of distrbutions comm only used In M arketing problem s, which we focus on here,
the G eneralized G amm a has a second shape param eter, a, allow ing orm ore exible shapes.

W e provide in Appendix [EJl som e plots of the Gamm a fam ily of distributions fr various param eter
values, and ofam ixture ofG am m a distrbutions, an even m ore exdble classto dem onstrate its exibility in
providing a rich yet parsin oniously param eterized set of priors for the ;. A though the results reported
directly in this paper correspond to the heterogeneity distrbution follow Ing a single G amm a distrdbution,
they straightforw ardly extend to am xture ofG amm as, w here the m ixture is a weighted sum ofcom ponent
Gamm as. For each com ponent of the m ixture we can integrate its expansion term by tem , and hence the
entire weighted sum . From a practicalpoint of view , this allow s us to handle the situation of latent class
m odelling, in which the i, come from a latent segm ent, each ofwhich has its own G amm a param eters.

A s the geom etric series expansion ofthe logit likelthood, as described in Sections[l and [[A, w i1l lead
to termm s nvolving exponential fiinctions, our key Integration result arises from integrating an exponential
function against a G amm a distrdbution. For sin plicity we consider only the case ofa G am m a distribution
@@= 1), and discuss its generalization below and in Section [24.

T his assum ption allow s us to not only obtain closed-form expansions, but these expansions w ill be
rational functions of the argum ents of the G amm a distrdbution W hich allow us to obtain tractable closed—



form expansions for the derivatives as well). For notational convenience ket G (z;lb;jn) = GG (z;1;b;n)
denote a Gamm a distrdbbution w ith param etersb and n.

Lemm aZ2.]l (Exponentialagainsta G am m a distribution). Consider a G amm a distribution G (z;b;n).
Ford O,

zd n b
e "G ((z;byn) = @A+kd) "G z;—/—/—;n : (10)
1+ kd
AsG (z;ﬁ;n) is a prokability distribution, we obtain
Z 4
zd 1
e?G @#;ppn)dz = —— 11
2= 0 1+ bd)»

See Appendix B ©r a proof. This closed-Hrm integration result allow s us to avoid resorting to M onte
C arlo orothernum ericaltechniques to approxin ate the integralforP (Y j ), and isour ntegration \engine".
Later in T heorem [Z1] of Section [§ we generalize Lem m a P20l by interpreting it as evaluating the m om ent
generating function of the G amm a distribution at d.

2.2 Series Expansion for P (Y j ) for the Gamm a D istribution

W e assum e the response coe clients are drawn from the G amm a distribution. Sum m arizing our inference
problem , we need to investigate the Integral forP (¢ j ):

Z 4 Z 4 v 21 24 ¥
Pjl)g(j)d = P1i(YJ)P21 (¥ 3J) G ( ypsbping)d ip7 (12)
0 0 =1 O 0 =1
where
¥ P, Py,
Pli(Yj ) — e =1 t=1 YijtXijeie i
p=1
® ® _ ¥ 2 Py,
Py ¥ 3J) = ( ]_)P qulp Iz:ll Kije e §:1 S:ll kijeXijeip ip
ki11=0 kign ;=0 p=1
¥
g(j) = G ( ypilping): 13)
p=1

Because of the conditional independence across i, we can evaluate each integral in [[J) separately. W e
denote each of the i-integrals above by H; (for the i houseshold), where

Z 4 Z 4 ¥ X ® P, Py,
H; = (1) -1 =1 Kije
0 0 p=1ki;1=0 kign ;=0
P, P N P, P N
S "1 YijeXijep i = ' KijeXigp ip
e Tt omrTEEE e =1 1T TG (ypibping)d ip
)é. )é. K1 ? z ! K
- 1) e 7 G (ypikping)d ipi 14)
ki11=0 kigy ;=0 p=1 p=0
w here

XI R X X

Kip = Vije + Kije)Xiseps K 1 = Kije : 15)
=1t=1 j=1t=1



T herefore

Z, 7, v
PE¥j) = PEjl)(j)d = Hj: (1e6)
0 0 =1
Applying the integration lemma Lemm alll) to [@) yields
Z
e K i;p i;pG ( . 'bp'n )d . — 1 . (17)
o ip p/d ip T+ K ) 5K 1)

By combining the expansion in [4) wih [2J), we obtain our nalresul forH;:

Theorem 2.2. Assume the ;; are independently drawn from Gamma distributions with param eters
@pinp). Then P (¥ § )= . ,Hj, where

® ® Py Py, ¥ 1 %I Fs
Hi = (1) =1 el & = (Vise + Kije)Xigep s (18)
kiii=0  kigy,=0 pm1 T BoKoip) =1t=1

i Kip

P
Hence the logm arginaldistrbution, logL. = logP (Y j )= ,log®H;), can be com puted as the sum ofthe
logarithm of [[8). This yields the desired closed—~form solution.

2.3 Computational and Im plem entation Issues
2.3.1 Com putational Issues and G ains from D iophantine A nalysis

W hile Theorem 2 yields a closed—<om expansion forthem arginalposteriordistribution when the response
coe clents are independently drawn from G amm a distrbutions, to be usefulwemust be abk to e ciently
determ ine the optin al values of the param eters . A s w ritten, the num ber of term s needed in the series
expansions are com putationally expensive/in possible (ie. the upper bounds are at 1 ). If every sum
ranged from O to R, to have good expansions R would have to be prohbitively lJarge. In this section we
describbe a more e cient way to group the summ ands to signi cantly decrease com putational tin e and
m axin ize the m arginal posterior which w illm ake this m ore com putationally tractable for the M arketing
scientist. W e also note that due to the high degree of non-linearity and the in nite series expansion, there
does not exist a closed-form solution for the optin alparam eter values, ~, by sin ply solving the rst-order
condition equation @éo—gL = 0. W e therefore use num erical m ethods to obtain the m aximum m arginala
posteriori values.

One comm on approach to determm ining the optin al values is to use a m ultivariate N ew ton’s m ethod.
Unfortunately, in m any of the sin ulations Investigated here, the atness of the surface around the m ode
and the m ultim odality of the m arginal posterior led to poor convergence; how ever, we expect or larger

(@and di erent) data sets, Newton’s m ethod m ay becom e feasble and hence we Include the closed—fom

rst, second, and cross derivatives in Appendjx. W e also note that one reason for our choice of the
Gamm a distrbution was that the resulting expansions (see Theorem ) are elam entary fiinctions of
the param eters Iy, and n, and hence have elem entary closed—formm expansions for their derivatives. T his
facilitates calculations of elasticities, shown to be crucial n determ ining optin al m arketing strategies
(Russell and Bolon, 1988).

W e therefore instead resorted to evaliating [[8) in a grid over the param eter space, and then choosing
the value that m axin ized the m arginalposterior. T hat is, the beauty and value of our expansions is that it
allow susto calculate H ; rapidly even form any grid points. H ow ever, this is assum ing that we can truncate
each ofthe sum m ations at a com putationally feasble value, an approach we now describe.

A sthe expansion stands in [[8), w thout carefiil thought, only m oderate sizes for J and N ; are feasble.
In any num erical calculation, the In nite sum s must be truncated. For sin plicity and for explicative
purposes, assum e each sum ranges from 0 to R 1. As there are JN; summ ations, we have a total of



product or sum overi2 fl;:::;Ig housecholds. Ifwe ssume allN; = N for purposes %fapproxin ating the
com putationalcom plexity, the num ber of com putations required istherefore oforderP =~ ;RV": =PI RV .

