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A bstract

Articles in M arketing and choice literatures have dem onstrated the need for incorporating person-level

heterogeneity into behavioralm odels (e.g.,logit m odels for m ultiple binary outcom es as studied here).

However,thelogitlikelihood extended with a population distribution ofheterogeneity doesn’tyield closed-

form inferences,and thereforenum ericalintegration techniquesarerelied upon (e.g.,M CM C m ethods).

W e presenthere an alternative,closed-form Bayesian inferences forthe logitm odel,which we obtain by

approxim ating the logit likelihood via a polynom ialexpansion,and then positing a distribution ofhet-

erogeneity from a 
 exible fam ily thatisnow conjugate and integrable. Forproblem swhere the response

coe� cients are independent, choosing the G am m a distribution leads to rapidly convergent closed-form

expansions;ifthere are correlationsam ong the coe� cientsone can stillobtain rapidly convergentclosed-

form expansionsby positing a distribution ofheterogeneity from a M ultivariateG am m a distribution.The

solution then com esfrom the m om entgenerating function ofthe M ultivariate G am m a distribution orin

generalfrom the m ultivariate heterogeneity distribution assum ed.

Closed-form Bayesian inferences,derivatives(usefulforelasticity calculations),population distribution pa-

ram eterestim ates(usefulforsum m arization)and starting values(usefulforcom plicated algorithm s)are

hence directly available.Two sim ulation studiesdem onstratethe e� cacy ofourapproach.
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IN T R O D U C T IO N

W hetherit’sthe 20,000+ hitsbased on a www.google.com search orthe 1000+ hitson www.jstor.org

or the hundreds ofpublished papers in a variety ofdisciplines from M arketing to Econom ics (Hausm an

and M cFadden 1984)to Statistics(Albertand Chib,1993)to Transportation (Bierlaireet. al,1997),the

logitm odelplaysa very prom inentrolein m any literaturesasa basisforprobabilisticinferencesforbinary

outcom e data.In part,thisisdue to the ubiquitousnature ofbinary outcom e data,whetheritischoices

to buy in a given productcategory ornot,the choice to go to a given m edicalprovideror not,and the

like;and,in part,itm ay be due to the link between random utility theory and the logitm odelin which

binary choices following the logit m odelare the outcom e ofa rationaleconom ic m axim ization oflatent

utility with extrem evalue distributed errors(M cFadden,1974).

O neoftherecentadvancesregardingthisclassofm odels,which hasm adeitsuseeven m orewidespread,

is its ability to incorporate heterogeneity into the response coe� cients,re
 ecting the factthat individu-

als are likely to vary on the attribute coe� cients that in
 uence their choices (Rossiand Allenby,1993;

M cCulloch and Rossi,1994). W hetherthisheterogeneity ism odelled in an hierarchicalBayesian fashion

allowing for com plete variation (G elfand et. al,1990),in a latent-class way allowing for discrete seg-

m ents(K am akura and Russell,1989),orby using a � nitem ixtureapproach (Train and M cFadden,2000),

incorporating person-levelheterogeneity isnow the \expected" ratherthan the \exception".

Unfortunately,the added 
 exibility thatheterogeneity allowscom eswith a price { num ericalcom pu-

tation and com plexity. That is,once one com bines the logit choice kernel,a Bernoullirandom variable

with logitlink function,with a heterogeneity distribution,closed-form inference isunavailable due to the

non-conjugacy ofthe product Bernoullilikelihood and the heterogeneity distribution (prior). Therefore,

num ericalm ethodssuch asquadrature,sim ulated m axim um likelihood (Reveltand Train,1998),orM arkov

chain M onte Carlo m ethods(G elm an et. al.,1995)are com m only em ployed to integrate overthe hetero-

geneity distribution and obtain inferences for the param eters that govern the heterogeneity distribution

(the so-called,population levelparam eters). Forinstance,in the case ofa G aussian heterogeneity distri-

bution this requiresthe m arginalintegration ofthe productBernoullilogitlikelihood with the G aussian

distribution,to obtain m eans,variances,and possibly covariances ofthe prior. W hile faster com puting

and specialized softwarehasm adethisfeasible,thisresearch considersan alternativeto theseapproaches,

a \closed-form " solution.

That is,in this research we consider a closed-form solution to the heterogeneous binary logit choice

problem thatinvolvesapproxim ating theproductBernoullilogitlikelihood via a polynom ialexpansion (to

any speci� ed accuracy),and then specifying a rich and 
 exible classofheterogeneity distributionsforthe

response coe� cients (slopes). Ifthe response coe� cients within individuals are independent,we m odel

them as arising from the G am m a distribution (albeit we dem onstrate how are results can be obtained

for any m ultivariate distribution) or,m ore generally,a m ixture ofG am m a distributions (M cDonald and

Butler,1990);iftheresponsecoe� cientsarenotindependentwem odelthem asarisingfrom aM ultivariate

G am m a distribution,which allowscorrelationsam ong thecoe� cients.W ethen integrate,now possiblein

closed-form ,the approxim ated logit m odelwith respect to these fam ilies. O nce the m odelis integrated

with respectto the heterogeneity distribution,we then can either: (a)m axim ize the m arginallikelihood

and obtain M axim um M arginalLikelihood (M M L)estim atesofthepopulation param etersand utilizethem

for conditionalinferences (the em piricalBayesapproach: M orrison and Schm ittlein,1981;M orris,1983;

Schm ittlein,M orrison,and Colum bo,1987)or(b)in the case where the param etersofthe heterogeneity

distribution aresetinform atively based on priorinform ation,historicaldata,subjectivebeliefs,orthelike,

fully Bayesian inferencesareobtainable.

In this m anner,as in Bradlow,Hardie,and Fader (2002)for the negative-Binom ialdistribution,and

in Everson and Bradlow (2002) for the beta-binom ialdistribution,one can e� ectively incorporate prior

inform ation and allow shrinkagethatBayesian m odelsattend to,butcan alsoobtain closed-form inferences

without M onte Carlo sim ulation e� ortsorquadrature thatcan be sensitive to the starting valuesand/or

contain signi� cant sim ulation error. W e dem onstrate the e� cacy ofour approach using two sim ulated

studies,therefore supporting its use asan alternative m ethod. In addition,we also dem onstrate thatas

a by-productofthe m ethod,closed-form derivativesofthe m arginaldistribution are obtained which are
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often ofinterestin thatthey inform how the distribution (possibly in particularthe m ean and variance)

of population e� ects would change as a function of a change in the decision inputs (i.e. covariates).

Thesederivativesarealsocom m only (and directly)used in thecom putation ofprobability elasticities,thus

providing the opportunity foroptim ization decisions.

The rem ainderofthispaperislaid outasfollows.In Section 1 we system atically lay outthe problem

form ulation byderivingthelikelihood,which providesthebasisofourpolynom ialexpansion (an application

ofa geom etric seriesexpansion),aswellasdiscussthe typesofdata forwhich ourm ethod isapplicable.

In particular,the resultspresented here (albeitthey are generalizable)arem ostapplicable (aswe discuss

in Section 1) to productcategoriesfor which the binary response rate is either rare (e.g. durable goods

purchases(Bayus,1992)and m ailcatalog responses(Anderson and Sim ester (2001)),orthose forwhich

the frequency ofpurchaseishigh (e.g.orangejuice).

Section 2 isan in-depth analysisofthecasewhen theresponsecoe� cientsaredrawn from independent

G am m adistributions.Sections2.1and 2.2contain ourkey integration resultsdem onstratingtheconjugacy

oftheapproxim ation to thebinary data likelihood and theG am m a fam ily ofdistributions(Theorem 2.2).

Detailsofthe integration lem m a and plotsofthe robustnessofthe G am m a fam ily and itsgeneralizations

thatwe considerare in Appendix A. W e discusscom putationalissuesrelated to ourseriesexpansion in

Section 2.3.In Section 2.3.1,detailsofthe m ethod to m axim ize the m arginallikelihood are given,and in

addition we provide com putationale� ciency gains and guidelines as to the num ber ofcalculations that

willoccur using our m ethod. In particular,we initially obtain closed-form solutions involving in� nite

sum s. Using com binatorialresultson system sofequationswith integercoe� cients,we show in Theorem

2.3 how these sum sm ay be re-grouped to a lengthy (to be discussed and evaluated via sim ulation)initial

calculation independent ofthe param eter values,and then a fast param eter-speci� c com putation which

m akestheentireapproach tractable.Thussubsequentcom putationsofthem arginallikelihood atdi� erent

param etervalues(necessary foroptim ization)israpid. Additionaldetails ofthese com binatorialsavings

are provided in Appendix C. In Section 2.3.2 we provide som e sim ulations to dem onstrate the e� cacy

ofour approach. In Section 2.3.3 we com pare our closed form series expansion with previous num erical

techniquesused to analyzethese typesofBayesian inference problem s.In the caseofone observation per

household,ourseriesexpansionshave a com parable run-tim e to M onte Carlo M arkov Chain m ethods(in

fact,the series expansions are faster);however,for m ultiple observations per household these num erical

m ethodsaretypically faster,though ourseriesexpansionscan stillbeim plem ented in a reasonableam ount

oftim e. In thism anner,ourapproach isan alternative,albeitform any practicalproblem snotone that

is faster,butratherone thatcan be used to verify other (e.g. M CM C)m ethods. Som e areasfor future

research and lim itationsofourapproach,in particulartheextension ofour� ndingsto a m oregeneralclass

ofpriors(Theorem 2.4),and a m oregeneralclassofcovariates,aredescribed in Section 2.4.W eshow that,

atthe costofintroducing new specialfunctions,we can handle any one-sided probability distribution for

the priors.

In Section 3 we generalize the resultsofSection 2 to allow forcovariances.In Section 3.1.1 we derive

a closed-form seriesexpansion foran arbitrary m ultivariatedistribution;however,ifthedistribution hasa

good closed-form expression foritsm om entgenerating function,m orecan bedone.W econcentrateon the

casewheretheresponsecoe� cientsaredrawn from a M ultivariateG am m a distribution,which allowsusto

havecorrelationsam ong theresponsecoe� cients.Thekey observation isTheorem 3.1,whereweinterpret

the resulting integralsasevaluationsofthe M om entG enerating Function which existsin closed-form for

theM ultivariateG am m a distribution.Thuswem ay m irrortheargum entsfrom Section 2 and again obtain

a rapidly convergentseries expansion (Theorem 3.3),and the com binatorialresults ofSection 2.3.1 and

Appendix C arestillapplicable.

Section 4 containssom econcluding rem arks.
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1 PR O B LEM FO R M U LAT IO N

Asthelogitm odeland itsassociated likelihood arewellunderstood,webrie
 y describethem in Section

1.1 and focusm ainly here (in Section 1.2)on the geom etric seriesexpansion ofthe m odel. Ifwe assum e

the param eters are independent (allzero covariances),then a tractable m odelis obtained by assum ing

that each is drawn from a G am m a distribution. This is described in detailin Section 2; in Section 3

we generalizethe m odelby assum ing the param etersaredrawn from a m ultivariate G am m a distribution,

which allowsusto handle covariancesam ong the param eters. In both caseswe obtain closed-form series

expansions. Further,a carefulanalysis ofthe resulting com binatoricsleads to com putationalgains that

m akethe approach feasible and attractive.

