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Duality in Bayesian prediction and its implication
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§1. 1ZLoIC

COWMXTHMT DD, EBED Bayes FTUIXLITEBTIRD &S RATH
%. (1) Bayes 7 p(x;0)n(6;¢,0) I2BWT, EERAME AN, 6) 2IRETS. (2) €
P p(z;0,7) LBWT, £TRED ST A—K 0 1LHHHE 1(0]r) BIREL, K
BLNZ A =& T IZHFIRE N7) ZIRET 5.

INSDTr —ARBE—IZIDIZED7=2DIZ, EECTLWINRTA—REAVTYIRE
UTH D Bayes €7V pe(z;0)me(0) #E X, BEANE ICE>THEELTHEEZXS.
¥} % Bayesian model averaging O#:#A TH 5 (Hoeting et al., 1999). D A(€)
% prior averaging density XIERZ L1295, ZHIFETIE N T IHEDOEFERD
BEVWERTLBIRTE 5.

BTN LB BABEEIL me(z) = Elpe(z;0)|me(0)] TH Y, 2EOELEEIX
m(z) = Elmg(z)|ME)] THB. 727U, E[f(y)|p(y)] ZEE p(y) DT TD f(y) OH



FiEZKRY. 257X 25 5. Bayes DFHIZL Y, EFVEIIHTEEBDESR

A(¢lz) = A)me(z) (1.1)

m(z)
D& DIZ/%5. Th% posterior averaging density ¥ IERZ 2T 5.

EFEEDOME% Bayes FHIFEL LTE 5% 5. Bayes FHIEE L iX, Bayes €5
p(z; O)m(0) 1IZBNWT, [FROBERER y 1233 T DHEREE p(y;0) 2 TR q(y|z) i
Lo THETEI L THS. WEMBETIETHAED q(y|z) = ply; 0) DBIZBE I NS
2, FHMETRFRIHEOBEEAARE S AR\, FOREKT FRIRIEI#ERMED —
RiILEEX 5.

FTHO LT 2FAMT2-DICHAEL2EATLE. ZORXTHE 2 20EE
D(q(ylz), p(y;0)) & & U D(p(y;9), q(ylz)) WAL, @WH D FTD Bayes Y 2
7 BRANHEENHRIZERT 5. 22T, D(p(y),q(y)) := Eflog{p(y)/a(¥)} | p(y)]
& Kullback-Leibler divergence 2% 3. TN 5 DEEIIEWNWIINNTHY, FhFh
e-divergence X5 & U m-divergence 8% £ /XN % (Amari & Nagaoka, 2000).

ZOMXTURUVIEAWSEE 2 D%IFTH <. 1 DX Pythagras &% A7z Y
A7 DB TH 5. Pythagrean difference %

PD(p1,p2,p3) := D(p1,p3) — D(p1,p2) — D(p2, p3)

CEoTEHET 5. b U E[PD(p1,ps,p3)] = 0 851, RER E[D(p1,p2)] <
E[D(p1,ps)] H¥ih 3.
LI 12V FREMAVEV AT UETHS. FIREIT 5. BEEASHE p(z;0) 125V
THRAHER (MLE) ), &
log %%4)—) =D(p(y; Om), p(y; 6)) (1.2)
Z 723 (Kullback, 1959). 12, p(z;0) NSEBEMRAME (3 KL, HAOBTHIE
BATFTRI) D& ¥, Stein HER fg (Stein, 1981) ik

E[log Z((a;é;) —D(p(y;8s), p(y;9)) ‘p(w; 9)] =0 (1.3)
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EWET. Zhon%R00, VAZOHEBNEAELOBMFEOLBIZREINSGZ
g b. MLE OF#HIZE D, MLE XX 2 REABHIEEATHS. LdoT,
Stein #EEH MLE 2®%ET 2 Z LA 005.

(1.2) BE U (1.3) EHEAEL & WD EKRIHL e-divergence K &\ D E/NAD N T
VARERTS., IOLDITERFELENADNT VA ERTERE AR TRERF
REMRIZELITTSB.