A swe want to determ ine the values for the param etershy, ;n, that m axin ize the integralgiven in (18),
tw o com m on approaches, N ew ton’sM ethod or evaluating in a grid, can theoretically be done (especially as
w e have explicit form ulas); however, the num ber of temm s m akes direct com putation from this expansion
(ie. w thout com putational savings as described below ) in practical at present com puting speeds. For each
param eter, we need to calculate on the orderof PI RN temn s for jist one iteration of New ton’s M ethod
or evaluation of logL for a grid approach. W e discuss a way to regroup the term s In the expansion which
greatly reduces the com putationaltim e and allow s us to handl larger triples R ;J;N ;).

W e show below in detailthat what allow susto succeed isthat it ispossible to regroup the com putations
In such a way that we have a lengthy initial com putation, whose resultswe store in adata le. From this, it
is possble to evaluate the log-lkelhood (or derivatives if using N ew ton’sm ethod) at allpoints of interest
extram ely rapidly. The reason such a savings as describbed below is possible, in som e sense, is that the
com putations factor into two com ponents, and m ost of the com putations are the sam e for allvalues of the
param eters and hence only need to be done once.

Xip = Ei1p7:i5Xunp)i P2 fl;::5P g: 19)

A ssum e allXi5,, are integers; this isnot a terrbly restrictive assum ption!, and can be sin ply accom plished
by changing the scale we use to m easure the x5, 's. The advantage of having integer X ’s is that we now
have D iophantine equations, and powerfiil techniques are available to count the num ber of solutions to
such equations and hence \judge" the feasble values of R ;J;N ;).

For notational convenience ket K = (ki1 :::kign, ), 1= (1;:::;1) and
X X
Yipp = YijtXijtp
3t
X X X X
Kip = Vije + Kije)Rijep = Yip + Ki3eXijepp 0)

=1t=1 j=1t=1
Recall from [I8) that when the ;; are ndependently drawn from Gamm a distrbutions that
*® *® P, Py, ¥ 1

) Lok
H, = (1) =1 e=1kae S —
1+ ka ;. P
kiz1=0 kign ;=0 p=1 ( 1,p)

1)

recording the sign of ( 1) 3 tXt = ( 1)¥1 Explicitly, we m ay re<w rite [[8) from T heorem PJ as
Theorem 2.3. SetY;, = F jP ¢ YijtXijrp and
SM) = fviv= (nj;:iw ;v 2 £0;1;2;35:::99
Kix;+) = #fk2 S(AN;) :8p2 fl;:: ;P g;RK 2o = s ( l)k1=+lg
Kix;r; ) = #fk2S@N;) :8p2 fl;::P gk z= 1 ( 1)¥T= 1g: 2)
A ssum e thS . ip are independently drawn from Gamma distributions with parameters (,;np,). Then
PEYj)= P =] w ith

X Kikint) KikGr )
T 0 Y+ )

H; = 23)

r2s (p)

1T his is not restrictive even for an attribute like price. M any studies are done w ith a discrete set of integer prices and in
other cases, even if there were a fairly m oderate num ber, the m odel can handle it albeit w ith increased com putation.
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There is a Jarge com putational startup cost in solving [22), but future com putations are signi cantly
faster. W e calculate K ; X;1; ) once, and store the results in a data Je. Then, In subsequent calculations,
we need only input the new values forl, and n, (or even better calculate the values or multiple b, and
np sin ultaneously ifwe are evaluating over a grid) . T he advantage of such an expansjorEl) is that sucoessjye

temm s Involving larger r decay w ith K %, . Thus, we do not want to truncate the sum Kist Kise by
having each sum range from 0 to R  1; instead, we want to consider the k-tuples w here the dot products
are sm all, as the k-dependence is weak (the expansion depends only on the value of K  %,). From a
com putational point of view , there is enom ous savings in such grouping.

To determm ine how m any tem s are needed for this truncation to be a good approxim ation to the In nite
expansion requiresan analysisofK ; x;r;+) K;&;r; ). W e sketch som e straightforward, generalbounds
in Appendix [Cl. W e do not exploit the gain from the factors of (1 + b,Yi, + byr) ®* so that our bounds
w il apply to the m ore general cases that we consider later (explicitly, the m ultivariate distribbutions w ith
good closed—orm m om ent generating fiinctions of Section [@). O ne other point to note and which will
greatly in prove the convergence of the truncated expansions is to Introduce translations in the Gamm a
distributions, which will give exponentially convergent factors. Assume each ;i ; or anall eg.
0.0001), from a practical point of view such an assum ption is hamm less as a coe cient restricted to this
range is not practically di erent than one restricted to be greater than or equalto 0. Explicitly, we draw

1p from G (z ;R iny) rather than G (z;l,;np) . Sin ilar argum ents as before yield

Y i X ¥ Rimt) Kibyn )e s
L+ BYip + bpr)e

@4)
r2s @)p=1

AsK;&;r;+) K;®;r; ) growsatm ostpolynom ially (see Theorem [C_4 in Appendix B), it is clear the
above expansion converges (and for reasonable values, it w ill converge m ore rapidly than when = 0).

2.3.2 Num erical Sim ulations

To dem onstrate the e cacy of our approach given in [Zl), we ran a series of num erical sin ulations. The
results reported here are from two sets of the m any sin ulations conducted, the rem ainder of which are
available upon request. The rst sinulation design was chosen to be com putational feasble; how ever,
w ithout loss of generality it contains all the elem ents that are required to generalize our results. In som e
sense, due to itsm axin al sparseness in inform ation, it is the m ost strict test of our approach.

Speci cally, we report here rst on a serdes of sin ulations w ith the follow iIng design:

P = 1, one attribute per observation,
JN; = 1, one brand and one observation per household,

= 1000, one thousand houscholds,
0 k R wihR (the number ofpolynom ialexpansion termm s) equalto 100,
a= 1 (the Gamm a distrdbution) for various choices ofb and n, and
untranslated G amm a distrbution Ge. = 0 n[4))

A llsimulationswere run usingM atlab on a 1.9 GHZ athlon processorw ith 192M b ofRAM , a very m odest
com puting m achine In today’s standards.

For each b; and n; pair, 25 sinulates were run by: (i) choosing I = 1000 values of -3 from a
G (z;br;n1). The values of xi5: were selected from the values (1;2;3) with equal probability, and then
arbitrarily scaled by a constant c to m ake the valuesof ;; x5 reasonable so as to allow forenough 0/1
variation in the yij.. Then for each ofthe 25 sin ulates, we num erically approxinated P (Y j ) as given by
21) and then m axin ized the resulting m arginal likellhood, as a filnction of , using a grid of values. In
particular, we utilized a grid size ofdin ension 5 7 centered at (o ;n1) w ith spacingsof:l (thiswas reached
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after considerable em pirical testing to ensure enough neness and that the solutions were not occurring on

the boundary of the grid).