1.1 N otation

To describethe m odel,and to be speci� c aboutthe data structuresaddressed (and notaddressed)in this

research,we utilize the following notation. The jargon isdrawn from the M arketing dom ain and isdone

forpurely explicativepurposes.Aswedem onstrate,ourapproach isapplicablefora wide classofgeneral

data structures.

Considera data setobtained from i2 f1;:::;Ig households(units)containing j2 f1;:::;Jg product

categories(objects;e.g. co� ee)m easured on t2 f1;:::;Nig purchase occasions(repeated m easures). At

each purchase occasion,foreach category j each household idecideswhetherornotto purchase in that

category.

Asisstandard,we de� ne

yijt =

(

1 ifhousehold ibuysin category j attim e t

0 otherwise,
(1)

wherepijt = Prob(yijt = 1)istheprobability ofpurchaseofthejth category by theith household on itstth

purchaseoccasion.Further,letP denote a setofattributesdescribing the categories,with corresponding

values xijt;p such that X T
ijt = (xijt;1;:::;xijt;P ). To account for di� erences in base-levelpreferences for

categories,we de� ne xijt;1 = 1 de� ning category-levelintercepts. Thus,m ultiplying overallhouseholds,

categories,and occasions,weobtain thatthestandard logitlikelihood ofthedata,Y = (yijt),isgiven by

P (Y j�) =

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

e�X
T
ijt�iyijt

1+ e
�X T

ijt
�i
; (2)

where�i = (�i;1;:::;�i;P )isthecoe� cientvectorforthei
th household with variablep speci� ccoe� cient,

�i;p.Itistheheterogeneity acrosshouseholdsiin their�i;p thatwem odelin Section 2 ascom ing from the

G am m a fam ily ofdistributions,and in Section 3 ascom ing from a m ultivariatefam ily ofdistributions.

The m arginalization ofthe likelihood,which isthe problem we addresshere,isthatwe wantto \hit"

P (Y j�)(integratewith respectto)a setofdistributionsg(�i;pj
 )depending on param eters
 such that

P (Y j
 ) =

Z

P (Y j�)g(�j
 )d� (3)

isavailablein closed-form .Toaccom plish this,werequireaproperlychosen seriesexpansion ofP (Y j�),and

we describe itsbasic building block next,an application ofthe geom etricseriesexpansion.The goalisto

obtain a good closed-form expansion ofthem arginalization ofthelikelihood foreach choiceofparam eters


 . To do so requires � nding an appropriate conjugate distribution leading to tractable integration;we

shallsee that the G am m a (Theorem 2.2) and M ultivariate G am m a (Theorem 3.1) distributions lead to

integralswhich can be evaluated in closed-form .Using such expansions,wethen determ inethe valueof


which m axim izesthislikelihood;thiswillallow usto m ake inferencesaboutthe population heterogeneity

distributions.
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1.2 G eom etric Series Expansion

To obtain closed-form Bayesian inferencesforthe logitm odel,we expand the likelihood P (Y j�)given in

(2)by using the geom etricseriesexpansion:

1

1� z
=

1X

k= 0

z
k
: (4)

Thisisdirectly applicableforourproblem asP (Y j�)istheproductofterm softheform e
u y

1+ eu
.O urinterest

willbein expanding thedenom inatorwhen u < 0.Noteterm swith u > 0 can behandled by writing 1

1+ eu

as e
�u

1+ e�u
.

W hilein theory wecan unify thetwo cases(positiveand negativevaluesofu)by using thesgn function

(sgn(u)= 1 ifu > 0,0 ifu = 0 and � 1 otherwise),the sgn function is only practicalin the case ofone

attribute (i.e. x isone dim ensionaland P = 1);otherwise itisundesirable (untenable)in the expansions.

In high dim ensions (lots of households with lots of categories and attributes), the sgn function leads

to num erous,com plicated subdivisions ofthe integration space. This greatly increases the di� culty in

perform ing the integration and obtaining tractable closed-form expansions,and hence is notentertained

here.Detailsofthe uni� cation areavailablefrom the authorsupon request,and applying itin practiceis

an area forfuture research. Instead,we describe below a speci� c setofrestrictionsthatwe em ploy,and

theclassofproblem s(data sets)whereourexpansionscan then directly beapplied.In Section 6,areasfor

future research to generalizeourwork to richerdata setsarediscussed.

Asm entioned above,to elim inatetheneed forthesgn function and to allow forstraightforward expan-

sions,we lim it our investigationsto the com m on setofM arketing problem s (asdescribed in Section 1.1

and throughout)in which all

1. X ijt;p � 0,

2. �i;p > 0,

3.
P P

p= 1
�i;pX ijt;p > 0.

From a practicalperspective,theserestrictionsindicateasfollows.First,each X ijt;p � 0isnotparticularly

restrictive,as com m only utilized descriptor variables { prices,dum m y variables for feature and display,

etc...,as in standard SCANPRO m odels (W ittink et al. 1988),are allnon-negative and are straightfor-

wardly accounted for in our fram ework. Those variables which take signs counter to previously signed

variablescan be coded asf(X ijt;p),forinstance � X ijt;p orexp(� X ijt;p).

Secondly,restriction of�i;p > 0 m ay orm ay notbe restrictive. Ifthe variableswhich com prise X ijt;p

are ones in which we want to enforce m onotonicity constraints (Allenby,Aurora,and G inter,1995),or

naturally onewould expectupward sloping dem and atthecategory-level(which m ay bem uch m orelikely

than atthebrand level),then thisconstraintisnotatallrestrictive,and in factm ayim provethepredictions

ofthe m odel. To im plem entthis,especially in the case ofdum m y coded X ijt;p,the leastpreferred level

should be coded as0 so thatallothercorresponding dum m y variableshave X ijt;p = 1 and itisexpected

that�i;p > 0.

O ur third constraint,which is not restrictive as long one ofthe X ’s (e.g. price,coupon,etc...) is

non-zero,isrequired so thatwe are notexpanding 1

2
= 1

1+ 1
in a polynom ialseries;ifthiscondition fails,

trivialbook-keeping su� ces.

There are two im portantthings to note. First,ifallthe �i;p’s are negative,we m ay explicitly factor

outthenegativesign ofeach �i;p,yielding term ssuch as� X ijt;pj�i;pj.Ifthisisthecase,forsim plicity we

changevariablesand let�i;p = j�i;pj;thus,�i;p and X ijt;p arenow both non-negative,and wehavem inus

signsin theexponentsabove.Thuswedo notneed to assum eallpersonshavepositiveorallpersonshave

negative coe� cients,butrather(by recoding X to � X )thateach person’scoe� cientsare allpositive or

allnegative.Secondly,in totality,the restrictionsabovesuggestthatourm odelworksonly forcategories

in which the probability ofpurchasing in thatcategory on any given occasion isstrictly greaterthan 1

2
(if
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coded asbefore)orlessthan 1

2
(ifcoded asin thisparagraph),whereagain thiscan very person-by-person.

Certainly an area forfuture research would be the ability,ifpossible,to relax som e ofthese assum ptions,

and to em pirically investigatethesetofproductcategoriesforwhich theserestrictionsarenotparticularly

binding (such aslong-lasting durablegoods).

Thus(afterpossibly recoding),dueto ourrestrictions,weonly need to use(4)when X T
ijt�i > 0,which

yields

1

1+ e
�X T

ijt
�i

=

1X

kijt= 0

e
�k ijtX

T
ijt�i; X

T
ijt�i > 0: (5)

Thisiscom bined,asdescribed next,with theG am m a orM ultivariateG am m a fam ily ofdistributionsin a

conjugateway.Itistheconstancy ofthesign ofX T
ijt�i thatallowsusto usethesam eseriesexpansion for

all�i.

1.3 Expansion ofP(Yj�)

Using the likelihood forthe logitm odelgiven in (2),wehaveasfollows:

P (Y j�) =

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

e
�X

T

ijt
�iyijt

1+ e
�X T

ijt
�i

=

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

e
�y ijtX

T

ijt
�i

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

1

1+ e
�X T

ijt
�i

=

IY

i= 1

PY

p= 1

e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

yijtxijt;p

�

�i;p
�

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

1

1+ e
�X T

ijt
�i

= P1(Y j�)P2(Y j�): (6)

Note that the � rst term ,P1(Y j�), is already an exponentialfunction. This com bines nicely with the

G am m a and M ultivariateG am m a distributions,and foreach variable�i;p,wesim ply havetheexponential

ofa m ultiple of�i;p. In fact,as we show later in Theorem 3.1,it is this exponentialform that leads

to the resultthatallclosed-form integralsare obtainable using the M om entG enerating Functionsofthe

heterogeneity distribution.Itisthe second term ,P2(Y j�),thatwe expand by using the geom etric series.

W e describethisnow.

The realdi� culty in com ing up with a conjugate fam ily to the logit m odelis in the expansion of

P2(Y j�).Using thegeom etricseriesexpansion,weobtain

P2(Y j�) =

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

1

1+ e
�X T

ijt
�i

=

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

1X

kijt= 0

(� 1)kijte�k ijtX
T

ijt
�i

=

IY

i= 1

JY

j= 1

N iY

t= 1

1X

kijt= 0

(� 1)kijte
�k ijt

P
P

p= 1
xijt;p �i;p: (7)

For� xed household i,replacing
Q J

j= 1

Q N i

t= 1

P
1

kijt= 0
with

P
1

ki11= 0
� � �

P
1

kiJ N i
= 0

yields

P2(Y j�) =

IY

i= 1

0

@

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
P

J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt

PY

p= 1

e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijtxijt;p

�

��i;p

1

A : (8)
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O urproblem thereforereducesto � nding a good expansion fortheintegralofP1(Y j�)P2(Y j�)g(�j
 ).W e

assum eg(�j
 )isgiven by a productofG am m a orM ultivariateG am m a distributions(ortheirgeneraliza-

tionsasdescribed below),rich fam iliesofprobability densitiesde� ned fornon-negative inputs�i;p which

forcertain choicesofparam etershavegood,closed-form expressionsforintegralsagainstexponentials.For

other param eter distribution choices and other probability distributions,at the cost ofintroducing new

specialfunctionswestillhaveclosed-form seriesexpansionsfortheintegrals(aswediscussin Section 2.4).

Thereason theG am m a and M ultivariateG am m a distributionslead to closed-form expansionsisthatboth

have a good closed-form expression for their m om ent generating function;in Theorem 3.1 we generalize

ourresultsto any m ultivariatedistribution with a good closed-form m om entgenerating function.

2 U N IVA R IAT E C A SE:G EN ER A LIZED G A M M A

In this section we com bine allofthe pieces in the case when the �i;p are independently drawn from

G am m a distributions with param eters (bp;np) (independent ofi): the logit likelihood given in (2),the

geom etricseriesexpansion in (4),and an integration lem m a given in (11)below which allowsusto obtain

seriesexpansionsforP (Y j
 ).Then in Section2.3.1 wediscusshow to re-group theresulting seriesexpan-

sionsforcom putationalsavings.In Section 3 weconsiderthem oregeneralcaseofchoosing the�i;p’sfrom

a M ultivariateG am m a distribution,where now fora given itherem ay be correlationsam ong the �i;p’s.

