Objective priors for the robust Bayesian estimation
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MEHENTIZBWTT — XA NEEZEAT WL I DL HD. £EFE, WKET —
APPWEIND E51TRHD, T LEANEREETNDIRUBEZ T WD, ANz 8D
F=RLEE OHE RTINS TAPKEL 2578 % L OMENRD 5.

ANAEIZTERE R HEE TR, 2NETHLEOMELRINTWD (HIX1E, Hampel
et al. (1986), Huber (2011) 2 ZM). i TlX, Basu et al. (1998) T density-power di-
vergence (25D < AANABIZ BEIE 7 HEE IR E I T W S, density-power divergence
EANAEIZN U CHEETH 508, ANEDOENGNE < 705 LB EZIT TN T ANK
EL 5o TULE D, &7z, RENEIZH T 2HENENZ LB BERIZH SN TWS, £
DRFEKR & LT, Fujisawa and Eguchi (2008) Tl Jones et al. (2001) TRE T N7
v-divergence &\ % Z & T, ANAEDE G ITH S TITHEBERHEE L TRETH S Z L 2R
LTW5.

F7o, R AR IZE U TEANEDORMEIXZ T T WS, Dawid (1973) TlHAL
BRI OHEE OBRIZEBRDOE T VIZIERAAETIE RS EOBE W t-2H2/H>5 2 & T, #iE
LTW3. X512 Andrade and O’Hagan (2006) TIiZZHRI4 126 HED B\ 6 % IKE
UTC, AERHZ T T RERBOHE S T4 oTWa. LU, RIEREBUZR U TIH
D E Vo TWRW. Desgagné (2015) T, NEUERIZEBEEE H W7z 21678 L
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FOEISIZHEOEWSHEZAND Z & T, NERBOEEZ LIFTWws. Lo, 205
DHENZ MaRA ZAMEF L P 1 EBOLETH Y, FAER RN GG IZHEEEE
ZRELHER->TULES. £ 2T Ghosh and Basu (2016) Tl&, RS2 HW 7240
EDEFHD 5 density-power divergence % FH\\T, HHER FHEIM 2K T 5 kxR
LTW5. £7z, Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2019) TIX, ~-divergence % I\ T, Ghosh
and Basu (2016) & FICHEE R ERIHZERL TWD. 206 D X 5T divergence
EHWSLZ 2T, ZEEBANDHREBSTHY, 6122 DOFEED MG E2HWZRA X
ERIIHNVEDRA > TOWRWEEIZS HRREENMTA TS Z 2D, BEER» 5B D
D> TW5. F#iZ Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2019) TREINT WA N1 L= IE
v-divergence & RIBRIZAHANIEDEIG13% < THEMRZLHEE ZFIEEIZL T WS,

AfETlE, Ghosh and Basu (2016) ¥ Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2019) THRZEL T
WD HBENAEIIKN LT, BBEMOMAE 52 5. BEHI DAL Jeffery O HFT DM 72 E
WWRERIND LD REBFRFAGMOERELTH L. BE, XA in e HEim% B2 ik
ELUTHHZREOTE D, 4 WEBHEFIAAEIREZINT WS (Ghosh (2011) R %22
). ARTIZE S, 25 2 HiT R(®-posterior ¥ y-posterior DI %17\, T OWHLME
ZH 3HTHNT S, £ L THE 4 #iT Reference prior & Moment matching prior {22
WCTHNT 5. BRIZE S i TTNENOERI M OREE 2 HBEIK T 5.

2 Robust bayesian estimation

X1y ..oy ZEERB g(z) = (1 —¢)f(x) + ed(z) o MIZFE Bl E Nz T —
Ay D. ZIT, flz) BA—F Y NORBTHY, S) BERSETH S, 7,
fo(x) = f(2]0) (0 € ©®@ CRP) ZETILLEL, fo,(z) = f(z) &T5. ZZTEELDIX
fx) IZHEA D D, g(z) ITFBRA RV TH D, @E OHERNIE T — X F8 A4 340 & Bk
DB AAH B TWS, LirLants, SMUEO BB LTI 6(x) RIEEAHTH
D, EBRZHID 72 WEHRIK f(z) DATHZDT g(x) ITHERZY TS L& 72l %2 5
ZTUED. XA XEOHAHAT, Ghosh and Basu (2016) & Nakagawa and Hashimoto
(2019) IFZTNTNENR S RFEEIHERERL TW5.