W e summ arize our results in the table below : the true values of by and n;, the m ean and standard
deviation over 25 replicates of the estin ated values, and the t-statistics for both band n.

o7 ny) o7 n7) (p i ny) || tstat o) | tstat @0,)
(5, 14) (521,14.86) | (1.40,3.36) 0.76 129
(10, 28) (10.72,26.38) | (L.46,3.17) 246 255
©,9 (9.06,964) | 241,237) 012 136

(18, 18) (17.39,18.62) | (228, 2.40) -1.34 130
(115, 6.5) (10.65,7.38) | (246,2.03) -1.73 216
(23, 13) (23.93,12.63) | (235,143) 1.97 -1.30

To assess whether the sinulate values are in accordance w ith the true values, we conducted t-tests
for each of the param eters and sin ulated conditions. This resulted In 12 signi cance tests, all of which
correspond to a t-distrbution w ith 24 degrees of freedom (note we did 25 sin ulates). U sing the comm on,
abeit conservative, Bonferroni adjustm ent m ethod for m ultiple com parisons, we note the critical value
of 3167 In absolute valie of which none of the com parisons is close (the corresponding value for one
com parison is 2.064, which 9 of the 12 are less than). This suggests a very adequate t of our approach
and therefore the size of R In our polynom ial expansions. O ther sin ulations, not shown, suggested higher
values of R provided even greater accuracy.

T he six set of sin ulations were chosen to be indicative of three possble settings, by > n;;lbp = n; and
by < n;. W e then replicated these three settings by scaling each of the values of b and n by a factor
of 2. In this way we are abl to show that it is not a particular ordering of In and n; that m atters
nor the relative sizes of them . Note again, as above, that this sim ulation test of our approach is ultra—
conservative in that we have tested ourm ethod usingJd N = 1l and I = 1000,m odest values. T hat is, w ith
sin ply one observation per houseshold and 1000 households, our approach is accurately able to reconstruct
the heterogeneity distribution from which the ;;, were derived. This resul was also not dependent on
I=1000, as shown below , and hence would have led to even faster processing tin e. O ur belief is that this
is a strong signalofthe e cacy of our approach.

A seocond serdes of sin ulations w ith m ore general conditions was conducted In which the number of
attrbutes was increased to P = 2. The purpose was to see how wellm ultiple G amm a distributions could
be detected. T here are now fourparam eters (o ;n1;5,;n2). To have these sim ulations run in a com parable
tin e as the previous, we chose I = 250,R = 40,agrid ofsize4 4 4 4 centered at (o ;n1;b»;n,) wih
a grid spacing of 5 units, and 10 sin ulates for each condition. W e sum m arize the resuls below .

(101 ikzing) | (o 77 702 7 72) (biioniiomion) || o3 | e | o | e |
9,9,18,18) (8.60,8.75,17.9,18.1) | 212,220,1.96,225) -60 -36 -16 14
(11.5,65,23,13) (113,6.80,223,128) | (1.77,1.95,2.08,1.96) -36 49 | 114 -40
(5,14, 23,13) (485,13.9,24.15 1405) | (1.56,1.76,1.55,1.28) -30 =18 | 235 | 2.60

Thisresulted in 12 signi cance tests, allw hich correspond to a t-distribution w ith 9 degrees of freedom
(note we did 10 sinulates). Using the comm on, albei conservative, Bonferroni adjistm ent m ethod for
m ultiple com parisons, we note the critical value of 3.81 in absolute value ofw hich none of the com parisons
is close (the corresponding value for one com parison is 2 26, which ten of the twelve values are less than).
T his suggests a very adequate t ofourapproach and therefore the size of R in ourpolynom ialexpansions.

Our ndingssuggest again the generale cacy ofourapproach asnone ofthe signi cance tests indicate
divergence betw een the true and estim ated param eter valies.

2.3.3 Comparison with M onte Carlo M arkov C hain M ethods

A's mentioned previously, and described in detail in A ppendix [Cl, one aspect of our theoretical results
that requires study is its com putational feasibility due to the large num ber of sum m ands. A s the exact
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results in Theorem 2 or T heorem 23 have upper sum lim tsat in nity, we conducted an additional am all
scale sin ulation to assess the e cacy of our m ethod under the truncation approxin ation. To act as a

further baseline to our approach, we also ran a Bayesian M CM C sam pler (@ Bayesian m ultinom ial logit

m odelw ith non-con jagate gam m a priors as per Section [l) to assessboth the com putation accuracy for our

approach and is accuracy per unit tin e com pared to established extant m ethods. A 1l analyses were run

on aPentium IV 3.3M HZ processorw ith 2GB ofRAM .Foram ore accurate com parison oftin es we w rote

a C program rather than a M atlab program (as in Z37) for evaliating the truncated sum s.

In particular, we sinulated data for T = 1000 households, N; = 1 or 5 observations per household,
generated by a m ultinom ial logit m odel (see [)) with P = 1 covariates. Each housshold’s value of ; was
drawn from a Gamm a distrbution®? with b= 5 and n = 14. To analyze our approach, we evaliated the
approxin ated m arginal Ikelhood m arginalized over ;) overa grid (ofsize 21 21) using the D iophantine
com putation savingsby only looking at sum sw ith k; + #.k R forvarious choices ofR (as com pared
to N; sum s where each went from 0 to R, which leads to the inclusion ofm any sum m ands of negligble
size) .

W hen N; = 5 the Bayesian MCM C samplr for 6000 ierations for 3 chains (0.01667 seconds per
iteration) took about 50 seconds, w here the convergence diagnostic ofG elm an and Rubin (1992) indicated
convergence after approxin ately 3000 iterations (hence 9000 observations available for estim ation after
bum-in). ForN; = 1 the Bayesian M CM C sam pler for 6000 iterations for 3 chains (0.01667 seconds per
Iteration) took about 20 seconds.

Forthe C program based on our truncated series expansions, the approxin ations depend on the parity
ofR (ifR iseven then the nalsumm andsallhave a factorof+ 1,whilk ifR isodd the nalsumm andsall
have a factor of 1). Thus if the resulting values at the grid points are stable for two consecutive valies
ofR, we have alm ost surely incluided enough tem s in our truncation. For N ; = 1 there was about a 2%
di erence in valueswhen R = 100 and 101 (@bout 12 seconds); there was about a 2% di erence in values
when R = 200 and 201 (about 24 seconds). T hese run-tin es com pare favorably w ith those of the B ayesian
M CM C sam pler. Form ore observationsper household, however, the Bayesian M CM C sam pler does better.
The problem , as shown in Appendix [Cl, is that the number of summ ands w ith k; + r.k R isa
polynomialin R ofdegree Nj. W hen N3 = 5 and R = 6 the program ran for about 40 seconds, and
when N; = 5 and R = 7 the run-tim e was about 64 seconds; while these values of R are too am all to see
convergence in the truncated serdes, for these data sets the serdes expansion is still in plem entable, though
at a cost ofa signi cantly greater run-tim e.

T hus our series expansions, w ith the present com puting power, are com parable to existing num erical
m ethods only in the case of one cbservation per houseshold, though they can still be inplem ented In a
reasonable am ount of tim e for m ultiple observations.