§2. e-divergence 8K DB E
Z DT e-divergence BEEFAL-BEEM LS. T74bb, Bayes FHIHE

min E[D(a(vla), p¢(4:0)) | me(Blo)N o) (2.1)

q(ylz
REETSE, ZIT, ne(flz) RFETNECBILEREETHY, Mélr) X (1.1) D
posterior averaging density T® 5. pg(z; 0)me(0)A(€) = me(Blz)A(Elx)m(z) ITHEET
52, m(Blo)\Elz) o BERSNELENS REDTTO (6,€) OREN & EETH S
e h5.
Corcuera & Giummole (1999) 2 &3 &, €TV £ IZ81F 5 Bayes FRIFE

min B[D(a(ylz), pe(3:6)) | me(61)
DL
g§ (y|z) o exp{E[log pe (y; 0) | m¢(6]x)] } (2.2)
THEZ 65, Blittid Pythagras Bk
E[PD(q(yle), a¢(ule), pe(y;6) | me(6lz)| =0 (2:3)

2 & - THABICHEMR T & 5 (Yanagimoto & Ohnishi, 2009).
Bayes FHIME (2.1) 2 L—MALT, VAZBR/NHEE

min E[D(q(sl2), g¢(vl2)) | n(6)] (2.4)



2EXD. L, h(E) BBEYREETHY, canonical weight ¥ IERZ X I2§ 3.
VA7 E/NHEE (2.4) RO L SIZLTHESNS. Bayes FHIFIE (2.1) X (2.3) ZHL
5Lk,

i E[Dlatvle), ¢61e) | o]

DEIIZEMERTES. Z T, posterior averaging density A\(£|r) % canonical
weight h(€) IZEEHMZ I L.
DTo@EmCEELLE2R-TEE2EHEL THL.

Definition 2.1. (i) (2.2) ® gf(y|z) ZAWT
fe(yla; h) == exp{E[log g (y|z) | h(€)] — ¥=(h)} (2.5)

B, ZIZT, exp{v(h)} BRB{HETTHS. FHAHA fe(y|z;h) % canonical
weight h (2 &% gf(y[z) D e-mixture I3
(i) RDE % canonical weight A (23153 % mean weight & IEX,

tz(& h) := Ellog ¢f(y|z) | f*(y|z; h)]. (2.6)

fe(ylz;h), wu(h) BV t,(6;h) 1F h ONEETH 3.

log g(z|z) XX BAE DK L F X 5 DT, Bayesian log-likelihood & .3,
Bayesian log-likelihood ratio & e-divergence kDN v A2 BKTHERNE S
na.

Theorem 2.1. (2.5) ® f¢(y|z; h) i& Pythagras Bif%
E[PD(q(ylz), f(ylz; ), ¢(ylz)) | h(£)] =0

272, UkedioT, VAIBNEE (24) DRTH S, £/, HEER

feé(z|z; h) e . e _
E [1og i - DU i), (k) [ h(&)} 0 2.7)
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MEK D LD,

(2.7) 105 Y A 2 BN (2.4) DBUMEDS —y(h) TH S T L D)5,

BTFTUKUVIEAWS Gateaux 3 DLz ESH TEH L. F(h) % canonical weight h
OPEH LTS, F(h) D hy (2B B ho—hy IZXT 5 Gateaux 5 % g F(h1; ho—
h) L. THPB,
F(hy + B(hz — k1)) — F(h1)

B

T#%. Canonical weight h DBEBEI DS E, Gateaux M IXHEDRMA I, B
N D& L Ohnishi & Yanagimoto (2013) IZ/@#& X1 5. Mean weight (2.6) i ¥, (h)
D Gateaux D IZHNS.

0cF(h1;he — hy) := lim
B—0

Sc¥z(h1; he — h1) = Eftz(& h1) | h2(€) — h1(8)].