% 2.1 (R™-posterior ). a > 01Zx LT,

e _exp{—nda(7, fo)}7(0)
OX) = T ep (o7 o) (@) 0




% R _posterior £ \N5. Z I T,

- 1 1
~ (5. fo) = ;q<a><xj;e>, (i) = o) - [0

FE 2.1, 22T, dof = 1 [g(x)fo(x)ds — a+1 [ f;T(t)dt 1% density-power
divergence @ cross entmpy THhY, R(O‘)—postemor I% density-power divergence & FEH
IZBRY D 5.

EF 2.2 (y-posterior ). v > 012X LT,

exp{—nd, (g, fo)
Jo exp{—nd, (g, fo)

(9)
(6)do

(’Y)QX i
(0] Xn) = -

% ~-posterior \»5 . Z I T,

~ n —v/(1+7)
— nd( :Z ) (z;6 _;7 ¢ (2 0) :_fa {/ £ } '

ER 2.2, 22T, dy(g,f) = %logfg x)fo as)dx—m log [ f,T(t)dt & v-divergence
D cross entropy TH Y, d- (g, f) 1& dy(g, f) = (1/7)exp{—fyd7(g, HYy+1/y0&>
IZ y-divergence @ cross entropy @iéﬂ’#‘]@% ITHAOGNDS. TD2®, y-posterior 1%

y-divergence & R BRI H B, 72, d (g, ) 1ZHEERA 3T (pseudo-spherical score;
Good (1971)) IZH L TW5

% 7z Ghosh and Basu (2016) & Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2019) Ti%, £ D
FgEo M oHEERBOINEME L 0 NA MEZRLTWS.

3 EnottE

d %2 XA N—=Uxv AL U, 6, = argmingeo d(7, o), 0, = argmingee d(g, fo),
0n = [ 07D (0]X,,)db, Qn(0) = —nd(g, fo) £§ 5. TD& ¥, Ghosh and Basu (2016)
¢ Nakagawa and Hashimoto (2019) Ti%, W< DO EHIZEMDH & TLL N O EEH DK
DIL>TW5.

EE 3.1, MR 1T QWM (6,)/00 =0 &L, 6, B 6,, n(0) BidiFELT L. Z0D

v,

‘1/2

1
7@ (1]X,) — (2m) 72 [ 7D (0)] " exp (—;TJ”)(@Q)t) ‘ di %5 0




MR YILD. 2 I T,

82
% | o007

JD(0) = -E @ (6; X)
Thsb.
FEUPRNEMDIL->TWNS.

EIF 3.2. fER 1T oQY(0,)/00 =0 &L, 0, B 0,, 7(0) OMFHENERE T 5.
ZDeE, n—oollXLT

\/ﬁ(én —én) 20,
~ d
Vi (80— 0,) % N0,V (0,))
MDD, 22T,
V@) (g) = JO ()1 [D(0) S D ()L, 1) (9) = B, {%qw)(g; Xl)a%qw)(g; X))

THD.

ZOEMIZE Y, R — posterior & ~-posterior DHEFEHIZFNFNORNIET 2 X
ANV 2V ADHEZLWHIMIZFA UM EZFFDZ L D3b 9 5.