2.4 G eneralizations of the U nivariate G am m a D istribution

W e describe several natural generalizations of our model. W e assum e for each i that ;;1;7:::; ip are
independent below ; see Section [@ or rem oving this assum ption aswell.
At the expense of using special functions, we m ay easily rem ove the assum ption that the ;, are
drawn from a Gamm a distribution; however, as the research currently stands, we still m ust assum e the
ip are drawn from one-sided distributions. In the case of just one attribute, it is straightforward to
generalize our m ethods to handle ; drawn from any distribution (Wwe split the integration into three
parts, ip < ;Jipd i 4p > )i a natural topic for future research is to handle i, drawn from
tw o-sided distrbutions w ith m ultiple attributes.

241 W eakening i >

The assum ption that i, > is problam atic if we desire to test the hypothesis that ;;; = 0. To thisend,
foreach ;;, weconsider instead ofan -translated G amm a distribution a O-pointm assG amm a D istribution

2C om putation tim e was essentially invariant over the exact values of b and n chosen. T he run-tim e is a polynom ial in R
of degree N ;; further em pirical testing is needed to ascertain how well our approach works in these settings.
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given by
Wp ( i;p) + (1 Wp)G ( ip ;k%;np): (25)

In the above, (x) is the D irac D elta Functional w ith unit m ass concentrated at the origin; w, 2 [0;1] is
a weight and can be interpreted as a \weight of evidence" for ; = 0. Ik is easier, though by no m eans
necessary, to obtain closed-form integrals if we assum e Instead that we have

Yt Yt
Wp (i;p)d ip + (1 Wp) G ( ip ;k%;np)d ip* (26)

i=1 i=1

That is, for a given attribute, either ;;, = 0 for all households, or they are all drawn from a translated
G amm a distrdbution.

Note, we now have either translated G amm a distrbutions or delta m asses. If everything were a delta
mass,wewould be eft with ( 1)**. In this case, we would not use the geom etric serdes expansion, as the
Integration is trivial.

T he expansions are m ore involved if we have som e delta m asses and som e non-delta m asses (varying
across attributes). W e would have to go through the sam e argum ents as above to estim ate convergence,
but instead ofhaving P tem s in the exponentials, we would haveP 1,P 2, and so on.

A stronger assum ption, lkading to the easiest integration, is the ollow ing:

Y ¥ Y ¥
w ( i;p)d ip t T w) GD ( ip ;l?);np)d ip* 27)
i=1p=1 i=1p=1

T hat is, either everything is from a delta m ass, or everything is from som e translated G am m a distribution,
w ith a translation of . In this instance, our approach can be directly applied.
242 Linear Com binations of G am m a D istributions

W e can Increase the exbility of the m odelby considering linear com binations of G am m a distrbutions:
Wp;lG ( ip ;Q;l;np;l) + ‘iS;(WG ( ip ik%;c Np;c )i (28)

where
8p twpn + B = 1; wpe2 D11 29)
W e can regard the weights as either new , additional param eters, or xed, and [[) becom es
Z
1 )@ X: Wp;c e K ip

e PR WG (i iRiciNp;e)d 1p = 1+ K Tpro +
ip=0 c=1 c=1 ( bp;c i;p)

(30)

T he essentialpoint is that, in the above integration, K ;;, does not depend on c. T hus, we w ill stillhave the
com putational savings, and need only count the solutions to the D Iophantine system once. The di erence
iswe now have m ore tem s to evaluate, but we still have rapid savings, and B4) becom es

Theorem 2.4. Notation as in Theoram B3, kt the Qi;p e independently drawn from linear com binations
of Gamm a distrbutions as in P&). Then P (Y j ) = §=1Hi with

Y XX ¥ g Kiknt) KiGGr )etr
@+ DpieYip + Dpietp)ere

31)
c=lr2s@E)p=1
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243 M ore GeneralOne-Sided D istributions

T here is no a priori reason or necessity to choose ;;,, from a Gamm a distribution G ( j;0,;np) (Or linear
com binations ofthese) . Because wewere assum ing the 0 (ater,when wewanted ;, , thism erely
caused us to study translated G am m a distrdbutions), it isnaturalto choose a onesided, exible distribbution
such asthe Gamm a distrbution. Iffwe take any onesided distribution and translate, we obtain a sin ilar
rmula asin 23) or B4). The only di erence would be the filnctional orm of the non-D iophantine piece.
The exponentialdecay (arising from the requirem ent that ) is still present; it cam e sokly from the
geom etric series expansions.

A swe have not been using properties of the integration ofan exponentialagainst a G am m a distribution
to obtain our convergence bounds, our argum ents are still applicable; however, In generalwe don’t have
sim ple closed-form expansionsw ith elem entary finctions. At the cost of introducing new special fiinctions,
we could handle signi cantly m ore general one-sided distributions. O ur integration lemma (Lemm 200 is
trivially m odi ed, and we stillhave com putational savings. A s we shall see in T heorem[3l, ourm ethod is
directly applicable to any distribbution uUnivariate or m ultivariate) w ith a closed-form m om ent generating
function.

There are two costs. The rst is the Introduction ofnew special fiinctions in the expansions of the H;;
how ever, by tabulating these fiinctions once, subsequent evaluations can be done e ciently. The second
di culy is that, if one attem pts to use Newton’s M ethod, closed—form elem entary expansions of the
derivatives are no longer available in m any cases; for cases where the expansions exist, one m ust calculate
the partial derivatives in a m anner sin ilar to that in A ppendix (for the G am m a distrdution).

3 INCORPORATING COVARIANCES:THE
MULTIVARIATE GAMMA MODEL

Tnh 24 we have seen how to generalize to the case when the i;p are still independent but drawn from other
distrbbutions. W e now discuss another generalization, nam ely rem oving the Independence assum ption of
the i, and thus allow iIng non—zero covariances.

Let us assum e that the households are still independent; however, i;;:::; i areno longer assum ed

G (it 5250 = G (4D (32)

b = (17027 sngn7 Ny )
¥ 1 ) Dijp
G (B = —= e Py (33)
i) bip

i=1

By using a m ultivariate distribution we can capture correlationsbetween the coe cientsofdi erent brands
(the univariate distrdbution of [33) has all covariances zero), or in generalthe coe cients ofthe covariates.
A swe no longer assum e that G factors into distrbbutions for each i, [[4) is no longer valid and we
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now m ust analyze, or each household i,

Z Z1 % *® P, Py,
H; = (1) 31 =1k
0 O ki1=0  kygw,=0

¥ P,

N s
e Viset Kije)Xijep

e =t PG (1;B)d ip
p=1
ha * Z Z
_ ( 1)k1 e K i1 40 Ké;p i;P G (i;b)d i1 i,@l; (34)
kiiz=0  kign,=0 0 0
w here as before

X XK X7 X
Kip = Vije + Kise)Xigepsr K T = kise: (35)

j=1t=1 =1t=1

0 foourse, for generalG it willbedi cul to evaluate [34) in a tractable form fOr num erical com puta—
tion. O ne of the advantages of our previous m ethod is that the integral of an exponential and a gamm a
distrbbution was another gam m a distrbbution, and thus the Integrals which arose were sin ple expressions
of the param eters.

There are two naturalways to proceed. For a generalm ultivariate distribbution G we will be unable
to develop a closed—-form expression for the integralin [34) that is analogous to the one we found for the
case of the ;,’s independently drawn from Gamm a distributions (Lemm a 22). mstead we could serdes
expand the ram aining exponentials, recognizing the resulting integrals as the m om ents of the m ultivariate
distribution.