ROFEEIZ, BB FRIHEE2RD B Z LD 5 H#5%4 D F T Shannon entropy % &
AT B L L EMTHBZ L ERLTWS. Hp(y)] :=E[-logp(y) | p(y)] 3BERE
& p(y) ® Shannon entropy &3 5.

Theorem 2.2. s(¢) =t,(&;h) D& EIZRY, Shannon entropy D #il#If} & B ARIE

max H[q(y|z)]
subject to E[log qg(ylx) i q(ylx)] = s(§)

X, VA2 B/NEEE (2.4) LA DB fo(y|z; h) & b o.

HEOAERHIATS. pi(y), pa(y) EFSORREE L T 5. HEE K

p(y;n) = exp{nlog %Z—g - ¢(n)}pz (y)

i, RO 2 OOMBEOMYE LTESNG. £FEL, p=1y/(n) LT5.
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1) Shannon entropy D ¥4 & & AR

sy |70

subject to E [log i: E‘Zi , q(y):l = u.

2) e-divergence DiREHE & O H/NEE

min {nD )) + (1 —n)D (q(y),pz(y))}-

a(ylz)
Bayesian log-likelihood % ‘BAft’ 22 & Lo THHAWFHSHENESHS.

Theorem 2.3. Canonical weight hl(¢) 2RIz & > TEZET 5.

6 log fé(x|z;hl;h —hl) =0 for any h. (2.8)

ZOLE, FRHH fo(y|z; hl) OROBEER BT

e Rt
g Sl _

4 (zl7) D(f*(ylz; hl), qg(ylsc)) for any £.

h; (&) % (1.1) D posterior averaging density &3 5. T7&bLH, hi(£) := \¢|z) &
& <. Theorem 2.1 25 fe(y|x; ht) I& Bayes FHIFE (2.1) O, T4bbH, B#ETH
DHTHS. Thi ‘by 7 LUTEM, Theorem 2.3 DFHIDHZ ‘Y'Y L LTA
CEIBFRRPMDY S APBRERELBLUTHEEND.

Theorem 2.4. RO EER 2T FHBFHFD I 5 2% Q¢ L&EL.
fe(zlz; h)
g (z|z)
%72, (2.8) D hl(€) 2EBEIZ Bayesian log-likelihood log f¢(z|z; h) % ‘&AL T2 L7

5. ZOLE, Q°ORT, fe(ylzhy) BBRTHY, fo(ylz;hl) 3BETH 5.

E|log — D(f%(ylz; h), ¢¢(ylz))

A(f|x)m(m)] =0. (2.9)

72 < E Z21E, Bayesian log-likelihood DAL FRDBRAKIRIEZ 52 5 LRI T X
%. Theorem 2.3 DF R, HEBIHEHEIZE TS MLE LRU & 5 %2%&8 % 27~
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3. Yanagimoto & Ohnishi (2011) i¥%/4 (2.9) IC&ZB L, BREEE L OEELZHL T
W5,

Y 22 B/INEIRE (2.4) OBME —o(h) 2 R IZDWT ‘BRL THZrizky, H
VAZE—FBIZT DL RFRDHELES ZEMNTES.

Theorem 2.5. Canonical weight hS(§) ZRIZ& > TEHT 5.
Sz (hs;h —h) =0 for any h.
ZDrE, TR fe(ylz; hS) ERDERE T,

D(f®(ylz; hS), g€ (ylz)) = —s(hS).

TR fo(ylz;hg) RED gi(ylz) 5 b “FHEM DT, {£ED prior averaging
density (28 U THEHE Y R 7 H1—EMH —p (hS) 2L BT itk B,

§3. m-divergence I8k DIHE
Z OFi T e-divergence 5%k & WX 722 m-divergence 8L % A L, Bayes FHIRIE

min B[D(p(y:6), a(ule)) | me(Blz)A(Ela) (3.1)

%##%%7% 5. Shannon entropy D% & m-divergence D5 Y A2 BH®KTHEANEEL
BEERLT. ZOHOHERE §2 PUBAEHR A L Shannon entropy HAILDREIC
HNET B EZZERDIZT 5.