2.1 T he G am m a D istribution and its G eneralization

As�i;p isassum ed greaterthan 0,one 
 exible distribution to draw the �i;p’sfrom isthe three param eter

G eneralized G am m a distribution (M cDonald and Butler,1990). The G eneralized G am m a distribution is

extrem ely rich,and by appropriate choicesofitsparam eters,m any standard functionsare obtainable. It

isde� ned forz non-negativeby

G G (z;a;b;n)=
jaj

b� (n)

�
z

b

�an�1
e
� (zb)

a

: (9)

For exam ple, the following assignm ents of the param eters a;b and n yield well known distributions:

lim a! 0 G G (z;a;b;n)islognorm al;G G (z;a;b;1)isW eibull;G G (z;1;b;n)isG am m a;G G (z;1;b;1)isEx-

ponential;G G (z;2;b;1)isRayleigh. For� xed a and n,the e� ectofb isto re-scale the units ofz. That

is,asz only appearsas z

b
,b m ay be interpreted as� xing the scale (i.e. the com m only interpreted scale

param eter);a and n changethegeneralshapeoftheG eneralized G am m a.Hence,asopposed to them ore

fam iliarG am m a fam ily ofdistributionscom m only used in M arketing problem s,which we focus on here,

the G eneralized G am m a hasa second shape param eter,a,allowing form ore
 exible shapes.

W e provide in Appendix A.1 som e plots ofthe G am m a fam ily ofdistributions for variousparam eter

values,and ofam ixtureofG am m adistributions,an even m ore
 exibleclasstodem onstrateits
 exibility in

providing a rich yetparsim oniously param eterized setofpriorsforthe�i;p.Although the resultsreported

directly in thispapercorrespond to the heterogeneity distribution following a singleG am m a distribution,

they straightforwardlyextend to am ixtureofG am m as,wherethem ixtureisaweighted sum ofcom ponent

G am m as.Foreach com ponentofthem ixturewecan integrateitsexpansion term by term ,and hencethe

entire weighted sum .From a practicalpointofview,thisallowsusto handle the situation oflatentclass

m odelling,in which the �i;p com efrom a latentsegm ent,each ofwhich hasitsown G am m a param eters.

Asthegeom etricseriesexpansion ofthe logitlikelihood,asdescribed in Sections1.1 and 1.2,willlead

to term sinvolving exponentialfunctions,ourkey integration resultarisesfrom integrating an exponential

function againsta G am m a distribution.Forsim plicity weconsideronly thecaseofa G am m a distribution

(a = 1),and discussitsgeneralization below and in Section 2.4.

This assum ption allows us to not only obtain closed-form expansions,but these expansions willbe

rationalfunctionsoftheargum entsoftheG am m a distribution (which allow usto obtain tractableclosed-
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form expansions for the derivatives as well). For notationalconvenience let G (z;b;n) = G G (z;1;b;n)

denote a G am m a distribution with param etersband n.

Lem m a 2.1 (Exponentialagainsta G am m a distribution).ConsideraGam m adistribution G (z;b;n).

For d � 0,

e
�zd

G (z;b;n) = (1+ bd)�n G

�

z;
b

1+ bd
;n

�

: (10)

AsG (z; b

1+ bd
;n)isa probability distribution,we obtain

Z
1

z= 0

e
�zd

G (z;b;n)dz =
1

(1+ bd)n
: (11)

See Appendix A.2 fora proof. This closed-form integration resultallowsus to avoid resorting to M onte

Carloorothernum ericaltechniquestoapproxim atetheintegralforP (Y j
 ),and isourintegration\engine".

Laterin Theorem 3.1 ofSection 3 we generalize Lem m a 2.1 by interpreting itasevaluating the m om ent

generating function ofthe G am m a distribution at� d.

2.2 Series Expansion for P(Y j
)for the G am m a D istribution

W e assum ethe responsecoe� cientsare drawn from the G am m a distribution.Sum m arizing ourinference

problem ,weneed to investigatethe integralforP (Y j
 ):

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

P (Y j�)g(�j
 )d� =

IY

i= 1

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

P1i(Y j�)P2i(Y j�)

PY

p= 1

G (�i;p;bp;np)d�i;p; (12)

where

P1i(Y j�) =

PY

p= 1

e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

yijtxijt;p

�

�i;p

P2i(Y j�) =

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
P

J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt

PY

p= 1

e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijtxijt;p

�

��i;p

g(�j
 ) =

PY

p= 1

G (�i;p;bp;np): (13)

Because ofthe conditionalindependence across i,we can evaluate each integralin (12) separately. W e

denote each ofthe i-integralsaboveby H i (forthe i
th household),where

H i =

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

PY

p= 1

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
P

J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt

� e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

yijtxijt;p

�

�i;p
e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijtxijt;p

�

�i;p
G (�i;p;bp;np)d�i;p

=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

PY

p= 1

Z
1

�i;p= 0

e
�K i;p�i;pG (�i;p;bp;np)d�i;p; (14)

where

K i;p =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p; ~k�~1 =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

kijt: (15)
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Therefore

P (Y j
 ) =

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

P (Y j�)g(�j
 )d� =

IY

i= 1

H i: (16)

Applying the integration lem m a (Lem m a 2.1)to (14)yields

Z
1

�i;p= 0

e
�K i;p�i;pG (�i;p;bp;np)d�i;p =

1

(1+ bpK i;p)
np
: (17)

By com bining the expansion in (14)with (12),we obtain our� nalresultforHi:

T heorem 2.2. Assum e the �i;p are independently drawn from Gam m a distributions with param eters

(bp;np).Then P (Y j
 )=
Q I

i= 1
H i,where

H i =

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
P

J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt

PY

p= 1

1

(1+ bpK i;p)
np
; K i;p =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p: (18)

Hencethelog m arginaldistribution,logL = logP (Y j
 )=
P

i
log(H i),can becom puted asthesum ofthe

logarithm of(18).Thisyieldsthe desired closed-form solution.

2.3 C om putationaland Im plem entation Issues

2.3.1 C om putationalIssues and G ains from D iophantine A nalysis

W hileTheorem 2.2yieldsaclosed-form expansion forthem arginalposteriordistribution when theresponse

coe� cientsareindependently drawn from G am m a distributions,to beusefulwem ustbeableto e� ciently

determ ine the optim alvaluesofthe param eters
 . Aswritten,the num berofterm sneeded in the series

expansions are com putationally expensive/im possible (i.e. the upper bounds are at 1 ). Ifevery sum

ranged from 0 to R,to have good expansionsR would have to be prohibitively large. In this section we

describe a m ore e� cient way to group the sum m ands to signi� cantly decrease com putationaltim e and

m axim ize the m arginalposteriorwhich willm ake thism ore com putationally tractable forthe M arketing

scientist.W ealso notethatdueto thehigh degreeofnon-linearity and thein� niteseriesexpansion,there

doesnotexista closed-form solution fortheoptim alparam etervalues,
̂ ,by sim ply solving the� rst-order

condition equation
@ logL

@

= 0. W e therefore use num ericalm ethods to obtain the m axim um m arginala

posteriorivalues.

O ne com m on approach to determ ining the optim alvalues is to use a m ultivariate Newton’s m ethod.

Unfortunately,in m any ofthe sim ulationsinvestigated here,the 
 atnessofthe surface around the m ode

and the m ulti-m odality ofthe m arginalposteriorled to poorconvergence;however,we expectforlarger

(and di� erent) data sets,Newton’s m ethod m ay becom e feasible and hence we include the closed-form

� rst,second,and cross derivatives in AppendixD. W e also note that one reason for our choice ofthe

G am m a distribution was that the resulting expansions (see Theorem 2.2) are elem entary functions of

the param etersbp and np,and hence have elem entary closed-form expansionsfortheirderivatives. This

facilitates calculations of elasticities, shown to be crucialin determ ining optim alm arketing strategies

(Russelland Bolton,1988).

W ethereforeinstead resorted to evaluating (18)in a grid overtheparam eterspace,and then choosing

thevaluethatm axim ized them arginalposterior.Thatis,thebeauty and valueofourexpansionsisthatit

allowsusto calculateH i rapidly even form any grid points.However,thisisassum ingthatwecan truncate

each ofthe sum m ationsata com putationally feasiblevalue,an approach wenow describe.

Astheexpansion standsin (18),withoutcarefulthought,only m oderatesizesforJ and N i arefeasible.

In any num ericalcalculation,the in� nite sum s m ust be truncated. For sim plicity and for explicative

purposes,assum e each sum ranges from 0 to R � 1. As there are JN i sum m ations,we have a totalof

R JN i term s to evaluate. Additionally, we have a product over p 2 f1;:::;P g attributes, and then a
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productorsum overi2 f1;:::;Ig households.Ifwessum e allN i = N forpurposesofapproxim ating the

com putationalcom plexity,thenum berofcom putationsrequiredisthereforeoforderP
Q

i
R JN i = P I� RJN .

Aswewantto determ inethevaluesfortheparam etersbp;np thatm axim izetheintegralgiven in (18),

two com m on approaches,Newton’sM ethod orevaluating in a grid,can theoretically bedone(especially as

we have explicitform ulas);however,the num berofterm sm akesdirectcom putation from thisexpansion

(i.e.withoutcom putationalsavingsasdescribed below)im practicalatpresentcom puting speeds.Foreach

param eter,weneed to calculateon theorderofP I� RJN term sforjustone iteration ofNewton’sM ethod

orevaluation oflogL fora grid approach.W ediscussa way to re-group theterm sin theexpansion which

greatly reducesthe com putationaltim e and allowsusto handlelargertriples(R;J;N i).

W eshow below in detailthatwhatallowsustosucceed isthatitispossibletore-groupthecom putations

in such away thatwehavealengthy initialcom putation,whoseresultswestorein adata� le.From this,it

ispossibleto evaluatethelog-likelihood (orderivativesifusing Newton’sm ethod)atallpointsofinterest

extrem ely rapidly. The reason such a savings as described below is possible,in som e sense,is that the

com putationsfactorinto two com ponents,and m ostofthecom putationsarethesam eforallvaluesofthe

param etersand hence only need to be done once.

Considerthe caseofP attributes:p 2 f1;2;:::;P g.W e then havex-vectors

xi;p = (xi11;p;:::;xiJN i;p); p 2 f1;:::;P g: (19)

Assum eallxijt;p areintegers;thisisnotaterribly restrictiveassum ption
1,and can besim ply accom plished

by changing the scalewe use to m easurethe xijt;p’s.The advantageofhaving integerX ’sisthatwe now

have Diophantine equations,and powerfultechniques are available to count the num ber ofsolutions to

such equationsand hence \judge" the feasiblevaluesof(R;J;N i).