A Yfematively, ifG hasa known closed—form expression for itsm om ent generating fiinction, then wem ay
recognize [34) as sin ply evaluating this m om ent generating fiinction at @ ;:::;t )= ( K ;17000 Kap ).

In which case we com bine this approach w ith the series expansion for the rem aining P “tuples. W e present
these details below .

3.1 SeriesExpansion forP (¥ j )
3.1.1 GeneralM ultivariate G

For each ofthe P exponentialtem se ¥ ir #» wem ay expand in a geom etric serdes,

e K ip ip — % 7( Ki;p i;p)‘p . (36)
N *
=0 °
Thus [34) becom es
*® b Z Z
Hi — ( l)kl e K i 41 Ké;p i;p G (i;b)d i1 i,d-
kii1=0  kigy,=0 0 0
® ®
= ¢ DF?
ki11=0 kigw ;=0
7 1 7 1 2 . \
Kiq 11)° K. ’ P
( 1,‘1 '1,1) ( 1,E" IJ.,P ) G ( i;b)d i j_,d
0 0 ... v =0 1- P
1705
_ )é. Xl ( l)kj_ Xl ( Ki;l)‘1 (i;g<)‘P (37)
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w here Z . Z 4
Minne T i;ll ifp G (i;l;:::; i,P ;b)d i;1 i,d : (38)
0 0

W e thus obtain a closed-form expression again, except now we have additional summ ations over
M7t e . Here oy, dsthe (Y7:::; % ) non—centered m om ent of the distribbution G . For a general
distrbbution these may be di cul to evaluate explicitly; we need a one-sided distrbution Wih some
param etersb) that is exible In tem s of shape aswellas having good formm ulas for them om ents - ;...

O ur com binatorial resuls from Section 231l where we were able to rearrange calculations to save
com putational tim e) depended crucially on the fact that the exponential versus gamm a integrals from

before led to sinple expansions such as (1 + K i;p) * ?; these expansions did not depend on the actual
savings In the kij¢ sum s.

3.1.2 M ultivariate G w ith C losed Form M om ent G enerating Functions

Let ;= (in5::: i ) bedistrbuted according to am ultivariate density G ( ;;B). T hem om ent generating
function ofG is given by
M (@) = E gh it et our (39)
w here the expectation is w ith respect to G ; ie.,
Z Z
M int) = e Mt TR G (a5 0 id (40)

i1 i;p

I

G (1B =G (172017 yp /D) existsforall ;i ). ThenP (Y )= _,Hi, where
® ® -
Hy = (1M ( Kipsei Kap )i 41)
ki11=0 kign ;=0
with
X7 X X7 R
Kip = Vise + Kige)Rijeps K T = Kige: 42)

=1t=1 =1t=1

3.2 M ultivariate Gamm a D istributions

W e list severalversions ofM ulivariate G am m a distrdbutions (w ith non-zero covariances) that have closed—
form expressions for their m om ent generating finctions, and thus satisfy the conditions of T heorem 1.
For additional m ultivariate distrbutions see Appendix Bl. A 1l page and equation references in Sections
B2 and[Z2J and are from K otz, B alakrishnan and Johnson 2000.

321 (Cheriyan and R am abhadran’s) B ivariate Gam m a (pages 432{435)

Recallthe G amm a distrdbbution w ith param eter > 0 is given by

(
()ty teY ify>0
= 43
Pr &) 0 otherw ise. @3

Tt hasmean ,variance , and ism om ent generating fiinction is
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which exists forallt < 1. Let Y; for i 2 £0;1;2g be independent G amm a distrbuted random variables
w ith param eters ;,and fori2 f1;2g set X ;= Yy + Y;. The density fiinction of K 1;X2) is

Z

e &itx2) m in (x1;X2)

1 1 1
_ oG ) ! ( )2~ e’dyy; 45)
(o) (1) (2) ¢ Yo Yo ¥z Y0 Yo

Px.x, ®1ix2) =

the bivariate gam m a density, equation (48.5). The correlation coe cient ofX; and X, is

Corr(X 1;X3) = P 2 : 46)

I 34
(ot 1)(o+ 2)

As o> 0 (sihce Yo is Gamm a distributed) the correlation coe cient is positive, see (48.7). The m om ent
generating function is

My,x, i) = @ & &) °QC &) 'QC &) ° @7

and exists forall ;) with g + © < 1 and g < 1, see (48.10).

3.2.2 M ultivariate G am m a D istributions

W em ay generalize the argum ents from Section 32Jland considerthe pint distrbution ofX , =  (Yo+ Yp)
fori2 fl;:::;Pgand , > 0 with Yg;:::;Yp Independent Gamm a distribbuted random variables w ith
parameters (;:::; p . IfP = 2 Ghirtis has called this the doublegamm a distrdution. For general P
it is sin ilar to M athai and M oschopoulos’ M ultivariate G amm a distrdbution (pages 465{470), and taking

p = 1l weobtain Freund’sM ulivariate E xponentialdistribution (pages 388{391). T hem om ent generating
function is

M X 105X p (tl;:::;tP ) = E ethl+ X e
h i
- E e 1t (Yot Ya)+ tpte (Yot Yp)
h i
— E e( 1t + +p tp )Yo Ee 1t Yy &® t Yp
= a 1t pp) °( b)) ! L) 73 (48)
which exists for all (G ;:::;t ) such that 1t + +tt < 1 and each §, < pl . For our applica—

tions such restrictions are ham less, as in Theorem [El we evaliate the m om ent generating function at
( Kiis::; Kyp)andeach K, 0.
In fact, wem ay generalize even further.

Xo = (pnYou+ gm You ) +  pYpi p2 fl;:::Pg: 49)
Then the m om ent generating function is

N X o ¥
My x, @itiiite) = 1 pm G a ptp) ® (50)
m=1 p=1 p=1

P
and exists for alltuplkes (;:::;% ) where le pm B < 1 Preachm andt, < 1 foreach p. Forr$ s

p P
the covariances are

CovarX ;X s) = rm s;m Om 7 (51)

18



and the correlation coe cients are

P M
Corr(® :iXs) = & g : (52)
210t £y om + 2Y2 I i o0at £y om + 2Y2
P roof. The m om ent generating function is
MX1;:::;XP i) = E et1X1+ et e ,
h P 1
— E e ;P;:l( pi1Yo;1t +om Yom + pYp)t
hp i hp i
= E e 2:1 pittpYo;1 & 2:1 pM o Yom Ee 0¥ gt Ye
|
YI ){P 0;m 'f)
= 1 pm @ ) 7 (53)
m=1 p=1 p=1
. . P P 1
which exists for tuples (G ;:::;t% ) where =1 pmp < 1 oreachm and t, < o for each p. For our
applications such restrictions are ham Jss, as in T heorem [l we evaluate the m om ent generating fiinction
at ( Kyis:::7 Kip)andeachK;, 0. Thecovariancesand correlation coe cientsare easily determ ined
in this case. Asthe Yo, and Y, are independent, forr$ s
CovarX »;X s) = E [( r;lYO;l + M YO;M + LY s;lYO;l + EXU YO;M +  $Ys)]
= E [ r;lYO;l + T;M YO;M + rYr] E [s;lYO;l + _sf;M YO;M + sYs]
= E [( r;lYO;l + T;M YO;M )( s;lYO;l + _sf;M YO;M )]
= E [ r;lYO;l + f;M YO;M ] E [s;lYO;l + EXU YO;M ]
XX
= ryu s;v CE [YO;uYO;v] E [YO;u] E IX;V])
u=1lv=1
X
= rm  s;m Var(Yo;m )
m=1
X
= rm sm  O/m (54)
m=1
and the correlation coe cient follow s inm ediately. O

F inally, to obtain an evenm ore exile distribution, wem ay consider linear com binationsofm ultivariate
Gamm a finctions. The m ethods of Section 2247 are inm ediately applicable and yield an extension of
T heorem [Z11.