Aitchson (1975) IZ & hiE, ET I €125} % Bayes FHIFEIE

qrg;ilg)E[D(pg(y;G), q(ylz)) | 7re(0|56)]

DRI

4§ (ylz) == E[pe(y; 0) | me(8])] (3.2)



THEZX 625, 72, Bi#EMIX Pythagras B%
E[PD(pe(4;6), a7 (112), alyle)) | me(6l2)] = 0

%38 U THIBRIZ R ¥ 5 (Yanagimoto & Ohnishi, 2009).
§2 L HERRICHEE ML,

min E[D(qf"(vl2), a(vl=) | h(6)]

2% ZX%5. ZIZT%H h(€) % canonical weight £ IFER. U 27 /N (3.4) X,

ERVT (3.1) %
min B[D(ef (vlz), a(vlz)) | Aelo)]
D& S ICEMERL, ME|z) % h(E) CBEHMRIZBSNG.
UTOBERCEELRE 2 R-TRBEEHETS.

Definition 3.1. (i) (3.2) ® ¢f*(y|z) 2 AT

f7(ylw; k) = E[qf* (ylz) | h(€)]

(3.3)

(3.4)

(3.3)

(3.5)

&BL. PRI f™(y|z; h) % canonical weight h iZ & 3 ¢f*(y|z) ® m-mixture &I

.
(ii) RDE % canonical weight h (ZXf/53 % entropy weight & X,

tz(&;h) = —log f™(x|z; h) — D(g* (ylz), F™(ylz; h)).

(3.6)

U A2 B/NEE (3.4) Dl Shannon entropy Dz & m-divergence %% /35 v 2 X

5.

Theorem 3.1. (i) (3.5) ® f™(y|x;h) & Pythagras BI{%

E[PD(qf*(ylz), f™(ylz; k), a(ylz)) | h(€)] =0
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W T. Lido>T, Y AOE/NEE (3.4) OTHD. £72, f™(y|z; h) FROER
FREh~T.

B[H[f™ (ylz; )] — H[gf(yle)] - D@ (wle), fwlesh) | W] =0.  (38)

NBEE ¢, (h) %
o (h) = H[f™(ylz; 1)) ~ E[H[gf(al2)] | h(€)]

EoTEETS. (3.8) 225, — (k) XV AIB/NHEE (3.4) OBR/IMETH 2 Z L A5
5. BRENZ L2, ¥, (h) D Gateaux #4531 entropy weight 2 FHWTRT Z LT
5.

Sz (h1; by — h1) = B[tz (& h1) | ha(€) — he(€))].
VA B/NEE (3.4) #FMABAKMEICEEMAS. ZITEMEIIEIEE—L WD
BKCHD.

Theorem 3.2. s(§) = t,(&;h) D& ZFIZER D, Bayesian log-likelihood D4t & HX
il

max log g(z|z)
q(ylz)

subject to — log g(z|x) — D(q?(ykv), Q(y|$)) = s(§)

3V A7 B/NHE (3.4) L E—DfE f™(y|lz; h) 2 D.
Shannon entropy % ‘Exk{t’ §5& (3.8) LIXHOBEEANESNS.

Theorem 3.3. Canonical weight Al (£) ZRIZ& > TE&KT 5.
ScH[f™ (ylx; hish— hl)] =0 for any h. (3.9)
IorE, PR F™(ylr; hl) ZROBEAER 22T,

H[f™(ylz; k)] — H[¢7* (ylz)] = D(¢f*(y|z), f™(ylz; hL)) for any &



§2 LEBIZ, hi(E) = A(Elz) & BL.

Theorem 3.4. ROYRER %M TFRL/HEDI 5 2% Qm v &L,
E[H[f™ (vles )] — B[ (v12)] - D(af (wle), ™ (wles 1)) | AEle)miz)] = 0.
7, (3.9) D hf(€) £ Shannon entropy H|f™ (y|z; h)] #BAMLTZ LT 5. =

DLE, QM OHT, fr(ylnhl) RBRTHY, fP(ylz;hl) RBETHS.