4 Objective priors

R(®)_posterior & ~-posterior IZHFTAMHDHEE K E 521} 5% Z ¢ 13 Nakagawa and
Hashimoto (2019) Tk <HONT WS, WEDNA XHEE TIEFEITERR L2720
AT Jefferys prior 72 E QKB RGP L FTHAOMZHES T2 08LZ 0. L LR
25, R@_posterior ¥ vy-posterior X HE NV EMERILE LT WD 7280, HIEHFTH
MaeBEALZLRNBETHD. TDD, KA TREBHIIMIZEHT L. EHERND
FEWS Db b, REXNZB DL UT, FHROM & HRTOM O 2 H&KI2T 5HID
i (Reference prior) 733 % (Ghosh (2011) 7 & % ZM). Giummole et al. (2017) Tl
R(™)_posterior & ~-posterior % & & U 22 L 55 125 L T, Reference prior (25
ERGE X[iFoxitks

mi (0) o< | T 0)]2.
L7528 %RLUTWS. — T, Ghosh and Liu (2011) THRuHEE & & SIRO A — X —
TNA 7 A —5% % Moment Matching prior 2R INT WS, AFTiE p=1 D
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&2 R(®-posterior & ~-posterior {2} j 9% Moment matching prior &4 5. &
H31DORMEEUTNOEMEZINET 5.

o q(z;0) 1Y 4 A TTREL T 5.
o E[M(X)] < oo 72 2M8T, NF2i#7729 3 DIEFET 5.

(i) < M)

D&%, Giummole et al. (2017) & D BAFAYK D 32 D.

EIE 4.1, R 1T 0QY(6,)/00 =0 &=L, 6, D 6,, n(6) ¥ C HOEKL T 5.
P

0, =0, + ;) {—;?—Sd (g, fén) + M} +0,(n7Y)

2J(d)(6,,) 003

ko,

i oaop 1 95" (0) | 7 (0)
MO=0 = T, {‘25<d><eg> T 0,)

Y7%. ZIT, gs(0) = By, [0°¢(X130)/06%] £ F5. D%,

() (4
7'('53)(9) Zexp{—/ ?%d)((t))dt}
e, n@—0) Lo rnd. myu0) 2EESE 7(D(0]X,) 8T 5 Moment

matching prior £\ 5.

5 FEERER
5.1 /T

R(®)_posterior & ~-posterior IZ 2\ T—Kk4 7, Reference prior ¥ Moment Match-
ing prior (2B SEMELLE AT S, 1000 HIOE Y TAH LAY Ialb—Ya yEHWT,
A n = 20, 50,100, HEHEOE]E = 0.00,0.05,0.20 DHEIZDWT, FEFEHD NS



FAERTW, $7-, $HPHRIESF L TV VI CHINT 3. 27— ZREN %
(1—&)N(0,1) +N(6,1)

LU, [BEHIE T N2 IEBDE N(p,0?) 295, ERSHDOEED Reference prior &
DEIDITHEZOND.
Wg%a)(#a o) x o~ 2+ (R(@)_posterior),

—3+1/(1+7) (

Wg) (,0) x o ~-posterior).

¥ 72, Moment Matching prior £ p = 1 DG4,

W](\?)(O') o gA1/242 (R(O‘)—posterior),

771(\}) (1, 0) ox o~ CFN/204%) (4 posterior),
Y%, 2T,

Ay = 7392014+ )} (2+ @) + (10 — 2(—2 + a5 + a(3 + @),
Ay = (1+a)(—a(l+ a)’VT + (=2 + a4+ o + o) g (1T2)/2),

52 #&R

2TDRPSEHEDOEENME2 VS & D iE R posterior ¥ ~-posterior % I3 J5
MNATADPINS KRB I e bond. £7-K1 2R 2DEREIER, K3 LK 4 DR
TIENATAFINELL Lo TWVNDS, IHITKRI LKA LK LR6ZILIKRT D LIFIFED
LIRWIZ Ehbrs. ZDI L5 Objective prior & W2 Ji DM HEE R D N A 7 AL/
X5, T a,y Lo TINODEBAMTOHEIFHEINTE D, L7244 0A
DREIWZES>TENRVEHTLEIENRID DN S.