Fornotationalconveniencelet~k = (ki11;:::;kiJN i
),~1= (1;:::;1)and

Yi;p =
X

j

X

t

yijtxijt;p

K i;p =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p = Yi;p +

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

kijtxijt;p: (20)

Recallfrom (18)thatwhen the �i;p areindependently drawn from G am m a distributionsthat

H i =

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
P

J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt

PY

p= 1

1

(1+ bpK i;p)
np
: (21)

Fix an i2 f1;:::;Ig.W eseethat(21)dependsweakly on ~k;by (20),allthatm attersarethedotproducts

~k� ~xi;p and theparity of(� 1)
~k�~1.Letr= (r1;:::;rP )bea P -tupleofnon-negativeintegers.Foreach ~k we

countthe num berofsolutionsto the system ofDiophantine equations~k � ~xi;p = rp (p 2 f1;:::;P g)while

recording the sign of(� 1)
P

j

P

t
kijt = (� 1)

~k�~1.Explicitly,we m ay re-write(18)from Theorem 2.2 as

T heorem 2.3. SetYi;p =
P

j

P

t
yijtxijt;p and

S(M ) = fv :v = (v1;:::;vM );vl2 f0;1;2;3;:::gg

K i(x;r;+ ) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rp;(� 1)
~k�~1 = + 1g

K i(x;r;� ) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rp;(� 1)
~k�~1 = � 1g: (22)

Assum e the �i;p are independently drawn from Gam m a distributions with param eters (bp;np). Then

P (Y j
 )=
Q I

i= 1
H i with

H i =
X

r2S(P )

K i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� )
Q

p
(1+ bpYi;p + bprp)

np
: (23)

1This isnot restrictive even foran attribute like price. M any studies are done with a discrete set ofinteger pricesand in

other cases,even ifthere were a fairly m oderate num ber,the m odelcan handle italbeitwith increased com putation.

10



There isa large com putationalstartup costin solving (22),butfuture com putationsare signi� cantly

faster.W ecalculateK i(x;r;� )once,and storetheresultsin a data � le.Then,in subsequentcalculations,

we need only inputthe new valuesforbp and np (oreven bettercalculate the valuesform ultiple bp and

np sim ultaneously ifweareevaluating overa grid).Theadvantageofsuch an expansion isthatsuccessive

term sinvolving largerr decay with ~k� ~xi;p.Thus,wedo notwantto truncatethesum
P

kij1
� � �

P

kijP
by

having each sum rangefrom 0 to R � 1;instead,wewantto considerthe k-tupleswherethedotproducts

are sm all,as the k-dependence is weak (the expansion depends only on the value of~k � ~xi;p). From a

com putationalpointofview,thereisenorm oussavingsin such grouping.

Todeterm inehow m any term sareneeded forthistruncation to bea good approxim ation to thein� nite

expansion requiresan analysisofK i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� ).W esketch som estraightforward,generalbounds

in Appendix C.W e do notexploitthe gain from the factorsof(1+ bpYi;p + bprp)
�n p so thatourbounds

willapply to the m ore generalcasesthatwe considerlater(explicitly,the m ultivariate distributionswith

good closed-form m om ent generating functions ofSection 3). O ne other point to note and which will

greatly im prove the convergence ofthe truncated expansionsis to introduce translationsin the G am m a

distributions,which willgive exponentially convergent factors. Assum e each �i;p � �;for � sm all(e.g.

0.0001),from a practicalpointofview such an assum ption is harm lessas a coe� cient restricted to this

rangeisnotpractically di� erentthan one restricted to be greaterthan orequalto 0.Explicitly,we draw

�i;p from G (z� �;bp;np)ratherthan G (z;bp;np).Sim ilarargum entsasbeforeyield

H i = e
�Y i;p�

X

r2S(P )

PY

p= 1

(K i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� ))e
�r p�

(1+ bpYi;p + bprp)
np

: (24)

AsK i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� )growsatm ostpolynom ially (see Theorem C.4 in Appendix B),itisclearthe

aboveexpansion converges(and forreasonablevalues,itwillconvergem orerapidly than when � = 0).

2.3.2 N um ericalSim ulations

To dem onstrate the e� cacy ofourapproach given in (21),we ran a seriesofnum ericalsim ulations. The

results reported here are from two sets ofthe m any sim ulations conducted,the rem ainder ofwhich are

available upon request. The � rst sim ulation design was chosen to be com putationalfeasible; however,

withoutlossofgenerality itcontainsallthe elem entsthatare required to generalize ourresults.In som e

sense,due to itsm axim alsparsenessin inform ation,itisthe m oststricttestofourapproach.

Speci� cally,wereporthere� rston a seriesofsim ulationswith the following design:

� P = 1,one attributeperobservation,

� JNi = 1,onebrand and oneobservation perhousehold,

� I = 1000,onethousand households,

� 0� ki � R with R (the num berofpolynom ialexpansion term s)equalto 100,

� a = 1 (the G am m a distribution)forvariouschoicesofband n,and

� untranslated G am m a distribution (i.e.� = 0 in (24)).

Allsim ulationswererun using M atlab on a 1.9G HZ athlon processorwith 192M b ofRAM ,a very m odest

com puting m achine in today’sstandards.

For each b1 and n1 pair,25 sim ulates were run by: (i) choosing I = 1000 values of�ip= 1 from a

G (z;b1;n1). The values ofxijt were selected from the values (1;2;3) with equalprobability,and then

arbitrarily scaled by a constantcto m akethe valuesof�i;p � xijt reasonableso asto allow forenough 0/1

variation in theyijt.Then foreach ofthe25 sim ulates,wenum erically approxim ated P (Y j
 )asgiven by

(21)and then m axim ized the resulting m arginallikelihood,asa function of
 ,using a grid ofvalues. In

particular,weutilized agrid sizeofdim ension 5� 7centered at(b1;n1)with spacingsof:1(thiswasreached
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afterconsiderableem piricaltesting to ensureenough � nenessand thatthesolutionswerenotoccurring on

the boundary ofthe grid).

W e sum m arize our results in the table below: the true values ofb1 and n1,the m ean and standard

deviation over25 replicatesofthe estim ated values,and the t-statisticsforboth band n.

(b1;n1) (b1; n1) (�b1;�n1
) t-stat(b1) t-stat(n1)

(5,14) (5.21,14.86) (1.40,3.36) 0.76 1.29

(10,28) (10.72,26.38) (1.46,3.17) 2.46 -2.55

(9,9) (9.06,9.64) (2.41,2.37) 0.12 1.36

(18,18) (17.39,18.62) (2.28,2.40) -1.34 1.30

(11.5,6.5) (10.65,7.38) (2.46,2.03) -1.73 2.16

(23,13) (23.93,12.63) (2.35,1.43) 1.97 -1.30

To assess whether the sim ulate values are in accordance with the true values,we conducted t-tests

for each ofthe param eters and sim ulated conditions. This resulted in 12 signi� cance tests,allofwhich

correspond to a t-distribution with 24 degreesoffreedom (note we did 25 sim ulates).Using the com m on,

albeit conservative,Bonferroniadjustm ent m ethod for m ultiple com parisons,we note the criticalvalue

of3.167 in absolute value ofwhich none ofthe com parisons is close (the corresponding value for one

com parison is 2.064,which 9 ofthe 12 are lessthan). Thissuggestsa very adequate � tofourapproach

and thereforethesizeofR in ourpolynom ialexpansions.O thersim ulations,notshown,suggested higher

valuesofR provided even greateraccuracy.

The six setofsim ulationswerechosen to be indicative ofthree possible settings,b1 > n1;b1 = n1 and

b1 < n1. W e then replicated these three settings by scaling each ofthe values ofb and n by a factor

of2. In this way we are able to show that it is not a particular ordering ofb1 and n1 that m atters

nor the relative sizes ofthem . Note again,as above,that this sim ulation test ofour approach is ultra-

conservativein thatwehavetested ourm ethod usingJ� Ni = 1and I = 1000,m odestvalues.Thatis,with

sim ply oneobservation perhousehold and 1000 households,ourapproach isaccurately ableto reconstruct

the heterogeneity distribution from which the �i;p were derived. This result was also not dependent on

I= 1000,asshown below,and hence would have led to even fasterprocessing tim e.O urbeliefisthatthis

isa strong signalofthe e� cacy ofourapproach.

A second series ofsim ulations with m ore generalconditions was conducted in which the num ber of

attributeswasincreased to P = 2.The purpose wasto see how wellm ultiple G am m a distributionscould

bedetected.Therearenow fourparam eters(b1;n1;b2;n2).To havethesesim ulationsrun in a com parable

tim eastheprevious,wechoseI = 250,R = 40,a grid ofsize4� 4� 4� 4 centered at(b1;n1;b2;n2)with

a grid spacing of:5 units,and 10 sim ulatesforeach condition.W e sum m arizethe resultsbelow.

(b1;n1;b2;n2) (b1;n1;b2;n2) (�b1;�n1
;�b2;�n2

)
t-stat

(b1)

t-stat

(n1)

t-stat

(b2)

t-stat

(n2)

(9,9,18,18) (8.60,8.75,17.9,18.1) (2.12,2.20,1.96,2.25) -.60 -.36 -.16 .14

(11.5,6.5,23,13) (11.3,6.80,22.3,12.8) (1.77,1.95,2.08,1.96) -.36 .49 -1.14 -.40

(5,14,23,13) (4.85,13.9,24.15 14.05) (1.56,1.76,1.55,1.28) -.30 -.18 2.35 2.60

Thisresulted in 12 signi� cancetests,allwhich correspond to a t-distribution with 9 degreesoffreedom

(note we did 10 sim ulates). Using the com m on,albeit conservative,Bonferroniadjustm ent m ethod for

m ultiplecom parisons,wenotethecriticalvalueof3.81 in absolutevalueofwhich noneofthecom parisons

isclose(the corresponding valueforone com parison is2.26,which ten ofthe twelvevaluesarelessthan).

Thissuggestsa very adequate� tofourapproach and thereforethesizeofR in ourpolynom ialexpansions.

O ur� ndingssuggestagain thegenerale� cacy ofourapproach asnoneofthesigni� cancetestsindicate

divergencebetween the trueand estim ated param etervalues.

2.3.3 C om parison w ith M onte C arlo M arkov C hain M ethods

As m entioned previously,and described in detailin Appendix C,one aspect ofour theoreticalresults

that requires study is its com putationalfeasibility due to the large num ber ofsum m ands. As the exact
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resultsin Theorem 2.2 orTheorem 2.3 haveuppersum lim itsatin� nity,weconducted an additionalsm all

scale sim ulation to assess the e� cacy ofour m ethod under the truncation approxim ation. To act as a

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

m odelwith non-conjugategam m a priorsasperSection 2)to assessboth thecom putation accuracy forour

approach and itsaccuracy perunittim e com pared to established extantm ethods. Allanalyseswere run

on a Pentium IV 3.3M HZ processorwith 2G B ofRAM .Fora m oreaccuratecom parison oftim eswewrote

a C program ratherthan a M atlab program (asin 2.3.2)forevaluating the truncated sum s.

In particular,we sim ulated data for I = 1000 households,N i = 1 or 5 observations per household,

generated by a m ultinom iallogitm odel(see (2))with P = 1 covariates.Each household’svalue of�i was

drawn from a G am m a distribution2 with b = 5 and n = 14. To analyze ourapproach,we evaluated the

approxim ated m arginallikelihood (m arginalized over�i)overa grid (ofsize21� 21)using theDiophantine

com putation savingsby only looking atsum swith k1+ � � � + kN i
� R forvariouschoicesofR (ascom pared

to N i sum s where each wentfrom 0 to R,which leads to the inclusion ofm any sum m ands ofnegligible

size).

W hen N i = 5 the Bayesian M CM C sam pler for 6000 iterations for 3 chains (0.01667 seconds per

iteration)took about50 seconds,wheretheconvergencediagnosticofG elm an and Rubin (1992)indicated

convergence after approxim ately 3000 iterations (hence 9000 observations available for estim ation after

burn-in). ForN i = 1 the Bayesian M CM C sam plerfor6000 iterationsfor3 chains(0.01667 secondsper

iteration)took about20 seconds.