U 22 BN (3.4) DBUIME b, (h) % h 12T “BAL FTBIicky, s
VAZIR—=RE W) RIRTHERBLFHIHL2EL Z R TE 3.
Theorem 3.5. Canonical weight hS(€) Z2RIZ& > TEHT 5.
dc¥z(he;h—hS) =0 for any h.
ZDLE, TR f™(y|lz; hS) IROERE T,

D(qé”‘(ylx), ™ (ylz; he)) = —pp(RS) for any ¢&.

4. MAEDEE

§4.1. Mean weight & entropy weight

Definition 2.1 (ii) ® (2.6) TE# L 7= mean weight t,(&;h) IKDOWTEET S, Z0
23
t2(&h) = —~H[f*(ylz; )| — D(f*(yla; ), ¢f (ylx))
DESIZKRRTDBIILNTELDT, EFVEIHNTIBFERA2RL TS LEIRT
5.
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(2.8) Lk o TEHEIND bl #HBIEFE T I LIFTERVA, MIET % mean weight
IIEE AR %2+EH D, Theorem 2.3 DR L TRERF/S.

Corollary 4.1. Canonical weight h}, {23359 % mean weight &
to(&; h}) = log gf(zla) — Ax [f*(ylz; b))

THB. 7L, A [p(y)] =logp(z) +H[p(y)] TH2.

TORELIDUHEUL ABEDIT, pe(z;0) BEBRDHKEOBEEEXD. ETN
EIZBIFB MLE % Oy T 5,

log g5 (z|z) = log pe (x; Ore) — D (pe(vs Oue), 4§ (yl2))
MDD, Lizh->T,
to(& L) = log pe(z; Onre) — {D (pe(y; Onze), af(ylz)) + A= [FE(ylz; hL)] }

Y75, Zhid AIC (Akaike, 1973) & FERIC (BRAMBAE) — (FIAIK) OFELT
W5,

XKz, Definition 3.1 (ii) ® (3.6) TE % L 7= entropy weight IZ 2 WTHEET 5.
Entropy weight DE&RX (3.6) 25, IHHEET N LI THREFEZRL TV L
RTEs.

Theorem 3.3 DR & U TR%EE5.

Corollary 4.2. (3.9) TE#X 5 canonical weight hl (Z3E$ % entropy weight i&
tx(& hL) = H[gf (ylz)] — Az [f™(yla; hL)]
TH5.
Corollary 4.2 D&% S 5D UARD DI, pe(y;0) PREETIDL & EEZD.
One = argmax H[pe(y;0)] £ <. HBSEFHERS,

H[¢(y|z)] = H|pe(y; One)] — D (pe(y; One), a8 (vlx))
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THB5DT,
ta(6: 1) = Hpe(y; Oare)] — {D(pe(v3 baze), @ (o) + Az [ (wlos )] }

&%, BIREEWZ LIz, (HK Shannon entropy) — (FHIE) D% L TW3,

§4.2. a-divergence 8K DIBAE
RRIZ a-divergence BRDBFEEEZ S, ZOEEIRDED IZEHI NS,

D (p(:6), a1) =E o (X1 | y50)),

4 1+a
Uq(r) = oz (1—7‘ 2 )

722U, -1<a<1T®H%. a-divergence i&, e-divergence & & ¥ m-divergence D
RTHD. ui(r) :==rlogr BEP u_i(r) ;== —logr D& S IZEH TS ¥, e-divergence
i a =41, m-divergence i a = -1 DFEHLEZ SN B.

a-divergence % D T T Bayes FHIFTEIZ

min B[ Do (p (1:6), a(yle)) | me(Bl)A(El)] (4.)
TH5. §2 B&LU §3 LEMIC Yanagimoto & Ohnishi (2009) DFEREHWB L, Zh

%) A7 B/NEE

min E|Dq (g8 (412), 4(412)) | k()] (42)

a(ylz)
EEMR BT NTES. ZIT, g¢ (ylz) &, EF N EI2B1F % Bayes FHIME

qrailg) E[Da (pe(y;0), q(yl)) ‘ 7rs(9l~"v)]