3.3 Computational Savings for M ultivariate D istributions

For a generalm ultivariate distribution G asin 3.1, thee ciency ofour expansion is related to the rate of
grow th of the m om ents, which detem ines the num ber of term s needed in the series expansions. H ow ever,
if G has a good closed-form expansion for its m om ent generating finction (as in B3.17), then substantial
com putational savings exist. W e study the com putational savings for such G below ; wem ay take G to be
the bivariate gamm a distrdbbution wih M GF given by [@1A), or the m ultivariate generalizations of [8) or
=) .
O ur assum ptions on the m om ent generating fiinction of G in ply the conditions or Theorem [l are
satis ed. Thuswe obtain a closed-form series expansion for H;:
® ®
Hy = ( DM, ( Kigjiis Kip); (55)
ki11=0 kign ;=0
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where as always
xJ X X)X
Kip = (Vije + Kije)Xijeps K T = kije: (56)
=1t=1 =1t=1

Note again that H ; depends weakly on K; all that m atters are the dot products K %, and the pariy of

while recording the sign of ( 1) 3 %3 = ( 1)¥1, Then we have

Theorem 3.3. Set

SM) = fviv= (5w )i 2 £0;1;2;:::99
Kix;+) = #fk2 S@AN;) :8p2 fl;:: ;P giRK 2o = s ( l)k1=+lg
Ki&;r; ) = #fk2S@ONy) :8p2 fl;:: 5Pk xo= 1 ( 1)¥T = 1g: (57)

Assume the ;, are drawn from a one-sided m ultivariate distribution with param eters b and m om ent gen—
emting finction M, (;:::;t ) de nedwhen eacht O0.ThenP (¥j )= . ,H;wih
X
H; = Kikjm+) Ki&ir ) M, ( Kipiiy Kip); (58)
r2S ()

and the com binatorial and D iophantine estim ates and bounds from A ppendix[C] are still applicable, kading
again to enomm ous com putational savings (after an initial one tim e cost of determ ining the K ; X;r; )).

To gain additionalsavings in T heorem B3 wem ay replace the m ultivariate distrdbution w ith a translated
one as in Section 23 11.

Further (at Jeast ifw e use them ultivariate distributions from 32), H ; isa sum ofthem om ent generating
function, and the m om ent generating finction is readily di erentiable in term s of s param eters. Thuswe
again obtain closed-om expressions for the derivatives (see s2.31] and A ppendix D), and thus for certain
data sets (where now the param etersm ay be correlated) there is the possibility ofusing N ew ton’sM ethod
to determ ine the optin alvalues.

P robably them ost tractable and usefiillm ultivariate density w illbe the m ultivariate gam m a distribution
from Lemm al3. W hile all covardiances w illbe non-negative, the m om ent generating fiinction, covariances
and correlation coe cients are given by very sim ple form ulas, and are easily evaliated and easily di er—
entiated. M oreover the m ultivariate gam m a distrdbution can take on a vardety of shapes, and as discussed
in A wemay further increase the adm issble shapes by considering linear com binations of m ultivariate
gam m a distrbutions.

4 CONCLUSION

In this research we obtain closed-form expansions forthem argialization ofthe logit likelhood, allow ing
ustom akedirect inferencesabout the population. In generalthese expansions involve new specialfiinctions;
however, n the case where the distribution of heterogeneity follows a Gamm a or M ultivariate Gamm a
distrdbution (or, In full generality, any linear com bination of m ultivariate distrdbbutions w ith a closed—-form
m om ent generating fiinction de ned forallnon-positive inputs), by regrouping the tem s in the expansions
we obtain a rapidly converging series expansion of elem entary functions. W e separate the calculations into
two pieces. The rst piece is counting solutions to a system of D iophantine equations we are nding
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non-negative integer solutions K to K %, = 1,; these are linear equations w ith integer coe cients); the
second is evaluating certain integrations, which depend only on  and the values ofthe D iophantine sum s.

T he advantage of this approach is clear { we need only do the rst calculationsonce. Thus, ifwe have
10° or so operations there, it is a one-tin e cost. W hen we need to evaluate the fiinctions at related points
(say for the Newton’sM ethod m axin ization or at the grid points), we need only evaluate the sum m ations
onr= (r;::r) n B3), BA or BJ). This grouping of tem s is an enom ous savings; we count the
solutions to these system s of equations once, and save the results as expansion coe cients.

W hile this research has focused on one speci ¢ case, the logit m odel, and two goeci c set ofpriors, the
Gamm a (ifthe response coe cientsare independent) and M ultivariate G amm a (iftherem ay be correlations
am ong the response coe cients) distribbutions, our hope is that this research spurs others to consider
deriving closed-form solutions via expansions that can be m ade arbitrarily close. In fact, closed-form
expansions exist orany m ultivariate distribution that hasa closed-form m om ent generating fiinction. T hus
our expansions can incorporate correlations am ong the coe cients w ithout sacri cing the com putational
gains.

A s experience w ith pure sin ulation approaches show s, ie. those that are altematives to that considered
here, it is never a bad thing to have an approach that can be used to explore the param eter space (9.
mode nding) in advance of munning a sinm ulation routine. W hether it is to get good starting values, or
sim ply to understand the potentially m ultin odalnature of a posterior surface, we hope that research such
as this provides value to researchers doing applied problen s.

A GAMMA FAMILY OF DISTRIBUTIONS

G iven the positivity restriction described in Section [ for the 1;pr we desired a fam ily of distrdbutions
de ned on the positive real line that would be extrem ely exible, allow ing for a variety of shapes of the
heterogeneity distribution; and, of course, be con jigate to the geom etric series expansion to the logitm odel.
The G eneralized Gamm a fam ily of distrdbbutions satis es those requirem ents. A s this work concentrated
on the G amm a distrbution, we only descrbe this case below .

A1l Plts
W e give a few plots of the G amm a distrbution to illustrate the richness of the fam ily.

0.35
0.3
0.25
0.2
0.15
0.1
0.05

5 10 15 20

G (z1,2),G (z15,3),G (z;2,4).