FortheC program based on ourtruncated seriesexpansions,theapproxim ationsdepend on theparity

ofR (ifR iseven then the� nalsum m andsallhavea factorof+ 1,whileifR isodd the� nalsum m andsall

have a factorof� 1). Thusifthe resulting valuesatthe grid pointsare stable fortwo consecutive values

ofR,we have alm ostsurely included enough term sin ourtruncation. ForN i = 1 there wasabouta 2%

di� erence in valueswhen R = 100 and 101 (about12 seconds);there wasabouta .2% di� erencein values

when R = 200 and 201 (about24 seconds).Theserun-tim escom parefavorably with thoseoftheBayesian

M CM C sam pler.Form oreobservationsperhousehold,however,theBayesian M CM C sam plerdoesbetter.

The problem ,as shown in Appendix C,is that the num ber ofsum m ands with k1 + � � � + kN i
� R is a

polynom ialin R ofdegree N i. W hen N i = 5 and R = 6 the program ran for about 40 seconds,and

when N i = 5 and R = 7 the run-tim e wasabout64 seconds;while these valuesofR are too sm allto see

convergencein thetruncated series,forthesedata setsthe seriesexpansion isstillim plem entable,though

ata costofa signi� cantly greaterrun-tim e.

Thusourseriesexpansions,with the presentcom puting power,are com parable to existing num erical

m ethods only in the case ofone observation per household,though they can stillbe im plem ented in a

reasonableam ountoftim e form ultiple observations.

2.4 G eneralizations ofthe U nivariate G am m a D istribution

W e describe severalnaturalgeneralizations ofour m odel. W e assum e for each i that �i;1;:::;�i;P are

independentbelow;seeSection 3 forrem oving thisassum ption aswell.

At the expense ofusing specialfunctions, we m ay easily rem ove the assum ption that the �i;p are

drawn from a G am m a distribution;however,as the research currently stands,we stillm ust assum e the

�i;p are drawn from one-sided distributions. In the case ofjust one attribute,it is straightforward to

generalize our m ethods to handle �i;p drawn from any distribution (we split the integration into three

parts, �i;p < �;j�i;pj � �;�i;p > �); a naturaltopic for future research is to handle �i;p drawn from

two-sided distributionswith m ultiple attributes.

2.4.1 W eakening �i;p > �

The assum ption that�i;p > � isproblem aticifwedesireto testthe hypothesisthat�i;p = 0.To thisend,

foreach �i;p weconsiderinstead ofan �-translated G am m adistribution a0-pointm assG am m aDistribution

2Com putation tim e was essentially invariant over the exact values ofb and n chosen. The run-tim e is a polynom ialin R

ofdegree N i;further em piricaltesting isneeded to ascertain how wellour approach worksin these settings.
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given by

wp�(�i;p)+ (1� wp)G (�i;p � �;bp;np): (25)

In the above,�(x)isthe Dirac Delta Functionalwith unitm assconcentrated atthe origin;wp 2 [0;1]is

a weightand can be interpreted asa \weightofevidence" for�i;p = 0. Itiseasier,though by no m eans

necessary,to obtain closed-form integralsifweassum einstead thatwehave

wp

IY

i= 1

�(�i;p)d�i;p + (1� wp)

IY

i= 1

G (�i;p � �;bp;np)d�i;p: (26)

Thatis,fora given attribute,either�i;p = 0 forallhouseholds,orthey are alldrawn from a translated

G am m a distribution.

Note,we now haveeither translated G am m a distributionsor delta m asses.Ifeverything were a delta

m ass,wewould be leftwith (� 1)
~k�~1.In thiscase,wewould notusethegeom etricseriesexpansion,asthe

integration istrivial.

The expansionsare m ore involved ifwe have som e delta m assesand som e non-delta m asses(varying

acrossattributes). W e would have to go through the sam e argum entsasabove to estim ate convergence,

butinstead ofhaving P term sin the exponentials,wewould haveP � 1,P � 2,and so on.

A strongerassum ption,leading to the easiestintegration,isthe following:

w

IY

i= 1

PY

p= 1

�(�i;p)d�i;p + (1� w)

IY

i= 1

PY

p= 1

G D (�i;p � �;bp;np)d�i;p: (27)

Thatis,either everythingisfrom adelta m ass,or everythingisfrom som etranslated G am m a distribution,

with a translation of�.In thisinstance,ourapproach can be directly applied.

2.4.2 Linear C om binations ofG am m a D istributions

W e can increasethe 
 exibility ofthe m odelby considering linearcom binationsofG am m a distributions:

wp;1G (�i;p � �;bp;1;np;1)+ � � � + wp;C G (�i;p � �;bp;C ;np;C ); (28)

where

8p :wp;1 + � � � + wp;C = 1; wp;c 2 [0;1]: (29)

W e can regard the weightsaseithernew,additionalparam eters,or� xed,and (17)becom es

Z
1

�i;p= 0

e
�K i;p�i;p

CX

c= 1

wp;cG (�i;p � �;bp;c;np;c)d�i;p =

CX

c= 1

wp;c e
�K i;p�

(1+ bp;cK i;p)
np;c

: (30)

Theessentialpointisthat,in theaboveintegration,K i;p doesnotdepend on c.Thus,wewillstillhavethe

com putationalsavings,and need only countthe solutionsto the Diophantinesystem once.Thedi� erence

iswe now havem oreterm sto evaluate,butwestillhaverapid savings,and (24)becom es

T heorem 2.4. Notation asin Theorem 2.3,letthe �i;p be independently drawn from linear com binations

ofGam m a distributions asin (28).Then P (Y j
 )=
Q I

i= 1
H i with

H i = e
�Y i;p�

CX

c= 1

X

r2S(P )

PY

p= 1

wp;c(K i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� ))e
�r p�

(1+ bp;cYi;p + bp;crp)
np;c

: (31)
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2.4.3 M ore G eneralO ne-Sided D istributions

Thereisno a priorireason ornecessity to choose�i;p from a G am m a distribution G (�i;p;bp;np)(orlinear

com binationsofthese).Becausewewereassum ingthe�i;p � 0(later,when wewanted �i;p � �,thism erely

caused ustostudy translated G am m adistributions),itisnaturaltochooseaone-sided,
 exibledistribution

such asthe G am m a distribution.Ifwe take any one-sided distribution and translate,we obtain a sim ilar

form ula asin (23)or(24).Theonly di� erencewould bethefunctionalform ofthenon-Diophantinepiece.

Theexponentialdecay (arising from therequirem entthat�i;p � �)isstillpresent;itcam esolely from the

geom etricseriesexpansions.

Aswehavenotbeen usingpropertiesoftheintegration ofan exponentialagainstaG am m adistribution

to obtain ourconvergence bounds,ourargum entsare stillapplicable;however,in generalwe don’thave

sim pleclosed-form expansionswith elem entary functions.Atthecostofintroducing new specialfunctions,

wecould handlesigni� cantly m oregeneralone-sided distributions.O urintegration lem m a (Lem m a2.1)is

trivially m odi� ed,and westillhavecom putationalsavings.Asweshallseein Theorem 3.1,ourm ethod is

directly applicable to any distribution (univariate orm ultivariate)with a closed-form m om entgenerating

function.

Therearetwo costs.The� rstisthe introduction ofnew specialfunctionsin the expansionsofthe Hi;

however,by tabulating these functions once,subsequentevaluationscan be done e� ciently. The second

di� culty is that, if one attem pts to use Newton’s M ethod, closed-form elem entary expansions of the

derivativesareno longeravailablein m any cases;forcaseswheretheexpansionsexist,onem ustcalculate

the partialderivativesin a m annersim ilarto thatin Appendix D (forthe G am m a distribution).

3 IN C O R PO R AT IN G C O VA R IA N C ES:T H E

M U LT IVA R IAT E G A M M A M O D EL

O urpreviousinvestigationshaveassum ed thatthehouseholds’�i;1;:::;�i;P areindependentand that

�i;1;:::;�i;P areindependently drawn from G am m a distributions(with di� erentparam etersforeach �i;p).

In x2.4wehaveseen how to generalizeto thecasewhen the�i;p arestillindependentbutdrawn from other

distributions. W e now discussanothergeneralization,nam ely rem oving the independence assum ption of

the �i;p and thusallowing non-zero covariances.

Letusassum ethatthe householdsarestillindependent;however,�i;1;:::;�i;P areno longerassum ed

to be independent.Letusassum ethatforeach household these aredrawn from som edistribution

G (�i;1;:::;�i;P ;~b) = G (�i;~b); (32)

where~bissom esetofparam eters.O urpreviouswork in Section 2 isthe case

~b = (bi;1;:::;bi;P ;ni;1;:::;ni;P )

G (�i;~b) =

PY

i= 1

1

� (ni;p)

�
�i;p

bi;p

� ni;p

e
�� i;p=bi;p: (33)

By using am ultivariatedistribution wecan capturecorrelationsbetween thecoe� cientsofdi� erentbrands

(theunivariatedistribution of(33)hasallcovarianceszero),orin generalthecoe� cientsofthecovariates.

Aswe no longerassum e thatG factorsinto distributionsforeach �i;p,(14)isno longervalid and we
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now m ustanalyze,foreach household i,

H i =

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
P

J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt

�

PY

p= 1

e
�

�P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p

�

�i;p
G (�i;~b)d�i;p

=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

e
�K i;1�i;1 � � � e

�K i;P �i;P � G (�i;~b)d�i;1 � � � d�i;P ; (34)

whereasbefore

K i;p =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p; ~k�~1 =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

kijt: (35)

O fcourse,forgeneralG itwillbedi� cultto evaluate(34)in a tractableform fornum ericalcom puta-

tion. O ne ofthe advantagesofourpreviousm ethod isthatthe integralofan exponentialand a gam m a

distribution wasanothergam m a distribution,and thusthe integralswhich arose were sim ple expressions

ofthe param eters.

There are two naturalways to proceed. For a generalm ultivariate distribution G we willbe unable

to develop a closed-form expression forthe integralin (34)thatisanalogousto the one we found forthe

case ofthe �i;p’s independently drawn from G am m a distributions (Lem m a 2.1). Instead we could series

expand therem aining exponentials,recognizing theresulting integralsasthe m om entsofthe m ultivariate

distribution.

Alternatively,ifG hasaknown closed-form expression foritsm om entgeneratingfunction,then wem ay

recognize(34)assim ply evaluating thism om entgenerating function at(t1;:::;tP )= (� K i;1;:::;� K i;P ).

Unfortunately som etim es the m om ent generating functions only exist for suitably restricted (t1;:::;tP ),

in which casewecom binethisapproach with the seriesexpansion forthe rem aining P -tuples.W e present

these detailsbelow.