6 &

EBIETAMEMES 2T, "M TAE/NS LT B EVHRRIZAL 5 7. Moment
Matching prior IZBIL Tld, ZEEANDIEHFZEZTHE D, KO NHMIZHWS Z &2
TEHLEZOND. £EANEPRLZVEETE FRREABYR DL, BEDORA X
HEE N T AZEDS KRNI D bh 572, %72 R(™-posterior DIGFEIZRET % E
T ILiZ & - T Objective prior IZAIVEDFEENHTL b, —J T y-posterior (2T 5
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# 1 The empirical biases of the posterior means for the mean parameter under

the uniform prior

ordinary R(®)_posterior y-posterior

o,y o v

€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00
0.00 20 0.001 | 0.001 0.004 0.0056 0.005| 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
0.00 50 0.001 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.002 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.00 100 -0.001 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.001 -0.002
0.05 20 0.302 | 0.094 0.076 0.059 0.028 | 0.083 0.059 0.053 0.046
0.05 50 0.300 | 0.026 0.015 0.026 0.039 | 0.022 0.008 0.006 0.007
0.05 100 0.302 | 0.013 0.005 0.004 0.013 | 0.012 0.004 0.002 0.002
0.20 20 1191 | 0.724 0.490 0.328 0.166 | 0.730  0.507 0.390 0.292
0.20 50 1.194 | 0.678 0.413 0.342 0.242 | 0.643 0.280 0.164 0.131
0.20 100 1.202 | 0.614 0.209 0.154 0.218 | 0.574 0.091 0.021 0.011

# 2 The empirical biases of the posterior means for the variance parameter

under the uniform prior

ordinary R _posterior 7y-posterior
a,y « Y
€ n 0.00 | 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 | 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00

0.00 20 0.266 | 1.249  4.444  9.155 12.755 | 0.955 2.187 4.175  7.280
0.00 50 0.090 | 0.259  0.515  1.447  7.275 | 0.230 0.361 0.547  1.020
0.00 100 0.041 | 0.111  0.192  0.336  1.292 | 0.101 0.150 0.208  0.319
0.05 20 2.441 | 2,766  6.143 10.225 13.075 | 2.126 3.367 5.338  8.173
0.05 50 1.943 | 0.523  0.821 2366  8.700 | 0.425 0.464 0.668 1.275
0.05 100 1.833 | 0.233  0.288 0489 2125 | 0.189 0.189 0.236  0.354
020 20 7.504 | 9.700 11.373 12,993 13.934 | 8.793 8933 9.702 11.014
020 50 6.333 | 6.017  5.944  8.379 12.484 | 5.358 3.285 2.844  3.682
0.20 100 6.054 | 4631 2423  3.003 7.895 | 4180 0.957 0.496  0.596

Objective prior i Fujisawa and Eguchi (2008) @ [ §(z) fo(x)dz =~ 0 DIE % &I I,
ETIVIZDHAT Objective prior ZEHTE L. U LA S, EABPNI WEEIZIE
NATAFHEFORETE TRV, SRITVMERDBEIZHLEMN LD ERET HMHE
Whb.



ordinary R(®)_posterior y-posterior
a,y o ¥
€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00

0.00 20 0.005 | 0.001 -0.001 -0.003 0.001 | 0.001 -0.001 -0.003 -0.004

0.00 50 -0.005 | 0.006 -0.004 -0.003 -0.002 | -0.005 -0.004 -0.003 -0.002

0.00 100 -0.001 | -0.002 -0.003 -0.003 -0.004 | -0.002 -0.003 -0.003 -0.004

0.05 20 0.284 | 0.028 0.011 0.013 0.069 | 0.025 0.006 0.002 0.003

0.05 50 0.302 | 0.013 0.002 0.000 0.003 | 0.011 0.001 0.000 -0.001

0.05 100 0.296 | 0.005 -0.002 -0.003 -0.002 | 0.004 -0.002 -0.003 -0.003

0.20 20 1.214 | 0.596 0.338 0.357 0.685 | 0.579 0.270 0.187  0.237

0.20 50 1.194 | 0.510 0.141 0.085 0.139 | 0.483 0.087 0.025 0.011

0.20 100 1.217 | 0.516 0.088 0.035 0.037 | 0.480 0.044 0.013 0.008

# 4 The empirical biases of the posterior means for the variance parameter
under the reference prior
ordinary R(@)_posterior ~y-posterior
a,y «a Y
€ n 0.00 | 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00