W hile we develop the theory for ;;, drawn from a G amm a distribution, we could use a weighted sum of
G amm a distrdoutions as well.
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0.125
0.1
0.075
0.05
0.025

2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Sum ofW eighted G amm a distrdbutions: % G (z;1;2) 4—1—6O G (z;1;5):

A 2 Integration Lemm a
W e prove Lemm a 2:

P roof. W e have

1 nl z
e?G (z;bjn) = e z e b
b M)
1 z n 1 .
= - p— e b= (1+ bd)
b @) b
1 n 1 )
= 1+ kd) n 5 z & 1+ bd)
2 () b-(L+bd)
b
= l+bd) "G Z;1+bd;n : (59)

Asb> 0and d 0,1+ bd > 0, and the above iswellde ned. Note G (z;ﬁ;n) is another Gamm a
distribution and therefore integratesto 1. O

B MULTIVARIATE DENSITIES W ITH CLOSED FORM
MOMENT GENERATING FUNCTIONS

In addition to the M ultivariate G amm a distrbution discussed in detail n Section [3, we describe two
additionalm ultivariate distributions that have closed-form expressions for their m om ent generating func-
tions. A s such, these distributions satisfy the conditions of T heorem [E1l, and thus lead to closed—form series
expansions. A 1l page references and equation num bers are from K otz, Balakrishnan and Johnson 2000.
By no m eans is this list exhaustive, but rather representative of those m ultivariate distrbutions which are
well suited to our needs. O ther distribbutions areM oran-D ow nton’s B variate E xponential (pages 371{377,
especially (47.75) and (47.76)), Freund’s M ultivariate E xponential (pages 388{391, especially (47.85)),
K bbleM oran’s B ivariate Gamm a (pages 436{437), Farlie-G um bleM orgenstem Type B variate Gamm a
(pages 441{442, especially (48.19) and (48.20)), and M athaiM oschopoulos’ M ultivariate Gamm a (pages
465{470, especially (48.61) and (48.62)). O ther interesting distrlbutions inclide truncated m ultivariate
nom aldistrdbutions; how ever, as w e require one-sided distrbution these are not as usefiill as those related
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to the G amm a distrbutions.
B.1l (A mold and Strauss’s) B ivariate E xponential (pages 370{371)

Consider the pint probability density
(
Alze 12¥1X2 1X1 2X2 ile;Xz >0

x, K1ixX2) = (60)
Prai, B17%2 0 otherw ise,

where 1; 2; 12 > 0 and A, isthe nom alization constant. T he m om ent generating fiinction is given by

My, x, i) = E ghXittXe
Z 1 Z 1
- A1 e 12X1%2 1X1 2X2+t1X1+t2X2XmdX2
AN Z
— A1, e( 2 t2)x2 e( 12X2+ 1 tl)dexl dx,
ZOl 0
= A1 e (2 tz)sz
P 12Xt 1t
1
= A1 e( 2 t2)xz dx -
12 0 x2+ (1 t) 4
_ Ap ' o du
- N 1
12 9 ut+ (1 w2 ) ;3
= A1z e (1 t1)(2 t2)= 12 Ei (1 t)(2 &) ; 61)
12 12
w here 7,
dt
Ei) = et? (62)

is the exponential integral function (the principal value is taken). The m om ent generating fiinction exists
Prt, < . For our applications such restrictions are ham lss, as in Theorem [l we evaluate the
m om ent generating function at ( Ki;;:::; Kip ) andeach K, 0. Thenom alization constant can be
determ ined by setting ty = t, = 0O:

1 2

A, = 0! ?T 2 E1 (63)

12

B 2 (Freund’s) B ivariate E xponential (pages 355{356)

Freund considered the follow ing situation: a two com ponent instrum ent has com ponents w ith lifetim es

having lndependent density fiinctions When both are operating) of
(

_ pe ¥ ifx,> 0 64)
Pxe 0 otherw ise,

where [ > 0;however, when one com ponent fails the param eter ofthe life distrdbution ofthe other changes

to J.ThusX; and X , are dependent w ith pint density finction
(

0 0
1 ge 2¥2 2¥1 0 4f () X1 < X3

N (65)
Pxiix, g se f}n X2 §fQ Xy < X1,
where p= 1+ »  pjsee (4725).If ;6 0 then them arginaldensity ofXp is
( D1t 2) p
po (Xp) = p P ! 2 e (1t 2)x%p + p73pe gxp; Xp 0: (66)
p p
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A s these are m ixtures of exponentials, this distrdbbution is also called the bivariate m ixture exponential.
T he m om ent generating function is given by
1 P 2 L)

My, x, Git) = + ; (67)
XX, \r2 L+ 5 tl t2 g tl g tz ’

which converges for §, < g and g + < 1+ 2;see (4728). For our applications such restrictions are

ham lss, as in T heorem B we evaluate the m om ent generating function at ( Kin;:::; Kip ) and each
Kip 0. The correlation coe cient is given by

0 0 1 2 1
@ 122 @ T 3l (68)
(F+2 1 2+ D(F+2 1 2+ ) 3

corr® 1;X2) = P

see (47.31). Thus unlike m any of the other m ultivariate distributions, this m odel allow s us to study
one-sided distributions w ith negative correlation.

C COMBINATORIALAND DIOPHANTINE BOUNDS

W e use the notation of Theorem 2.3 and T heorem [224:

SM) = fviv= (v );vi2 £0;1;2;3;:::99
K;x;r) = #fk2 S@ON;) :8p2 fl;::5;Pg;K 2 = 5.9
K;&;p+) = #fk2S@IN;) :8p2 fl;::5P gk %= 15 ( D)F T = +1g
Kixyr; ) = #fk2 S(AN;) :8p2 fl;:: ;P g 2o = s ( l)kl: 1g; (©69)

and etK;(x)= K;{;r).

equations of this nature often crucially depend upon the coe cients Xij;p . In expanding P (Y j ) we can
trivially handle any temm s w ith an xij;, = 0. Thus, aswe assum e X4, is Integral, In all argum ents below

we may assume Xijgp 1; if this assum ption fails than trivial book-keeping in our earlier expansions
rem ove the sum over ki;c . The follow iIng result is in m ediate:
LemmacC .l.LetxXjp, = KuipiiiiiXign,p)bead Ntupkofpositive integers. Then K ; x;r; ) K i(o).

Thusby Lemm alcdl instead ofanalyzing K ; x;r; 1) it su cesto bound the simplrK ; (r).

For ease of exposition, we con ne ourselves to the case where the ;;, are drawn from a transhted
Gamm a distribution, G (z iRing), and we assum e Xijip ; Prexample, wemay take = 1. Such
bounds do not exploit the cancellation n K ; x;r;+) K ;(x;r; ) (though it is not unreasonable to expect
square-root cancellation). It is straightforw ard to generalize these argum ents to the M ultivariate Gamm a
distrdbution (or linear com binations thereof) from Lemm a[32.

Centralin the argum entsbelow are com binatorial results about counting the num ber of representations
ofan Integerasa sum ofa xed number of ntegers. W ebrie y recalltwo useful resuls.