3.1 Series Expansion for P(Y j
)

3.1.1 G eneralM ultivariate G

Foreach ofthe P exponentialterm se�K i;p�i;p wem ay expand in a geom etricseries,

e
�K i;p�i;p =

1X

‘p= 0

(� K i;p�i;p)
‘p

‘p!
: (36)

Thus(34)becom es

H i =

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

e
�K i;1�i;1 � � � e

�K i;P �i;P � G (�i;~b)d�i;1 � � � d�i;P

=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

1X

‘1;:::;‘P = 0

(� K i;1�i;1)
‘1

‘1!
� � �

(� K i;P �i;P )
‘P

‘P !
G (�i;~b)d�i;1 � � � d�i;P

=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

1X

‘1;:::;‘P = 0

(� K i;1)
‘1 � � � (� Ki;P )

‘P

‘1!� � � ‘P !
�‘1;:::;‘P ; (37)
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where

�‘1;:::;‘P =

Z
1

0

� � �

Z
1

0

�
‘1
i;1 � � � �

‘P
i;P

� G (�i;1;:::;�i;P ;~b)d�i;1 � � � d�i;P : (38)

W e thus obtain a closed-form expression again, except now we have additional sum m ations over

‘1;:::;‘P . Here �‘1;:::;‘P is the (‘1;:::;‘P ) non-centered m om ent ofthe distribution G . For a general

distribution these m ay be di� cult to evaluate explicitly; we need a one-sided distribution (with som e

param eters~b)thatis
 exible in term sofshapeaswellashaving good form ulasforthem om ents�‘1;:::;‘P .

O ur com binatorialresults from Section 2.3.1 (where we were able to re-arrange calculations to save

com putationaltim e) depended crucially on the fact that the exponentialversus gam m a integrals from

before led to sim ple expansionssuch as(1+ bpK i;p)
�n p ;these expansions did notdepend on the actual

valuesofki11;:::;kiJN i
butonly som elinearcom binations(dotproducts).Thuswestillhavecom binatorial

savingsin the kijt sum s.

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

Let�i = (�i;1;:::;�i;P )bedistributed accordingtoam ultivariatedensityG (�i;~b).Them om entgenerating

function ofG isgiven by

M �i(t1;:::;tP ) = E

�
e
t1�i;1+ ���+ tP �i;P

�
; (39)

wherethe expectation iswith respectto G ;i.e.,

M �i(t1;:::;tP ) =

Z

�i;1

� � �

Z

�i;P

e
t1�i;1+ ���+ tP �i;P G (�i;1;:::;�i;P ;~b)d�i;1 � � � d�i;P : (40)

Depending on the distribution,the m om entgenerating function m ay existforallP -tuples(t1;:::;tP ),or

instead only forsuitably restricted P -tuples.W e im m ediately obtain

T heorem 3.1. Assum e the m om entgenerating function M �i(t1;:::;tP )for the m ultivariate distribution

G (�i;~b)= G (�i;1;:::;�i;P ;~b)existsfor all(t1;:::;tP ).Then P (Y j
 )=
Q I

i= 1
H i,where

H i =

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1
M �i(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P ); (41)

with

K i;p =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p; ~k�~1 =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

kijt: (42)

3.2 M ultivariate G am m a D istributions

W elistseveralversionsofM ultivariateG am m a distributions(with non-zerocovariances)thathaveclosed-

form expressionsfortheir m om entgenerating functions,and thus satisfy the conditionsofTheorem 3.1.

For additionalm ultivariate distributions see Appendix B. Allpage and equation references in Sections

3.2.1 and 3.2.2 and arefrom K otz,Balakrishnan and Johnson 2000.

3.2.1 (C heriyan and R am abhadran’s) B ivariate G am m a (pages 432{435)

Recallthe G am m a distribution with param eter� > 0 isgiven by

pY (y) =

(
� (�)�1 y��1e�y ify > 0

0 otherwise.
(43)

Ithasm ean �,variance�,and itsm om entgenerating function is

M Y (t) = (1� t)�� ; (44)
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which exists for allt< 1. Let Yi for i2 f0;1;2g be independent G am m a distributed random variables

with param eters�i,and fori2 f1;2g setX i = Y0 + Yi.The density function of(X 1;X 2)is

pX 1;X 2
(x1;x2) =

e�(x 1+ x2)

� (�0)� (�1)� (�2)

Z m in(x1;x2)

0

y
�0�1

0 (x1 � y0)
�1�1 (x2 � y0)

�2�1 e
y0dy0; (45)

the bivariategam m a density,equation (48.5).The correlation coe� cientofX 1 and X 2 is

Corr(X 1;X 2) =
�0

p
(�0 + �1)(�0 + �2)

: (46)

As�0 > 0 (since Y0 isG am m a distributed)the correlation coe� cientispositive,see (48.7).The m om ent

generating function is

M X 1;X 2
(t1;t2) = (1� t1 � t2)

�� 0(1� t1)
�� 1(1� t2)

�� 2 (47)

and existsforall(t1;t2)with t1 + t2 < 1 and ti < 1,see(48.10).

3.2.2 M ultivariate G am m a D istributions

W em ay generalizetheargum entsfrom Section 3.2.1and considerthejointdistribution ofX p = �p(Y0+ Yp)

for i 2 f1;:::;P g and �p > 0 with Y0;:::;YP independent G am m a distributed random variables with

param eters �0;:::;�P . IfP = 2 G hirtis has called this the double-gam m a distribution. For generalP

itissim ilarto M athaiand M oschopoulos’M ultivariate G am m a distribution (pages465{470),and taking

�p = 1 weobtain Freund’sM ultivariateExponentialdistribution (pages388{391).Them om entgenerating

function is

M X 1;:::;X P
(t1;:::;tP ) = E

�
e
t1X 1+ ���+ tP X P

�

= E

h

e
�1t1(Y0+ Y1)+ ���+ �P tP (Y0+ YP )

i

= E

h

e
(�1t1+ ���+ �P tP )Y0

i

� E

�
e
�1t1Y1

�
� � � E

�
e
�P tP YP

�

= (1� �1t1 � � � � � �P tP )
�� 0(1� �1t1)

�� 1 � � � (1� �P tP )
�� P ; (48)

which exists for all(t1;:::;tP ) such that �1t1 + � � � + �P tP < 1 and each tp < ��1p . For our applica-

tions such restrictions are harm less,as in Theorem 3.1 we evaluate the m om ent generating function at

(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P )and each K i;p � 0.

In fact,wem ay generalizeeven further.

Lem m a 3.2 ((G eneralized) M ultivariate G am m a D istribution). LetY0;1;:::;Y0;M ;Y1;:::;YP be

independentGam m a distributionswith param eters�0;1;:::;�0;M ;�1;:::;�P .For �p;m ;�p � 0 let

X p = (�p;1Y0;1 + � � � + �p;M Y0;M ) + �pYp; p 2 f1;:::;P g: (49)

Then the m om entgenerating function is

M X 1;:::;X P
(t1;:::;tP ) =

MY

m = 1

 

1�

PX

p= 1

�p;m tp

! �� 0;m

�

PY

p= 1

(1� �ptp)
�� p (50)

and existsforalltuples(t1;:::;tP )where
P P

p= 1
�p;m tp < 1 foreach m and tp < ��1p foreach p.Forr6= s

the covariances are

Covar(X r;X s) =

MX

m = 1

�r;m �s;m �0;m ; (51)
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and the correlation coe� cientsare

Corr(X r;X s) =

P M

m = 1
�r;m �s;m �0;m

q

�2r;1�0;1 + � � � + �2
r;M

�0;M + �2rY
2
r

q

�2s;1�0;1 + � � � + �2
s;M

�0;M + �2sY
2
s

: (52)

Proof. The m om entgenerating function is

M X 1;:::;X P
(t1;:::;tP ) = E

�
e
t1X 1+ ���+ tP X P

�

= E

h

e
P

P

p= 1
(�p;1Y0;1+ ���+ �p;M Y0;M + �pYp)tp

i

= E

h

e
P

P

p= 1
�p;1tpY0;1

i

� � � E

h

e
P

P

p= 1
�p;M tpY0;M

i

� E

�
e
�1t1Y1

�
� � � E

�
e
�P tP YP

�

=

MY

m = 1

 

1�

PX

p= 1

�p;m tp

! �� 0;m

�

PY

p= 1

(1� �ptp)
�� p; (53)

which existsfortuples(t1;:::;tP )where
P P

p= 1
�p;m tp < 1 foreach m and tp < ��1p foreach p. Forour

applicationssuch restrictionsareharm less,asin Theorem 3.1 weevaluatethem om entgenerating function

at(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P )and each K i;p � 0.Thecovariancesand correlation coe� cientsareeasilydeterm ined

in thiscase.Asthe Y0;m and Yp areindependent,forr6= s

Covar(X r;X s) = E [(�r;1Y0;1 + � � � + �r;M Y0;M + �rYr)(�s;1Y0;1 + � � � + �s;M Y0;M + �sYs)]

= � E [�r;1Y0;1 + � � � + �r;M Y0;M + �rYr]� E [�s;1Y0;1 + � � � + �s;M Y0;M + �sYs]

= E [(�r;1Y0;1 + � � � + �r;M Y0;M )(�s;1Y0;1 + � � � + �s;M Y0;M )]

= � E [�r;1Y0;1 + � � � + �r;M Y0;M ]� E [�s;1Y0;1 + � � � + �s;M Y0;M ]

=

MX

u= 1

MX

v= 1

�r;u�s;v (E[Y0;uY0;v]� E[Y0;u]� E[Y0;v])

=

MX

m = 1

�r;m �s;m Var(Y0;m )

=

MX

m = 1

�r;m �s;m �0;m (54)

and the correlation coe� cientfollowsim m ediately.

Finally,toobtain an even m ore
 exibledistribution,wem ayconsiderlinearcom binationsofm ultivariate

G am m a functions. The m ethods ofSection 2.4.2 are im m ediately applicable and yield an extension of

Theorem 3.1.

3.3 C om putationalSavings for M ultivariate D istributions

Forageneralm ultivariatedistribution G asin x3.1.1,thee� ciency ofourexpansion isrelated totherateof

growth ofthem om ents,which determ inesthe num berofterm sneeded in the seriesexpansions.However,

ifG hasa good closed-form expansion foritsm om entgenerating function (asin x3.1.2),then substantial

com putationalsavingsexist.W e study thecom putationalsavingsforsuch G below;wem ay takeG to be

the bivariate gam m a distribution with M G F given by (47),orthe m ultivariate generalizationsof(48)or

(50).

O ur assum ptions on the m om ent generating function ofG im ply the conditions for Theorem 3.1 are

satis� ed.Thusweobtain a closed-form seriesexpansion forHi:

H i =

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1
M �i(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P ); (55)
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whereasalways

K i;p =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

(yijt+ kijt)xijt;p; ~k�~1 =

JX

j= 1

N iX

t= 1

kijt: (56)

Note again thatH i dependsweakly on ~k;allthatm attersare the dotproducts~k � ~xi;p and the parity of

(� 1)
~k�~1.W eargueasin Theorem 2.3.Letr= (r1;:::;rP )bea P -tupleofnon-negativeintegers.Foreach

~k we countthe num berofsolutionsto the system ofDiophantine equations~k � ~xi;p = rp (p 2 f1;:::;P g)

while recording the sign of(� 1)
P

j

P

t
kijt = (� 1)

~k�~1.Then we have

T heorem 3.3. Set

S(M ) = fv :v = (v1;:::;vM );vl2 f0;1;2;:::gg

K i(x;r;+ ) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rp;(� 1)
~k�~1 = + 1g

K i(x;r;� ) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rp;(� 1)
~k�~1 = � 1g: (57)

Assum e the �i;p are drawn from a one-sided m ultivariate distribution with param eters~b and m om entgen-

erating function M �i(t1;:::;tP )de� ned when each tp � 0.Then P (Y j
 )=
Q I

i= 1
H i with

H i =
X

r2S(P )

(K i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� ))� M�i(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P ); (58)

and the com binatorialand Diophantine estim atesand boundsfrom Appendix C are stillapplicable,leading

again to enorm ouscom putationalsavings (after an initialone tim e costofdeterm ining the K i(x;r;� )).