DEETH Y,

—2_

¢ wl) o< (E[{p(y; 0)} 5 | me(012)]) ™"
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THZ 615 (Corcuera & Giummole, 1999). A/NFITH (4.2) I2H 1) 5 h(€) % canon-
ical weight & FE.X,

Definition 4.1. (i) RO FRI2 7%, canonical weight h IZ & % ¢f(y|z) D a-mixture
LR,

2

fo(wlsh) = — (B[{ag i)} 5° [ A©)]) (43)

1
cz(h)
ZZT, cx(h) 3IRBRIEEFTHS.

(ii) RO B % canonical weight h IZX}i5 3 % divergence weight & IE35.

tz(& h) = ua(f*(2lz; h)) — Da(gf (yl2), £ (ylz; B)). (4.4)

§2 5 L 08 §3 DEBIZNIET 3 EEIBS NS,

Theorem 4.1. (4.3) ® f*(y|z; h) XV A7 BUNERE (4.2) OB#fTH Y, ROER%E
W79,

E[u(}f%%) - Da( ko) wlaim) | o) =0

(4.5) 5, VAL BUNEE (4.2) DB/MED u_o(co(h)) THBZELHPHE. Zhic
& o THBEE v (h) ERDESIZEHRT 3.
Yz(h) = —u_q (cx(h)). (4.6)

Theorem 4.2. s(§) = t,(&h) DL ZIZR Y, FHIWA EOB/NEHE
min u, (¢(z|z))
q(ylx)

subject to — Do (gf (y]2), 4(yl2)) + ua(a(z|z)) = s(€)

X, VA B/NERE (4.2) LR—DR f*(y|z;h) &HD.

uo(r) DEFARAED &, Bayesian log-likelihood log g(z|z) DHIFIS EHmAMEL %



liTHd. ZHida=-1DLETLEELL. UL, a=+1 DL EXFHIFIHRNT
LRENH 5.
ERX (@5 KHh B
y ( g¢ (z|z) )
“E\ f(zlz; h)
ZHEART S Z LITL 5T canonical weight hl(€) ZEETS. u_o(1/r) i rizoWnT
BHEmzo7T, R, RRACL>TERIND.

b¢ log f*(x|z; hi; h — hl) =0 for any h. (4.7)

y Y

Theorem 4.2 DD I AV M EHFIZ, TOHEEFEa=4+1 DL ZIZHTELWVA, a=—1
DL EEIFIIRRNTEHENH 5.

Theorem 4.3. (4.7) Z&>TEHEIND Al 2MVAFHAH fo(y|z; b)) ERDOER
9.
woZER) N b o), rrleh) franye (49)
fo(zla; hl)
‘b PEEFHISHETHD, ‘€YU A Theorem 4.3 DFRO/ETHB LD 4F
RATED 2 5 A5 M 2 ENTES, W () = A(Ela) & B<.

Theorem 4.4. ROEX - T FRLHED I S A% Q> &L,

¢ (zlz) N ol
E{u-a (m) D(Qg (ylx)a f (yl-’f, h))
iz, A7) &> TEHRIND bl HEBIC Bayesian log-likelihood log f*(z|z; h) % &
RETHLT B, ZOLE, Q*DHT, f(y|z; hE) IEEBRTH 0, o (ylz; hY) FRE

TH 5.

A(f’m)m(w)} = 0.

(4.6) TEBI Nz ¢hp(h) & A IZDWT ‘BAAL $EI 22k, BHHEY X272 prior
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averaging density 2 X 5T~ LRI LI BRFRLH2E LA TE 5.

Theorem 4.5. Canonical weight hS(£) ZRRIZL > TEET 5.

gz (hS;h — hS) =0 for any h.

ZDrE, PR f(y|z; hS) IFRDERE AT,

D(qg¢ (ylx), f*(ylz; hy)) = —¢u(hg) for any .
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