0.00 20 0.025 | 0.004 -0.007 -0.015 -0.042 | -0.002 -0.039 -0.105 -0.213

0.00 50 0.015 | 0.006 0.000 -0.007 -0.001 | 0.004 -0.009 -0.032 -0.093

0.00 100 0.004 | 0.000 -0.002 -0.006 -0.009 | 0.000 -0.006 -0.016 -0.042

0.05 20 0.610 | 0.111  0.090 0.130 0.180 | 0.089 -0.029 -0.007 -0.047

0.05 50 0.643 | 0.0564 0.033 0.036 0.073 | 0.038 -0.002 -0.019 -0.059

0.05 100 0.638 | 0.038 0.024 0.026 0.037 | 0.025 0.000 -0.011 -0.035

0.20 20 1.664 | 1.032 0.772 0.811 0.788 | 0.966 0.560 0.453  0.451

0.20 50 1.619 | 0.947 0.412 0.382 0.567 | 0.874 0.244 0.153 0.146

0.20 100 1.620 | 0.967 0.285  0.233 0.313 | 0.877 0.133 0.080 0.080
S EE

AR EITIIC D> T, INBREZOBARMBIRIZIIE MR IRA Y M2 WZEEL

2. T OB ERL £, AWSEIX JSPS B #E JP19K14597 D% %213 7= O
T7.

# 3 The empirical biases of the posterior

the reference prior

means for the mean parameter under




# 5 The mean parameter under the moment matching prior

ordinary R(®)_posterior y-posterior
a,y Q@ 7
€ n 0.00 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 0.30 0.50  0.70  1.00

0.00 20 -0.002 | -0.001 -0.001 -0.001  0.001 | -0.001 -0.001 0.000 0.000
0.00 50 0.000 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 -0.002 | 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
0.00 100 0.004 | 0.003 0.003 -0.003 -0.003 | 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
0.05 20 0.290 | 0.022 0.007 0.006 0.028 | 0.020 0.004 0.003 0.014
0.05 50 0.294 | 0.016 0.008 0.007 0.007 | 0.015 0.007 0.006 0.006
0.05 100 0.302 | 0.015 0.008 0.008 0.008 | 0.014 0.008 0.007 0.008
020 20 1.202 | 0.585 0.349 0313 0.530 | 0.576 0.319 0.274 0.362
020 50 1.219 | 0535 0.174 0.091 0.058 | 0.514 0.129 0.057 0.045
0.20 100 1.205 | 0.509 0.079 0.029 0.012 | 0.477 0.043 0.011 0.008

# 6 The variance parameter under the moment matching prior

ordinary density power posterior ~y-posterior
Q.Y a Y
€ n 0.00 | 0.30 0.50 0.70 1.00 | 030 050 0.70 1.00

0.00 20 0.031 | 0.012 0.011 -0.054 -0.454 | 0.011 0.016 0.029 0.093
0.00 50 0.008 | 0.003 0.001 -0.022 -0.229 | 0.003 0.005 0.006 0.000
0.00 100 0.002 | 0.000 -0.001 -0.013 -0.120 | 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
0.06 20 0.616 | 0.099 0.101 0.070 -0.303 | 0.085 0.080 0.130 0.316
0.05 50 0.630 | 0.051 0.036 0.019 -0.178 | 0.040 0.020 0.020 0.032
0.05 100 0.636 | 0.038 0.026 0.020 -0.086 | 0.027 0.010 0.007 0.006
0.20 20 1.659 | 1.018 0.814 0.661  0.020 | 0.975 0.713 0.782 1.221
0.20 50 1.638 | 0.966 0.450 0.347  0.082 | 0.906 0.309 0.217 0.259
0.20 100 1.613 | 0.969 0.278 0.215 0.102 | 0.887 0.144 0.095 0.110
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