Togain additionalsavingsin Theorem 3.3wem ayreplacethem ultivariatedistribution with atranslated

oneasin Section 2.3.1.

Further(atleastifweusethem ultivariatedistributionsfrom x3.2),H iisasum ofthem om entgenerating

function,and them om entgenerating function isreadily di� erentiablein term sofitsparam eters.Thuswe

again obtain closed-form expressionsforthe derivatives(seex2.3.1 and Appendix D),and thusforcertain

data sets(wherenow theparam etersm ay becorrelated)thereisthepossibility ofusing Newton’sM ethod

to determ ine the optim alvalues.

Probablythem osttractableand usefulm ultivariatedensity willbethem ultivariategam m adistribution

from Lem m a 3.2.W hileallcovarianceswillbenon-negative,them om entgenerating function,covariances

and correlation coe� cientsare given by very sim ple form ulas,and are easily evaluated and easily di� er-

entiated.M oreoverthem ultivariategam m a distribution can takeon a variety ofshapes,and asdiscussed

in x2.4 we m ay furtherincrease the adm issible shapesby considering linearcom binationsofm ultivariate

gam m a distributions.

4 C O N C LU SIO N

In thisresearchweobtain closed-form expansionsforthem arginalization ofthelogitlikelihood,allowing

ustom akedirectinferencesaboutthepopulation.In generaltheseexpansionsinvolvenew specialfunctions;

however,in the case where the distribution ofheterogeneity follows a G am m a or M ultivariate G am m a

distribution (or,in fullgenerality,any linearcom bination ofm ultivariatedistributionswith a closed-form

m om entgeneratingfunction de� ned forallnon-positiveinputs),by re-groupingtheterm sin theexpansions

weobtain a rapidly converging seriesexpansion ofelem entary functions.W eseparatethecalculationsinto

two pieces. The � rst piece is counting solutions to a system ofDiophantine equations (we are � nding
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non-negative integersolutions~k to ~k � ~xi;p = rp;these are linearequationswith integercoe� cients);the

second isevaluating certain integrations,which depend only on 
 and thevaluesoftheDiophantinesum s.

Theadvantageofthisapproach isclear{ weneed only do the� rstcalculationsonce.Thus,ifwehave

109 orso operationsthere,itisa one-tim ecost.W hen weneed to evaluatethefunctionsatrelated points

(say fortheNewton’sM ethod m axim ization oratthegrid points),weneed only evaluatethesum m ations

on r = (r1;:::;rP ) in (23),(24) or (58). This grouping ofterm s is an enorm ous savings;we count the

solutionsto these system sofequationsonce,and savethe resultsasexpansion coe� cients.

W hilethisresearch hasfocused on onespeci� ccase,thelogitm odel,and two speci� csetofpriors,the

G am m a(iftheresponsecoe� cientsareindependent)and M ultivariateG am m a(iftherem aybecorrelations

am ong the response coe� cients) distributions, 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

expansionsexistforanym ultivariatedistribution thathasaclosed-form m om entgeneratingfunction.Thus

ourexpansionscan incorporate correlationsam ong the coe� cientswithoutsacri� cing the com putational

gains.

Asexperiencewith puresim ulation approachesshows,i.e.thosethatarealternativestothatconsidered

here,itis never a bad thing to have an approach thatcan be used to explore the param eterspace (e.g.

m ode � nding) in advance ofrunning a sim ulation routine. W hether it is to get good starting values,or

sim ply to understand thepotentially m ultim odalnatureofa posteriorsurface,wehopethatresearch such

asthisprovidesvalueto researchersdoing applied problem s.

A G A M M A FA M ILY O F D IST R IB U T IO N S

G iven thepositivity restriction described in Section 1.2 forthe�i;p,wedesired a fam ily ofdistributions

de� ned on the positive realline thatwould be extrem ely 
 exible,allowing fora variety ofshapes ofthe

heterogeneitydistribution;and,ofcourse,beconjugatetothegeom etricseriesexpansion tothelogitm odel.

The G eneralized G am m a fam ily ofdistributions satis� es those requirem ents. As this work concentrated

on the G am m a distribution,weonly describethiscasebelow.

A .1 Plots

W e givea few plotsofthe G am m a distribution to illustratethe richnessofthe fam ily.

5 10 15 20

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

G (z;1,2),G (z;1.5,3),G (z;2,4).

W hile we develop the theory for�i;p drawn from a G am m a distribution,we could use a weighted sum of

G am m a distributionsaswell.
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0.075
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0.15

Sum ofW eighted G am m a distributions: 4

10
� G (z;1;2)+ 6

10
� G (z;1;5):

A .2 Integration Lem m a

W e proveLem m a 2.1:

Proof. W e have

e
�zd

G (z;b;n) = e
�zd

�
1

b� (n)

�
z

b

�n�1
e
�

z

b

=
1

b� (n)

�
z

b

�n�1
e
�

z

b=(1+ bd)

= (1+ bd)�n �
1

b

1+ bd
� (n)

�

�
z

b=(1+ bd)

� n�1

� e
z

b=(1+ bd)

= (1+ bd)�n G

�

z;
b

1+ bd
;n

�

: (59)

As b > 0 and d � 0,1+ bd > 0,and the above is wellde� ned. Note G (z; b

1+ bd
;n) is another G am m a

distribution and thereforeintegratesto 1.

B M U LT IVA R IAT E D EN SIT IES W IT H C LO SED FO R M

M O M EN T G EN ER AT IN G FU N C T IO N S

In addition to the M ultivariate G am m a distribution discussed in detailin Section 3,we describe two

additionalm ultivariate distributionsthathave closed-form expressionsfortheirm om entgenerating func-

tions.Assuch,thesedistributionssatisfy theconditionsofTheorem 3.1,and thuslead toclosed-form series

expansions. Allpage references and equation num bers are from K otz,Balakrishnan and Johnson 2000.

By no m eansisthislistexhaustive,butratherrepresentativeofthosem ultivariatedistributionswhich are

wellsuited to ourneeds.O therdistributionsareM oran-Downton’sBivariateExponential(pages371{377,

especially (47.75) and (47.76)), Freund’s M ultivariate Exponential(pages 388{391,especially (47.85)),

K ibble-M oran’s Bivariate G am m a (pages 436{437),Farlie-G um ble-M orgenstern Type Bivariate G am m a

(pages 441{442,especially (48.19)and (48.20)),and M athai-M oschopoulos’M ultivariate G am m a (pages

465{470,especially (48.61) and (48.62)). O ther interesting distributions include truncated m ultivariate

norm aldistributions;however,aswerequireone-sided distribution thesearenotasusefulasthoserelated
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to the G am m a distributions.

B .1 (A rnold and Strauss’s) B ivariate Exponential(pages 370{371)

Considerthe jointprobability density

pX 1;X 2
(x1;x2) =

(

A 12e
�� 12x1x2�� 1x1�� 2x2 ifx1;x2 > 0

0 otherwise,
(60)

where�1;�2;�12 > 0 and A 12 isthe norm alization constant.The m om entgenerating function isgiven by

M X 1;X 2
(t1;t2) = E

�
e
t1X 1+ t2X 2

�

= A 12

Z
1

0

Z
1

0

e
�� 12x1x2�� 1x1�� 2x2+ t1x1+ t2x2dx1dx2

= A 12

Z
1

0

e
�(� 2�t 2)x2

�Z
1

0

e
�(� 12x2+ �1�t 1)x1dx1

�

dx2

= A 12

Z
1

0

e
�(� 2�t 2)x2

dx2

�12x2 + �1 � t1

=
A 12

�12

Z
1

0

e
�(� 2�t 2)x2

dx2

x2 + (�1 � t1)�
�1
12

=
A 12

�12

Z
1

0

e
�u du

u + (�1 � t1)(�2 � t2)�
�1
12

=
A 12

�12
e
�(� 1�t 1)(�2�t 2)=�12 Ei

�

�
(�1 � t1)(�2 � t2)

�12

�

; (61)

where

Ei(z) = �

Z
1

�z

e
�t dt

t
(62)

isthe exponentialintegralfunction (the principalvalueistaken).The m om entgenerating function exists

for tp < �p. For our applications such restrictions are harm less, as in Theorem 3.1 we evaluate the

m om entgenerating function at(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P )and each K i;p � 0.Thenorm alization constantcan be

determ ined by setting t1 = t2 = 0:

A 12 = �12e
�1�2=�12 Ei

�

�
�1�2

�12

� �1

: (63)

B .2 (Freund’s) B ivariate Exponential(pages 355{356)

Freund considered the following situation: a two com ponent instrum ent has com ponents with lifetim es

having independentdensity functions(when both areoperating)of

pX p
=

(

�p e
�� pxp ifxp > 0

0 otherwise,
(64)

where�p > 0;however,when onecom ponentfailstheparam eterofthelifedistribution oftheotherchanges

to �0k.ThusX 1 and X 2 aredependentwith jointdensity function

pX 1;X 2
=

(
�1�

0

2e
��

0

2
x2�
 2x1 if0 � x1 < x2

�01�2e
��

0

1
x1�
 1x2 if0 � x2 < x1,

(65)

where
p = �1 + �2 � �0p;see(47.25).If
p 6= 0 then the m arginaldensity ofX p is

pX p
(xp) =

(�p � �0p)(�1 + �2)


p
e
�(� 1+ � 2)xp +

�0p�3�p


p
e
��

0

pxp; xp � 0: (66)
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As these are m ixtures ofexponentials,this distribution is also called the bivariate m ixture exponential.

The m om entgenerating function isgiven by

M X 1;X 2
(t1;t2) =

1

�1 + �2 � t1 � t2

�
�01�2

�01 � t1
+

�1�
0

2

�02 � t2

�

; (67)

which convergesfortp < �0p and t1 + t2 < �1 + �2;see (47.28).Forourapplicationssuch restrictionsare

harm less,asin Theorem 3.1 we evaluatethe m om entgenerating function at(� K i;1;:::;� K i;P )and each

K i;p � 0.The correlation coe� cientisgiven by

corr(X 1;X 2) =
�01�

0

2 � �1�2
p
(�021 + 2�1�2 + �22)(�

02
2 + 2�1�2 + �21)

2

�

�
1

3
; 1

�

; (68)

see (47.31). Thus unlike m any of the other m ultivariate distributions, this m odelallows us to study

one-sided distributionswith negativecorrelation.

C C O M B IN AT O R IA L A N D D IO PH A N T IN E B O U N D S

W e usethe notation ofTheorem 2.3 and Theorem 2.4:

S(M ) = fv :v = (v1;:::;vM );vl2 f0;1;2;3;:::gg

K i(x;r) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rpg

K i(x;r;+ ) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rp;(� 1)
~k�~1 = + 1g

K i(x;r;� ) = # fk 2 S(JN i):8p 2 f1;:::;P g;~k� ~xi;p = rp;(� 1)
~k�~1 = � 1g; (69)

and letK i(r)= K i(~1;r).