Lemm a C .2. The num ker of ways to write a non-negative integer r as a sum of P non-negative integers
r+pP 1
P 1

Sketch of the proof. Considerr+ P 1 obctsin a row . Choosing P 1 ob fcts partitions the rem aining

r obects nto P non-negative sets, and there are r;Pll ways to choose P 1 obgcts rom r+ P 1

ob fcts. O
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LemmaC 3 T he num ber of ways to write a non-negative integer at most R as a sum of P non-negative

R r+P 1 _ R+P
integersis  _, P 1 = P
Sketch of the proof. Partition R into P + 1 sets as in Lemm a[C_J. A s the last partition runs through all
num bers from 0 to R we get partitions of allnum bers at m ost R into P non-negative sets. O

To exploit the exponentialdecay in 24) from the ;;, beingdrawn from translated G amm a distrbutions,
wemust show thatK ; (r) doesnot grow too rapidly; we shallshow i grow satm ost polynom ially in r. N ote
such argum ents ignore the decay ofthe (1 + I, Ys;p + ) 7 » factors. A ssum e we truncate our expansion
by requiring 0 ki1 + TN R . Aswe assum e that Xijip and that we are using translated
G amm a distributions, we m ust bound

Py

e aze (70)

)
@

W e use the notation of Section 3. For any r, ifeach kijz 0, then Lemm as[C and € J in m ediately
vield
Theorem C 4. W e have

Ki@) = #fK tkos + Bk rt INg 1 (71)
LX) = t ki = = :

11 . = 9 JN; 1
Thus K ; (r) r+ JN; 1)P¥:1=@N; 1)! which inplies that K ; (r) grows at m ost polynom ially. If
Xijtip 1 then K ; X;r; ) grows at m ost polynom ialky.

W e conclude w ith som e argum ents and techniques that are speci ¢ to having the exponential decay
from the translated Gamm a distrdbutions. These exploi in proved bounds for summ ing K ; (r) for r in
various ranges. W e bound

X ¥ Pq Py o, b3 r+ JN; 1

kill"’”"liNi p=1 r=R+1

By Lemm alC_3 we have

R+ JN;
# fK :0 ki1 + ihl\kl Rg = : (73)
JIN ;

P
Rem ark C .5. The number of k-tuplks wih 5 « Kiijt R is R+JN1 . If we want the approxim ation

from Jooking at just these term s to be good, we need the sum in m) tobe gn all. In this case, we initially
need to evaluate R;Iglj * termm s, which Jlads to R values to store. In subsequent evaluations (note this
encom passes not only calculating H; but possibly also its partial derivatives required for N ewton’s M ethod)
we only have to read in R values, an enom ous savings. T he m ore varied the data xij;p is, however, the
m ore tuples of dot products m ust ke stored.

To obtain a feel for these sizes, we tabulate the num ber of tem s arising from di erent values ofR ;J
and N ;. Note i is the product JN ; that m atters, not the values of J and N ; separately.

R | Jn;g | F5Y7 N Lt
5 20 10%®
7 20 10°®
9| 20 10°°®
5 30 10°*
7| 30 10°°
9| 30 108
5 40 10°7
7 40 1077
9 40 10°%
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T he largest term  In the expansion ofH; in Theorem 22 iswhen allk;j = 0, giving + 1. W hen the k-sum
isam all (say of size s), we ndtemsofsizee FS5.W ehave the Hllow ing trivial estin ate:

r‘;;Nill L+ 1)F*INe 1 pIN. 1 g2, 74)
i
Assume P > log2. Then the sum in [[J) is bounded by
Z
2JNl 1erlog2e Pr 2JNi 1 e ( P logZ)rdr
r=R+1 R
2IN; 14 (P Ibg2)lgR
(75)
P Iog2

If( P Ilog2)logR > JN;Ilog2, the above is an all. Unfortunately, it m ight not be sm all com pared to
the contrbutions from tem swith a snallk-sum (of size s); those contribute on the order ofe FS.

W e perform a m ore delicate analysis by using dyadic decom position, breaking the sum overr R + 1
into blocks such as 2" R r 2"*"!R, and usihg Lemma[C 3 ;n each block. A s the choice fiinction

oM ismonotonically increasing in r, we nd
2m+1R
b r+ JN; 1 er ® 2X r+ JN; 1 -
e e
JN; 1 JN; 1
r=R+1 m =0 r=2" R
X" 2m+1R
+ JN m
< 1 e P2" R
neo JIN ;
m + 1 M
< 2IN s 2 Rbg2, P2"R
m=0
— 2e (( P 2log2)R JN ilogZ): (76)

Thisisanallif ( P 2log2)R > JN; log2,allow ngusto replacethelogR In ( P log2) logR > JN; log2
wih R.
A slightly better savings is attainable by using instead

m o+ 1

XR rron; 10 22TIR 4N, MR 1+ IN; o
o n JN; 1 JN; JIN;
and using polynom ial (rather than exponential) bounds. Them an term is bounded by
@"*IR + gN ;)TN . N PDNi=@gN ! 2R FIR NG 08)
(N ;) ! e 2RIV i=(IN;)! 2" IR > JN;

In orderto deduce w hich ofthem any possibl expansions isbest, and w hat size data setsarem anageable,

one needs to have explictt values for ; and P ; one can also try to exploit the cancellation from the ( 1F?
and the denom nator factors.

D APPLYING NEW TON'SMETHOD TO THE MARGINAL
POSTERIOR

Newton’s M ethod yields a sequence of points %, such that f () converges to a localm axmmum of f.
Ifgy and Hy are the gradient and Hessian of £ at %y, then xx+1 = % + px, where py satis es the linear
equation Hyxpx = & -
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Forourproblem, = P;n).Asthe finction we want to m axim ize is a product of tem s, we m axin ize
Iog f ®;n), as the Iogarithm converts the product n [[@) to a sum . To m axim ize

Y X
bgf®nrn) = log Hi®n) = logH; ®&n) (79)

i i

we need the gradient and the Hessian as in standard applications of N ew ton’s m ethod. T he gradient is

r f &n X rH; ®n
rbgfm) - om0 THibin), 80)
f ®;n) ; Hi®n)
and the entries of the H essian are
2 h i 3
X &g gm) T Hi®m)  SHi®n)
L egrem) - 4mITiON) g 5; 1)
@x 5 H; ®n) H{ ®&n)
R _ @ R _ @
Whele@—x— mor@—x— @np.

Straightforward di erentiation gives the partial derivatives. The advantage of using a Gamm a dis—
tribution is the ease of di erentiating and evaluating these partials. W e give exact, In nite expansions;
In practice, one truncates these expressions, and the sam e D iophantine calculations and com putational
savings for H; also hold for these derivatives. Let

¥
B ;K @) = L+ BKip) °
p=1
R 1 = kpi+t K : 82)
LemmaD .l (First D erivative E xpansions).
. b ®
H; & K )
CHiGBm) (DRI EERR B sk (1)
@hb ki11=0 kign ;=0 1+ pr i
) % ®
Hi r
% = ( D g 1+ BKip) BER;K @): 83)
P

ki11=0 kign ;=0

A sk, ;K i;p are non-negative, the logarithm s are wellde ned above.
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Lemm a D .2 (Second D erivative E xpansions). In the expansionskelow, pé g.

@%H; Bym)
exg
@%H; Bym)
@nIZ3
@%H;
@np@hy

@b,@ng
@°H; ®nm)
@@l
@%H;
@np@ng

® K 2

( 1)F? iphp 1+ np)

WB ®in;K (@):
Lp

liNi=O
®
( D' og” L+ K ip) BHERK (1):
liNi=O "
z Kipn
DfT —2F . b+ Ky
kign =0( 1+ bPKi;p 9 ﬁ ;p)
#
k. B ®imiK ()
PN ;K (1)
1+ K ip
® ( l)mKiaonp og( + byK (j_;q))B Einsk ()
Kign ;=0 1+ pri;p
* K ipn K (;9n
S IR B ginik W)
Kisn =0 1+ BKip 1+ byK (Ga)
®

( "7 og (1 + BK ip) og (L+ byK () B Bim;K (1):
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