Foreach iwebound thenum berofsolutionsto~k� ~xi;p = rp forp 2 f1;:::;P g.SolutionstoDiophantine

equationsofthisnature often crucially depend upon the coe� cientsxijt;p. In expanding P (Y j�)we can

trivially handleany term swith an xijt;p = 0.Thus,asweassum exijt;p isintegral,in allargum entsbelow

we m ay assum e xijt;p � 1; ifthis assum ption fails than trivialbook-keeping in our earlier expansions

rem ovethe sum overkijt.The following resultisim m ediate:

Lem m a C .1.Letxi;p = (xi11;p;:::;xiJN i;p)bea J� Ni tupleofpositiveintegers.Then K i(x;r;� )� K i(r).

Thusby Lem m a C.1 instead ofanalyzing K i(x;r;� 1)itsu� cesto bound the sim plerK i(r).

For ease ofexposition, we con� ne ourselves to the case where the �i;p are drawn from a translated

Gam m a distribution,G (z� �;bp;np),and we assum e xijt;p � �; forexam ple,we m ay take � = 1. Such

boundsdo notexploitthecancellation in K i(x;r;+ )� K i(x;r;� )(though itisnotunreasonableto expect

square-rootcancellation).Itisstraightforward to generalizethese argum entsto the M ultivariate G am m a

distribution (orlinearcom binationsthereof)from Lem m a 3.2.

Centralin theargum entsbelow arecom binatorialresultsaboutcounting thenum berofrepresentations

ofan integerasa sum ofa � xed num berofintegers.W e brie
 y recalltwo usefulresults.

Lem m a C .2. The num berofways to write a non-negative integer r asa sum ofP non-negative integers

is
�
r+ P �1

P �1

�
.

Sketch ofthe proof. Considerr+ P � 1 objectsin a row.Choosing P � 1 objectspartitionstherem aining

r objectsinto P non-negative sets,and there are
�
r+ P �1

P �1

�
waysto choose P � 1 objectsfrom r+ P � 1

objects.
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Lem m a C .3. The num berofwaysto write a non-negative integeratm ostR asa sum ofP non-negative

integersis
P R

r= 0

�
r+ P �1

P �1

�
=
�
R + P

P

�
.

Sketch ofthe proof. Partition R into P + 1 setsasin Lem m a C.2. Asthe lastpartition runsthrough all

num bersfrom 0 to R we getpartitionsofallnum bersatm ostR into P non-negativesets.

Toexploittheexponentialdecayin (24)from the�i;p beingdrawnfrom translatedG am m adistributions,

wem ustshow thatK i(r)doesnotgrow toorapidly;weshallshow itgrowsatm ostpolynom ially in r.Note

such argum entsignorethe decay ofthe(1+ bpYi;p + bprp)
�n p factors.Assum ewetruncateourexpansion

by requiring 0 � ki11 + � � � + kiJN i
� R. Aswe assum e thatxijt;p � � and thatwe are using translated

G am m a distributions,wem ustbound

X

ki11 ;:::;kiJ N i
ki11 + ���+ kiJ N i

> R

PY

p= 1

e
���

P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt: (70)

W e use the notation ofSection 2.3.1. Forany r,ifeach kijt � 0,then Lem m asC.1 and C.2 im m ediately

yield

T heorem C .4. W e have

K i(r) = # f~k :ki11 + � � � + kiJN i
= rg =

�
r+ JN i� 1

JN i� 1

�

: (71)

Thus K i(r) � (r+ JN i � 1)JN i�1 =(JN i� 1)!,which im plies thatK i(r) grows atm ostpolynom ially. If

xijt;p � 1 then K i(x;r;� )growsatm ostpolynom ially.

W e conclude with som e argum ents and techniques that are speci� c to having the exponentialdecay

from the translated G am m a distributions. These exploit im proved bounds for sum m ing K i(r) for r in

variousranges.W e bound

X

ki11 ;:::;kiJ N i
ki11 + ���+ kiJ N i

> R

PY

p= 1

e
���

P
J

j= 1

P N i
t= 1

kijt =

1X

r= R + 1

�
r+ JN i� 1

JN i� 1

�

e
���P r

: (72)

By Lem m a C.3 wehave

# f~k :0� ki11 + � � � + kiJN i
� Rg =

�
R + JN i

JN i

�

: (73)

R em ark C .5. The num ber ofk-tuples with
P

j

P

t
kijt � R is

�
R + JN i

JN i

�
. Ifwe wantthe approxim ation

from looking atjustthese term sto be good,we need the sum in (72)to be sm all. In this case,we initially

need to evaluate
�
R + JN i

JN i

�
term s,which leads to R values to store. In subsequentevaluations (note this

encom passes notonly calculating H i butpossibly also itspartialderivatives required for Newton’sM ethod)

we only have to read in R values,an enorm ous savings. The m ore varied the data xijt;p is,however,the

m ore tuplesofdotproductsm ustbe stored.

To obtain a feelforthese sizes,we tabulate the num berofterm sarising from di� erentvaluesofR;J

and N i.Noteitisthe productJN i thatm atters,notthe valuesofJ and N i separately.

R JN i

�
R + J N i�1
J N i�1

�

5 20 10
4:6

7 20 10
5:8

9 20 10
6:8

5 30 10
5:4

7 30 10
6:9

9 30 10
8:2

5 40 10
6:0

7 40 10
7:7

9 40 10
9:2
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The largestterm in the expansion ofH i in Theorem 2.2 iswhen allkijt = 0,giving + 1.W hen the k-sum

issm all(say ofsizes),we� nd term sofsize e���P s.W e havethe following trivialestim ate:
�
r+ JN i� 1

JN i� 1

�

� (1+ 1)r+ JN i�1 = 2JN i�1 e
rlog 2

: (74)

Assum e ��P > log2.Then the sum in (72)isbounded by

1X

r= R + 1

2JN i�1 e
rlog 2

e
���P r

� 2JN i�1

Z
1

R

e
�(��P �log2)r

dr

�
2JN i�1 e�(��P �log2)logR

��P � log2
: (75)

If(��P � log2)logR > JNilog2,the above is sm all. Unfortunately,itm ightnotbe sm allcom pared to

the contributionsfrom term swith a sm allk-sum (ofsizes);thosecontribute on the orderofe���P s.

W e perform a m oredelicate analysisby using dyadic decom position,breaking the sum overr� R + 1

into blocks such as 2m R � r � 2m + 1R,and using Lem m a C.3 in each block. As the choice function�
r+ JN i�1

JN i�1

�
ism onotonically increasing in r,we� nd

1X

r= R + 1

�
r+ JN i� 1

JN i� 1

�

e
���P r

<

1X

m = 0

2
m + 1

RX

r= 2m R

�
r+ JN i� 1

JN i� 1

�

e
���P r

<

1X

m = 0

�
2m + 1R + JN i

JN i

�

e
���P 2

m
R

<

1X

m = 0

2JN ie
2
m + 1

R log 2
e
���P 2

m
R

= 2e�((��P �2log2)R �JN i log2): (76)

Thisissm allif(��P � 2log2)R > JNilog2,allowingustoreplacethelogR in (��P � log2)logR > JNilog2

with R.

A slightly bettersavingsisattainableby using instead

2
m + 1

RX

r= 2m R

�
r+ JN i� 1

JN i� 1

�

=

�
2m + 1R + JN i

JN i

�

�

�
2m R � 1+ JN i

JN i

�

(77)

and using polynom ial(ratherthan exponential)bounds.Them ain term isbounded by

(2m + 1R + JN i)
JN i

(JN i)!
<

(

(2JN i)
JN i=(JN i)! if2m + 1R � JN i

(2m + 2R)JN i=(JN i)! if2m + 1R > JN i

(78)

Inordertodeducewhichofthem anypossibleexpansionsisbest,and whatsizedatasetsarem anageable,

oneneedsto haveexplicitvaluesfor�;� and P ;onecan alsotry toexploitthecancellation from the(� 1)
~k�~1

and the denom inatorfactors.

D A PPLY IN G N EW T O N ’S M ET H O D T O T H E M A R G IN A L

PO ST ER IO R

Newton’sM ethod yieldsa sequence ofpoints~xk such thatf(~xk)convergesto a localm axim um off.

Ifgk and H k are the gradientand Hessian off at~xk,then ~xk+ 1 = ~xk + ~pk,where ~pk satis� esthe linear

equation H k~pk = �~gk.
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Forourproblem ,
 = (~b;~n).Asthe function wewantto m axim izeisa productofterm s,wem axim ize

logf(~b;~n),asthe logarithm convertsthe productin (16)to a sum .To m axim ize

logf(~b;~n) = log
Y

i

H i(~b;~n) =
X

i

logH i(~b;~n) (79)

weneed the gradientand the Hessian asin standard applicationsofNewton’sm ethod.The gradientis

r logf(~b;~n) =
r f(~b;~n)

f(~b;~n)
=

X

i

r H i(~b;~n)

H i(~b;~n)
; (80)

and the entriesofthe Hessian are

@

@x
r logf(~b;~n) =

X

i

2

4
@

@x
r H i(~b;~n)

H i(~b;~n)
�

r

h

H i(~b;~n)

i

� @

@x
H i(~b;~n)

H
2
i(
~b;~n)

3

5 ; (81)

where @

@x
= @

@bp
or @

@x
= @

@np
.

Straightforward di� erentiation gives the partialderivatives. The advantage ofusing a G am m a dis-

tribution is the ease ofdi� erentiating and evaluating these partials. W e give exact,in� nite expansions;

in practice,one truncates these expressions,and the sam e Diophantine calculations and com putational

savingsforH i also hold forthesederivatives.Let

B (~b;~n;K (i)) =

PY

p= 1

(1+ bpK i;p)
�n p

~k �~1 = ki11 + � � � + kiJN i
: (82)

Lem m a D .1 (First D erivative Expansions).

@H i(~b;~n)

@bp
= �

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1 K i;pnp

1+ bpK i;p

B (~b;~n;K (i))

@H i(~b;~n)

@np
= �

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1 log(1+ bpK i;p)� B (~b;~n;K (i)): (83)

Asbp;K i;p arenon-negative,the logarithm sarewellde� ned above.
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Lem m a D .2 (Second D erivative Expansions). In the expansionsbelow,p 6= q.

@2H i(~b;~n)

@b2p
=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

K 2
i;pnp(1+ np)

(1+ bpK i;p)
2
B (~b;~n;K (i)):

@2H i(~b;~n)

@n2p
=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1 log

2
(1+ bpK i;p)� B (~b;~n;K (i)):

@2H i

@np@bp
=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1

"
K i;pnp

1+ bpK i;p

� log(1+ bpK i;p)

�
K i;p

1+ bpK i;p

#

� B (~b;~n;K (i))

@2H i(~b;~n)

@bp@nq
=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1K i;pnp log(1+ bqK (i;q))

1+ bpK i;p

B (~b;~n;K (i))

@2H i(~b;~n)

@bp@bq
=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1 K i;pnp

1+ bpK i;p

K (i;q)nq

1+ bqK (i;q)
B (~b;~n;K (i)):

@2H i

@np@nq
=

1X

ki11= 0

� � �

1X

kiJ N i
= 0

(� 1)
~k�~1 log(1+ bpK i;p)log(1+ bqK (i;q))B (~b;~n;K (i)): (84)
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